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INTRODUCTION

The modern revisionists in the leadership of the international communist
movement have not only abandoned the Marxist-Leninist analysis of the state
to preach the social-democratic illusion of “peaceful, parliamentary transition

%o _socialism". °®

They have repudiated — as recent publications in Britain demonstrate —
the whole. scientific, materialist conceptlon of history of which Marx laid the

foundations. X

It is for this reason that we have felt it desirable to summarise the main
features of the Marxist-Leninist conception of history, of social development,
adding to the text the main passages from the writings of Marx, Engels, Lenin
and Stalin on which each point of the summary is based.

The report which follows covers the development of society from " the most
primitive human social formation to feudalism. A second report will cover this
development from feudalism to socialism, and a third the principal new discoveries

in social anthropology which have been made since the time of Marx and Engels., ®
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THE DEVELOPMENT OF SOCIETY

THE LAWS OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF SOCIETY

' The Méfxist—Leninist, materialist conception of history holds fhat.the
development of society, like the d?Velopment of all other Processes of the
material universe, proceeds according to objective laws:

“""The development of all human societies for thousands of Years, in
all countries without exception, reveals a general conformity to law,
® regularity and consistency in this development!,
(Vo I. Lenin: "The State'", in: "Selected Works",

"The connection and interdependence of the phenomena of social life
are laws of the development of society, and not something accidental.

Hence social life, the history of society, ceases to be an agglomeration
of 'accidents', and becomes the history of the development of society

according to regular laws, and the study of the history of society
becomes a science, S

Volume 11; London;

Hence the practical activity of the party of the proletariat must 4
be based on the laws 'of development of society and on the study of
these lawg", ' :

(Jo V. Stalin: "Dialectical and Historical Materialism'", in: "History

of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks)"; Moscows 1941;

It is true‘that historical processes differ from the processes whieh
@ occeur in 'inanimate nature in that the former are the result of conscious,
willed action by individual human beings: ~

"In one point, however, the history of the development of society proves
to be essentially different from that of nature. . o In the history_ f
Society . . the actors are all endowed with consciousness, are men acte
® ing with deliberation and passion, working towards definite goals; new
thing happens without a conscious purpose, without an intended aim", - -~
5 (B Engels: "Ludwig Feuerbach", in: K. Marx: "Selected Works", Volume 13
London; 1943; p, 456-7). :

 This distinction does not, however, alter the fact that historical proe
é Ceésses are governed by objective laws:

(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 459)

For individuai wills anqg actions ffequently confliﬁt with one anofher;'
@ 80 that their- to : ;

tal-endﬁresult,~the'historical process, is different from
what was interdedq: T s B ‘ . ‘

insufficient. Thus the confliét of innumerable
c¢tions in the domain of history produces a state

of affairswentirg;y analagous to that in the realm of unconscious

nature. . ,

Men make their own hi

story, whatever its outcome may be, in that each
person follows hisg

OWn consciously desired end, and it is precisely the
® resultant of these many wills operating in different directions and of

their manifold effects upon the outer world that constitutes history",
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 457p.8) S
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e prought about only when masses of

ficant historical changes ar
Thus, signi wlt of conscious motives held

Eeogle take action in a common direction, as a Tes
in commons . °
Wyhen, therefore, it is 2 question of 1nvest1ga'b1-n8‘ the driving forces which
—— .consciously of unconsciously, and indeed Very often unconsciously -- lie
behind the motives of men in their historical actions and which constitute
the real ultimate driving forces of history,.thenif-is.not a.question so
mieh of the motives of single individuals, however eminent, as of those mo-
‘4ives which set in motion great masses, whole peQRles and again whole classes 'Y
"of “the people in each peoplen, .
. (F. P gels: ibidss Do 459).

=+ " Thesé conscious mctlves, .even when held in common ‘by masses of people, are of
secondary significances S s D e s .

3 e DO U -

iMotives therefore in relation to ‘the total . result are.. o of only secondary' ®
“significance®. B . s = : . D vasis s g i
(I‘ Engels' ibid.s p. 458)." : ) $E G

: ‘Ihey are of gsecondary 81gn1f1cance because, like all ideas, they do not arise
spontaneously but are brought into the minds of men by external real:.ty, by the

material universe: : ' : s °
' ""'Ma.t’cer is that Uhl(‘h acting upon our sense—orga.ns, produces sensatlon-
. nxatter is the obaectlve .E‘°a.LJ.'tJ given to ug in sensation. . . - .
‘ Matter, nature, be:.ng, the- phyeical -- is primary, and spirit, consciousness,
sensation, the psrchical ~~ is secondary".
(V, I. Lenin: "Materialism and I}nplr*o-CrJ.tch.sm" ins "Selected Works", o

. Volume 113.Londons 19465 o 207, 208).

'I‘he conscious motives which, held.in common by masses of people, give rise
to significant historical chenges are social ideas, which have their orlgln in
the materl 1 life of societys . .

£ "The source of formation of *the spiritual life of society, the origin of
SOC.‘Lal ideas, social theories, pol:.tlcal views and political institutions, ®
- "should not be sought for in the ideas, -theories, views and political institutions
* - themselves, but in the conditions of the material life of society, in social
being, of wh1c.1 these ideas, theories, views, etc. are the reflection".
~ (J. V. Stalin: "Dialectical a.nd Historical Materialism", ins “"History of the
“ @ - Communist Party of uhe Soviet Union (Bolshev:..cs)‘“ Moscows 1941; p. 115) ®

The. deternining cause of *the development of .society — that which gives rise
to soc:Lal motiveg.in the.minds of masses of people and so leads to significant
hls‘torlcal change -- lies, therefore, in the material life of society: -

"It ., , is . . the 'conditions of material life of society! which in the final

analysis determine the physiognomy of society, its ideas, viewvs, polltlcal ®
__ institutions, etc.".

(J. V, Stalin: ibid.; p. 118)..

~  The mat°r1a1 life of society include2s geographical environment and growth of
population ~~ factors which influence the developmen’c of societys-

"Geographical environnent is unquestlonably one of the constant and 1ndls- P
pensable conditions' of development of socuety and, of course, ‘influences
the development of society- "o .

The concept 'conditions of ma.*'enal llfe of society' also includes growth of
pop\ﬂ.atlon. . @29

Of course, growih e¢f popula tion does 1nf1uence the development of society".

(J. V. Staling ibid.; p. 118, 119). . ®

But fhese factérs do not deternine *he development of society:

R}
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"Geographical environment cannot be the chief cause, the detemmining cause
of social development. . .

Growth of population . . cannot be the chief force of develbpment of society,
and its influence on the development of society camnot be the determining
influence", '

(J. V. Stalin: ibid.; p. 118, 119).

The chief force in the material 1life of society, the determining factor in the
development of society, is the devel:o ment of the mode of roduction, that is, the
development of the method of procuring the means of 1ife: '

"The mode of production in material life determines -the social, political and

intellectual life processes in general", -

(K. Marx: Preface to: "A Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy™",
ins "Selected Works", Volume 1; Londong 19435 p, 356). .

® ' "The materialist conception of history starts from the proposition that the
production of the means to support human 1life , , is the bdsis of all social
structure. ., ., From this point of view the final causes of all social changes
and politdical revolutions are to be sought . , in changes in the modes of
T " production", - . ; o # oy 0 s
® gg‘. )‘E&lgels:- "Herr -Bugen Dllhring's Revolution in Science"; Moscows 19593 p, -
T)e O - R Pl e ' . : W
"The chief force in the complex of conditions of material 1ife of society
which determines the physiognomy of society, the character of the social
system, the development of society from one system to another . ., is the
method of procuring the means of life necessary for human existence, the’
& mode of production of material values -— food, clothing, footwear, houses,
fuel, instruments of production, etc, == which are indispensable for the
life and development of society", . 8
(7. V. Stalin: ibid.; p. 119).

The mode of production embraces both fhe forcés of production and the relatimns
of production of societys - '

Marxism-Leninism Currents Today, 2021

"The mode of production embraces both the productive forces of society and
men's relations of production, and is thus the embodire nt of their unity in
the process of production of material valmes", . .

(J. V. Stalin: ibid.; p. 120).

- The forces of production consist of the instruments of production or means of
® roduction (that is, the tools, ‘simple and complex, used in the process of pro-
duction) and the Dpeople who operate thems . . :

"The instruments of production wherewith material values are produced, the
people vho operate the instruments of production and carry on the production
- of material values thanks to a certain production experience and labour skill
& ~= all these elements Jointly constitute the productive forces of society".
(J. V. Stalin: ibid,; p. 120), :

The relations of production are the social relations into which men have entered
in order to carry on production: '

"Men . . produce only by cooperating in a certain way. . . In order to pro-
® duce, they enter into definite connections and relations with one arother and

only within these social connections and relations does their action on

-nature, does production, take place", :

(K. Marxs "Wage-Labour and Capital®™, in: "Selected Works", Volume 1; Londonj

1943; p. 264). = 2 . '

“"Men carry on a struggle against nature and utilise nature for the produotion
® of material values not. in isolation from each other, not as geparate individ-

- vals, but in common, in groups, in societies, Production, therefore, is at all
times and under all conditions social production, In the production of material
values men enter into mutua] relations of one kind or another within produot—
ion, into relations of production of one kind or another.

(3. V. Stalin: ibid.; p, 120),
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Men do not chogse the relations of production into which they are born; they
"inherit" these relations of production from previous generationss

"In the social production which men carry on they enter into definite
relations that are indispensable and independent of their will®,

(K. Marxs Preface tos "A Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy",
ins “Selected Works", Volume 1; Londons 19433 P. 356). =

"Men make their own history, but they do not meke it just as they please; they

do not make it under circumstances chosen by themselves, but under circumstances @
directly encountered, given and transmitited from the past",

(K. Marx: "The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte®; Moscow; 1948; p. 16).

Within the framework of the mode of production, the ultimate determining facter
in the development of society is the development of the forces of production, and
in the first place of the instruments of production: ®

"A second feature of production is that its changes and development always
begin with changes and development of the productive forces, and in the.
first place with changes and development of the instruments of production. . .

The prbductive forces are not only the most mobile and revolutionary element
in production, but are also the determining element in the development of’ @
production", ‘
(J. V. Stalin: ibid.; p. 121, 122),
The development of the productive .forces takes place within particular
relations of productions - . - . : .

"The rise of new productive forces . » does not .ta.lce‘plac'e sepai‘ately- from ®
the 0ld system, after the disappearance of-the old system, but within the old
- system®, g ' : : TEEREE :

(J. V. Stalin: ibid.s p. 128).° ,

But forces of production of a particular level of development can only be
adequately used and further developed within appropiate relations of production.
Consequently, development of the forces of production within particular relations ®
of production gives rise, at a certain stage, to such mass feelings of social .
frustration that a change is brought about in the relations of productions

"At a certain stage of their development, the material forces of production

in society come in conflict with the existing relations of production. . .

From forms of development of the forces of production these relations turn ®
into their" fetters., Then begins an epoch ~f social revolution", il e :

(K. Marxs Preface tos "A -Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy",

in: "Selected Works", Volume 1l Londonjs. 1G43; p. 356). ol

"New social ideas and theories arise only after the developnment of the _

material life of society has set new tasks before society. But once they ®

have arisen they become a most potent force which facilitates the carrying

out of the new tasks set by the development of the material life of society,

a: force which facilitates the progress of society. It is precisély here that

the tremendous organising, mobilising and transforming value 6f new dideas,’

new theories, new politicel views and new political institutions manifests

itself. New social ideas and theories arise precisely because they are nec- P
.. essaxy to society, because it is impossible to carry out the urgent tasks of
~—-development of the material life of society without their organising, mobil-

ising and transforming action. ’‘rising out of the new tasks set by the devel~.

opment of the material life of society, the new social ideas and theories:

foree their way through, become the possession of the magses, mobilise and

organise them against the moribund forces of society, and thus facilitate the

overthrow of these forces which hamper the development of the material 1life ¢

of society, , .

First the productive forces of society change and develop, and then, depending on
these cha.nggs and in conformity with them,._r.nen's relations of production, their
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The relations of production cannot for too long lag behind and be in a state
of contradiction to the growth ¢f the productive forces, inasmuch as the
prcductive forces can develop in full measure only when the relations of

® production correspond to the character, the state of the productive forces
and allow full scope for their development",
(J. V. Stalin: ibid.; p. 116~7, 122). - .

In improving their instruments of prot.iudtionyvmen are not aiming .at the sooial
changes which arise as a result of these :f.ml')rovem'en‘bs, but merely at lightening
® their labour and increasing their productivitys

"When improving one instrument of production or another, . . men do not
realise, do not understand or stop to reflect what social results these
improvements will lead to, but only think of their everyday interests, of
lightening their labour and of securing some direct and tangible advsntage
for themselves", O

(J. V. Stalin: ibid.; p. 128).

Thus, the development of new forces of production and of new relations. oF =,
production may be said to occur spontaneously, independently of the will »f mans

"Therise of new productive forces and of the relations of production eorres-
® ponding to them . ., takes place not as a result of the deliberate and eon—

scious activity of man, but spontaneously, unconsciously, independently of
the will of man®,

(Jo V. Stalin: ibid.; p. 128). S

As a result of the development of society according to objective laws, a
particular society — except in so far as its development may be interfered with
® by ancther society or societies at a different stage of evolltion - evolves
through a number of successive modes of production, namely:

1) the primitive communal mode of productions
(J. V. Stalin: ibid,; p. 123).

2) the Asiatic or oriental mode of productions ¥
® (K. Marx: "Pre-capitalist Loonomic Formations"; London; 19645 p. 79,
859 95: 97)0 7' .
3) the Germanic mode of productions S R
(K. Marxs ibides p. 75, 77, 18y 955 97).
4) the ancient mode of production;
® (K. Maxx: ibid.; p, 88, 114).

5) the feudal mode of production;
(J. V..‘St&lin: ibid.; p. 123)0

6) the capitalist mode of roduction; and
J. V. Stalin: ibid.; p, 123).

7) the socialist mode of ®_production.
(3. V. Stalin: ivid,; p. 123).

Bach ef these social formations has its own specific objective laws of social

developments

° "The various social formations are governed in their economic development . .
by their own specific economic laws", '

(I VS Stalin: "Economic Problems of Socialism in the USSR"; Moscows 19523
Pe 79).

Thus, each social fometion -.— except in so far as its devellopment may be inter—
fered with by another society or societies at a different stage of sooial evolut-
® ion -~ is succeeded precisely by the next higher social formation:

"A given social system ig replaced precisely by such and such a new system and
not by another",

(7. V. Stalin: "Dialectical and Historieal Materialism', ins: "History of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union (Dolsheviks)"s Moscow; 19413 p. 119).
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THE ECONCIIC EPOCHS

Cor:resp'oriding to the level of the productive forces, three economic epochs may
be distinguished in the development of human society, namelys . ®

", , savagery, barbarism and civilisation".
(7, Engels:)"The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State"; Londong
19725 p. 87). . _ >

Savagery

The lower stage cf savagery represents a transitional stage between non~humen
and human society. Instruments of production are virtually absents

"Man . , opposes himself to Nature as one of her own forces, setting in motion

arms gnd legs, head and hands, the natural forces of his body, in order to
appropriate Nature's productions in a form adapted to his own wants., By thus

acting on the external world and changing it, he at the same time changes his ®
own nature", <

(K. Marxs “Capital", Volume 13 Chicago; 19323 p. 197~8).. °

The principal way of satisfying material needs is, therefore, by means of
gathering natural products: : A

"Man still lived in his original habitat, in tropical or sub-tropical forests, ®
and was partially at least a tree-dweller, --i -+ -Fruit, nuts and roots served

him for food". "

(P. Engels: ibid.; p. 87).

The middle stage of savagery

"o o begins with the utilisation of fish for food.-. . and with the use of fire, ®
The two are complementary, since fish becomes fully available only by the use

of fire. With this new source of nourishment men now became independent of

climate and locality; even as savages they could, by following the rivers and

coasts, spread over most of the earth. Proof of these migrations is the dist-
ribution over every continent of the crudely worked, unsharpened -flint tools

of the earlier Stone Age, known as 'palaeoliths', all or most of which date ®
from this period. . . With the invention of the first weapons, club and spear,

game could sometimes be added to the fare®, - I

(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 88).

The upper stage of savagery

"+ o begins with the invention of the bow and arrow, whereby game became a ®
regular source of food and hunting a normal form of work. . . The peoples

« « are already making some beginnings towards settlement in villages . .3

we find wooden vessels and utensils, finger-weaving (without looms) with -.

filaments of bark; plaited baskets of bast or osier; sharpened (neolithic)--

stone tools, With the discovery of fire and the stone axe, dug-out canoss

now become common; beams and planks are &lso sometimes used for building ®
houses®, : e - :

(F. Engels: ibid,s p. 88, 89).

Barbarism

The lower stage of barbarisnm : ' ) ]

". . dates from the introduction of pottery™.,
(¥. Engels ibid.s p. 89).

The middle stage of barbarism begins, according to geographical énviromnent,
either with the domestication of animals or with the development of small-scale
horticultures [

"The Eastern Hemisphere, the so-called 0ld Werld, possessed nearly all the
animals adaptable to domestication, and all the varieties of cultivable
cereals except one; the Western Hemisphere, America, had no mammals that
could be domesticated except the llama, which, moreover, was only found in
one part of South America, and of all the cultivable cereals only one, though
that vas the best, namely, maize. . . ®
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Middle Stage. Begins in the . . ‘estern (Hemisphere — PEd,) with the cultiv-

ation, by means of irrigation, of plants for food, and with the use of adobe
(sun-dried) bricks and stone for building. . ,

The so-called Pueblo Indians of New Mexico, . , and the Mexicans, Central
Americans and Peruvians at the time of their conquest, were at the middle
stage of barbarism, They lived in houses like fortresses, made of adobe brick
or of stane, and cultivated maize and other plants, varying according to
locality and climate, in artificially irrigated plots of ground, which supplied
- their main source of food; some animals, even, had also been domeaticated ——
“the turkey and other birds by the Mexicans, the llama by the Peruvians, They
could also work metals, but not iron; hence they were still unable to
dispense with stone weapons and tools. . .

In the Eastern Hemisphere the middle stage of barbarism began with the domest—
ication of animals providing milk and meat, but horticulture seems to have
remained unknown far into this period. . .

It is more than probable that among these tribes the cultivation of grain
originated from the need for cattle fodder and only later became important
as a human food supply*.

(F. Engels: ibid,; p. 89, 90~1).

“In thé Western Hemisphere, the American continent,

", « this stage was never superseded before the BEuropean conquest",
(P, Engels: ibid.; p. 90).

The middle stage of barbarism is associated with the first great social division
of labour .between livestock-raising and non--livestock-—raising tribes and the conse-
quent first regular exchange of products:

"Pastoral tribes separated themselves out from the mass of the other barbar-
ians: the first great social division of labour. The pastoral tribes produced
not only more necessities of life than the other barbarians, but different
ones. They possessed the advantage: over them of having not only milk, milk
products and greater supplies of meat, but also skins, wool, goat-hair, and
spun and woven fabrics, which became more common as the amount of raw material
increased. Thus for the first time regular exchange became possible. . .Now,
with the differentiation of pastoral tribes we find all the conditions ripe
for exchange between branches of different tribes and its development into a
regular established institution®,

(P. Engelss ibid.; p. 218-9),

The upper stage of barbarism

". « begins with the smelting of iron ore. . .

We now meet"the  iron ploughshare drawn by cattle, which made large-scale
agriculture, the cultivation of fields, possible, and thus created a pract-
ically unrestricted food supply in comparison with previous conditions. This
led to the clearance of forest land for tillage and pasture, which in turn was
impossible on a large scale without the iron axe and the iron spade. Populat-
ion rapidly increased in number, and in small areas became dense. . .

We find the upper stage of barbarism at its highest in the Homeric poems. . «
Fully developed iron tools, the bellows, the hand-mill, the potter's wheel,

the making of oil and winey metal working developing into a fine art, the wagon
and the war-chariot, shipbuilding with beams and planks, the beginnings of
architecture as art, walled cities with towers and battlements. . .

The upper stage of barbarism (is) the period when all civilised peoples have
their heroic age: the age of *he iron sword, but also of the iron ploughshare
and axe. Iron was now at the service of man. . . Iron gave to the handicrafts-
man tools so hard and sharp that no stone, no other known metal, could resist
them, All this came gradwally, , . Hence stone weapons only disappeared slow-
lyﬂ 2 A

(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 92, 221, 222),
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The upper stage of barbarism is associated with the s?cond great social
division of labour: the separation of handicraft from agriculture:

"The products of weaving, metal-work and the other handicrafts, which were
becoming more and more differentiated, displayed growing variety and skill.
In addition to corn, leguminous plants and fruit, agriculture now provided
wine and oil. « « Such manifold activities were no longer within the scope
of one and the same individual: the second great division of labour took
place: handicraft separated from agriculture. e« .

The upper stage of barbarism brings us the further division of labour
between agriculture and handicrafts", _ .
(F. Engels: ibid.; pe 222, 224). _ ; .

The separation of handicraft from agriculture gives rise to the development
of production specifically -for exchange instead of, as previously, for the use

of the producer — that is, to organised commodity production, and so to commerce:

‘myith the splitting up of production into the two great main branches, ag-
riculture and handicrafts, arises production directly for exchange, commodity
production; with it came commerce", ”

(F. Engels: ibide; p. 222).

Civilisation

The characteristic features which distinguish civilisation from earlier
economic epochs will be discussed in a later section.

Modes of Production in relation to Economic Epochs

The relation between the successive modes of production and the successive
economic epochs is shown in the diagram belows:

SAVAGERY PRIMITIVE COMMUNAL
mode of production

———— —— —— —— — — — — — e G — —— — — — — — —

(not associated with i (associated with
orienmlvdespottamr) , oriental despotism) .

| " ASIATIC NAMN astarre NN\ N\ N\

: mode of production mode of production

s : N\ ST
GERMANIC . \ GERIMANIC - \

. mode of production mode of production

v ’ :
) AN NN

s S et SRS T
EEENONTEINNN

. : T —
mode of production

CAPITATIST
mode of g/roduction

SOCIALIST
mode of production

CIVILISATION

i G ——— ——— — —
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THE PRIMITIVE COMMUNAL MODE OT PRODUCTION
(Classless Society

At the earliest stage of the development of human society, man's productivity
of labour is sufficient only for the bare subsistence of himself and his depend~
ents; he produces no surplus that can be appropriated by another person or social
group. In other words, the exploitation of man by man, of one social group by
another, is not possible; under the primitive communal mode of production, society
is classless:

"As ren originally made their exit from the animal world -- in the narrower
sense of the term -~ g0 they made their entry into history, still half ani-
mal, brutal, still helpless in face of the forces of nature, still ignorant

. of their own strength; and consequently as poor as the animals and hardly more
e productive than they. There prevailed a certain equality in the conditions of
existence . . — at least an absence of social classes",

(F. Engels: "Herr Eugen Dithring's Revolution in Science"; Moscow; 1959; p. 247).

“"There were no classes in society when . . people laboured in primitive eon-

ditions . . when productivity of labour was still at its lowest, and when

primitive man could hardly procure the wherewithal for the crudest and most
primitive existence,

gV.)I. Lenins "The State", in: "Selected Works", Volume 1l3 London; 1943; p.
470

"Under the primitive communel system . . there was no exploitation, no classes®,
(J. V. Stalin: "Dialectical and Historical Materialism™, ins "History of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks)"; Moscow; 1941; p. 123-4).

The Development of the Punuiuan Family

In the earliest human society, sexual intercourse is unrestricted within a
particular community. Engels speaks of

", . the circle, originally embracing the whole tribe, within which the two
sexes -have a common conjugal relation'.

(F, Engels: "The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State"; London;
19725 p. 112).

The family, that is, a household of related persons distinct from the community
as a whole, evolves by means' of

.- "e o the progressive narrowing of the circle . . within which the two sexes
have a common conjugal relation"”,
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 112),

The primary cause of this narrowing of the range within which sexual intercourse
is socially permissible is man'sg discovery that the “inbreeding” of these known to
be close relatives increases the possibility of the inheritance of undesirable
biologival traits. Engels quotes with approval the words of the American anthropol-
ogist Lewis Morgan:

"The influence of the new practice, which brought unrelated persons into the
marriage relation, tended to create a more vigorous stock physically and
mentally",

(L. H.)Morgan: "Ancient Society"; London; 1963; cited in: F. Engels: ibid.;
p. 111).

and himself remarks:

"In this ever extending exclusion of blood relatives from the bond of marriage,
natural selection continues its work.

Tribes with gentile constitution (to be described in the next section — Ed.)
vere thus bound to gain supremacy over more backward tribes, or else to carry
them along by example",

(P. Ingels: ibid.; p. 111),
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Thus, the family evolves by mear ,f a process in which sexual intercourse is
socially prohibited, first between close relatives, later between more remote
Telatives (relationship at this stage being necessaTrily based on relationship with
the mother, since 1t could rarely be known who was the father of a child). In this

connection Engels speaks of . ‘

w, , the continuous exclusion (from sexual intercourse —- Ed,) first of nearer,

then of more and more remote relatives". : e

(F. Engels: ibid,; p. 112),. , .

In the first foxrm of the family, the consanguine family, sexual intercourse has
become socially prohibited between different generations of maternal relatives: @
a . .

“THE CONSANGUINE FAMILY, THE FIRST STAGE OF THE FAMILY.
Here the marriage groups are separated according to generationss all the grand-
fathers and grandmothers within the limits of the family are all husbands and

wives of one anothers so are also their children, the fathers and mothers. . .

In this form cf marriage . . only ancestors and progeny, and parents and child- ®
ren, are excluded from the rights and duties . . of marriage with one anothexr",
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 102). K )
In the second form of the family, the punuluan family, sexual intercourse has
become socially prohibited between brothers and sisters (of the same mother), later
between maternal cousinsg ®

"If the first advance in organisation consisted in the exclusion ~f parents and
children from sexual intercourse with one another, the second was the exclusion
of sister and brother. . . It was effected gradually, . . ending with the
prohibition of marriage even between , ., first, second and third cousins®,

(F. Engels: ibid.: p. 103).

The Social Equality cf the Sexes

That social group which plays the principal role in production becomes, in the
course of time, the dominant social group in society:

"That class or social group which plays the principal role in socigl production
and performs the main functions in production xﬂust, in the course of time, in- E)
evitably take control of that productioni,

"(J. V. Stalin: "Anarchism or Socialism?", in: "Works", Volume 13 Moscows; 19523
p. 341-2), y . =
During the lower and middle stages-of savagery, when men obtain their means of

subsistence predominantly by food-gathering, this work is shared equally by both
sexes. Consequentlly, there is a state of social equality between the gsexes: ®

"Among all savages . . the position of women is not only free but honourable".
(F. Engels: ibid.s p. 113).

“In primitive sooiety, . . the position of women then was not like the unfraneh-
ised and oppressed condition of women today', '

évé)L Lenin: “The State", ins "Selected Works", Volume 11; Léndon; 1943: p. ®
43 ). : S
The Xin

At this stage of the development of society, each social group forms a commun—
istic household communitys :

"Tt.le practice of living together in a primitive cormnunistio household' + o+ Dre=-

vailed without exception till late in the middle stage of barbarism".

(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 103).

Ai‘ter'the pasging of a few generations, increase of population forces each
communistic household to split into (generally) two daughter household communities:

"After a few gencrations at most, every original family was bound to split up.

The practice of living together in a primitive commmistic household . . set a

lim:.tt, varying with the conditions but fairly definite in each locality, to the
maximum size of the family community™,

(P. Engels: ibid.; p. 103-4).
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‘With the social prohibition of aual intercourse between close relatives of
the mother, i,e., with the develop. .t of the punuluan family, the new household
communities formed by divisior ' _this way comprise those maternal relatives '
between whom sexual intercoursy .S sociall rohibited, A daughter household
community of this form is called a kin (Greek: genos; latin: gens):

. s soon.as the conception arose that sexval intercourse between children of
- the same mother was wrong, it was bound to exert its influence when the
household split up and new ones were founded, , ,

As soon as the ban had been established on sexual intercourse between . . the
most remote collateral relatives on the mother's side, this group trans-
formed itself into a gens'.

(F. EngeIs: ibid.; p. 104, 107).

In the original form of the kin under group marriagze, where the father of a
child was generally unknown, descent hag to be reckoned through the mothexr, i.e.,
is matrlllnear- ) »

“In so far as group marriage prevails, descent can only be proved on the
mother's side and , . therefore only the female line is recognised®,
(7, Engels: ibid.: p. 106).°

A kin is thus, in its original matrilinear form, a group of all the living
descendants of a particular female ancestor, a group among the members of which
sexual intercourse is socially prohibited:

"Members of a gens, in the original form of that 1nst1tut10n, i @ all have a
common ancestral mother. . .

This -, +'gens , . constituted itself as a firmm circle of blood relations in
the female line, between whom marriage was prohibited".
(F. Engels:-ibid.; p. 106, 107).

The latter factor means that the husbands of the female members of a kln are
dravn from some other kins

. “The husbands of these sisiers . «» Can no longer be their brothers and . .
consequently do not belong to the same . . gens®.
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 106-7).

Thus, a community can enjoy an independence existence only if it oon51sts of
at least two kins:

"Since marriage was probited within the gens, there had to be at least two
gentes in any tribe to enable it to exlst 1ndependently“
© (F. Engelss ibid.; p. 152).

Having established itself, a kin consolidates itself and differentiates 1tself
from other kins by the development of kin institutions of a social and religious
characters

"Henceforward by other common institutions of a social and religious character
it (i.e., the kxin —- Ed,) increasingly consolidated and differentiated itself
from the other gentes of the same tribe''.

(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 107).

The development of the kin follows naturally and necessarily from the develop-
ment of the punuluan familys

"The development of the gens follows not only necessarily, but also perfectly
naturally, from the punuluan family™,
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 107).
so that the kin as a social institution is common to all peoples at a certain stage
of the development of socicty:

"The gens is an institution common to all barbarians until their entry into
civilisation and even afterwards®.
(F. Engels: ibid.. p. 147).
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Tribal Society
" * A society the basic social organisation of which is the kin s called ‘a kinship, o

gentile or tribal society. " - e i

As with increase of population each kir divides into c.lauglclter kins, a_,nd ?ach
of these later into further daughter kins, ihe number of kins in a community in-
creases, Those kins which regard themselves as most clogely re%ated t<? one another
by common descent form a clan or phratry (Greek: phratria; Latin: curia)s

"Phratries generally represent the original gent~ ‘nto which the tribe first
split up. . . In the measure in which the tribe increased, each gens divided
again into two or more gentes, each of vhich now appears as a separate gens,
while the original gens, which includes all the daughter gentes, continues as
the phratry. . .

The gentes within one phratry are brccher gentes to one another, vhile those ®

in the other phrat.y are their cousin gentes". : : 9,
(F. mgels% ibid.; ‘p. ]_-52)Q : N _.___“__ TR A, TIPSy, ¢ ¢ = Tmemmis s 9 s me e B S Spe—

A1l the clans of a particular oommﬁnity togethier form thé iribé” (Greek: phyles
Latin: tribus). The developed tribe thus represents the descendants of a particular
original undifferentiated horde; ®

"As several gentes make up a phratry, so in the classic form several phratries
make up a tribe®, .
(F. BEngels: ibid.; p. 153).

A tribe is distinguished by:

"1) Its own territory and name. . . . ' ®

2) A distinct dialect, peculiar to this tribe alone. . .

4) The possession of common religious conceptions (mythology) and ceremonies'.
" * (F. Engels: ibid.; p. 153-4). .

Trom time to time a tribe comes into conflict with another tribé of £ribes over
the resources available for. food-gathering (and, later, over those available for @
hunting), and so normally considers itself in a state of war with other tribess

"In principle, every tribe was considered to be in a state of war with every
other tribe with which it had not expressly concluded a treaty of peace",
(F. Engels: ibid.; p, 155). P

In order to maintain the tribal cohesion necessary to meet this state of affairs, Y
i.e., in order to prevent conflict between the various kins within a tribe over these
resources, it becomes usual for each kin to specialise in the gathering of a part-
icular article of food (later, in the hunting of a partiocular species of animal).
From this arises the system of totemism, the association of each kin with (origin-
ally) a particular species of edible plant or.animal, With the passage of time, the
kin builds its mythology around its particular totem, &

) Shou."Ld a stranger from another tribe come to live in the area oocupied by a
kin (a circumstance which is comparatively rare up to the stage of the Germanic

mode of production), he may be adopted by the kin and so admitted to membership
of a new tribe: = . ;

receiving full gentile and tribal rights".
(F. Eohels: ibid.s P. 150).

"_T}}e gens can adopt strangers and thereby admit them intc; the whole tribe, ., .

Tribes occupying adjacent territories and speaking dialects derived from a
common mother tongue (indicating common descent from the same original primitive
horde) may in time come together to form a league cx confederacy of tribes, the
forgru.nner of a Pre-nation or nmationality which is in turn the forerunner of a
natiion, Often such confederacics grow out of a temporary military alliance:

"Here and there alliances between related tribes came into being in the
‘ emerg?ncy.df '!:he moment and broke up when the emergency had passed. But in
certain districts tribes which were originally related and had then been dis-
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persed joined together again in permanent federations, thus taking the first
step towards the formation of ne".ons, . ., . | :

Their éommonvianguage, in which_there were only variations of dialéct;’was the
expression and the proof of . thelr common descent", o
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 156, *57).

Such a confederacy ciwmes into beings

". o on the basis of complete equality and independence in all internal matters
of the tribe", : :
(P. Engels: ibid.; p. 157).

Tribal Democracy

From the very beginning cf tribal society, a certain division of labour takes
place between the rank-and-file members of the tribe and these members entrusted
with twske of leadership and direction:

"In each such community there were from the beginning certain common interests
the safeguarding of which had to be handed over.to individuals. . . Such offices
are found in aboriginal communities of every period", '

(F. Engels: "Herr Eugen Dithring's Revolution in Science; Moscows 1959; p. 247).

+ In general, such tasks of leadership and direction are entrusted to the older
members of the tribe (the "elders"), by virtue both of the greater wisdom presumed
to arise from age and experience and of their reduced ability to perform arduous
mamial work, : ;

Under the primitive communal mode of productioh, such tribal‘officers are
democratically elected by the adults of both sexes and are

". o under the control of the community as a whole",
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 247).

The authority possessed by these tribal officers is the product of social utility,

custom and respect; they possess no coercive powers corresponding to those of the
later state: é

"In'primitive society . . there were yet no signs of the existence of a state.
~We find the predominance of custom, authority, respect, the power enjoyed by

the elders of the tribe . , -~ but nowhere do we find a special category of

people who are set apart to rule others and who . . systematically and perm-

anently command a certain apparatus of coercion . . - all that which constit-

utes..the essence of the state”, : B, 58

(V, I. Lenin: "The State", ins: "Selected Works", Volume 11; Londons 1943; p. 643).

"There was as yet no public pover separate from the people which could have been
use” against the people, Primitive democracy vas still in its full strength®.
(F. Engels; "The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State"; London;
19723 p. 167). :

There is, in particular, no standing army which might be used by the leaders for
their own purposes —- warfare being generally carried on by bands of volunteers:

"If war broke out, it wag generally carried on by volunteers. ., , Military
expeditions against . , enemies were generally organised by prominent indiv-
idval warriors: they held a war-dance, and whoever joined in announced thereby
his participation in the expedition. The column was at once formed and started
off, The defence of the tribal territory when attacked was also generally carr—
led out by volunteers. , ., These war-parties are seldom large",

(P. Engels: ibid,; p. 155),

Each kin elects, and can remove, its chief, chieftain or headman (Greek: archon;
Latin: princeps): . e
"The gens . . has , , the right to elect chieftains and to depcse them. . .

All offices were electiven,
(P. Engels: ibid.; p. 165, 168).
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Bach tribe has a tribal council (Greeks boules Latin: senatus), composed of the
chiefs of all the kins comprising the tribe., A tribe has

"3) The right to instal into office the . . chiefs elected by the gentes and

to depose them, even against the will of their gems. . .

5) & tribal council for the common affairs of the tribe. It was composed of
all the ., . chiefs of the different gentes, who were gemuinely representative
because they could be deposed at any time. It held its deliberations in public,
surrounded by the other members of the tribe, who had’the right to join freely
in the discussion and to make their views heard. The decision rested with the
council. . . The tribal council was responsibl. specially for the handling
of relations with other tribes; it received and sent embassies, declared war
and made peace". . ; ; :

(F. Engelis: ibid.; p. 154=5).

The tribal council elects a tribal chiui or king (Greek: basileus; Latin: rex)
~-.sometimes two

", , with equal powers and equal authority. ' .
(F, Engels: ibid.; p. 158). :

ThHe tribal chief was military commander, judge and priest:

"Tn addition to his military functions, the basileus also held those of priest
and judge, the latter not clearly defined, the former exercised in his capac~
ity of supreme representative of the tribe",

(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 169).

In the case of a confederacy of tribes, the powers of the tribal council are
transferred to a confederate council, composed of the chiefs of all the kins of
all the tribes united in the confederacy:

"The organ of the confederacy was a federal council. . .
All decisions of the federal council had to be unanimous. . .

The meetings of the federal council were held in the presence of the assembled

people’, - ’

(P. Engels: ibid.; p. 157).

Similarly,- in the case of a confederacy of tribes, the powers of the tribal
chiefs are transferred to the paramount chief, or king of kings, of the confeder-
ation, elected by the confederate council.

Communal Labour

At the earliest stage of the development of society,.the low level of the prod-
uctivity of labour makes it necessary for men to labour communally, collectivelys

"Stone tools and, later, the bow and arrow, precluded the possibility of men
individually combatting the forces of nature and beasts of prey. In order to
gather the fruits of the forest, to catch fish, to build some sort of habitat—
ion, men were obliged to work in common if they did not want to die of starv-
ation, or fall victim to beasts of prey or to neighbouring societies.™

(J. V. Stalins "Dialectical and Historical Materialism", in: "History of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks)is Moscows 19415 p. 124).

Eyen vith the development of agriculture, at the upper stage of barbarism, the
land is at first cultivated communallys

"Among almost all peoples the cultivated land was (at first — Bd.) tilled
collectively by the gens", 4 : '
(F. Engels: ibid., p. 200).

Communal Property

... A community, social group or individual may be said to own a material thing
vhen it/he has the power to use it more or less as it/he wishes and to-dispose of
that power to another community, social -group or individual.. A thing which is owned
in this way is said to be the property of its owner, and the owner of a. thing is

called its proprietor,

Bill Bland Internet Archive
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Property involves more than a relation between owner ang property; it involves
social relations, relations between n — between owners and non-owners of the
property concerned. :

A material thing which is owned by the community is saig to be common, communal
or social property. In this case an individual family or person has proprietory
rights in this communal property cnly in so far as it/he forms part of the commun-
itys ) - '

"They (i.e., primitive men — Eds) . . Togard themselves as its (i.eey the

earth's -- Ed,) communal proprietors. . . Only in so far as the individual

is a member -~ in the literal and figurative sense ~ of such a commnity,

does he regard himself as an owner or possessor", 3

(K, Marx: "Pre—capitalist Economic Formations"s ‘Londons 1964; p. 69).

A material thing which is owmed by an -individual‘is said to be private property.

The development of broperty relations within a society is determined by the
development of the forms of productions

"The form of property is directly determined by the form of production and, as
a consequence, a change in the form of production is sooner or later inevitably
followed by a change in the form of property", : » i
(3. V.)Stalin: "Aparchism or Socialism?", in: "Works", Volume 13 Moscow; 19523
Ps 340). '

Under the primitive communal mode of production, because the form of production
is based on communal labouwr, property is also essentially communals

"The basis of the relations of production under the primitive communal system
is that the means of production are socially owned., . « )

Labour in common led to the common ownership of the means of production, as well
as of the fruits of production, Here the conception of private ownership of the
means of production did not yet exist, except for the personal ownership of
certain implements of production®.

(J. V. Stalin: "Dialectical and Historical Materialism", in: "History of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks)"; Moscows 19413 p. 123, 124).

"There was a time, under primitive communism, when men did not recognise private
property. . .

There was a time when property bore a commuistic character, when the forests
and fields in which primitive men roamed beleonged to all and not to individuals,
Why did communist property exist at that time? Because production was commun—
istic, labour was performed in common, collectively =--- all worked together and
could not dispense with each other®,

(J. V.)Stalin: "Anarchism or Socialism?", in: "Works", Volume 1; Moscows 1952;
P. 340).

Even with the development of pastoral and agricultural farming, the herd and the
land is at first the communal Property of the kin, clan or tribes

"Now, with their herds of horses, camels, asses, cattle, sheep, goats and pigs,
the advancing pastoral peoples . . had acquired property. . .

To whom did this new wealth belong? Originally to the gens, without a doubt. . .

In primitive times the gens haq always owned common land",
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 118, 183),
"All civilised peoples begin with the common ownership of the land. . .

Ve find in the early history of all civilised peoples . . tribal and village
communities with common owncrship of the land™,

(F.)Engels: “Herr BEugen Duhringt's Revolution in Science"; Moscow; 19593 p. 190,
243).

* or by a corporate group of individuals
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"Once men finally settle down, . ., the earth is . . the basis of the community,
Men's relation: to it is naive: they regard themselves as its communal prop—
~_rietors.. . . ®

The omglnal form of this (1 €., landed — Ed. ) property is dlrect comrmmal

roper
: %K. Maxxs "Pre-cap:.'ballst Economic Formations"; London- 19645 p. 68-9, 97).

“Haxthausen (i.e., August von Hexthatuisen, German econonist, 1792-1866 -~ Ed.)
discovered common ownership of land in Russia.. Maurer (i.eey Georg Ludwig von

Maurer, German historian, 1790-1872 —- Ed,) proved it to be the social found- ®
ation from which all Teutonic races started in L. xy, and, by and by, village
communities were found to be, or to have been, the primitive form of society
_everywhere from India to Ireland",-

" (F. Engelss Note tos K. Marx & F, Engels: "Manifesto of the Communist Party",
in: K, Marx: "Selected Works", Volume 1: London; 1943; p. 205). PS

. The Principal Features of the Primitive Communal Mode of Production

The principal features of the primitive communal mode of production ares
1. Labour is predominantly communal in character; .

2. The means of production are predominantly communally ovmed; E ®
5. Social organisation is based on the kin, the clan and the tribe;
4. There is social equality between the sexes;

5. There is full democracy, the directing leadexrs being elected and subject to
the control of the communitys ®

6. There is no state machinery of force; and

7. Society is classless; there is no exploitation of man by man.
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THE TRANSITION T0_THE ASIATIC MODE OF PRODUCTION :-:;

‘The Formation of Primitive Arlstocraqy

ah

As - soclety increases 1n complex1ty, and with it the degree of
technical skill required to perform effectively the functions of ' "
leadership and direction, tlie transmission of this skill to the close
relatives of a chieftain (in.the manner of all primitive crafts)’
creates’ a2 tendency for the electlon of such a-close relatlve to succeed
a chieftain in office:

"In the course of timz; preference when filling vacancies was

given to the nearest gentile relatlon tees m— unless there were
. .reasons for passing him over." sk

(F. Engels: "The Origin of -the: Famlly, Prlvate Property and the

State"; London; 1972; P. 168)

CWith ‘the passage of time thls ut111tar1an custom acqulres the
firmness.of principle: ° ,

"Heredity of functions .... comes about almost as a matter of
course."
(F Engels: "Herr Eugen Dﬂhrzng's Revolutlon in Solence", Moscow;

11959; P.247).

In consequence, certain families within tribal society come to be
socially recognised as forming a primitive tribal aristocracy, from
which vacancies to offices of leadership and direction are almost
invariably filled: . ’

"Here is the first beginnings ;...‘of distinct'noble families
within the gentes soeny . 2 vy xen ; b e B
* the formation of the first rudiments of hereditary noblllty."

(F. Engels: "The Origin of the Family, Prlvate Property and the
State"; London, 1972; P. 168 169) ‘

that is, the first rudlments of
Messs @ ruling class.”
(F. Engels: "Herr Bugen Dihring's Revolutlon in Science"; Mosocow; -

1959; P.248).

The division of society into classes thus arises as a consequence
of the division of labour and the low stage of development of the
forces of productlon.

.‘"The separatlon of soclety into .... a.ruling.and an oppressed
class was the necessary consequence of the deficient and restricted
development of production in former times.’ So long as .... labour
engages all'or almost all the time of the great majority of the
members of society — so long, of necessity, this society is
divided into classes. Side by side with the great majority,
‘exclusively bond Sslaves to labour, arises’a class freed from directly
productive labour, which looks after the general affairs of society.
eses It is, therefore, the law of division of labour that lies at the
basis of the d1V181on into classes."
(F. Bngels: ibid.; P.388).,

The initial formation of this pr1m1t1ve trmbal arlstocracy takes
place on the basis of the common ownership of the land:
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"The formation of a primitive aristocracy s«.. took place on the
basis of the common ownership of the land, and at first was not based
in any way on force, but on voluntariness. and custom,” .

(F. Engels: ibid.; P.224)
This primitive aristocracy is supported, in a mammer befitting its

position in society, by gifts of produce, atfirst quite voluntary, from the
rank-and-file tribal families: "

"The chiefs ... subsist partially on gifts of qattle; 'com, etc., ®
from the members of the tribe." ' S

(F. Engels: The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State";
London; 1972; P.203-204).

In addition, however, a portion of the communally owned land is usually

set aside as demesne or mensal land, and the produce from this is allotted e
to the support of the tribal aristocracy: “

"For his maintenance the chief was supplied with sufficient food for
his support on a scale befitting his rank and dignity, and a certain
amount of land was set asidefor this purpose which was called the-
demesne or mensal land."

(F.A. Brooke: "The Science of Social Development"; London; 1936; P.122).

At first the demesne land is cultivaxed'voluntarily by the rank-and-file
memoers of the tribe: : :

@
"This land might be cultivated by the clansmen in common."
(F.A. Brooke: ibid.; P.122),

This primitive aristocracy is in control of the organs'of leadership and
direction of tribal society, organs which possess a certain measure of authority:
"Such offices .... are naturally endowed with a certain measure of
authority .... These organs ..... if only because they represent the

common interests of the whole group, hold a special position in relation
to each individual community."

(F. Engels: "Herr Eugen Dihring's Revolution in Science": Moscow;

1959; P.247). ®

These organs of leadership and direction constitute an embryonic state

power:

"Such offices .... are the beginnings of state powér."
(F. Engels: ibid.; P.247). : ®

Inevitably, therefore, the primitive aristocracy begins to use these
organs of authority which it controls to further its own class interests,
that is, to initiate a primitive exploitation of the rest of the people:

"This class never failed, for its own advantage, to impose a gpeater ®
and greater burden of labour on the working masses."
( . Engels: ibido; P.251).

Thus, the primitive aristocracy becomes a primitive exploiting class;
" there arises, in embryonic form,

"+.eoo the separation of society into an exploiting and an exploited

class, a ruling and an oppressed, class."
(F. Engels: ibid.; P.388).
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and the tribal organs of leadership and direction, originally established
for the common good, acquire, 1n the_hands of this embryonic exploiting
class, a certain independence of ‘'society as a.whole: Y mS,

(F. Engels: dbid.; Pe247)e “-oi @ =%

-

MThese orgahé voss SOON make themselves still more independent".

Thus, S “
"The exercise of -a social function was everywhere the basis Of-political
supremacy." X : X5 &

(F. Engels: ibid.; P.248).

The Development of Matfiarchy

Under the primitive communal mode of producticn, as has been said,
the social status of the two sexes is equal within society as a whole. Even
here, however, the woman is supreme within the communistic household:

"Commmnistic housekeeping seoe means the supremacy of women in the
house. ‘ves AR '

The communistic household, in which most or all of the women belong

to one and the same gens, while the men come from various gentes, is

the material foundation of that supremacy of the women which was general
i.e. within the ‘commnistic household —— Ed.) 'in primitive times."

(Fo: Engels: "The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State";

London; 1972; P.113). :

With the social introduction of hunting and horticulture, however, a
social division of labour ‘develops between the'sexes:

"Within a family .... there springs up naturally a division of labour,
caused by differences of sex and age, a division that is consequently
based on a purely physiological foundation." :

(K. Marx: "Capital"; Volume 1; Chicago; 1932; P.386).

Under this sexual division of labour, the women tend the plots while the
men continue to hunt. Since the former provide a more secure source of
food than the latter, women acquire the dominant role in production and so
in society as a whole. The social equality between the sexes which is
39ha;gctgrist;p of the primitive communal mode of production gives way to the
social supremacy of women, to matriarchy: 3w e

"There came a time when primitive communism was superseded by the
matriarchate. veee._ .- T e

Under the matriarchate, .... women were-regarded as the masters of
production .... because under the kind of production then prevailing,
primitive agriculture, women played the principal role in production ...
while the men roamed the forests in quest of game.". :

(J.V. Stalin: MAnarchism or Socialiem?", in: "Works", Volume 1;

Moscow; 1952; P. 313, 342). o ' : '

The Development of Patriarchy

e

With the introduction of the domestication' of animals —= which derives
from hunting, a male Ooccupation ~~ this work and the conscquent tending of
the livestock falls to the man:
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"The taming of the animals in the first instance and their 20
later tending were the man's work."
g (F. Engels: ibid. P.22o-221).

But, with this development, livestock-raising comes to provide.the
major part of the food of the family as compared with the horticulture
carried on by the women.. Consequently, the man takes over from the
woman the principal role in production and so becomes the dominant sex
in society as a whole. Matriarchy is superseded by patriarchy:

"The matriarchate was superseded by the patriarchate, um.ier
which men gained their livelihood mainly by cattle breeding......

Under the patriarchate, .... the predominant position in production
passed to men .... because, under the kind of production prevailing
at that time, stock raising,.... the principal role was played by men." @
(J.V. Stalin: ibid.; P.314, 342).

This male supremacy extends into the communistic household:

"and reduced to-servitude. o4

With the patriarchal family, .... household management lost its
public character. It no longer concerned society. It became a
private service. o¢ses ' :

"The men took command in the home al.scg;.' “the woman was degraded

The 'savage' warrior and hunter had been content to take second

place in the house, after the woman; the 'gentler' shepherd .... ®
pushed himself forward into the first place and the woman down .
into the second." ' ’

(F. Engels: ibid.; P.120-1, 137, 221).

The patriarchal communistic household represents an intermediate form °
between the matriarchal commmnistic household and the later male- °
dominated single family:

"The patriarchal household community .... assumes significance ....
as a transitional form between the matriarchal family and the

single family." . ' ®
(F. Engels: ibid.; P.124). !

The Development of Exchange' of Products

With the introduction of stock-raising comes the first great social division &
" of labour — between pastoral tripes and non-pastoral tribes:.... - .. -we=

"Pastoral tribes separated themselves from the mass of the rest of
the barbarians: The first great social division of labour. The
pastorial tribes produced not only more necessities of life than
~other barbarians, but different ones. They possessed the advantage ®
- -over them of having not only milk, milk products and greater . _
supplies of meat, but also skins, wool, goat-hairs, and spun and
woven fabrics, which became more common as the amount.of raw material
increased.". ' s
(F. Engels: ibid.; P.2168-19).

Prior to this the exchange of products has been only an exceptional event:

"At the earlier stages only occasional exchanges can take place."
(F. Engels: ibid., P.219). ‘
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Now the exchange of products between the tribes

established institution and is 2% first conducteq by
on behalf of their tribes:

becomes a regular,
the chieftains

" Now with the differentiation of pastoral tribes, we find all

the conditions ripe for exchange between branches of different
tribes and its development into a regular established institution.
Originally tribe exchanged with tribe through the respective chiefs".
(F. Engels: ibid.; P.219).

The principal article exchanged between tribes at this time is
cattle:

"The chief article which the pastoral tribes exchanged with their
neighbours was cattle." -
(F. Engels: ibid.; P.219).

The Development of Slavery

A slave is a worker whose body, together with his capacity to work, his

labour power, is the property of another person or social .group; his social
status is that of a working animal: :

"In the relationship of slavery .... one part of society is treated
by another as the mere inorganic and natural condition of its own
reproductions ee.. Labour itself .... in the form of the slave oo
ispplaced aoong the other living things as inorganic condition of
production, alongside the cattle or as appendage of the s0ileceso

The labourers themselves, the living units of labour power are ....

a direct part of the objective conditions of production and are
appropriated as such —— and are therefore slaves." -

(K. Marx: "Pre-capitalist Economic Formations": London: 1964; P.87, 98-99).

"The slave owner ,... owns the worker in productioﬁ; the slave."
(J.V. Stalin: "Dialectical and Historical Materialism", in:
"History of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks)";
Moscow; 1941; ' P, 124). 2 ;

The exploitation of the slave differs from more socially advanced
forms of exploitation (such as that of the serf under the feudal mode of
production and that of .the wage-worker under the capitalist mode of
production) not only in the fact that the slave is himself the property
of his exploiter, but also in the fact that he apparently receives no "pay",
i.e., he apparently receives no part of the product of his labour; the
whole of the labour of a slave appears to be unpaid. In fact, however,
the slave receives his means of subsistence from his owner, just as
does a working animal from its owner, and this in fact represents the
equivalent of part of the produce of his labour::

"In slave labour, even that part of the working-day in which the

slave is only replacing the value of his own means of existence, in
which, therefore, in fact, he works for himself alone, appears as

labour for his master. 1] the slave's labour appears as unpaid labour."
(K. Marx: "Capital", Volume 1; Chicago; 1932; P.591).



Marxism-Leninism Currents Today, 2021

—

www.ml-today.com www.marxists.org
Uploaded 2055

"With the slave .... even that part of his: labour which is paid

‘ appears to “be w unpaid.. Of course, in order to work the slave must
live, and one part of his working day goes to replace the value of -
his own maintenance."
(K. Marx: "Value, Price and Profit", in: "Selected Works", Volume 1
London; 1943; P. 318) Z re d

The flrst slaves are prlsoners of war captured, during an inter-

“tribal conflict, from another tribe:

"We see oo slavery, at first only of prisoners of war."
(F. Engels: ibid.; P.169).

Enslavement becomes economically practicable, however, only ——
firstly, when productivity of labour has risen to that point where a
worker can produce more than is required for the bare subsistence of
himself and his dependents, leaving a surplus which can be apprepriated
by another person or social group:

"Before slavery becomes p0851b1e, a certu1n level of production
must already have been reached. ..o
Production had developed so far that the labour-power of a men
could now produce more than was necessary for its own mere
maintenance esse Up to that time one had not; known what to do w1th
prisoners of war, and had therefore simply killed them; at an even
earlier stage, eaten them. But at the stage of the 'economic situation'
. which had now been attained the prisoners acquired a value; one
therefore let thea live and made use of their labour. ... Force .c..
‘was s... pressed into-the service of" the economlc situation. .-
> Slavery had been invented." -
'_ZF. Engelss-- "Herr-Eugen Dithring's Revolution in 801ence" Moscow,
1959; P.222, 249) .

"To the barbarian of tne lower stage a slave was valueless: csoe

At this stage human ‘labour power still does not produce any considerable
surplus over and above its maintenance costs. That was no longer the
case after the introduction of cattle~breeding, metal-working, weaving
and, lastly, agriculture. .... The family did not multiply so rapidly

as the cattle. More people were needed to look after them;

for this purpose use could be made of the enemies captured in war,

who could also be bred just as easily as the cattle themselves.”

(F. Engels; "The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the

State"; London; 1972; P.118).

secondly, when social inequality has developed to the point where
potential. slave-owners have acquired a sufficient amount of property above
the average of the community to enable them to provide the slave with
instruments of production and the means of his subsistence:

"Before slavery becomes possibley «... a certain 1nequa11ty of
distribution must already have appeared. se..

The subjugation of a man to make him do servile work .... pre-
supposes that the subjugotor has at his disposal the instruments

of labour with the help of which alone he is able to employ the
person placed in bondage, and seee in addltlon, the means of
subsistence which enable him to keep his slave alive. In all cases,
therefore, it presupposcs the possession of & certaln amount of
property, in excess of the average.'

(F. Engels: "Horr Eugen Dihring's Rcvolutlon in Science"; Moscow;
1972; P. 222, 223).

Bill Bland Internet Archive



Marxism-Leninism Currents Today, 2021 Bill Bland Inte_rnet Archive
www.ml-today.com www.marxists.org

Uploaded 20213

When both these preconditions are satisfied, the enslavement of
prisoners-of-war mekes its appearance.

At the first stage of its development, slavery is sporadic and
generally takes the form of domestic slavery — the ovmership and use
of slave-labour within the framework of the commnistic household by
families belonging to the primitive aristocracy:

"Slavery .... was still in its beginnings and sporadic; slaves ...
merely help with production." ; S, S

(F. Engels: "The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the
State"; London; 1972; P.222).

"Domestic slavery .... does not form the basis of production
directly, but indirectly, as a consituent part of the family &nd
passes imperceptibly into the family." v

(F. Engels: "Herr Bugen DUhring's Revolution in Science"; Moscow;

1959; P.480).

With the development of domestic slavery, work on the.démesne land falls
increasingly to slaves:

"This (i.e., demesne —- Ed.) land might be cultivated by the clansmen
in common, but more probably it was done by slave labour."
(B A. Brooke: "The Science of Social Development"; London; 1936; P.122).

~ Thus, with the introduction of domestic slavery, thé'inequality of
wealth between the primitive tribal aristocracy and the mass of the
people increases considerably: S

"The differences in wealth thus became more pronounced and with

them the aristocratic element within the old primitive democracy eeee
The use of prisoners of war as slaves was already a recognised
institution."

(F. Engels: "The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the
State"; London; 1972; P.166). '

The Development of the Pairing Family
I

The third stage in the evolution of the family, which arises about
this stage of social development, is that of the pairing family, in which
one man and one woman have sexual intercourse more or less exclusively:

"In this stage, one man lives with one woman." :

(F. Engels: ibid.; P.111). - e
The relationship involved in the pairing family can, however, be

easily dissolved by either party, in which case the children of the

relationship remain with the mother:

"The marridge tic can, however, be easily dissolved by either
partner; after separation, the children still belong, as before,
to the mother alone."

(F. Engels: ibid.; P.111),
The pairing family evolves from the punuluan family

. firstly, becausc the increasingly complex prohibitions involved
in that form of the family cventually make it unworkable:
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"At the lower stage of barbarism we find that morriage is pro-

hibted between .... several hundred degrces of kinship. The
increasing complication of these prohibitions made group marriages
more and more impossible; they werce displaced by the pairing family."
(F. Engels: ibid.; P,111). '

secondly, because women find'gfdhp marriage under conditions of
supremacy increasingly oppressive, humiliating and objectionable,

and come to prefer dominationby one men to that of a male group:

"The more the traditional sexual relations lost the niaive primitive
character of forest life, .... the more oppressive and humiliating
must the women have felt them to be; and the greater their longing
for the right of .... temporary or permonent marriage with one man
only, as a way of release..... The vomen .... brought about the
transition .to pairing marriage."

(F. Engels: ibid.; P.117). -

The dominant position of the man within pairing marriage is

evidenced from the fact that

n

house

«ess the relationship is such that polygamy and occasional
infidelity remain the right of the men, even though for economic
reasons polygamy is rare, while from the women the strictest fidelity
is generally ‘demanded throughout the time she lives with the man,

and adulteryon her part is cruelly punished." A

(F. Engels: ibid.; P.111).

The pairing family

"...brought a new element into the family. By the side of the

natural mother of the child it placed its natural and attested father."
(F. Engels: ibid.; P.119). 7

The pairing family -

" .;.. is the form characteristic of barbarism."
(F. Engels: ibid.; P.117).

It develops within the framework of the patriarchal communistic
hold, which it is too weak and unstable to displace:

"The pairing family, itself too weak and unstable to make an
independent household necessary or even desirable, in no wise

destroys the Commnistic household inheritedfrom earlier times."

(F. BEngels: ibid.; P.112).

The Development of Private Property in Livestock

By this time the authority of the chieftains, the heads of the kins,

hes grown to the point where they arc able to -secure recognition of the
livestock under the care of their respective kins as their private property:

"Pr?vate property in herds must have alrcady started at an early
period. .... At the threshold of authentic history we already find
the herds everywhere separately owned by heads of familiese oceoes

The herds passed out of the common possession of the tribe or the
gens into the ownership of individual heads of families. ~

Bill Bland Internet Archive
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To hit‘(ise., the male head of the kin — ?ﬂ.) belonged the
cattle," g,
(F. Engels: ibid.,; P,118, 220-221). vee-
- | : e ®

, " Thus, the exchange of products between chiefs as agents for .the
kin or tribe is transformed into the exchange of comnodities between

chiefs as -individual grogerti owners:

"At the threshold of authentic history we already find ....
everywhere separately owned by heads of families ..., also the
artistic products of barbarisn:. -(metal inplements, luxury articles
and, finally, the human cattle —- the slaves.,) ..«. .o

As the herds began to pass into private ownership, exchange
“between individuals-became more common, and, finally, the only
formo speee < ’ ' ' _;‘:T-”‘. SEER # 7 e

To hin (i.e., the male head of the kin — Ed.), therefore,
belonged .... the commodities.and the slaves received in exchange
for cattle," '

-(F, Engels: ibi&.; P,118, 219, 221),

The development of private property in and exchange of livestock
further .increases the inequality of wealth between the primitive
aristocracy and the mass of the people:

"WJith the increase of the herds ,... the differences in wealth
thus becane more pronounced, and with them the aristocratic
elenent within the old primitive democracy,"

(F. Engels: foid.; P,166). ;

The Overthrow of Matrilineal Succession

With the developuent of patriarchy and the accumulation of private
property in livestock and commodities in the.hands of the male: chiefs,
the latter find the principle of matrilineal succession within'the kin
increasingly irksome, since on their death this property does not'pass
to their children (who belong to the mother's kin) but has to be retained
within his own kin:. RS ;

"According to the social custom of the time, .o his children
could not inherit from him, .v.. - ' '

_;According to mother-right -- so long, therefore, as descent
was reckoned only in the female line — and according to the
original custom of inheritance within the gens, the gentile
relatives inherited from a dcceased fellow-member of their' gens,
His property had to remain within the genS. ... The children of
the dead man ..., could not inherit from their father, because
they did not belong to his gens, within which his property had
to remain .... His own children were disinherited.”
(F. Engels: ibid.; P,119),

In proportion as wealth increases in the hands of male heads of
kins, therefore, it creates the desire on the part of these male
property-owners to overthrow the matrilineal system of inheritance
in favour of a patrilineal system, in which descent is reckoned
through the father:

il

.-
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"In proportion as wealth increased, it see« created an impulse
to exploit this (i.e,, the man's .. Ed.) strengthened position in
order to overthrow in favour of his children the traditional : ®
. order of inheritance, .... Mother-right, therefore, had to be
overthrown, and overthrown it was. eess A simple decree sufficed.
e, The reckoning of descent in the female line and the matriarchal
law of inheritance were thereby overthrown, and the male line of
descent and the paternal law of inheritance were substituted for °
them.’" < T W ) - . - .
- (F, Engels: ibid.; p. 119-~120)

" This step further increases the dominance of the male within the
primitive family: .

NThe overthrow of mother-right was the world historical 'defeat
of the female.seX, .s.. The woman was degradec. and.reduced to

- servitude; she became the slave of his (i,e., the man's - Ed,)
lust and a mere instrument for the production of children,"
(F, Engels: ibid.; p. 120-121)." . ,

-~ Tt also furthers the accunulation ‘of wealtn wi.thin the families
of the primitive aristocracy: : S 2o “

e see .... father-right, ﬁth transmission of property to
the children, by which accumulation of vealth within the family

was favoured," : 3 . , Py
(F., Engels: ibid.; p.169). o . -

The Development of Monogamy

The overthrow of matrilineal succession is followed by a further °
change in the' form of the family: the pairing family gives way to
the monogamous family: U St o AW BEd U0

: . . | B 5 B wimy, Y i T : ‘ s

1Monogany .... developed -rapidly with the overthrow of mother-

right.ll o 4

(F, Engels: ibid.; p.124). , °

The monogamous. family develops out of the pairing family, from
which it is distinguished principally. by its greater stability; in
the early stages of its develcpment it cam, as a ruie, be dissolved
only by the man: '~ ' ; e o

"The monogamouis’ family ... develops out of the pairing family,
eses It is distinguished from pairing marriage by the much
greater strength of the marriage tie, which can no longer be
dissolved at either party's wish, As a rule it is now only the
man who can dissolve it, and put away his wife,"

(F, Engels: ibid.; p.125) 2 Y At @

The transition from pairing marriage to monogamous marriage i3
brought about by the men: ; . " s

"Only when the women had brought about the trangition @ =~ °
pairing marriage were the nen able to introduce strict monogamy." )

(F. Engels: ibid.; p.117)

Their notive was to institutionalise male supremac and to be able
to_beget children of undisputed paternity to inherit their property:
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man, the express purpose being to produce children of undisputed
paternity; such paternity 15 demanded because these children are
later to come into their father's property as his natural heirs. ...

The sole exclusive aims of monogamous marriage were to make the

¢ man suprete in the family, and to propagate, as-the future heirs
to his wealth, children ‘indisputably his own," :
(F. Engels: ibid.; p.125, 128). 5 ¢ . _ e
These aims are reflected in the fc'_tct that, traditionaliy,':"s'exual
@ fidelity is expected in monogamous marriage only of the wife, since the

husband's infidelity does.not place in doubt the paternity of his
children: :

"Uhat for thé woman is a crime, entailing grave legal and social’
consequences, is considered honourable in a man,.or at the worst,

& a slight moral blemish. eess

Monogamy arose from the concentration of considerable wealth in
the hands of a single individual —- a man - and from the need to
bequeath this wealth to the children of that man and’of no other,
... For this purpose the monogamy of the woman was required, not that

of the man, so this monogamy of the woman did not in any ¥Ry

® interfere with open or concealed polygamy on the part of the
— Ny ,
(F. Engels: ibid.; p.138).

_ Nevertheless, for economic reasons organised polygyny is a lwury
available only to the males of the wealthy primitive aristocracy;
* once monogamy has become established as a .social institution, the mass
of the people live in monoganys: e el A
MPolygyny on the part of one individual man was, in fact,
obviously a product of slavery and confined to a few people in
exceptional positions, y... Polygyny is the privilege of the

* wealthy and of the nobility, the women being recwuited chieflv
through purchase as slaves; the mass of the people live in
ronogany." : : ' -

. (F. Engels: ibids; pel2a).,

Monogany is the first form of the family to be-based, not on
natural goqc_llt_xons, but on economic conditions =~ on private property:

¥

""Monogamy .es¢ Was the first form-of the family to be based
not on natural, but on economic conditions - on the victory of
private property over primitive,natural communal property," -
(F, Engels: ibid,; p.128),

. Amor}g the property-owning classes, the typical monogamous
parriage is based on a contract for the redistribution of property, a
marriage—contract; it is a marriage of economic convenience arranged
by parents: . . : :

nAmcng_all ru}mlg classes matrimony remained .... a matter of

convenience wiaich wvas arranged by the parents,"

(F. Engels: ibid,; p.133). = v ¥ ..
. _ﬂl?ecause monogany reflects the subjugation of one sex by the other,

® 1t retlects a struggle between the scxes:

" . . 2 . wioo?
Monogarnous marrl?.ge comes on the scene as the subjugation of
... one sex by the other; it announces a struggle between the sexes.!
. (F. Engels: ibid,; 2,128). : :
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Nevertheless, the establishnent of nonogamous .marriage lays the
'ba,s:.s for a great moral advance: the developuent of sexual love: ™Y

7. nthrough monogany ..,. the greatest moral advance e could be
achieved: modern individual sex—love. . vese.

Monogany was the only one of all the known forms of narrlage
., through which modern sex—love could develop". ,
(F. Engels: Ibld-, p.132, 133). :

Nevertheless, because of the economic basis of monoganous marriage
anong the propertled classes, sexual love can be realised, in general
within marrlage only anong the propertyless classes: ;

N5ex-10ve sees Can only become the real rule among the oppressed ®
classeS, se¢ss Here there is.no property, for the preservation and

inheritance of which nonogany and male supremacy were establlshed."

(F. Engels.: ibid.; p.135).

Afong the propertied classes sexual love can be reallsed in
general only out51de marriage: . B o A oy
"Anong all rullng classes .,.. sexual 1ovc..... was by né"
means conjugal. Quite the contrary; in‘its‘classic form .... it
heads straight for adultery," o
R Engels- 1b1d., p.133). 5 %, i s °
Soc1a11y, the establishment of the monogamous fanily brings d
about the transformation of the communistic household into the individual
patriarchal household, based on a single husband and his wife:

"The original meaning of the word 'family! (familia) is not

. that compound of sentimentality and donmestic strife which forus
“the ideal of the present-day philistine. .... Fanulus means
dotestic slave, and fanilia is the total number of slaves belonging
to one man, .... The tern was invented by the Romans to denote a
new social organisn,whose head ruled over wife and children and
a number of slaves and was invested under Roman paternal power
with rights of 1.1fe and death over then alls seee ®

Monogamous marriage ..., is the cellular form of civilised
society," :
(F. Engels' 1b1d., Pe 1.1, 129)

The Separation of.Handicraft .
The 1ntroduct10n of iron revolutlonlses warfare, agrlculture
and handicraft; it brings about i Y
" vess the age of the iron sword, but also the iron plough- ’ &
share and axe, ..... Iron brought about the tillage of large areas,
the clearing of wide tracts of virgin forest; * iron gave the
handicraft-pan tools so hard and sharp that.no stone, no other
known netal could resist them. All this caume gradually,"
(F. Engels: ibid.; p.222). | -

It also brings about a considerable increase in the quantity and
variety of production, and so the necessity for a further division of
labour — the sccond great social division of labour: handlcraft
separates itself off froi agriculturc: ] ;
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"Health increased rapidly «e... The products of weaving 4
metal-work, and the other handicrafts, which yere becoming more
and more differentiated, displayed groving variety and skill, In
addition to corn, leguminous plants and fruits, agriculture now
provided wine and o0il. «ees Such manifold activities were: no
longer within the scope of one and the same individual; <he
second great division of labour took Pléce: handicraft separated
off from agriculture," .
(F. Engels: ibid,; p.ZZZ)-

.
v

Within the continuing framework of the communal ownership of the
land, however, this new division of labour does not as yet result in

any considerable development of commodity production, that is,

the production of articles specially for exchange; it takes place
within the largely self-contained village communities still based on

the kin, where peasant and handicrafitsman each produce for the communitys:

"Division of labour is a necessary condition for the production
of commodities, but it does not follow, conversely,. that the
production of commodities is a necessary condition for the
division of labour, In the primitive Indian community there is
social division of labour, without production of commodities,
esase ] oy .
In the ancient Asiatic .. mode of production, we find that the
conversion of products into commodities, and therefore the
conversion of men into producers of commodities, holds a
subﬁfd‘mété’ﬁlé,ée. ) ;-0‘0 » ?
These 'small and extremely ancient Indian comnunities, some of
vhich have continued dowm to this day, are based on possession: .
in common of the land, on:-the blending of agriculture and
handicrafts, and on an unalterable division of labour which serves,
whenever a new comuunity is started, as a plan and scheme ready

- cut and dried. Occupying areas of from 100 up to several thousand
acres, cach forms a compact whole producing all .it requires, The
chief part of the products is destined for direct use by the
community itself, and does not take the forn of a conoditye saee
The constitution of these comnunities varics .in different parts of
India, 1In those of the simplest form, the land is tilled in
conmon, .and .the Produce divided among the members, - At the sane
time, spinning and weaving are carried on in each family as -
subsidia;y industries, " Side by. side with the masses thus occupied
with one and the same work, we find the ?chief-inhabitant!, who
is-judge, police and tax-gatherer in one; the book-keeper, who
keeps the accounts of the tillage and registers everything relating
thereto; another official, who prosecutes criminals, protects
strangers travelling through, and escorts them to the next village;
the boundary ran, who guards the boundaries against meighbouring -
cormunities; the water-overseér, who distributes the water from
the conmon tanks for irrigation; the Brahnin, who conducts the )
religious services; the schoolmaster, who on the sand teaches the
children reading and writing: the calender-Brahmin, or astrologer,

vho makes lmown the lucky or unlucky days for seed-time and harvest,

o " dnd for every other kind of agricultural work; a smith and a
carpenter, who make and repair 711 the agricultural ‘implenents;
the potter, who iakes all the pottery of the villiage; the
barber, the washerman who washes clothes, the silversnith, here and
there the poet, ,,,,. This dozen of individualsris:maintained at

e the expense of the vhole cormunity, If the population increases,

a new community is formed on the pattern of the old one, on
unoccupied land,n 7

(X, Marsx: "Capital", Volune 1; Chicago, 1932; p. 49, 91, 392-93).

-
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“ u(In) the Asiatic form (of production == Ed,) +.s. the circle

*of production is, self-sustaining, unity of agriculture and craft ®
manufacture, etc,"” ; ’
(K. Marx: "Pre-capitalist Economic Formations'; London; 1964;

p-83) - R . it . . o came
nThe whole (Indian —- Ed,) empire, not counting the few larger
towns, was resolved into villages, which possessed a completely ®

separate organisation and formed a little world in themselves,!"
(K, Marx: Letter to F, Engels, June 14th., 1853, in: K, Marx &
F. Engels: "Correspondence: 1846-1895"; London; 1936; p.70).

"In the ancient Indian communities and in the family communities

of the southern Slavs, products are not transformed into o B B

cormodities. - The members of the community are directly associated ®
- for production; the work is distributed according to tradition '

and requirements, and likewise the products to the extent that

they are destined for consumption, Direct social production and

direct distribution preclude all exchange of commodities,.

therefore also the transformation of the products into commodities

(at any rate within the community)". .
(F, Engels: "Herr Eugen Dilhring's Revolution in Science"; Moscow;
The Linited Growth of Commodity Production, Commerce.én& Towns

Nevertheless, even at this stage of social development, the
splitting off of handicraft from agriculture gives rise, outside ‘the
rural communes, to a_ limited growth of commodity production:

"With the splitting up of production into the two great main
. branches,. agriculture and handicrafts, arises production directly ®
for exchange, commodity production,"’ ’
(F. Engels: "The Origin of the Family, Private Property and
.. the State"; London; 1972; p.222). g 8

Alongside the limited growth of cdmmodity production, there
develops the limited growth of commodity exchange ~-— commerce:

"With the splitting up of production into the two great main
. branches, agriculture and handicrafts, arises production directly
for exchange, comaodity production; * with it came commercey

(F. Engels: ibid.; Pe222).

The limited growth of commerce gives rise to the beginnings of a
third great social division of labour-in ‘the shape of -the formation,
at least in embryo, of a class of merchants engaged solely in the exchange
of commodities: NG A :

-MA third division.of labour, peculiar: to itself and of decisive ®
: importance ,... creates a class which no longer concerns itself
with production, but only with the exchange of the products = -
the merchants," - '
(Fs Engels: ibid.; p.224-225).

_ Ni?h*the fornation of this embryonic merchant class comes the &
introduction. of metallic money as a medium of .exchange:

"With the formation of the merchant class came also ‘the
developnent of metallic money, the minted-coin," g o
(F. Engels: ibid.; p.225).
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The introduction of metallic money is followed by the introduction
of money loans, and so of interest: .

"After commodities had begun to sell for money, loans and
advances in money came also, and with them interest and usury,"
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 225-226).

The gorwth of. population, together with the limjited growth of
commodity production: and commerce, leads to the limited development of
towns, usually by.the-fusion of several villages into a town: . . .. .

"The town, with its houses of stone or brick, encircled by stone

walls, towers and ramparts, became the .central seat of the tnibe

or the confederacy of tribes —- an’ enormous architectural advance,"

(F. Engels: ibid.; p.222). SRR

At ‘this stage of develoﬁment, such towns develop at locations

which are particularly favourable to external trade; . .- 2 A
"Cities in the proper sense arise ,, only. where the location is
particularly favourable to external trade,"

(XK. Ma;x§ "Pre-capitalist Economic Formations'; Lon@on;.1964; p.71)

With the development of towns as commercial centres, many
handicraftsmen detach thenselves from the rural comnunes and set up
workshops in these towns: . “

"These craftsmen would have naturally concentrated round the .,,.
growing towns and Seaports, there to ply their trade, supplying
the requirements of the comaunity which was assembled there,"
(F.A, Brooke: "The Science ofﬂSocialﬂDevelopment"; London;

1936; p.197-98), . AN

Bringing ‘with then to the towns the kinship social organisation
of the countryside, these urban artisans organise themselves at first
in craft kins, each specialising in a particular craft and its members

passing on the specialised skills of this craft from one' generation to
another: ¥ . :

A

"Various trades were oftén specialised in by the members of
certain kins, so that the craft became hereditary within those
kins, " :

(F.A, Brooks: ibid,.; p,30).

In a town each craft kin tends to occupy a particular quarter of .
the town: : M, . ' ’

"In a village ,.., nembers of the same kin lived together in a
Street, So now in a town .,,. the members of the same craft

lived next to each other, inhabiting a certain quarter of the

town. +4,. In this way certain quarters of the town werée identified

with certain trades, ',,,, These quarters were called wards,™
(F.A, Brooke: ibid.; p,198). ’

The relatively shifting character of a large part of the urban
population, as compared with that in the countryside, soon brings
about a modification of these craft kins, As "alien" craftsmen, i,e,,
craftsmen not members of particular craft kin, come to be permitted
to carry on their trade in a town, the craft kins are transormed into

uilds, based no longer on kinship but merely on the particular trade
carried on:
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"A guild .... embraced all persons of the same craft
irrespective of relationship, as it included aliens as well,
Originally it included only kinsmen, but aliens conming from
elsewhere and practising a craft were taken into the local ®
guild."

« « ., (FoA, Brooke: ibid.; p, 198),

-t —

The Principal Features of the Asiatic Mode of Production

At this stage of social development, the Asiatic mode of
production may be said to be fully developed.

The Asiatic mode of production represents a stage of social
developrment through which all socicties pass, cxcept in so far as * = .-
their development may be interfered with by another society or ®
societies at a different stage of evolution., The term "Asiatic"
merely reflects the fact that it remained until modern times the
dominant mode of production over most of the continent of Asia «—
with the notable exceptions of China and Japan:

"The Asian or Indian forms of property constitute the initial *
ones everywhere in: Europe," : ) =

(K, Marx: Letter to F, Engels, March 14th., 1868, in: "Pre-

capitalist Economic Formations'"; London; 1964; p.139).

"Primitive communities are not all cut to a single pattern,

On the contrary, taken together they form a series of _social P

groupings, differing both in type and in age, and marking

successive phases of developaent, One of these types, now by ...

general agreement called 'the agricultural community! , is

the type of the Russian coumumity, Its counterpart in the West

is the Germanic COMNUNIitYe . eees ; )

The 'village coimunity' also occurs in Asiad, ... : P
. As the last phase of the prinitive formation of society, the

‘agricul tural comrmnity is at the same time a transitional phase

to the secondary formation, i,e.,, transition-from society based

on common property to society based on private property, The

secondary formation comprises, as you nust understand, the 3

series of societies based on slavery and serfdon," ®

(K. Marx: Third Draft of Letter to V. Zasulich, March 8th,, 1881,
“"in: ibid.; p. 144, 145). i :

B

The principal featurcs of the dAsiatic node of production are as

follows:

1. Society is still based on the kin, the clén.éh&'thegtribe,
but is no longer completely classless: a primitive -tribal aristocracy
has arisen vhich is able to exploit the mass of ‘the people to a limited
extent through cmbryonic state organs; as a result a certain inequality
of wealth has developed within society; :

2. The evolution of the fanily has, for the nost part, passed to
the stage of the male-dominated monogamous family; '

3. A linited degree of domestic and demesne slavery of prisoners-
of-war has come into being; : : &

4. The livestock herds have passed into the private ownership
of the prinitive tribal aristocracy;. .

5 Handicraft has separated off from agrichlture;

,6, The land is comnwunally owned, and the largely self-contained . 0

1 . ) . - . a—
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rural coumnes embrace both agriculture and handicraft as a unity,
with a nininua of comuodity production;

® 7. Outside the commune a linited degree of connodity production
and commerce has developed;

8. An embryonic merchant class has come into being;

0, Metallic money has come into linited use; and
® 7 a limited developr
10, There has been a linited developnent of towns as centres of
comnerce and handicraft, and hgre the.socz.al organisation based on
kin is already in process of dissolution,
®

>THE 'I‘RANSITIOI‘I 70 THE GERMANIC MODE OF PRODUCTION
The Developnent of Private Property in Land

To the extent that commodity production develops under the Asiatic
® mode of production, it creates the desire on the part of each fanmily
in a rural commune to appropriate for itself a part of these commodities,
In response to this general desire, the practice arises of allotti
portions of the comrunally owned land to individual fanilies for their
individual cultivation, together with the produce from their allottcd
portions. At first this allotment is temporary, and associated with
® periodical repartitions so that the size of the allotments might remain
proportional to the changing numbers in each fanily:

"With the coming of comriodity production, individuals began
to cultivate the soil on their own account. eee.
The land was allotted to individual families with periodical
] repartitions," .
(F, Engels: ibid,; p. 175,, 201),

After a certain period of tiume, however, repartition ceases and

the allotment becones pernanent: private property in land has cone into
existences

"As far back as written history goes we find the land’ (i.e., in
Creece —- Ed,) already divided up and privately owned, which is
in accordance with the relatively advanced commodity production
and the corresponding trade in comrodities developed towards

® the end of the upper stage of barbariSils see.

With the coming of comwodity production, individuals began to
cultivate the soil on their own account, which soon led to
individual ownership of land, eeee

The cultivated land is allotted for use to single families, at
i first teuporarily, later permanently."
(F. Engels: ibid,; p, 171, 175, 223).

"Direct communal property (the oriental forn .... developed
to the point of contradiction in sees Ocrianic property),"
(K, Ma)rx: "Pre-capitalist Economic Formations"; London; 19643
Pe 97). i

"Private property in land is of later (i.e., than comnunal
property — Ed.) origin,"

(K'1§%§X: Letter to F, Engels, March 1l4th., 1868, in: ibid,;
Pe L15Y)e
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form, «ee. the more deeply was the ancient common ownership of

the land undernined, and the more rapidly did the commune develop

towards its dissolution and transformation into a village of

suall=holding peasants, ..., Force was «s»s little involved in

this Process «se.;. the peasants simply find it to their advantage ®
that the private ownership of land should take the place of

cormon ownership," s .

(F. Engels: "Herr Eugen Dilhrirg'sRevolution in Science"; HMoscow;
1959; p. 223~24). L SRS

That part of thé communally o 1 Tahd which cannot be divided up @
anong individual peasant families if i’ is to perforn its function
(that is, hunting grounds, pasture land, woodland and waste land) is
retained as the common property, the .comuen land, of the individual
peasant families of the locality: " % N

"The ager publicus, the coiion land or people's land;” gccurs ]
among the Germans (i.e., under the Germanic mode of production

— Ed,) also, as distinct fron the property of individuals, . It

consists of hunting grounds, corrion pastures or woodlands, etc.,

as that part of the land which cannot be partitioned if it is

to serve as a means of production in thisspecific form,"

(X, Marx; "Pre-Capitalist Economic Formations"; London; 19643 | ®
Po78"79 e et '." ,: ' v '.\; '

. "The new community, in which the cultivable soil belongs to _

. the peasants as private property, whereas woodlands, pastures and

7 waste still remain common land, was .... introduced by the Germans
-into-all.conquered. .countries", ’ A X &
(K, Marx: Third Draft of Letter to V, Zasulich, March 8th,, 1881,

in: ibid.; p. 144) =

This common land is now, however, regarded as a mere supplement
to what is now the. principal form of land tenure — individual
private property in the .cultivable land: ®

g3
"The ager publicus appears rather as a mere supplement to
individual property among the Germans, and figures as property

~only in so far as it is defended against hostile tribes as the
‘common property of one tribe, ..e.

Communal property as such appears only as a communal accessory

‘to the individual kin settlements and land appropriations,"

(K. Marx: ibid.; p. 79, 80).

Thus, at this stage of social development the community has become
basically-a loose, atomised, rural association of individual, independent
peasant ‘families: P! ¢

"The property of the individual does not appear mediated
through the community, but the existence of the community and of
communal property as mediated through — i.e,, as a mutual
relation of — the independent subjectsS, ..o, °

The economic whole in the Germanic world (is) the individual
home, which itself appears merely as a point in the land belonging
to it sene

In the Germanic form the agriculturalist is not a citizen
i.e., not an inhabitant of cities, but its foundation is the °
isolated, independent family settlement, guaranteed by means of
its association with other such settlements by men of the same
tribe, and their occasional assembly for purposes of war, religion,
the settlement of legal disputes, €tC. s... The community exists
only in the mutual relation of the individual landowners as such.

i L
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“¥ous The community is:..ese ON The one hand, the common element

in language, blood, etc., Which is the premise of the individual

proprietor; but on the other hand it has real being only in

its actual assembly for communal purposes; and, in so far as it
.0 thass a separate existence.in the' communally used hunting grounds,

_pastures, etc,, it is thus used by every individual proprietor as

such, ..., It is genuinely the common property of the individual

owners, and not of the union of awners." :

(K. Marx: ibid.; p. 79, 80).

v 1 - . ! : . - - 0 MR 1M r
Each household functions, o a great extent, as an independent, -
self-sufficient economic unit:

"At bottor every individual household contains an-eritire
econonly, forming as it does an independent .centre of production’
(manufacture merely the domestic subsidiary labour of the women,
etc, )" '
(K, ‘Marx: ibide; p. 79).

“* Tenant-farmers ‘and Farm Labourers e i A

Tl‘.... A e P . 'l " -

As a part of this process of the transformation of comiunally
owned land into privately owned land, the demesne or mensal land
originally set aside for the support of a chieftain comes to be
recognised as his private property,

The practice then begins of allowing "aliens", i.e., strangers
from other tribes,' to hold and work strips of this demesne land as
tenants of the chieftain; such tenant farmers are known as clients,::
soke-men or yeoren (Latin: clientes):
.. . ’ ’ . o) SIES e sveove ¢
"Aliens'.{.i were forced to seek the protection of the chief
of the village to which they had come. The chief .,.. was able to
secure for them the necessary means of subsistence .... by settling
them on his own demesne as tenants. ....

The chief thus came to be looked upon.as the.landlord And the
aliens as his tenants or clients:" e
(F.A. Brooket ibid.; p. 165_66,'167), L

“‘Under isuch tenancies, the landlord leases to the tenant not only
the land, but also cattle, buildings, tools, etc., which remain the
property of the-landlord: o - g :

"To these aliens a chief would give everything they needed for
their support —- cattle, buildings, implements-and household
utensils, which were theirs as long as they remained with hin,M" ..
(F.A. Brooke: ibid.; p. 166). o ma wl

In return, the tenant pays rent, partly in produce, partly’in
labour service on the unleased part of the chief's demesne, partly by
temporary militaryAservice for the chieftain when called upon:

"The aliens, on their part, .... paid the chief as rent each’
year a certain stipulated quantity of their produce, ....
perforning various kinds of services, such as repairing
buildings, doing neccssary agricultural work on his demesne, as

well as fighting for him when called upon. "
(F.A, Brooke: ibid.; p, 166).
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Although they may work on the chief's demesne alongside‘sla:ves,
these tenant-farmers are freemen, who can teérminate the tenancy at any

time: VN ®

* "These aliens ‘were free to leave their chief at any-time, and
“to seek the protection of another chief elsewhere. But on leaving
they had to return all cattle, implements, etc., tha-t.i }}aq been
" placed at their disposal," 3 P
(F.A. Brooke: ibid.; p. 166). S | °
Alternatively, such aliens may be given direct employment on the
demesne land by the chieftain, when they are known as bordars or
cottars:

nSome of (these aliens) the chief might employ on his riensal &
" lands as labourers.," e : T ' '
(F.A. Brooke: ibid.; p.168). ,
The exploitation of the labour of these tenant-farmers and farm
labourers further increases the wealth of the tribal aristocracy in
relation to that of the rest of the people: ®

"Aliens .... were, of course, of the utmost advantage to any
chief as they helped ,... to enrich his private resources," .
(F.A. Brooke: ibid.; p. 167-68), :

~Wars N Militias and War-~bands

The growth of Wealtﬁ‘excites the greed of neighbouring tribes,
and wars for plunder become a regular feature: , ' % R °
"We see ..., the old wars betwcen tribe and tribe already o
- degenerating into ‘systematic pillage by land and sed ‘for the
‘acquisition of cattle, slaves and treasure, and becoming a

regular "source of wealth, .... PR g L
War and organisation for war have now become regular functions &
of national life, Their neighbours' wealth excites the greed of
peoples who already see in the acquisition of wealth one of the
main ains of life, They are barbarians: ‘they think it éasier
and in fact more honourable to get riches by pillage than by work,
" War ....'is now waged simply for plunder and becomes a regular
industry," T . A b

(F. Engels: "The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the =~
State"; London; 1972; p. 169,170, 2235- ; '
.. The temporary spontaneous war-bands of the earlier period are
transformed into a systematically organised ‘tribal militia, ‘based on
the furnishing of a certain number of warriors by cach kin: = ' - ®
"This organisation ..., was uscd.for military purposes as well,
each kin having to supply one man for the arn‘;jr, or perhaps three,
one for active service, onc for garrison duty, and one for the -
reserve, the rest being left to engage in husbandry."
(F.A. Brooke: ibid.; p. 213),:*"" 33 S ®

As has been said, the chief's tenant fariders are a;iso “Liable to
be called up for service in the nilitia, e s i TR 215

This militia is , however, still levied ‘on a tei:iporrary basis and
for defence only:
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"The chief of the tribe could at.all times call his tribesmen

to war for the protection of their country, if this had been

sanctioned by the council of the tribe, but only for a short

period, generally about forty days, so as not to interfere with

the cultivation of.;the land, and then only for defence of the

tribal.térritdries; they were not subject to be.sent to fight

out of their boundaries." - "

(F.A. Brooke: ibid.; p. 2£6).

As a result of these restrictions, each chieftain builds up a
permanent private army primarily for external plunder —- a war-band
or retinue of his: personal retainers: . ¥ '

"In view of these restrictions, it was necessary for each chief
to keep a small army of retainers whom he could call upon, at any
time and for any length of time, to fight for him,"

(F.A, ‘Brooke: ibid.; p.246). :

"Private associations were formed to carry on wars independently,
- Among ‘the -Gérmans these private associations had already become
permanent," - :
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 205).
Such retinues are composed, in the main, of ambitious alien
adventurers: T L sl - N ¥ - .

"A military leader who had made himself a name gathered around .
him a band of young men eager for booty, whom he pledged to S
personal loyalty, giving the same pledge to then.. The. leader
provided their keep, gave them gifts, and organised them on a
hierarchic basis," - .

(F. Engels: ibid.; p.205).

""These alien adventurers would more especially seek the

courts of chiefs who were of great renown, as there they were
more certain of acquiring wealth, for after helping their chief
to obtain plunder they were given a generous share in it as their
reward, so that the chiefs renowned for prowess in war always
attracted to their. court great numbers of these aliens who took
service in their body-guards, all sworn to do their chief's
bidding at any time,. .,,. | '

This body-guard of retainers ...;'formed the nucleué of a
standing army," s
(F.A. Brooke; ibid,; p. 168, 169).

'

The mere existence of these permanént war-bands of retainers gives
them a vested interest in raids and wars of plunder:

"These retinues ..., could only be kept together by continual
wars and plundering expeditions, Plunder became an end in itself,
If the leader of the retinue found nothing to do in the neéighbour-
[ J hood, he set out with his men to other peoples where there was

war and the prospect of booty," :
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 205),

These wars of plunder incrcase ‘the wealth and power of the primitive
aristocracy. in relation to that of the mass of the people:

"The wars of plunder increase the power of the supreme military
leader and the Subordinate commanders.". -
(F.&@ﬂs:iﬁdq Pe 223).

In fact, the mere existence of these war-bands of retainers greatly
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increases the power of this primitive aristocracy:

"The chief ... had these strangers to protect him, as well'
as to help him assert his authorlty. esve They greatly augniented
a chief's power,

‘This also helped to make the chleftalnshlp heredltary, and to
prevent the chief from being deposed by his clansmen, if he proved
unsuitable, ' In this way powerful chiefs were enabled to assume
and establish autocratic power," .

(F.A. Brooke: ibid.; p., 168),

As a result; the embryonic state apparatus is greatly strengthened,
and the tribal organisation is increasingly transformed into an
organisation for the plunderlng and oppression of neighbouring tribes:

"Thus the organs of the gentile constitution gradually tear
themselves loose fron their roots in the people, in gens, phratry,
tribe, and the whole gentile constitution changes into its
opposite: from an organisation of "tribes for the free ordering

of their own affairs it becomes an organisation for the plundering
and oppression of their neighbours,"

(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 223-224).

The Principal Features of the Germanic lMode of Production

At this stage of social development, the Germanic mode of
production may be said to be fully developed.

The Germanic mode of production represents a stage of social
development through which all societies pass, except in so far as
their development may be interfered with by another society or
societies at a different stage of evolution, The term "Germanic" ®
nerely reflects the fact that the Germanic tribeslived under this
node of production at the time of thelr conquest of the Roman Empire
in the 5th century A,D,:

."Another forn of the property of " worklng individuals, self-
sustaining menbers of the community, in the natural conditions
of their labour, is the Germanic. Here the member of the
comnunity is not, as in the Spc01f1cally oriental form, co-owner
of the communal property. sees

In the Germanic form .... its (i.¢., society's — Ed,) :
foundation is the isolated, independent family settlement,"
(K. Marx: "Pre~Capitalist Ecoronic Formations"; London; 1964;
po 70"75, 80)

The principal features of the Germanic node of production are as
follows:
1., . The cultivable land has been transformed into. the private property
of individual peasant families; only the supplementary non-cultivable
land remains loosely communal; : : E

2. Each peasant houschold constitutes, to a great extent, an
independent, self-sufficient economic unit

3, The demesne land has been transforned into the private property
of the primitive aristocracy; it is worked partly by slaves, partly
by alien tenant-farmers and partly by alien labourers —— all of whose
labour is exploited for the material benefit of the prlnltlve
aristocracy;

Bill Bland Internet Archive
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4. Raids and wars for plunder of neighbouring ‘tribes and peoples
have become a prominent feature of social life, these being -
conducted by war-bands composed of the personal retainers ‘'of the
primitive aristocracy; and *

5s As a result of these developments, there has been a considerable
further development of the' wealth and power of the primitive ,
aristocracy and a considerable strengthening of the organs of the
embryonic state,

THE TRANSITION TO THE ANCIENT MODE OF PRODUCTION
The Development of Mass Slavery '

""'Réfiebfihg the rise of -commodity production and exchange, slaves
have now become commodities which can be bought and sold;

"The slave-owner buys his labourer as he buys his. horse," .
(K. Marx: "Capital", Volume 1; Chicago; 1932; p.292). -

"The purchase and sale of slaves is formally .... a purchase and
_ sale of commodities,™ i
(K. Marx: "Capital® Volume 2; Moscow; 1974; p.32).

"The slave, together with his labour-power, is sold once and

for all to his owner., He is a cormodity which can pass from the
hand of one.owner to that of another," o

(K. Marx:. "Wage-labour and Capital", in: "Selected Works",
Volume 1; London; 1943; p. 256). '

"The slave-owner .... owns the worker in production —- the -
slave, whom he can sell, purchase, or kill as though he were
an animal,™ '
(J.V. Stalin: "Dialectical and Historical Materialism", in:
“"History of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks)";
Moscow; 1941; p. 124), ’

With this development, the number of slaves in society can be
increased, not only by raids and wars, but also by commerce:

"We see .... the old wars between tribe and tribe already
degenerating into Systematic pillage by land and sea for the , |
acquisition of .... slavesf...;;'and beconing a regular source
of wealth," ' ' : '

(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 169-170). H

"Slavery .... develops gradually with the increase of population,

the growth of wants, and with the extension of external relations,

of war or of trade," : ; . ‘

(K. Marx: "Pre-capitalist Economic Formations"; London; 1964;

pe. 123). '

And with the transformation of land into the private property of
individuals, it too becomes a cormodity: g

"Land could now becone 3 commodity; it could be sold."

(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 226),

‘This developuent, along with the introduction of the noney loan,
quickly leads ‘to the introductjon of the nortgage: o
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nLand could now .... be ... pledged. Scarcely had private
property in land beel:x introduced than Phe mortgage was already
invented. «ses FYom now onward mortgasge. dogs the heels of private

1and ownership."
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 226).

Meanvhile, the development of commodity production and commerce
has led to the merchant.class becoming che richest, class in society,
at least in terms of money wealth: S et ®
wwho had more of it (i.e., money —— Ed.) than anybody else? -
the merchant."
(F. Engels: ibid.; p.225). o Ly )

the peasants by the primitive
hese peasants into irredeemable
y and, in particular, to the

The increasing exploitation of
aristocracy forces growing numbers of t
mortgage debt to the primitive aristocrac
merchants in their capacity:as moneylenders: B

nA1l the fields ..i. were thick with mortgage columns bearing
inscriptions stating that the land on which they stood was ®
mortgaged to such and such for so. and so. much, The fields not so
marked had for the most part already been sold on account of
unpaid mortgages or interest and had passed, into the ownership
of the nobel usurer." Ve ‘ :
(Fs Engels:'vibid:..;-.p."l-73)'. co o B s AW HY e e 3 =
Thus, the introduction ‘of private property in-land leads, for the
mass of small-holding peasants,- to the loss of the dand —— a process
hardly possible under the former system of communal land’ ownership:

"Recently they (i.e., the peasants — Ed.) had striven above

all to .secure their freedom against the rights of the gentile ®
community cver these lands, since these rights had become for

them a fetter., They got rid of the fetter —- but soon aftenwards

‘of their new landed property also, Full, free ownership of the

land meant not only power, uncurtailed and unlimited, to possess

the land; it meant also the power to alienate it. As long as the

land belonged to the gens, no such power could exist." ®

(F, Engels: ibid.; p.226).

Tb.meét ‘the situation where the value of land is ‘insufficient to
meet an unpaid mortgage debt, or wvhere a debt is' unsecured, slavery is
now extended to members of the tribe, ‘éven of “thi¢ Kin, inhabiting a ®

particular locality: A g

. " MJe S2¢ .... the enslavement of fellow-members of the tribe
and even of ‘the gensS. ssee . g N 2 .
If the sale of ,the land did not cover the ‘debt, or if the
debt had been contracted without any security, the debtor, in &®
order to meet his creditor's claims, had to sell his ‘children
into slavery., ,... And if the blood-sucker was still not .
satisfied, he could sell the debtor himself as a slave," .

(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 169, 173=174). :

to the gradual expropriation of most of the ®
and the concentration of the land concerned
s — latifundia —— in the hands of a wealthy
members of the primitive aristocracy
d rich merchants:

This process leads
small-holding peasants,
into large landed estate
landowning class composed of
(but now no longer primitivc) an
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"The class struggles of the ancient worlq (i.e., in the period

of transition from the Germanic to the ancient mode of production
' = Ed,) took the form chiefly of a contest between debtors and

creditors, which in Rome ended in the ruin of the plebeian

debtors," ; .

(K. Marx: "Capital,"Volume 1; Chicago; 1932; »,152).

"The plebeians of ancient Rome .... were originally free .
peasants, each cultivating his own piece of land on his own
account, In the course of Roman history they were expropriated.
The same movement which divorced them from their means of
.production-and subsistence.involved -the formation not only of
- big landed property but also of big money capital."
(K. Marx: Letter to the Editor of the "Otyecestvenniye Zapisky"
(Notes on the Fatherland), 1877, in: X, Marx & F. Engels:.
"Correspondence' : 1846-18957 ;London; 1936; p.354).
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Those dispossessed peasants who are not enslaved degenerate into
an unoccupied proletarian mob: . T “

"The Roman proletarians became, not wage-labourers but a Qgﬁ
of do-nothings,"
(K. Marx: ibid.; p.354-355). : i

The;dispossessed.peasants are reblaced, on the latifundia, either
by livestock or, where agricultural farming is continued, by slaves:

"The plebeian debtors .... were displaced by slaves."
(K. Marx: "Capital", Volume 1; Chicago; 1932; p. 152).

"When Rome became a 'world city! and Italic landownership came
more-and more into the hands of a nuaerically small class of
:'énormoﬁsly’ficﬁﬁpp'pfiqtors,the peasant population was_supplanted
'.' b}'a- POPulatién Of'. Sl.al;VQ-So csse . ’ R 1 :.'.._ Z_"-’ S
~ When, in the final period of the Roman Republic, thé great .
- complexes -of estates, the latifundia, displaced the small peasants
and replaced them with slaves, they also replaced tillage with

stock-raising, .... ' i

e e s o

JIn antiquity .. the transformation of tilled land into pastures
was a concomitant feature of the latifundiae ses.. . e

The. Roman Empire (was fsunded) on the latifundia,m - .-- 1
(F. Engels: "Herr EugenDlihring's Revolution in Science"; ‘Moscow;
1959; p.222, 244,:422,_486), '

"In Italy the.enormous estates (latifundia) which, since the end
. of the [epublic; occupied aliost the whole country, had been
exploited in two different ways, They had been used either as
pastures,  the population being displaced by sheep and cattle which
could be.tended by a fey slaves, or as country estates (villae),
vwhere large-scale horticulture was carried on with masses of slaves,
partly as a luxury for the ovner, partly for sale in the town
.,,markets," .- . € o & ' . :
(F. Engels: "The Origin of the Fanily, Private Property and the
State"; London; 1972; p.209).

Slavery is extended into handicraft, shipping and conrierce:

"Commerce and handicrafis, includinglartistic handicrafts, ....
& were being increasingly developed on a large scale by the use of :
slave labour. .... Lo :

Slaves no longer inerely help with production — they are driven
by dozens to work in the fields and the workshops."
. (F. Engels: ibid.; P.178, 222).
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Eventually the number of slaves far exceeds the number of free
citizens: , ' S : ; |
: 0 i ; : E . 2 o
NThere' were .e«es at least 18 slaves ..se tO every adult male
citizen." ) ; ;
(F. Engels: ibid.; p, 181)
Slave labour becomes the foundation of society: . ‘
®

"There was an €normous increase ... in the number. of slaves,
whose forced labour was the foundation on which the superstructure
of the entire society was reared."

(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 226-227),

"Alongside of them (i.e., thé dispossessed peasants —--Ed.)

there developed.a mode of production which was ..., dependent ®
upon slavery." ,

(K, Marx: Letter to the Editor of the "Otyecestvenniye Zapisky"

(Notes on the Fatherland), 1877, in: K. Marx & F. Engels: - ~ -
"Correspondence : 1846-1895"; London; 1936; p«355).

"Slavery .... soon became the dominant form of production among ®
all peoples who were developing beyond the old. community.”
(F. Engels: "Herr Eugen Dihringis Revolution in Science'; Moscow;

11959; P+249).

e

'The Fully-developed Class Division of Society

A class is a social group which has a certain property relationship
to == that is, which either owns or does not own —- means of production
of a particular form and, in the former case, which obtains. its share
of social production either on the basis of its own labour.or on. the ®
basis of the exploitation of the labour of another class:

" . "fhe fundamental criterion by which classes are distinguished
is the place they occupy in social production, and, consequently,
the relation in which they stand to the méans of production,"
:(V.I. Lenin: "Vulgar Socialism and Narodism as-.Resurrected by ®
the Socialist-Revolutionaries", in: "Collected Works", Volume 6;
Moscow; 1961; p.2064~65).

"Classes are large- groups of people which differ from each other oo
by their relation (in most cases fixed and formulated in laws) to
the means of production, by their role in the social organisation

of labour, and, consequently, by the dimensions and method of o
acquiring the share of social wealth that they obtain. Classes
. are groups of people one of which may appropriate the labour of
° another owing to the different places they occupy in the definite
.- system of social economy." o - C -
(V.I. Lenin: "A Great Beginning", in: "Selected Works", Volume 9;
London; 1646; p.4.32-33). ’ 1 .

) At this stage of social development we find society == for the
first time outside societies associated with oriental despotism, to
be discusSed in the next section == fully divided into a class which
owns the means of production and is an exploiting class and a class
wh:.ch_ .does not own the means of production and is an exploited class, ®
These ‘Classes are the slaveowning (the "citizens") and the slave class:

"The class relation between citizens and slaves is now
. completely developed." ' '
(K. Marx & F, Engels: "the German Ideology";

.
N

London; 1942; p.10).
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"Here was a society which by a};rlfﬁ €cononic conditions of ..
life had been forced to split iTSeif ints freemen and slaves,
into the exploiting rich and the :exploiteq DOOLY osive . =

-
L

With slavery .. .. came the first great cledvage of society into
an erploiting and an erploited class,it : '

- (F. Engéls: "The.Origin of the Family, Priyate Property and the
State"; London; 1972; pe XT3 PR
"The basis of the relations of production under the slave
system is that the slave OWNer Owns the means of production; he
also owns the worker in production = the slave. .... Here there
prevails, the forced labour of slaves, who are exploited by the
non~labouring-slave ovners. sees . :

Rich and poor, exploiters and exploited, people with full rights
and people with no rights, «ee.s = such is the picture of the
slave systen,!" : , : e
(3.V. Stalin: "Dialectical and Historical laterialism", in:
MHistory of the Comrmwiist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks)Y;
ibscow; 16433 p. 124). : ‘

In a society divided into an exploiting and an exploited class,
there is an-antagonism of economic interest between the two classes,
since the striving of each class ©0 increase its share'of total social

)

production can only be attained at the expense of the other class:

"In any given society the strivings of some of the members
conflict with the strivings of others, .... The conflict of
strivings arises from differences in the situation and modes of
life of the classes into ‘which society is divided," . - = Cxr

" (VuI, Lenin: "farl Marx" in: K, Marx: “Selected Works", Volume 1;
London; 1943; p.3L}. :

This leads inevitably to class struggle: .

"The collisions .... between these classes are in turn conditioned
by the degree of Gevelopment.of their econouic position, by the
mode of their production and of their exchange determined by it,"
(F, Engels: Preface to the 1085.(Third) Germen Edition of: XK. Marus
‘"The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparie'; Moscow; 1948; p.l2-13)

"These warring classes of society are alvays the products of the
conditions of nroduction and exchange, in a word, of the etconomic
conditions of their tiie,n x %
((F. Bngels: "Socialism: Utopian and Scientific!, in: K, Harx:

* © MZelected Works", Volume 1: London:.1943: p. 1632}, -

1nem,

Zne whole history of manlkind (since the dissolution of
primitive tribal society, holding land in common’ ownership) has
been a history of class struggles, contests between exploiting
and exploited, ruling and opnressed classes. ,

(F, Zngels: Preface to the 1888 English edititn of: K. Marx &
F, Bngels: "ianifesto of the Cormumnist Party", in: K. Marx:
"Selected Works", Volwae 1; Londony 1943; Ps 202)s - -

"“he history of all hitherio erxisting society (that is, all
.writien history — F, Engels) is the history of class struggles."
(X, Tarx & I, Bngels: Migiifesto of the Comunist Party", in:

Kodrs: "Selected Jorksh Yolume 1; London; 1043; p. 204).

In a class-divided society, the long—term, Wltitate coniradictions
within the society manifest theiiselvos in che ciass struggle, as Lngels
points out specifically in relation o class-divided capitalist society:

"The contradiction betuveen social nroduction and capitalist
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n becomes manifest as the antagonisn between proletariat

and burgeoisis.! ) L e ,
(7. Engels: "socialism: Ufopian and Seientific", in: K, Marx:

ugelecced Works", Volume 1; London; 19433 p.170). _ B

fhus, in a class-Civided society, the immediate driving force of

social development is the class struggle:

NFor almost.forty years we have stressed the class struggle as
the inmediate driving force of history."
(X, Marx & F. Engels: Draft Letter to A. Bebel, K, Lieblmecht,
Y, Bracke and others, September 1879, in: "Correspondencey -
1846-1895"; London; 19365 p,37C)« - B

C’la,ss's’.:ruggie is a prominen: feature of society at this stage of

social development, that is, of society which has become divided into
an exploiting  class of slaveowners ( neitizens") and an exploited
class of slaves: !

- "Rich’and poof, exploiters and exploited, people with full

‘rights and people with no rights, and a fierce class struggle
between them — Buch is the picture of the slave system,"

(J.V. Stalin: "Diclectical and Historical lMeterialisn', ins
WHistory of the Commmnist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks)";
Yoscow; 1941; p. 1), :

In addition’to the jyrimary class siruggle between slaveovmers

and slaves, there are alsc secondary class struggles between the '
ariscocracy and the newly visen merchent class, and between both
these classes on the one hand and the "common" citizens on tie other:

"The old power of theé aristocracy now had to contend with .
“successful competition from the new class of rich industrialists
.and mérchants. seee B

“he ‘vhole history of the Roman Republic runs its course, wi"ch’

:all the struggles betveen patricians and plebeianS: eees

The new aristocracy of wealth, in so far as it had not been
identical from the outset with the old hereditary aristocracy,
pushed it permanently into the background,™ i

(7. Engels: "the Origin of the Family, Private Property and the
State"; London; 19723 p.178, 191, 226,) - %
"Freeman and slave, patrician and plebeian, .... stood in constant

:.~opposition to one another, carried on an uninterrupted, now hidden,

now ‘open fight," ) .
(X, Marx & F, Engels: "Manifesto of the Communist Party", in:
K. Marz: "Selected torks", Volume 15 London; 1943; p.?.05$. :

The final resul: of these secondary class struggles is a merging

of elements of the old aristocracy with the newly risen merchant class
to forn a_single wealthy landowning and slaveowming exploiting class.
Spedlzing of the Noman nupire, -ngels Gescribes:

-~

", s thé final merping of the patrician nobility in the nev
fit -

- class of the preat land and ioney owmers, who, gradually swvallowing

“

.up all-the land of the peasants se,s, employed slave labour to

cultivate the enormous estates thus formed," - '
(T. Engels: ibid.; p.151).

Ad
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" These developments bring about the dissolution of tribal soc1euy.

"The end of the gentlle C°n5t1t“L1°ﬁ vas approaching, ceee
The gentile constltutlon vas finished,n . :

. (F. Engels: ibid.; p. 176, 228).

The printipal factors bringing about 1ts dissolution are:

f stly, the development of a money economy:
‘1 p

"The gentile constitution is absolutely irreconcilable with money
€CoNnlMYyse eoce ’

The old gentile constitution had not only shown itself powerless
before the triumphal march of money; it was absolutely incapable
of f1nd1ng any place within its framework for such things as
money, creditors, debtors and forcible collection of debts,"

(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 173, 175).

Secondly, the development of antagonistic classes within each

tribe: . -

"This conflict of interests was at'work within every gentile
body, appearing in its most extreme form in the association of °
rich and poor, usurers and debmors, in the same gens and the
. same trlbe.,,... Vi

The gentlle constitution VAS eoes shattered by ¢.ee the cleavage
of society into classes,"
~ (F. Engels: ibid.; p. 227, 228).

Thlrdly, the social 1nterm1x1ng in each locality of pe;ple from

different kins and different trlbes. =

"Through the sale ‘and purchase of land, and the progressive
division of labour between agriculture and handicraft, trade and
shipping, it was inevitable that the members of the dlffe;ent
gentes, phratries and tribes very soon became intermixed, Into
the districts of the phratry and tribe moved inhabitants who,
although fellow countrymen, did not belong to these bodies and -
were therefore strangers in their own-place of domlclle. sees "

The necessary condition for its (i.e., tribal SOCletY'S — Ed,)--
existence was that the members of a gens or at least of a tribe
were settled together in the same territory and were its sole
inhabitants, That had long ceased to be the case., Every territory
now had a heterogeneous population belonging to the most varied
gentes and tribes; everywhere slaves, protected persons and aliens
lived side by side with citizens, The settled conditions of life
which had only been achieved towards the end of the middle stage of
barbarism were broken up by the repecated shifting and changing of
residence under the pressure of trade, alteration of occupation and

changes in the _ommership of the land. .ees Each of these groups

(i.e., of artisans — Eq, ) was composed of people of the most
diverse gentes, phratries and tribes, and even included aliens,"
(F. Engels: ibid.; »p, 171, 227).

' New organs of social o organsation have to be formed to replace

those of tribal society:

} "New organs +ees had therefore to be formed outside the gentile
constitution, alongside of it, and hence in 0pp031t10n to it,"

(F. Engels: ibid.s p, 297),
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These new organs of social organisation are the local tribe and
jts sub-divisions, based on place of residence and not kinship:

Whis. institution es., for’the first time .... civided by the
people for public purposes, not by groups of kinship, but by common
place of residence. «... e G e SN B ‘—L———;

Only domicile was now decisive, not membership of a kinship group.

A.;;ibe +eee 25 NOV known as'a local tribe to distinguish 1t s e
"+ from the old tribe of kinship." : '
(F. BEngels: ibid.; p. 176, 179).

... nginship tribes historically precede locality tribes, and are

"almost everywhere displaced by them.™' . ; %
(K, Marx: "Pre~capitalist Economic- Formations™; London; -1964; p.76). @

. The Development of the State ¥ S e g

Op the ruins of tribal society, and superimposed on the social ®
organisation of the-new'local tribes, a new social organ comes into
being at this stage of social development': an apnaratus oi force,
of coercion, necessary to the slaveowvming, exploiting minority class
to _compel the exploited slave iajority %o work for -its -benefit:
the state: S e A o

"Xt is impossible to compel the greater part of society 'to"' work
. Systematically for the other part of society without a permanent
" apparatus of coercion i.., = the statés seee .~ 71 o -

Uncer slavery .... the small minority of people could not

dorinate over the vast majority without coercion," Bl )
© (Vi Lenin: "The State", in: "Selected Works", Volume 1l; .

Lonton: 1943: p.648, 650)s J . . SR de

. The s*ate, which is brought into being at this stage of development
1s a-’lwaf}’s essentially, whatever-its form, an instrument of force by
means of which éne social class maintains its ruie over the rest.of the @

peoples *

"An essertial characteristic of the state is the _exiStencé of
‘@ public force differentiated from the mass of the people.
eoee i ¥ e g o :
, ?‘he organs of the gentile constitution ,,.,. change from ()
- Instruments of the will of the people into independent organs
fo?: th? dominztion and oppression of the people, seeo.: -

+* The gentile constitution .... Vas replaced by the statés -
LR NN 5 «rg ¥ . '

The state ,,., 15 a product of society at a particular stage of °

@evelopment; it is-the ‘admission that this society has .invqlved

itself in insoluple self-contradiction ,,,, T S

The state is distinguished firstly by the grouping of its

mgml‘}ers on a_territorial basiS. «..e This organisation of the
citizens of the stace according to domicile is common to _a'l_l states,

LE LN ] :
The second distinsuishing characteristic.is the institution of a
public force which is no longer immediately jdentical with the

" .people's oun organisation of themselves, ,,,. This public force
€X1sts in every state; it consists not merely of. armed men; but
also of material appendages, prisons and coercive institutions
of all kinds, e )
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In order to maintain this public pPower, contributions from the
citizens are necessary — 13X€S. s... 2

: In possession of the public power and the right of taxation,
__the officials now present themselves as organs of society standing
" abové ‘society," . B :
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 180, 223-224, 228, 226-230).

"The state is a machine for maintaining the rule of one class
over another, .... e . : i
Only when the first form of the division of society into _
classes appeared, .... thén «ees it was essential that a .state
should appear, ' ‘ ‘ :

~And this state did appears sess

The state is a machine for the oppression of one class by s 53
another, a machine for kgeping in subjugation to one class other,
subordinated classes," LR E ’
(V.I, Lenin: "the State", in: "Selected Works", Volume 11; .

- London; 1943; p. 847, 64G). j % Rl

~

"Society ..., based on class antagonism had need of the state,
that is, of an organisation of the particular class which was
pro_tempore the exploiting class, for the maintenance of its
external conditions of production and, therefore, especially

for the purpose of forcibly keeping the exploited classes in the
condition of oppression corresponding with the given mode of
production, " - : ’ . .
(F. Engels: "Herr Eugen Dilhring's Revolution in Science'; Moscow;
1959; p. 386), : o

"According to Marx, the state is an organ of class rule, an.
organ for the oppression of one class by another. seee -

Lvery state is a 'special repressive force! for the suppression .
of the oppressed class, ..., , g ‘ . ;

. The state is a special organisation of force; it is the .
" organisation of vizlence for the suppreésion of some class,"
% (V.I. Lenin: "The State and Revolution", in: "Selected works",
Volume ‘7; London; 1946; p, 9, 19, 24). <5
At this stage of social development, at which society is divided -
.into an exploiting slaveowning class and an exploited slave class, the
state is essentially the machinery of force by which the slaveowning *
® class maintains its rule over the slaves: _
"The ancient state was, above all, the state of the slave-owners
.» for holding down the slayves,n .- gL : ' 7
(F. Engels: "The Origin of the Family, Private Propeirty and the
State"; London; 1972; p, 231), AN

.,"T@is'staté did appear o tﬁe‘slaveowning state, an apparatus
. 'which gave the slaveowners pover and enabled them to rule over
the slaves," ]
(V.I, Lenin: "The Staten , in: "Selected vorks", Volume 11;
London; 1943; p. 647). :

Whatever the form which this slaveowning State acquires, depending
on the balance of forces at 4 particular time between the "citizens"
(aristocracy, merchants, conmon people), it is in all cases essentially
the machinery of force by which the slaveowners rule over the slaves:
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nyhether a monarchy was instituted- or -a'republic, i? was a monarchy of the
slaveowners or a republic of the slaveowners. All rights ur.xderthem were
enjoyed by the slaveowners, while the slave was a ck‘la.t:bel in the eyes of
the law. o « Slaveowning republics differed in their internal organisat-
ion;y there were aristocratic republics and. democratic republics, In an S
aristocratic republic a small number of privileged persons took part in the
electionss.in a democratic republic everybody took part in the elections ==
but again only the slaveowners, everybody except the.slaves, This fundament-
2l fact must be borne in mind, because it throws more.light. than any other
on the question of the state and clearly demonstrates. the nature of the

.

state", Vie ®
(V. I. Lenin: "The State®, in: ibid.; p. 648-9).
. ,The Division of Laboux ; _
The division of society into an exploiting class and an exploited slave class
is, from one aspect, a division of labour between the classes, between administ-
rative labour and productive labour: : ‘o &
"The simplest and most natural form of this division of labour was in fact
slavery", . ‘ ; _ . N 4
(F. Engels: "Herr Eugen Dihring's Revolution in Science"; Moscow; 19593
p. 251). Va1 R Eeny. S5 T
On the basis of the exploitation of the productive labour of the slaves, a @

further division of labour takes place among the slaveowning class itself, between
_administrative labour and mental labour: - ' '

"The division of labour . . manifests itself also in the ruling class as the
division of mental and material labour; so that inside ,this -class one part
appears as the thinkews of the class (its active, conceptive ideologists, @
who make the perfecting of the illusion of the class about itself their chief
: source of livelihood), whilst the others' attitudes.to these ideas -and ill-
usions is more passive and receptive, because they are in reality the active
members af this class and have less time to make up illusions and ideas
about themselves", =t o _
(K. Marx & F, Engela: "The German Ideology"; Londong 1942; p. 39-40). @

Thus, at this stage of social development, at this stage of the level of
development of ‘the productive forces, the development of art, science, philo-
sophy, etc., is possible only on the basis of the exploitation of the productive
labour of masses of slaves:

"It was -Slé-‘feliv that i‘i:cst: made possible .« . the flowering of the ancient ]

world. Without slavery, no Greek-. . art-and science. . .

So long as human labour was still so little productive that it provided but
2 small surplus over and above the necessary means of subsistence, any « .
development , -, of law, or foundation of art and science, was possible only
by means of a greater division of labour. And the necessary basis for this
was the great division of labour between the masses discharging simple o
?i-xal:;:l 1Z'b°u§1and'the few privileged persons directing labour, condueting
an ublic 1 e .
with art a.rrid Scieziiﬁtrs’ and, at a later stage, occupying themselv_e.s
(F. Engels: ibid.; p, 249, 250).
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The establishment of slavery on a mass scale also develops the
division of labour between agriculture and handjcraft industry on a
® larger scale:

"(Under the ancient mode of production —. Ed,) the division
of labour is already more developed,
(K. iarx & F, Engels: "The German Ideology"; London; 1942; p.10).

Y "It 'was slavery that firgt made possible ‘the division of labour
© between agriculture and industry on a larger scale.!"
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 2{-9)-

e Development of the City-state

With the development of a wealthy, slaveowning, landowning,
exploiting class, towns grow into cities, as centres of state
administration, of comnerce and of culture; <the city becomes dominant
over the countryside; it becomes, together with the landed estates
surrounding it, the ity-state:

"The basis hers (i,e., under the ancient mode of production — Ed,)

© is not the lani, but the city, but the city as already created
seat (centre) o7 the rural population, The cultivated area
appedrs as the ferritory of the city. ....

There is concentration in the city, with the land as its
Rerritory seae : : '

Ancient classica’ history is the history of cities, but cities
~ based on landownership and agriculture. .e..

In classical anticuity the city with its attached territory
° formed the economic whole,"

(¥, Marx: "Pre-canitalist Economic Formations"; London; 1964;

plo 71, 73, 77, 79?“-

"The town ... economically dominate(s) the country .... in
antiquity," - ' 3

® - (F. Engels: "The Origin of the Family, Private Property and
the State"; London; 1972; p, 224).

Since, the exploiting class is now centred in the city, vhile the
exploited class, for the most part, occupies the countryside
surrounding the city, the class antagonism between exploiting and

°® exploited classes is reflected in an antagonism between town and

U(Under the ancient mode of production — Ed,) we already find
the antagonism of town and country," , T .
(K. Farx & F. Engels: "he German Ideology"; London; 1942; p. 10).

The "Conmon Land"

' . The common land or ager sublicus survives from the Germanic mo_de
of production as the cowmmunal property of the citizens, but the citizens
s are ggw, not the people as a yhole , but the slaveowning elass; it
provides a source of economie power for the domination of the slaves,
tZith the development of the State as the machinery of forcible rule

of the slaveowning class, this common land is generally transformed
into state-owned land:
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n(Under the ancient mode of production — Ed,) part of it (ice.,
the land — Ed.) remains with the community as such, as distinct
from 1ts members, ager vublicus (common land) in its various
forms." ) . - i a5 I L " A. <%
(K. Marx: "Pre-capitalist Economic Formations"; London; 1963;
+py 75)e .2 ; '
“  WAncient communal and State ownership ess. proceeds especially
" from the union of several tribes into 2 city by agreement or
by conquest and ..., is still accompanied by slavery, ,..., It
is only as a community that the citizens hold power over their
labouring slaves, and on this account alone, therefore, they are
bound to the form ¢f communal ownership." »
(X, Marx & T. Engels: "The German Ideology"; London: 1642; p.S.).

s, The Tmportation of Slaves

A society in vhich slave-labour is the dominant form of production

.*replaces and increases the number of its slaves primarily by wars of

conquest and raids on neighbouring sécieties:

"the slave system:iii, =~ s0 long as it is the dominant form of
productive labour in agriculture, manufacture, navigation, etc.,
as it was in the advanced states of Greece and Rome = preserves
an element of natural economy, The slave market maintains its
supply of the commodity labour~power by war, piracy, etc., and
this rapine is not: promoted by a process of circulation, but by
the actual appropriation of the labour-power of others by direct
physical compulsion," N

(K. Marx: "Capital, Volume 2;. Moscow; 1974;.p. £83).. .-

In such slave-importing societies, it is economically most:
beneficial to the exploiting class to squeeze the maximum possible
productive labour in the shortest possible time, irrespective of the
effect of this on the health and longevity of the slave:

"It is ..., 2 maxim of slave management, in slave-—importing
countries, that the most effective economy is that which takes
out of the human chattel in the shortest space of time the utmost
amount of exertion it is capable of putting forth,"

(¥, Marx: "Capital", Volume 1; Chicago; 1632; ». 293).

The Principal Features of the Ancient lode of Production

At this stage of social development, the ancient mode of production

may be said to be fully developed.

the ancient mode of production represents a stage of social
development. through which all societies —— ‘except those in which the
Germanic mode of production has beéen associated with oriental despotism
~- pass, except in' so far as their development may be interfered with
by another society or societies at a different stage of evolution, The
term "ancient" reflecis the.fact that thefdeteloped'creek and Foman :
Empires, the civilisations of "classical antiquicy", were based on this
mode of production, : :

The principal features of the ancient mode of production are:
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The peasants have, for.the moSt part, heen expropriated of their
land and have becomg'elther slaves or an unemployed proletariat;

The arable land has, for the mOSt part, become concentrated
into large landed estates owned by a vealthy landowning class
and operated either as pastoral farms yith a few slaves or as
agricultural farms with wasses of slaves; .

Slave-labour has become the dominant form of production, not .
only in agriculture, but in mining, manufacture and navigation;*

Society has become fully divided into an exploiting, landowning,
slaveowning class and an exploited slave class, with a fierce
class struggle between them based on econonic antagonisim;

The kinship iribe has given way to the locality tribe;

A state has come into being as an apparatus of force by which

the exploiting minority class maintains its rule over the exploited
ma jority class;

Towns have developed into cities which dominate the countryside
in the form of city-states;

An antagonism has arisen between town and countirys;

.The common land survives as the communal or state property

of the slaveowmning class,

" CIVILISATION

At this stage of social development, society may be said to -

have passed from the economic epoch of barbarism to that of
civilisation:

"Civilisation is ..,. the stage of development in society at
vhich the division of labour, the exchange between individuals
arising from it, and the conmodity production which combines
them both come to their full growth and revolutionises the whole
of previous society,

[E XN ;

The stage of cormodity production with which civilisation

begins is distinguisheq econonmically by the introduction of:

1) netal money, and with it money capital, interest and usury;
2) merchants, as the class of intermediaries between the
producers; 3) orivate ownership of land and the mortgage system;
4) slave labour as the dominant form of Production. .... Also
characteristic of civilisation is the establishmnent of permanent
opposition between toym and country as the basis of the whole
social division of labours and, furtcher, the iniroduction of
vills," * g ’

(F. Engels: "The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the.
State'; London; 1972; p. 233, 22£=235)

Civilisation, from i:g" innine until the introduction of the
’ beginning until

socialist ninde of production, is based on the exploitation of one class
by ancther:

"Civilisation is foundeq on the exploitation of one class by another,."
(F. Zngels: ibid.; p, 236),
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ORIENTAL DESPOTISM
e % o WY Introduction

Tt-is now necessary to retrace our steps backward to the Asiatic and Germanic PY
modes cf production to consider how these may develop in modified ways as a re-
sult of geographical and climatic factors. Such modified Asiatic and Germanic
modes of production are associated with a .phenomenon called by Marxist-Leninists
woriental despotism”, in which case they include important features of the
ancient mode of production -- for example, the full division'of society.into an
expleiting and an exploited class, a general form of slavery and a fully devel- ®

oped state apparatus of forqe. e

As a result of incorporating these ‘basic features of the ancient mode of
production, a society under the Germanic mode -of production associated with
oriental despotism may pass directly to the feudal mode gf production.

" " 'The Development of the Ruling Bureaucracy P

Geographical and climatic factors play a certain role in the development of
societys .

"Once men finally settled down, the way in which to a smaller degree this

original community is modified will depend on various external, climatic,

geographical, physical, etc., conditions", ®

(K. Marx: "Pre-capitalist Economic Formations"; London; 1964: p. 68).

"Geographical environment is unquestionably one of the constant and indispens-
able conditions of development of society and, of course, influences the de-
velopment of society". -

(J. V. Stalin: "Dialectical and Historical Materialism", in: "History of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks)"; Moscows; 1941; p. 118). ®

A large part of the earth's surface is arid or semi-arid in its climate and/
or is subject to periodic destructive flooding. In these areas agriculture can be
adoquately developed only with the aid of extensive public works relating to
irrigation, drainage and flood control:

"Great stretches of desert . . extend from the Sahara straight across Arabia,
Persia, India and Tartary up to the highest Asiatic plateau. Artificial irr-
igation is here the first condition of agriculture". - %

(F. Engels: Letter to K, Marx, June 6th., 1853, ins K. Marx & F, Engels:
#0orrespondences 1846--1895"; Londons 1936; p. 67). b s

"Climate and territorial conditions, especially the vast tracts of desert ®
extending from the Sahara, through Arabia, Persia, India and Tartary to the
most elevated Asiatic highlands, constituted artificial irrigation by canals
and waterworks the basis of Oriental agriculture ‘. '

(XK. Maxx: "The British Rule in India®", ins "Selected Works", Volume 23 Londonj;
19435 p. 652). . : e

"It is the necessity of bringing a natural force under the control of society,
of economising, of appropriating or subduing it on a large scale by the work
of man's hand, thatfirst plays the decisive part in the history. of industry.
Examples are the irrigation works in Egypt, Lombardy, Holland, or India and

Persia, where irrigation by means of artificial canals not only supplies the
soil with the water indispensable to it, but also carries down to it, in the °
shape .of sediment from the hills, mineral fertilisexs".

(X, Marxs "Capital", Volume l; Moscow; 195435 p. 514).

"In Persia and Indis . ., it was . . irrigation throughout the river valleys
without which no agriculture was possible theren, )
éFS)Engels:’"Herr Eugen Duhring's Revolution in Science"; Moscows 19593 p.
48). : . : el

"Because of India's peculiar climate and territorial conditions, artificial
irrigation by canals and waterworks had to be the basis of a flourishing

agrarian economy".
(R, Mukherjee: "The Rise and Fall of the East TIndia Company"; Berlin; 1958;

P. 153).
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"The determining factor in Chinese history a5 5 yhole appears to have been
the trend towards intensive agriculture Nourished by irrigation. The tech~
nical practices of irrigation Were stimulateq in their development by the
character of the environment; and they, in turn, in proportion as they be-
came more efficient, transforimed both landscape ang people",

(0. Lattimore: "Inner Asian Frontiers of China", New Yoxk; 1951; p. 326),

At the primitive level of *he productive foprgeg pertaining at the period of
the dissolution of the primitive communal mode of production, such public works
required the organisation of a mass labour fbggg; SN

"Property . . require(s) . . communal labour for its valorisation . . in the
irrigation systems of the Orlent?.
- (K. Marx: "Pre-capitalist Economic Formations"; London; 19643 p. 72).

The efficient organisation of such a mass labour force requires a division
of labour between manual workers and directing personnel on a much more: extreme
scale than is required under the Asiatic mode of production where such public
works are not essential: ' :

"All combined labour on a large scale requires, more or less, 'a directing
authority, in order to secure the harmonious working of the individual
activities, and to perform the general functions that have their origin
in the action of the combined organism®, ‘

(K. Marx: "Capital",. Volume 1; Chicago: 1932; p. 363).

#The work of large integrated teams requires on~the-spot leadors and dis-
ciplinarians as well as over-all organisers and planners. The great enter-
prises of hydraulic agriculture involve both types of direction",

(K. A. Wittfogels "(wiental Despotism"; New Haven; 1956; p. 26).

These directing personnel have to be given considerably greater powers and
authority than the directing personnel under the Asiatic mode of production where
such public works are nnt essential - €.8., povers of census-taking, of con~
scription of labour, of coordination and direction of this labour. '

As a result of being given these powers, the directing personnel become,
relatively rapidly, a ruling class in the full sense of the word, and the organs
of authority under:their control a coercive state in the full sense of the word:

“The state, which the primitive groups of communities of the same tribe had

at first arrived at only in order to safeguard their common interests CH:-

irrigation in the East) « « from this stage onwards acquires just as much the
function of maintaining by force the conditions of existence and domination
of the ruling class against the subject class".

(P. ?ngels: "Herr Eugen Dithring's Revolution in Science"; Moscows 1959; p.
205). : .

"The communal conditions for real appropriation through labour, such as the
irrigation systems (very important among the Asian peoples) . . will then
appear as the work of the higher unity -- the despotic government which is
poised above the lesser communities".

(K. Marx: "Pre-capitalist Economic Formations"; London; 19645 p. T0-1).

"This prime necessity of an economical and common use of water . . necessit-
ated in the Orient . . the interference of the centralising power of govern-
ment. Hence an economic function devolved upon all Asiatic govermments, the
function of providing public yorks",

(K. Maxx: "The British Rule in India", in: "Selected Works", Volume 2; Lon-

don; 1943; p. 652)., '

® "The formation of a centraligeq empire (in China ~— Ed.) was inevitable. In
- no other way was it possible to maintain a state apparatus capable of init-
iating, operating and Superviging immense public works which transcended
regions and made profitable s yniform level of intensive cultivation",
(0. Lattimores; ibid.: p. 313).
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The ruling class "J:.S ablé to use its coercive.power of conscription to raise
* a large army, and so increase the coercive power of its state apparatus: ®

"The masters of hydraulic society applied the same organisational devices
in the military sphere that they employed with such success in constmction.
Tn many cases, the recruits for war could be as comprehensively mobilised
as the recruits for toil. ., ,

The masters of the hydraulic state, who monopolised coordinated military ®
action, could - if they so wished —- raise large armies'. e
(K. A. Wittfogels ibid.; p. 61, 63). o
The ruling class is, likewise, able ‘to use its coercive power of conscription
for the construction of public works other than those concerned with irrigation,
drainage and flood control -— for example, the construction of installations for
the storage and distribution of drinking water, of navigation canals, of defence ®
works, and of roads: _ ' _ B
#The masters of the hydraulic state did not confine their activities to’
~ matters immediately connected with agriculture. The methods of cooperation
“. which were so effective in the sphere of crop-raising were easily applied to
a variety of other large tasks. . . @
Generally speaking, the irrigation canal is older than the navigation canalj
and hydraulic digging and damming occurred prior to the building of high-

WAYSe o
A commonwealth able to transfer water for purposes of irrigation readily

applied its hydraulic know-how to the providing of drinking water. . . °

The irregular flow of rivers or streams or the relatively easy access to
fresh and clear mountain water stimulated in many hydraulic landscapes the
" construction of comprehensive installations for the storage and distribut-

"~ ion of drinking water. . . i A
Among the great agrarian conformations of history, only hydraulic society
has constructed navigation canals of any major size. . . . ®
The need for comprehensive works of defence arises almost as soon as hyd-
raulic agriculture is practised. Contrary to the rainfall famrmer, who may
shift his fields with relative ease, the irrigation farmer finds himself
depending on an immovable, if highly rewarding, source of fertility. In the

early days of hydraulic cultivation reliance on a fixed system of water ®
supply must in many cases have driven the agrarien community to build strong

defences around its homes and fields. . .

The builders of canals and dams easily become the builders of trenches,

towers, palisades and extended defence walls. . .

~ Great highways . . were mainly executed through the cooperative effort of PY

state-levied corvee labourers”. ) g

(K. A. WVittfogels ibid.; p. 30, 31, 34, 38).

The ruling class of an oriental despotism is thus a bureaucracy: for example,
Lenin describes the oriental despotism of tsarist Russia as

", . The oppressive regime of the bureaucratic dictatorship". °®
(V. I. Lenin: "Review of Home Affairs®, ins "Collected Works", Volume 53

Moscow; 1961; p. 301). A ,
The material bagis of its povwer is its control of the essential irrigation,_
drainage and flood-control WOTLLSS

"0ne of the material bases of the power of the state over the small dis- P
connected producing organisms in India was the regulation of the water

supply”.
(K. Marx: “"Capital®, Volume 1; Chicago; 1932; p, 564 ) .
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. By reason of the technical skills required for the direction of construction
projects and flood-control, the ruling class of an oriental despotism is often
dominated by, or closely linked with, priests or former priests, that is, it is
hieratic or quasi-hieratic in character: ’

Marxism-Leninism Currents Today, 2021
www.ml-today.com

"The necessity for predicting the rise and fall of the Nile created
Egyptian astronomy, and with it the domination of the priests, as directors
of agriculture,

(K. Marx: "Capital”, Volume 1; Chicago; 1932; p. 564).

"The majority of all hydraulic civilisations are characterised by large and
influential priesthoods., . .

-.In a number of cases the officialdom included many persons who were trained
as priests and who, before assuming a government position, acted as priests,
N It is important to note such a background, because it illuminates the role
« + of the temples in the ruling complex. . . Thus, their regimes are . .
quasi-hierocraticH,
(K. A. Wittfogel; ibid.; p. 88).

.~ The form of state power which is developed under these conditions is termed
by Marxist-Leninists oriental despotisms

"Rosa Luxemburg evidentlly judges the state system of Russia by her economic,
political and sociological characteristics and everyday life — a totality

of features which, taken together, produce the concept of 'Asiatic despotism'%,
(V. I, Lenin: “The Right of Nations to Self-determination", in: "Collected
Works", Volume 203 Moscow; 19643 p. 403).

The state system of oriental despotism thus arises on the foundation of the
Asiatic mode of production in countries where large-scale public works of irrig-
ation, drainage and/or flood control are essential to an adequate level of ag-
ricul tures

"Oriental despotism was founded on common property. ;
(F.)Engels: "Herr Eugen Dithring's Revolution in Science®: Moscows 1959; p.
486). : e

"The stationary character of this part of Asia (i.e., the Indian sub-
continent -— Ed,) . . is fully explained by two mutually dependent circum-—
stances; 1) the public works were the business of the central goverrments
2) beside these, the whole empire, not counting the few larger towns, was
resolved into villages, which possessed a completely separate organisation
and formed a little world in themselveS. . .

I do not think one could imagine a more solid foundation for the stagnation
'of Asiatic despotism”, ' ; '
(K. Marx: Letter to F. Engels, June 14th., 1853, in: K. Marx & F. Engels:

® "Co;‘respondence: 1846-1895"; London: 19363 p. 70).

"This prime necessity of an economical and common use of water , ., necessit-
ated in the Orient . . the interference of the centralising power of govern-
ment. ., .

These idyllic village communities , , had always been the solid foundation

» = of Oriental despotism",

(K. Marx: "The British Rule in India", in: "Selected Works", Volume 2;
London; 1943: p. 652, 655).

The Forms cf Exploitation

® Having armed themselves with the coercive power of the state, the ruling

bureaucracy proceed to use it for their own benefit, that is, to develop their
exploitation of the mass of the pooples : - 3

"This (ruling — Ed.) class never failed, for its own advantage; to impose
a greater and greatcr burden of labour on the working masses".
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 251),
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The principal fomm of eXploitation of the working masses during the early
stage of development of oriental gespotism is the use of corvee labour (i,e,, ®
forced labcur on a temporary basis) for the benefit of the ruling class:

"he wnity (i.e., thg despotism — Ed.) can involve a common organisation
of labour itself, which in turn can create a veritable system",
(K, Marx: "Pre-capitalist Economic Foxmations"s London; 19645 p. 70).

Such forced labour is used for the erection of luxurious edifices for the &
Tuling bureaucracy and its associated priesthoods '

"A governmental apparatus capable of executing all these hydraulic and non-
hydraulic works could easily be used in building palaces and pleasure grounds

for the ruler and his court, palace.-like government edifices for his aides,
and monuments and tombs for the distinguished dead.

Government-directed work teams, which erected gigantic palaces, were equally .
fitted to erect gigantic templesv, -
(K. A. Wittfogel: ibid.; p. 39, 41). . ;
These buildings, both secular and religious, are generally built in a monu-
nental style to demonstrate the power and superior social position of -the ruling
bureaucracy in relation to the common peoples - e ®

"The palaces, government buildings, tempies and tombs . . tend to -bé.large.
The architectural style of hydraulic society is monumental, ., ,

The proverbial glamour of Oriental courts is merely an economic expression of
the ruler's despotic control over his subjects", '

(K. A. Wittfogel: ibid.; p. 43, 305), . e

At a later stage of development of oriental despotism, corvee.labour is’.gen-
erally commuted in favour of a land-tax, paid to the ruling bureaucracy from the
produce of peasant agriculture — at first in kind, later, with the further devel-
opment of a money economy, in money. This commutation is favoured by the ruling
class because it provides them with wider forms of wealth than is available to &
them by the exploitation of corvee labour; it is also, in general, favoured by the
peasants since it frees them of the burden of corvee labour, which takes them away
from their agricultural pursuits from time to times '

"In Indian society as a whole . . it is the surplus alone that becomes a
commodity, and a portion of even that, not until it has reached: the hands of
" the State, into whose hands from timé immemorial a certain quantity of these L
products has found its way". . .
(K. Maxx: "Capital®, Volume 13 Chicagos 1932; p. 392).

"The despot here appears as the father of 21l the numerous lesser commmnities,
thus realising the common unity of all. It therefore follows that the .surplus

* product . , belongs ta this higher unity™, é
(K. Marx: "Pre-capitalist Economic Formations®; London; 19645 p. 69-70).

"In Asiatic societies , ., the monarch appears as the exclusive owner of the
surplus product of the land". T o
(K. Marx: "Grundrisse der Kritik der politischen Okonomie"; Berlin; 19533

Do 371).

"The Chinese people suffer from the same evils as those from which the Russian
people suffer — they suffer from an Asiatic government that squeezes taxes
from the starving peasantry and that suppresses every aspiration towards
liberty by militery force".

(V. I. Lenin: "The War in China”, ins "Collected Works®, Volume 4; Moscows

.. .The enforced Payment of land-tax by the peasants to the orieni:a.lly despgi‘f_ic
state —- the head of which is wswally a monarch .. presents the "appearance that
the latter is the owner of the land and that the 1gng~tax is "rent":
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" "In most Asiatic fundamental forms . . the all-embracing unity which stands
above all these small common bodi€s May appear as the higher or sole pProp=
.rketor, the real communities only as heredit possessors. . . The despot
here appears as the father of all the numerous jesser communities, thus
realising the common unity of all. It therefore follows that the surplus
product . . belongs to this highest unity. Oriental despotism therefore
appears to lead to a legal absence of property, In fact, however, its found—
ation is tribal or common property!. L -

(XK. Marx; "Pre-capitalist Economic Formations"; London; 19643 p. 69-70).

"In the monarchies, the king, though autocratic and actively governing, had
a right to the title on raw produce, collected as yearly tax; and only %o
this extent could be considered the ultimote owner of the soil",

(C. A. T, Rhys-Davids; "Economic Conditions according to Early Buddhist
Literature", in: "The Cambridge History of India®, Volume 1; Cambridges;
19225 p. 198).

The Orientally Despotic State '

- . The most common form of the orientally despotic state is the absolute mon—
archys ; '
"The absolutist regimes of hydraulic society are usually headed by a single

individual in whose person is concentrated all the power over major decisions.

The great monarchs of the Oriental world were almost without exception 'self-
rulers! — autocrats®,
(K. A: Vittfogels ibid.s p. 106, 107).

The theoretical justification for this autocracy is generally provided by
the priesthood, who present the monarch as "divine":

"It was upon this centre (i.e., the monarch -~ Ed,) that the magic powers of
the commonwealth tended to converge, The bulk of all religious ceremonies
may be performed by a specialised priesthood. « . But in many hydraulic
societies the supreme representative of secular authority is also the em-
bodiment of supreme religious authority.

Appearing as either a god or a descendant of a god, or as high priest, such
a person 1s indeed a theocratic (divine) or quasi-theocratic (pontifical)
ruler. . o & b

In his person the ruler combines supreme operational authority and the many
mzgic and mythical symbols that express the terrifying (and allegedly bene-
ficial) qualities of the power apparatus he heads".

(K. A. Wittfogels ibid.; p. 90, 305). .

On this basis the monarch is able to consolidate the secular basis of his
autocratic rules . :

"Under such conditions there develops what may be called a cumulative tend-
ency of unchecked power. ., , Under absolutist conditions .the holder of the
strongest position, benefitting from the cumulative tendency of unchecked
power, tends. to expand his authority through alliances, manoeuvres and
ruthless schemes until, having conquered all other centres of supreme decis-
ion, he alone prevails",

(X. A. Wittfogels ibid.; p, 106-7).

The character of the orientally despotic state precludes any peaceful change
of ruler., Such a change can, in general, be brought about only by yiolent means
— usually through a coup engineered'by’a person or group in an influential
positions '
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"The ruler, being most illustrious, is also most to be envied, Among those °
.near him, there are always some who long to replace him, And since constit-

utional and peaceful change is out of the question, replacement usuglly

means one thing and one thing only: physical amnihilation, The wise ruler

therefore trusts no one. , ,

A1l members of his entourage must be watched and controlled. The king must

spy on his prime minister. He must beware of his close friends, of his A
wives, of his brothers, and most particularly of his heir apparent", -

(K. A. Wittfogels ibid.s p. 155),

The orientally despotic state thus characteristically rules by ruthless
methods of terror and torture: ' e

"Terror is the inevitable consequence of the rulers! resolve to uphold their g
ovn and not the people's rationality optimum. S

Many spokesmen of hydraulic despetism have emphasised the need for rule by
punishment. . . ¥y :

The agromanagerial despet . ., exercises unchecked control over the army, the
‘police, the intelligence servicey and he has at his disposal jailers, tort- b
urers, executioners, and all the tools that are necessary to catch, incapac-

itate and destroy a suspect, . ,

He can employ these devices with maximum psychological effect. ., .

Judicial torture is widespread in the hydraulic world", _ PS
(K. A. Wittfogel: ibid.; p. 137, 138, 141, 145).

The state demands complete obedience and submission from the commen people ——
a submissiveness expressed in the characteristic custom of prostration before
members of the ruling bureaucracys : ’

_."Totél submission is ceremonially demonstrated whenever a subject of a hyd-
raulic state approaches his ruler or some other representative of authority.
Under the shadow of Oriental despotism, prostration is an outstanding form of
saluting the sovereign or other person af recognised authority. . .

Generally speaking, prostration is . . characteristic for hydraulic society",
(K. A. Vittfogels ibid.: p., 152). ®

The higher officials of an orientally despotic state are usuwally drawn from
the primitive aristocracy or the priesthood, and are given titles to denote their
rank in the bureaucratic state. They are generally allntted a certain amount af
land as a perquisite of office; such land is called office land:

"The civil or military official of an agrarian despotism is part of a bureau-- ®
‘cratic hierarchy which, taken in its entirety, enjoys more power, revenue and
prestige than any other group in the society, , . '

- Land-that is temporarily, or indefinitely, assigned to efficials (is texmed)
“office land., . , ; :

The ranking officials include civil and military functionaries of recognised ®
status. . . The civil officials resemble their military colleagues in that

both are in positions ef command and able to make limited and intermediate

decisions, . . that both unconditionally (ang usually full-time) serve their

ruler, and that both are government-supported either by salary or by revenue

derived from state-asgigned office lands", R

(K. A. Vittfogel: ibid.; p. 177, 271, 306). ' ' ®

Officials eoncerned with the collection ef land~tax are generally tax-farmers,
entitled to retain a percentage of the tax collected as their commissions
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"Fiscal agents (tax farmers) o « 8T® TeCOgnigeq as servants cf the govern—
ment, In this capacity they are supported ang given auvthority, sometimes
] even coercive authority, and to compensate them for their services they
are granted a fee or commission".

(K. A. Wittfogels ibid.s p. 317)e

The minor -- and sometimes the Major == Officials of an orientally despotic
state are generally drawm from social strata which have a minimum of social roots
Py and consequently a maximum of dependence on the despotism: eunuchs, slaves and
freed slavess

"Banuchs . . did not come from prominent familjeg, Socially rootless, they
owed everything they had and everything they vere to their ruler; and their
doglike devotion to him therefore resulted ag consistently from their pos-
ition as did their detachment from, or their open hostility to, the regular
8 ‘members of the officialdom. .«

Oriental despots were pleased to use eunuchs in many semi~personal and semi-

political spheres of court life and in government proper. Often the eunuchs

were entrusted with confidential tasks of intelligence, Not infrequently they

were responsible for their sovereign's personal safety (as heads of his body-

@ guard); and at times they were placed in command of important armies or
havies, or in charge of the royal treasury, , .

. Slaves (and ex-slaves) may serve similarly, since they too are socially root-
less, And they may fulfil their purpose even more effectively, since their
more normal physique makes them seem more suitable +to represent the despot's
authority everywhere. ., .

Slave officials were among the most effective tocls that the ruler of a hyd-
raulic state could mustexr",
(K. A. Wittfogel: ibid,s; p. 355, 360, 362),

The pesition of the father of a family is frequently “elevated" to that of an
° unofficial policeman responsible for the obedience to the despotic state of his
familys

"The father's pcwer varied notably in different hydraulic civilisations. But
almost everywhere the government was inclined to raise it above the level
suggested by his leadership functions in the family™,

(K. A. Wittfogel: ibid,, p. T17)e

e Under the Asiatic mode of production associated with oriental despotism, the
chief of a village commmity is generally made into a semi-official of the state,
responsible to it for the collection of the land~tax from his village and its
transmission to the state. In the tcwns, the head of a guild- is treated similarlys

"Almost everywhere the hydraulie government holds the headman responsible for

® the obligations of his co-villagers, It thus places him in a position of
state dependency. Where land ig communally held and. where taxes are commun-
ally paid, the village headman ig likely to wield considerable power., Assisted
by a scribe and one or several policemen, he may Become something of a loeal
despot. « .

The professional corporations of the artisans and traders in hydraulic civil-
® isations were similarly conditioned, Again the appointment of the leading

| officials is significanty; ., , it is . . one of several ways in which the .
despotic state assures its Unchecked superiority and the weakness of the
tolerated organisation®,

(K. A. Wittfogels: ibid.: p. 118, 120),

hd Resfrictions on Property-owning Claeses

The ruling bureaucracy is concerncq to restrict the wealth and potential
power of such property-owning classes as exigt in order to forestall a possible
threat to its rule from these classes;
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"Inder hydraulic conditions, the state restricted the deYe}OPment of
private property through fiscal, judicial, 1egal and political measures'.
(K, A. Wittfogels ibid.; p. 78). : '
Under oriental despotism, the property of peasants and artisans was econ=~
omically fragmented and politically impotents :
nFrom the standpoint of the absolutist bureaucracy, the property of both
artisans and peasants was Beggars' Property, property that was economic-
ally fragmented and politically impotent®.
(K. A. Wittfogel: ibid.; pe 296). ®
... An orientally despotic state generally restricts the conspicuous consumption
of property-owning classes by sumptuary lawss
By concentrating the national surplus in their own hands, the rulers re-
strict the amount of goods physically available to nen-governmental con-
sumers. By legally forbidding the general use o:? prestige-giving objects, Y
they reserve to themselves conspicuous consumption. . .

In hydraulic'civilisations wealthy commoners . . did not dare to engage in
the conspicuous consumption which the mediaeval businessman practised™.

(K. A. Wittfogel: ibid.; p. 129, 131). - _

An orientally despotic state generally restricts the wealth and potential ®
wealth of property-owning classes by taxation: »

"The hydraulic state, which asserts its fiscal power so effectively in the
..~ countryside, pursues a similar policy also towards artisans, merchants, and
other owners of mobile property . . by . . taxing handicraft and commerce".
(K. A. Wittfogels ibid.; p. 72). °

In cases of real or suspected evasion, or of political intrigue, it can —
and generally does — resort to partial or total confiscation of their property,
as well as to more extreme measuress _ ‘

"Arbitrary confiscation as a general policy is characteristic of a genuinely
absolutist regime. . o . : '

The confiscatory measures of the hydraulic state . . hit with particular
harshness the owners of mobile -~ and concealed =—- property. . .

Businessmen are primarily prosecuted for tax evasion, but they . . may become
involved in a political intrigue. In the first instance they may be partially
expropriated; in the second, they must pay with their entire fortune and

with their life. . , . % -

In the case of political accusation, spies and agents could be'depen&ed upen
to supply the required evidence. A middle-class. 'traitor! might be framed in
.several ways. . , ' '

In hydraulic civilisations wealthy commoners were denied . . proprietory
security", - : T

(K. A, Wittfogels ibid.; p. T3, T6, 131).

An orientally despotic state generally impoges laws of inheritanee whieh frag-
ment property -—- rarticularly landed property:;

'.'Thl‘oughou‘t the hya.]'.‘a,'lllic world the bulk of a deceased personls property

is ‘transferred not in accordance with his will but in accordance with -
customary or written laws., These laws prescribé¢ an equal or approximately

equal division of. property among the heirs, most frequently the sons and

other close male relatives. o« » o

Landed wealthtends to shrink rather than to grow; and this essentially be-
cause of the laws of inheritance. . . @&

The frggm?n?ation of wealth through more or 1egs equal inheritance is certain-
1y a significant institution. .« e

Hydraulio laws of inheritance fragment privately owned land. . ..
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- The hydraulic state ... generally kept landeg property weak"., *
(K. A. Wittfogels ibid.; p. 79, 81, 292, 303), '

An orientally despotic state -generallly holds back the development of wealth
on the part of artisans and merchants by state control of essential materials
and such large industrial enterprises as may exists

"A government capable of handling all major hydraulic and non-hydraulic
construction work may, if it desires, play a leading role in the non-
constructional branches of industry. There are 'feeding' industries, such as
nining, quarrying, salt gathering, etc.; and there are finishing industries,
such as the manufacture of weapons, textiles, chariots, furniture, etec.
Insofar as the activities in these two spheres proceeded on a large scale,
they were for the most part either directly nanaged or monopolistically
controlled by the hydraulic govermnments, ., ,

.In hydraulic society the majority of the not-too~many larger industrial
workshops was government managed. . . v R

Government-managed construction works make the state the undisputed mastexr
of the most comprehensive sector of large-scale industry. In the two main
spheres of production the state occupied an unrivalled position of operation-
al leadership and organisational control., . . I

Foploying a large labour force, the agrarian apparatus state enjoys what
amounts to a monopoly of all large-scale construction work. Often it also
manages those extractive operations which provide the bulk of all raw materials
for the large govermment constructions. Other extractive -industries, such as
mining and certain forms of salt production, may either be directly managed

by the government or, and particularly under the conditions of a money

economy, they may be controlled through monopolistic licensing.-

Thus property-based and independent action cannot hope to prevail in the most
important sector of hydraulic industry: large-scale constructions. Nor can
it hope to operate freely in the large extractive enterprises®.

(K. A, Wittfogels ibides p. 45, 46, 47, 243-4).

General Slavery

Marxist-Leninists regard the oppression and exploitation of the masses under
oriental despotism -- oppression and exploitation which include, at least in the
early stage of the development of oriental despctism, the "part-time slavery" of
corvee labour — as general slavery,

Maxx, for example, speaks of this oppression and exploitation of the masses
as '

-

"o o the general slavery of the orient", ]
(K. Maxrxs "Pre-capitalist Economic Formations'"s; London; 1964; p. 95).

while Engels says that = b
"+ o in Asiatic . . antiquity slavery was the predominant form af class
oppression, i.e., not so much the expropriation of the masses from the
land . . as the appropriation of their persons®,
(P, Engels: "The Workers' Movement in America”, in: K. Marx & F. Engelss
"Wexke", Volume 21; Berlin; 1962s p, 338-9).
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This general slavery Of the masses under oriental despotism musg pt!gagfgt-z-()ﬂ

inguished from the specific slavery of a slave class distinet from and socially
lower than the masses as a whole, Under oriental despotism, under both the
Asiatic and Germanic modes of production, such specific slavery of a slave
class generally cxists in addition to the general slavery of the masses as a
whole, but.it is 2 minoT feature in comparison wWith that which exists under

the ancient mode of productions '

"In .irrigation-based hydraulic agriculture slave labour was little
emplc;yfe:d. ..

Slaves are found primarily at the court, in govermment offices, workshops
and mines, and in special types of building activities. , . Privately-

- owned slaves were essentially employed domestically and by wealthy persons,
who could afford the luxury of lavish consumption",
(K. A, Wittfogels: ibid.; p. 322),

"Acquired” Oriental Despotism

A society having no essential nced for large-scale public works of irriget-
ion, drainage and/or flood control in order to carry on agriculture at an
adequate level may have oriental despotism imposed on it by another society
vhich eonquers it. 2l

Similarly, the primitive aristocracy of a society having no essential °®
need for such public works may be able to establish an orientally despotic state
as a resullt of conquest of an orientally despotic society or as a result of
conscious imitation of such a society with which they are in close contacts

"Pastoral nomads frequently supplement their herding economy by farming.

Yet . . their migratory way of life . . excludes the construction of

‘elaborate and permanent works of water control, which form the foundation ®
of hydraulic agriculture,

But this mode of life does not prévent them from adopting Orientally des-
potic methods of organisation and acquisition. To be sure, such methods do
not grow out of the needs of pastoral life. . .

The chiefly leader and those close to him are eager to place themselves in @
a position of permanent and total power; but as a rule they attain this

goal only after submission to, or conquest of, a hydraulic country. In the

first case the overlords of the agrarian state may apply their own patterms

of political control (registration, corvee, taxation) to the submitting

herders, whose chieftain usually emerges as the absolute and permanent master

of his tribe, In the second case the supreme chieftain (khan, khaghan, etc.) ®
seizes the power devices of the agromanagerial civilisations he has con-

quered", )

(K. A, Vittfogels ibid.; Pe 204-5).

Having "acquired" oriental despotism, this society may establish it in other
societies (for example, the Mongols acquired oriental despotism as a result of Y
their eonquest of North China in 1211-22, and in turn imposed it on Russia,
which they conquered in 1237-40):

“Russia had no elose hydraulic neighbours when, in the 13th. century, the
Mongols began to introduce Orientally despotic methods of government. . .

The” tribal masters of a compound hydraulic empire may maintain their social °®
and cultural identity; and while doing so, they may impose their newly

acquired power techniques to outlying non-hydraulic countries. This happened
when the Mongols, after the conquest of North China, subdued Russia".

(K. A, Vittfogel: ibid.; p. 191-2, 205).

"The Mongol Tartars cstablished a rule of systematic terror, devastation and
wholesale massacre forming its institutions, . . ®

It is in the terrible and abject school of Mongolian slavery that =
was nursed and grew up".

(K. Marxs "3ecret Diplomatic History of the Eighteenth Century": Londonj
1969; p. 111, 121).
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The Relative Stagnation of Societies under Oriental Despotism

By reason of the features alregdy de§cribed, societies under oriental
despotism are relatively stagnant in their social gevelopment:

"The stationary character of this part of Asia - despite all the movemrnt
on the political surface —-— is fully explained by two mutually dependent
circumstancess 1) the public vorks were the business of the central govern=-
ment; 2) beside these the whole emplre, not counting the few larger towns,
was resolved into villages, which possessed a completely separate organis—
ation and formed a littlc world in themselves., ., , '

I do not think one could imagine a more solid foundation for the stagnation
of Asiatic despotism®,

(K. Marx: Letter to F, Engels, June 14th,, 1853, in: K. Marx & F. Engcls:
#Correspondence: 1846-1895"; London; 19365 p, 70).

"However changing the political aspect of India's past must appear, its
social condition has remained unaltered since its remotest antiquity
until the first decennium of the nineteenth century". ,

(K. Marx: “The British Rule in India", in: "Selected Works", Volume 2;
London; 19433 p. 653).

%It is generally known that this kind of state system (i.e.; oriental
despotism — Id,) possesses great stability whenever completely patri-
archal and pre-capitalist features predominate in the economic system

and where commodity production and class differentiation are scarcely devel-
oped", ‘

(V. I. Lenin: "The Right of Nations to Self-determination", in: "Collected
Works", Volume 20; Moscow; 19643 p. 403).

"Hydraulic society is the outstanding example of societal stagnation",

(K. A, Wittfogel: ibid.; p. 420). "

As has been said, where oriental despotism comes into being in a society in-
ternally, it does so on the basis of the Asiatic mode of production.

Despite this relative stagnation of social development, however, some soci-
eties under oriental despotism —- the leading example being China — did ad-
vance to the Germanic mode of production. '

Oriental Despotism and Feudalism

Certain guperficial similarities.exist between, on the one hand, the Asiatic
and Germanic modes of production under oriental despotism and, on the other hand,
the feudal mode of production, =i ’

Despite these superficial similarities, these social formations are gualit-
atively distinct, the principal differences between them being as followss

Asiatic and Germanic modes
of production in association Teudal mode of production .
with oriental despotism '

1. A local "loxd" is generally drawn 1. A local lord usually Belongs to a

from socially rootless strata, hereditary sristocracy.
2. A local "lord" generally does not 2, A local lord generally has his owm

have his own state apparatus of force. state apparatus of force.
3. The relation of the local "loxaw to . 3, The relation of the local lord to

the central state is generally ong the central state is one of semi- or
of complete dependence. . complete independence., '

4. The local "lord” holds landeqd egt- 4, The local lord holds landed estates
ates only by virtue of his state in his own right,

office, and only for so long ag he
holds this office.
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AHaNE Snd-Conitiig Moy Feudal mode of production
of production in association
" with oriental despotism
o —

5+ The peasant performs corvee labour 5.-The peasant

‘Performs corvee labour
vhere this is in operation ag where this is in operation ag a
(legally) a freeman, and only for serf and generally for the local
the central state. This laboyr ig lord. This Iabour is generally
generally non-agricultural in agricul tural in character,
character, _

6. Where corvee lazbour has been commuted,6. Where corvee labour ;P
" the peasant pays land-tax to the o =

central state, and the local "] orgt
functions as a tax-farmer,

n commuted, @
the peasant pays vent to the local

lord, who functions as a landloxd.

T+ Severe restrictions are Placed on

T Mild restrictions are placed on
property-owning classes,

property—ovming classes — none PY
on the. landovming classes,

al similarities, a number of bourgeois
cieties in which the "Asiatic or

with oriental despotism (eege, tsarist
¥, and imperial China) as "feudal®,
But bourgeois writers who have studied feudalism in de

pth decisively reject ¢
the view that tsarist Russia wes a "feudal®" society:

"It is clear that feudalisn as an all-inclusive system, a 'total culture!,
did not develop in any period of Russian historym,

(W, Szeftel: "Aspects of Feudalism in Russian History", in: R, Coulborn (Bd.):
"Feudalism in History"s Princeton; 1956; p, 181). "

®

This was certainly the view of Marx and Lening _

"The Rugsian farm-labourer, owing to the common ovnership of the land in the
village community, has not yet been fully separated from his means of pro-
. duction"®, -

(x. Maxxs "Capital®, Volume 23 Moscows 1974; p. 34). . ®
"It (i.e., the land — Bd,) is held in common and retains this form more or

less according to the extent to which these nations hold on to traditions;

such, e.g., is land-ownership among the Slavgw,

(K. Marxs "A Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy"; Chicagos

19135 p. 303). ®

. Vhen speaking in a precise scientific manner, Lenin was careful to use the
term "lcrgpostnichestlg" (bondage) — a term equivallent to Marx's term *general

slavery" —- to describe the system of oppression and exploitation in operation
in tsarist Russia and to repudiate the term "feodalizm® (feudalism)s

~~"1The feudal-handicraft period . . ' Here, an exi)ression seems to have been &
chosen, as though deliberately, which is leagt applicable in-Russia, for it
is questionable whether the term 'feudalism? ig applicable to our Middle Ages".,

(V. I. Lenin: "Notes on Plekhanov's Second Draft Programme", ins "Collected
Works"; Volume 6 Moscow; 19615 p. 45).

- "With bondage substituted for feudalism, all {hese propositions are fully
applicable to the Russia of 1905". .
V. I. Lenins oy, Tactics of SOCial—Democracy in the Democratic Revolution®,
in: "Socheniya", Volume 935 Mosoows 19475 p, 114),
(It is wnfortunate that, despite Lenin's clear gistinction between the terms,
"krepostichestvo" hag gometimes been mistranslated into English as "feudalism®),

Al though Lenin described the tsarist Russian social system sometimes as a ®
sort of

o« o State feudalism",

V. I. Lenins wphe Agrarian Programme of Social-Democracy", ins "Qol'lected
Woxrks", Volume 135 Moscow; 19625 p. 330). .
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Although Lenin sometimes described the social gystem of tsarist Russia as
a sort ef : : .
& ", . state feudalism",

(V. T. Lenin: "The Agrarian Programme of Social-Democracy", in: "Collected
Warks", Volume 133 Moscew; 19625 D. 330).

he made it clear that the term “feuc?.alism" could only be used in relation to
tsarist Russia "inexactly" -- speaking, for example, of

&) ". . the feudal (let us use this not very exact, general European expression)
landowners", :
(V. I. Lenin: "The Social Structure of State Power, the Prospects and Liquid-
ationism", in: "Collected Works", Volume 17; Moscow; 1963; p. 146).
and making it clear that the tsarist regime was,.in fact, one of oriental despot—
® 1sms > 3

"Rosa Luxemburg evidently judges the state system of Russia by her economic,
political and sociological characteristics and everyday life —- a totality
of features which taken together produce the concept of 'Asiatic despotism!'®,
(V. I. Lenin: “The Right of Nations to Self-Determination®, in: “Collected
Works", Volume 203 Moscows 19643 p. 403),

M"The Chinese people suffer frcm the same evils as those from which the
Russian people suffer -- they suffer from an Asiatic government”,

(V. I. Lenin: "The War in China®, in: *Collected Works®, Volume 4; Moscows
1960; p. 377). ¥

"The Provisional Regulations of 1899 tear cff the pharisaical mask and expose
@ the real Asiatic nature even of those of our institutions which most resemb-

le European institutions",

(V. I, Lenins "The Drafting of the 183 Students into the Army', in: "Collected

Works"," Volume 4; Moscow; 1960; p. 416).

“Tollstoi—ism o o 1s an ideology of an Oriental, an Asiatic order",
® (V. I. Lenin: "Lev Tolstoi and his Epoch, in: "Collected Works", Volume 17;
Moscow; 19633 p. 51).

"In very many and very essential aspects, Russia is undoubtedly an Asian
country and, what is more, one of the most benighted, mediaeval and shame=
fully backward of Asian countries®.
(V. I. Lenin: "Democracy and Narodism in China®, ins "Collected Works",

® Volume 183 Moscows 1963; P. 163-4).

He speaks ~f the forms of exploitation in tsarist Russia as

", o the Asiatically barbarous forms of exploitation".
(V. I. Lenin: "Three Amendments to the Draft Programme", in: "Collected
Works", Volume 6; Moscow; 19613 p, 34).

®
and of the state officials of tsarist Russia as
". . the officials of Asiatic despotism'. .
(V. I. Lenin: "The Agrarian Programme of Social-Democracy in the First Russian
Revolution 1905-1907", in: “(ollected Works", Volume 13; Moscow; 19623 p. 278).
® As a result of his analysis of the social system in India priox to the British

conquest, Marx concluded that it wag one in which the Asiatic mode of production was
associated with oriental despotigp,

D. Thorner, in his study of this question, points out that there are

"+ o« two regimes to which the ey tfeudal' has occasionally been applieq:

® the Rajput rule in western Inqja, and the Muslim regimes of northern India.
(D. Thornmer: "Feudalism in Indiav, ins R. Coulborn (BEd.): "Feudalism in
History'"; Princeton; 1956; De 1335.

The view that the Rajput Society in western India was feudal in character
vas put forward by J. Tod ("Sketch of a Feudal System in Rajasthan", in: "Annals
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tiquities of Rajasthan'; Londons 1922), but was dééisivély rejected by A. C.
_Anq 79 ’

Lyall, who pointed out that Tod hag ignored

was

n, . the radical distinction between the two forms of society, tribal and
feudal. Although he clearly understands the connection of those whom he calls
‘vagsals' with their suzerain to be affinity of blood, still he insists that
the working system of Rajasthan is feudal™.

(a. C.)Lyall: "The Rajput States of India®, in: "Asiatic Studies", Volume 13
D. 243).

The view that the Muslim r4gimes of northern India were feudal in character
put forward by the Russian sociologist M. M. Kovalevski in "Obshchinhoye

zyemleviadyenia, prichini khod i posledstviya evo razlocheniya”; Moscow; 1879.
This view was refuted by Marx himself: _

"Kovalevski forgets among other things serfdom, which is not of substantial
importance in India. (Moreover, as for the individual role of feudal lords

as protectors not only of unfree but of free peasants . , this is unimportant

in India except for the wakuf (estates devoted to religious purposes), Nor do
we find that 'poetry of the soil! so characteristic of Romano-Germanic feudalism
e o in India. . . In India the land is nowhere 'noble'! in such a way as to be
inalienable to non~members of the noble class®.

(K. Marx, cited ins L. S. Gamayunov & R. A. Ulyanovskys: “The Work of the

Russian Sociologist M. M. Kovalevski . ., and K. Marx's Criticism of his

Work", ins "XXV International Congress of Orientalists", Volume 4; Moscows

19633 p. 42).
Thorner concludes:

"Neither the Rajput states nor the Muslim regimes of northern India were
feudal",
(D. Thormer: ibid.; p. 150).

Marx's analysis is confirmed by the official doéuments of the British Fast India

Company and the British government:

"Sale of land , ., appears to have been unusual, if not unknown, in all parts

of India before its introduction by the British government into the Company'ts
dominions. . . '

The zemindars in general ., ., were never acknéwledged by their rulers as indep-
endent or tributary chiefs, or as even having any property in the land. . .

The Potail, or head inhabitent, . . performs the duty . . of collecting the
revenues within his village".

(Fifth Report of the Select Committee of the House of Commons on the Affairs
of the British East India Company, July 1812: P. 47-48, 80, 85).

"The village communities are little republics, having nearly everything they
want within themselves, and almost independent of any foreign relations. , .
Dynasty after dynasty tumbles down; revolution succeeds to revolution; Hindu,
Patan, Mogul, Mahratta, Sikh, English, are all masters in turns but the vill-
age communities remain the same™.

(Sir Charles Metcalfe: Mimute of November T7th,, 1830, in: Report of the Select
Committee of the House of Commons, 18323 Volume 33 Appendix 84; p. 331).

?The zemindar , , wasg originally . . the mere hereditary Steward, Representat-
ive or Officer of the Government and his undeniable hereditary property in the
Land Reverme wasg totally distinet from Property in the Land".

(Minute of Evidence, kepoxrt of Select Committee of the House of Commons, 18323
Volume 3; p, iv),

Marx's analysis is confirmed by other writers on India:

"In India ., . the sovereign's power was not, until a late period, regarded as
absolute and unlimiteq over the agricultural land of the kingdom., The king
did not, in theory, crcate subordinate ownerg of land because he himself was
not in theory the supreme owner of the land, What he delegated to the inter—
mediaries wag , ., only the specific and individqual rights of zamin, the
revenmue-collecting power., . -
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There was in general none of the intermingling of peasant land with demesne
land in a common village, nor interdependence for labour service such as
marked the manorial system, The peasant was not the lord's serf, nor was the
lord directly interested in cultivation. ., ,

At the basis of the Indian agrarian 8ystem, ag at the basis of all ancient
agrarian gystems, there was the more or less collective or cooperative vill-
agell.;- < : “w > ‘- . -

(K. S. Shelvankar: "The Problem of India"; London; 19403 p. 99, 100, 101).

"The village communities continued unaffected by the'ésfabliéhment of a new
Ei.e., Turko-Afghan —- Ed,) government in the country".
R, C. Majumdar et al.: "An Advanced History of India"; Londons 19603 p. 395).

"pPeriodical redistribution of the arable land of a village among its inhabit~
ants prevailed in many parts off the country till comparatively recently™,
(K. A, N, Sas$riz "A History of South India"; Oxford; 1955; p. 315).

“Occasionally Brahmans, temples and monasteries were assigned entire willages,
- but the donees acquired only the right to receive the royal revenues",
(R. C.)Majumdar &:A. S, Altekar: “The Vakataka-Gupta Age': Banaras; 1954; p.
331-2 ° . .

#"The zamindars ., ., were revenue collectors. , , They were not landowners or
a landed aristocracy in the British sense". . ,
(V. A. Smith: "The Oxford History of India"; Oxford; 1958; p..534). =~ .

"Fhe headman . . performs the duty of collecting the revenues within his vill-
aget, ‘ ; ' :
(J. Matthai: “Village Government in British India®; London; 1915; p. 15).

“The village headman . . hands over the collected taxes to his superior after
taking away his own share",
(J. Jolly: "Hindu Law and Custom"s Calcutta; 1928; p. 203).

"These 'zamindars' had not previously been 'owners'! of the land at all, but
officials, or 'farmers', appointed by the Moguls to collect the land revenue,
and paid by means of a commission on what they collected".

. (W, Anstey; "The Economic Development of India®; Londony 1952;.p. 98).

#The soil in India belonged to the tribe or its subdivision —- the village
community, the clan or the brotherhood settléd in the village — and never
was considered as the property of the king as has been assumed by many
writers. . . : :

There never was any notion of the ownership of the soil vesting in anybody
except the peasantry®,.
(R. Mukerjees "Land Problems of India®; London; 19335 p. 16, 36).

#The Mughuls did not, as has sometimes been suggested, introduce a new revenue
system into northern India; they took over the system which they found in
operation. . » N IR

Most villages, though not all, were occupied by what appears to be a very old
institution, a brotherhood or community of peasants, acknowledging, and united
by, the tie of common ancestry, jmach member of the brotherhood held in separate
possession the land which he cultivated, and enjoyed the fruits of his laboyr™.
fW, H, Moreland: "The Revenue System of the Mughul Empire®, in: +“The Cambridge
History of India", Volume 4; Cambridge. 1937 P 451).

THe same writer declhres it to pe

",. quite impossible to think of such a nobility in terms of a feudal system
with a king merely first among hig territorial vassals; what we see is a royal
household full of slaves, who could rise, by merit or favour, from servile
duties to the charge of a provinge, or even of a kingdom -—— essentially a
bureaucracy of the nommal Asiatic type.



Marxism-Leninism Currents Today, 2021

www.ml-today.com

Uploaded 2021
68

We have officers posted to their'charges by the king, and transferred, removed,

or punished, at.his pleasure, administering their charges under his orders,
and subjected to the strict financial control of the Revenue Ministry. None
. of these features has any counterpart in the feudal system of Burope. . .

The kingdom was not a mixture of bureaucracy vith feudalism, its administ-
"ration was bureaucratic throughoutt, ‘ ‘

(W, H. Moreland; "Agrarian System of Moslem India"; Cambridge; 1929; p. 218-9,
-221). ‘ : .

Mari concluded that the social éystem in contemporary imperial China was one

in which *he Gexmanic mode of production was associated with oriental despotism:

"The broad basis of the mode of production is here (i.e., in India and China
~= Ed,) formed by the unity of small agriculture and domestic industry, to
which is added in India the form of communes resting upon common ownership
of the land, which, by the way, was likewise the original form for China",
(K, Marxs "Capital®, Volume 3; Chicago; 19093 P. 392).

Lenin was referring to oriental despotism in China when he spoke of

", . benighted, inert, Asiatic Chinav, ‘
(V. I. Lenin: "Democracy and Nerodism in China®, in: "Collected Works", Volume

18; Moscows 19635 p. 164).

"The Chinese people suffer from the same evils as those from'which the Russian
people suffer —— they suffer from an Asiatic gcvernment".
(V. I. Lenin: "The War in China", in: “Collected Works"™, Volume 4; Moscows;

19603 p. 377). ‘ .

Marx's analysis is confirmed by bourgeois writers who have examined the social

system of imperial China in depths

"The politicall aspects of fiudalism, if we examine China, are found to be
largely or totally. absent under most of the major dynasties. The common
characteristic of these dynasties is that they governed a centralised empire

through a salatied civilian bureaucracy, which was appointive, non-aristocratic,
theoretically non-hereditary, and in many cases recruited by the famous Chinese

examination system®,

(D. Boddes; "Feudalism in China", in: R, Coulborn (Ed,):. "Feudalism in History®;

Princetion; 19563 p. 49-50).

Marx concluded, on the other hand, that the social system in contemporary

Japan was one of the feudal mode of productions

"Japan, with its purely feudal organisation of landed property and its
developed petite culture, gives a much truer picture of the European
middle ages than all our histoxry books",

(L. Marx: "Capital", Volume 13 Chicagos 19323 p. 789).

THE TRAHSITION TO THE FEUDAL MODE OF PRODUCTION
The Decay of the Ancient Mode of Production
With the development of the forces of production within the framework of the

ancient mode of production, slavery increasingly becomes a fetter on the full
use and further development of the forces of production:

"The system of latifundia run by slave labour no longer paid. . .

The slavery of classical times had outlived itself, Whether employed on the
land in large-scale agriculture or in manufacture in the towns, it no longer
yielded any satisfactory return. .« .

Slavery no longer paid; it was for that reason it died out”. B
(F. Engels: “The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State®; Londonj
19725 p. 209, 210),
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This leads to a decline in the economy and a qocrease in both the rural and
urban populations

"General impoverishment; decline of commexrce, handicrafts and art; fall in

the population; decay of the towns; relapse of agriculture to a lower level
~— such wes the final result of Roman worlg mye. -

The country estates and their gardens had been yuined through the impoverish-
ment of their owners and the decay of the towns",
(F. Engels: ibid.s p. 209).

"Agriculture had declined, industry had decayed for want of a market, trade
had died out .or been violently suspended, the rural and urban population had
decreased®, . .- ) : ’

(K. Marx & F, Engels: "The German Ideology"; London; 19423 p. 11).

As a result of this decline, the town loses itg supremacy over the countrysides

supremacy over the country",
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 214). .
The efforts of the ruling class to solve their problems by inereasing exploit-

ation accentuate the gocial cortradictions within the ‘decayirng ancient mode of
productions : o =¥

= 9In “the last centuries of the Roman Iimpire the town héd.lost-ite-fb;mer

"The  Roman state had become a huge, complicated machine, exclusively for

bleeding its subjects, Taxes, state imposts and tributes:of every kind pressed
the mass of the people always deeper into poverty; the pres-ture was intensified
until the exactions of governors, tax-collectors and armies made it unbearable,

L

Social conditions were . ., desperate, Already in the last years of the Republic
the policy of Roman rule had been ruthlessly to exploit the provinces; the
empire, far from abolishing this exploitation, had organised it. The more the

empire declined, the higher rcse the taxes and levies, the more shamelessly
the officials robbed and extorted®,

(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 208).

The full usé and further Gevelopment of the new forces of production can now
be achieved only through 2 return to small-scale agriculture and handicraft,
performed by workers who have a greater interest in production and a greater
opportunity for economic self-advancement than are possessed by slaves:

. [
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"Small production had again become the only profitable forn
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 209),

"The new productive forces demand that the labourer shall

display some kind of initiative in production and an inclination ®
for work, an interest in worle, fhe feudal lord therefore

discards the slave, as a lahourer who has no interest in work and’

is entirely without initia'.tive, and prefers to deal vith the serf,

who has his own husbandry, inplements of production, anc a certajn

interest in work essential for the cultivation of the land and for

the payment in kind of a part of his harvest to the feudal lord," )
(j.V. Stalin: "Dialectical and Historical Materialisp" , ing

'History of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks)n,
Moscow; 1941; p, 125).

The essence of this nrocess
nuiabers of slaves, the division o
by slave labour into small plots,
peasant farmers lmown as coloni:

is formed by the liberation of increasin,
f the large estates previously oneraced L
and their allotiment to semi-sorvile

"Slavery is abolished by compulsion or voluntarily, whereupon the
formér néde of préduction perishés’ and. large-scale -cultivation is
displaced by small-peasant squatters," ¢

(F. Engels: "Herr Sugen Dithring!s Revolution in Science'; ibscow;
1959; p.£80).

"One country estate after another wes cut up into small lots. ....
For the most part ..., these small lots of land were given out to
coloni, who .,,. were tied %o the soil apd could be scld together ®
wvith their ploi irue, they were not slaves, but neither were _
they free, ..., ‘hey were the forerumners of the mediaeval serfs,
LN ) g " l
Fience, on the one side , increasing manuaissions of the superfluous
slaves vho were now a burden » on the other hand, a growth in some
parcs of che numbers of the coloni, " ~

(F. Engels: "The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the

State"; London; 1972; p, 209, 210), ;

The transition from the ancient mode of production to a higher mode
of production is, hovever, held back by the social stigma attaching to
productive labpu:. under the former made of prcductions :

"Although it was dying out, slavery was still common enough to make
all productive labour appear o be work for slaves, unwortchy of
free Romans,

Slavery no longer paid; it was for that reason it died out, But ®
in dying it left behind its poisoned Sting ~— the stigma attached

to the productive labour of freemen, This was the blind alley from
which the Powan world had no vay out; slavery was economically
inpossible, the labour of freemen was worally ostracised,”

(F. Engels: ibid.; p, 209-210).

"herever slaver-f£ is the main form of production it turns labour into ®
servile activity, consequently wakes it dishonourable for freemen,
Thus the way ou% of such a mode of production is barred, while on
the other hand slavery is an impediment to more developed production,
. vhich urgently requires its rewoval. This contradiction spells ihe
doom of all produciion based on slavery and of all communities based
on it,m"
(F. Engels: "Herr Zugen DUhring's Fevolution in Science"; ifoscow;
1959; p. £80).

-
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For this reason the tr%n51t%?“_fr°m the ancient mode of production
to a higher mode of production within a partjcylar society tends to be
overtaken and modified by the CONQUeST of thig society by a more virile
. society at the developing stage of the Germanjc mode of productions

"A solution comes about in MOST cases through the forcible subjection
of the deteriorating comaunitles by other, stronger ones (Greece by
Macedonia and later Rome). As long as these themselves have slavery
as their foundation there is mergly a shifting of the centre and a
repetition of the process on @ higher plane until (Rome) finally a
people conquers that replaces slavery by another foria of production,"
(F. Engels: ibid.; p. 480). '

Despite the social modifications resulting from such a foreign
conquest, the new developing mode of production has its basis in the level
of the productive forces of the conquered society itself:

"ihe feudal system was by no means brought complete from Germany.,

eees this only evolved after the conquest into the feudal system

proper through the action of the productive forces found in the
conquered countries, To what an extent this form was deternined ]
by the productive forces is shown by the abortive attempts to realise
otheg forns derived from reniniscences of ancient Rome (Charlemagne,
etey )"

(K. kerx & F. Engels: "The German Ideology"; London; 1942; p. 62-63).

The Decay of the Germanic Mode of Production associated with Oriental
: " Despotisa

Uith the developuent of the forces of production within the framework
of the Germanic mode of production assceiated with oriental despotism,
the general slavery of this social formation likewise becomes a fetter on
the full use and further development of the forces of production,

This leads to a decline in the econony and a decrease in both the
rural and urban population, :

the efforts of the ruling class to solve their problems by increasing
exploitation accentuate the social contradictions within the decaying
Germanic mode of production associated with oriental despotism,

Egre; hovever, small-scale agriculture and handicraft is already in
‘‘operation, and the war-bands associated with the Germanic mode of
production (which, in the case of the decaying ancient mode of production

are an external conquering force) are here an internal feature,

Uith the decline in the poyer of the orientally despotic central
state apparatus that reflects the decay of the mode of production, these
var —bands are able ©o scize control of one locality after another and to
establish them as independent op semi~independent states vwhich repudiate
their former obligations to the central state:

One was the sho (or manor), .., 7The other, which vas the warrior
clique, seems at least in part to have been a survival from the
ancient social organisation of the Japanese. As might be expected
in a period of declining central authority, both institutions
served to give the individua] parcicipant the protections which the
central govermaent no longer could furnish, but the one was
primarily econouwic, affording protection from ruinous. taxation, and
the dther nilitary, Providing simple police protection.

"Japanese feudalisn ook shape from two seﬁarate institutionsS, ceee
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The sho began ©o appear as carly as the eigh’i:h'.cen’cury.whe_m nevly "
cultivated lands, because of oversight oF special peruission, remained
off the tax registers., They grey through further land reclamation, ®
through slow but steady depredations on the public doumain by those
© with sufficient political power to be abie to escape the tax collectors.,
. uves By the tenth century the great bulk of the e}griculturaf.l land of
«. .. Japan was divided auwong sho which ’e11.§°3’ed’°°ml.’1'e"5§ or partial tax
exenption on the various nieces of land of which they consisted,

By the twelfth century we find a complex pattern of relationships of
men to land within a sho, ‘These-'relationships vere similar to the
!tenures! of Western feudalism. esae '

In the twelfth century they (i.e., the leaders of the war-bands =
Id,) were largely identical with the local .... holders of the sho. ®
vees This local aristocracy ..., were in actval coatrol of the sho,
which they defended by their military prowess and from vhich they
""" derived their support through shilki (i.,e., feudal rights and
privileges — Ed,)" , )
(.0, Reischauer: "Japanese Feudalism®, in: R, Coulborn (Ed.):
"Feudalism in History"; Princeton; 1950; p. 20-29, a1). ®

Jassalage .
A war band vhich has succeeded in conquering an area formerly under
the control of a central state ruling over a society under the decaying @
ancient mode of production.or ruling over a society-under the decaying
Germanic mode of production associated with oriental despotism, establishes
itself as a new ruling hereditary nobility of the conquered area, auguenting
this nobility by outside elements useful to it: .
n¥he feudal system was by no means brought complete from Germany, but ®
had its origin, as far as the conquerors were concerned, in the martial
organisation of the army during the actual conquest,"
(K, Marx & F, Bngels: "the German Ideology"; London; 1942; p.-62-63).

"It wes the attachment of leader and follower in the comitatus, or

var-band, vhich came to serve as the central ethic of feudal society."

(R. Coulborn: "A Comparative Siudy of Feudalism®, in: R. Coulborn (Zd): ®
"Feudalisa. in History"; Princeion; 1956; p. 18¢). '

"The honourable character of the personal vassalage relation iS ...
a nodification of the relation between leader and followers in a .
barbarian war-band,"

(_{ oL Sirayer & R, Coulbora: "ihe Idea of Feudalisam", in: R. Coulborn ®
(2d.): ibid,; p,8)." .

Serfdon
The peasants of the conguered society are transforncd, by the ®

military force of the conquering war band, into semi-servile serfs (in the
.9‘%§2.°§ eoloni, this involves merely an iniensificacion of their servile
status):

.-
fam——

"It_is certain that serfdoil and bondage. are not a peculiarly

mediaeval-feudal forn, we find then everyvhere: or nearly everywhere g
t.qhere conguerors have the land cultivateq for then by the ‘old

inhabitants,n = | ’ ’ '

(F. Eagels: Letier to K. iarc, Decenber 22nd 1882, in: XoiArX &

Fs Engels: "Correspondence: 18/}.6-1895"; Iondc’m; 103%; p. 411-12).
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"where man himself is captured as &n organic accessory of the land and,

together with it, he is captured aS one of the gongitions of production,
® . . this is the origin cf , . serfdom", :

(K. Marx: "Pre-capitalist Economic Formations®s; London; 19643 p. 89).

"The sexfs, the conquered inhabitants, had noy no claim on the territ-

ory on which they dwelt"®, . it :
(F. A. Brooke; "The Science of Social Development"; London; 1935; p. 193).

® Even where direct conquest is not involved, the constant threat from rival
war bands forces increasing numbers of formerly free peasants, where these exist,
to seek the protection of some lorxd, and o accept the status of serfs as the
price of this protection: : o

"The ., , peasants were . , ruined by wars, so that nothing remained to them
® but to become serfs", ) e - i
(K. Marx: "Capital", Volume 3; Chicagos 1909; p, 703).

"On the one hand, the ravages of . . invasions, the eternal wars between

kings and feuds between nobles, compelled one free peasant after another

to seek the protection of some lord. Upon the other hand, the ccvetousness

of these same lords-. . hastened this process; by fraud, by promises, threats,
® violence, they forced more and mcre peasants and peasants!'! land under their

yoke. In both cases, the peasants! land was added to the lord's manor and

was, at best, only given back for the use of the peasant in return for

tribute and service. Thus, the peasant, from a free owner of the land, was

turned into a tribute-paying, service-rendering appanage of it, into a serf™,
° (F.lg.h;gzl).s: "The Mark", ins "Socialism, Utopian and Scientifio:" 3 Londong 1944;

P- i ° ' H

"By the incessant civil wars and wars of conquest, . . the free land-owning
peasants . . were reduced to', . exhaustion and PENUYY e o o

The : free .-, peasants , ., plundered and ruined by wars, . . had been

forced to put themselves.under the protection of the new nobles. . . But
L they had to pay dearly for it., .- + They had to transfer their rights of
property in land to their protecting loxrd and received the land back from
him in tenancies of various and changing fomms, but always only in return for
services and dues., Once in this position of dependence, they gradually lost
their personal freedom alsos; after a few generations most of therm were al-
ready sexfs",

® (F. Engels: "The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State";
Londons 1972; p. 213-4). - PERRSREL S o s i
Thus, the directly..producing class in the countryside beccmes the enserfed
small peasantrys’ . oo :
° "The directly producing..;'cllass « « is ., . the enserfed small peasantry".
(X. Maxrx & P. Engels: "The Gexman Tdeology"; Londony 1942; p. 12).
Although he '"hollds", is "in Possession of", the land allotted to him, the
serf does not own this land; rather does he belong to the land, and the lord of
the land:
° "The serf belongs to the langdn, ; '
(K. Maxxs "Wage-Labour and Capital®, ins; "Selected Works", Volume 1;
London; 19433 p. 257). i
"The serf is the adjunct of the land",
(K. Maxrx; "Rent of Land", in: "Economic and Philosophic Manuscriptsiiof
1844"; Moscow; 1959; p, 61),
® 2%
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#personal service forms at bottom merely the mode of existence of
the landowner, who no longer labours himself, but whose property
includes the labourers themselves as S€r<s ..., among the conditions °

of production.” e :

(i, Marx: "Pre-capitalist¢ Economic Formations'; London;:1964; p.102),

1in feudal society the peasant is tied to At_he..' soil, .The chief '

feature of feudalism was that the peasa_n’cs vese Uere considered

attached, or in fee, to the land ~- hence the tera feudalism," °
(V.I, Lenin: "The State", jin: ngelected Works", Volwmse 11; London;

"ihe. serfs ..., belonged ¢o the lord of the manor, ..., .. ‘

-The serf could never leave his land without his lord!'s permission,!

(F.A. Brooie: "he Science of Social Development™; London; 1936; - PY
p. 193, 245), _ 0 p

levertheless, since he is Min possession of" the land he uses, his
exploitation by the lord is based on the social relation of master and
unfree servant¢ existing between lord and serf:
-Mlongside of feudal owmership there exists individval ownership
by the peasant .... of his implements of production and his private
enterprise based on his personal labour', vl e
(J.V. Stalin: "Dialectical and Historical Materialism", in:
- "History of the Commmnist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks)";
Moscow; 16413 p. 124-25), B iyt B ~ : ®
MIn all forams in which the difect labourer remains the 'possessor!
of the'méans of procduction ...., the property relation must at the
same tine assert itself as a direct relation between rulers and
servants, so that the direct producer is not free. %This is a lack
* of freedom vhich may be modified: from-serfdof with forced labo:r o @
the point of a mere tributary relaticn,! \ N
- (K. Marx: "Capital", Volume 3; Chicago; 1909; p. 018).

- The exploitation of the serf by the lord is carried out principally
by means of the forced labour, the corvee Jdabour, of the serf for a certain
number of days eaci: wee: on che personal estate of the iords . @

« "The peasant serf ,,., woried, for example, three days for himself
on his own field or the field allotted to him, and the three subsequent
.. days he performed compulsory and gratuitous labour on the estate. of
* his lord,." ’ : t
(K. Marx: "Value, Price and ProfitM, in: "gelected torlks", Volume 1; Py
--London; 1943; De 318). &, ‘ TS, AT

"In the corvee, the labour of the worlrer for himself and his

compulsory labour for his lord differ in space and time in the

clearest possible way,"

(X, Mars: "Capital", Voluue 1; Chicago; 1932; p. 561). - _ ®

This forced labour may be regarded as a mrimitive fora of ground
rent — ground rent in the form of labour rent - paid by the "tenant" to
the "landlord; T ‘ !

A

-

"If we observe ground-rent in iis simplest form, that of labour &
rent, .which means that the direct producer cultivates during a

part of the weel:, yith instruments of lalour (»lough, catile, etc.)

actually or legally belonging to him, the soil owned by him in fact,

and worlts quring the remaining days upon the estate of the feudal

}ord,.without any compensation from the faoydal lord, the proposition

18 quite clear, ,,,, 7he rent sees is here the form through which the &
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unpaid surplus labour expresses itself n
(. Marx: MCapital", Volume 3; Chicago; 190g; p, 917),

In addition ©o his exploitation through forcead labour, the serf

may also be required to hand over to the feudal lord a part of the produce
from "his own'" land: '

"The feudal lord ..., prefers to‘deal vith the serf, who has his

own husbandry, implements of Peruction, and a certain interest in
work essential for the cultivation of the land and for the payment in
kind of a part of his harvest to the'feudal lord," ’

(J.V. Stalin: "Dialectical and Historical Materialisa", in: "History
of the Communist Partyof the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks)"; Moscows
1941; p. 125), )
"ihe conquered inhabitants ... had, as well, to supply him (i.e.,
the lord —— &d,) with a certain portion of their own produce,™
(F.A ?rooke: "The Science of Social Development"; London; 1936;
Pe 2£5).

Serfdom, as a system of exploitation of unfree workers, stands higher

than slavery. The serf can no longer be killed, as can the slave, at the
vhim of his lord: X

"The basis of the relations of production under the feudal system
is that the feudal lord owns the means of production and does not
fully owvn the worker in production -- the serf, whom the feudal
lord can no longer kill, but whom he can buy and sell,!

(JoV. stalin: ibid.; p. 127). :

-

Furthermore, serfs can obtain, under favourable conditions, a certain

amount of movable property and, through this, the possibility of their
eventual liberation as a class:

"This (i.e., the condition of serfdom — Ed.) made it possible for
the serf to accumilate movable property."

" (X. Marx & F, Engels: "The German Ideology'; Lgpdon;'l942; p.78).

"The milder fora of servitude (1.¢. serfdom = Ed,) ,,.. gives to
the bondsmen the means of their gradual liberation as a class sess,
a form of servitude vhich thus stands high above slavery,"

(F. Engels: "The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the
State"; London; 1972; p, 216).. '

"Some historians have erpressed astonishment that it should be
nossible for the forced'labourers, or serfs, to acquire any
independent property or, relatively speaiing, wealth, .... However,
it is evident that tradition must play a very poverful role in the
primitive and undeveloped circumstances upon which this relation in
social production and the corresponding mode of production are
based, ,... Taike it, for instance, that the forced labour for the
landlord originally anownted to téo days per week, These two days
of forced labour are fired, are a constant magnitude legally
regulated by laws of nsage’or writcen laws, But the productivity
of the remaining days of the yeek, over which the direct producer
has independent control, jig 5 variable magnitude, which must developn
in the course of his eXmerience, .... These things will spur him on
to a greater crertion of hig labour—-powers sess The possibility of

a4 certain economic develompent ,,,, is open in this case,"

(%, Marx: Capitaln, Voluze 3; Chicago; 1909 -P.-921-22),
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"In practice their (i,e, y the serfs! — Bd.) condition differed

very little from the condition of slaves in the slave statge,

Nevertheless a wider roaq vas opened for ..., the emancipation of ®
the peasants, since the peasant serf was not regarded as the direct

property of the landlord, ¢ could work part of his “ime on his.

“

own plot, could, 50 o speak, belong ©o himself %o a certain extent;
and with the wider opportunities for the developuent of exchange and
trade relations the feudal systenm steadily disintegrated and the scope
of emancipation of the peasantry steadily widened,n

(V.I. Lenin: "The State", in; nSelected Woriss", Volume 11; London;
" 1943; p. 649). ~ o

The Ianor ®
‘. Social. organisation on the basis of the kin has noy all but
disappeared, having given W2y to -social organisation on the basis of
territory: : o .
fi%he longer the gens reimined setiled in its village and -the more *
. the Germans and the Romans gradvally merged, the more the bond of,
union lost its character of kiaship and became territorial, The
gens was lost in the mark community. ee.. The gentile constitution
changed insensibly into a local constitution. vees '

This wealtening of the bond of blood in the gens followed from the ®
degeneration of the organs of kinship ,... as a result of their

conquests, As we lmow, rule over subiugated peoples is incompatible

wvith the gentile constitucion,! * '

(F. Zngels: ibid.; p. 211-12), .
 The basic social organisation thus becomes ‘the territorial nanor, ®

mark or towmship, consisting of one or more villages uncer the overlordship
of a lord:

. - -

"A tOWf).Ship (.... l'.!a.I‘k, o0 maréh, av e tithing, LN N laanor) L RN 2
‘wight be either a village se.. O 2 rumber' of scattered hamletS, seee

The serfs had nov no claim to the territory on vhich they dwelt. This
belonged’ to the lord.of the manor, to whom it had been granted in
reward for his services in the successful conquest, In this way

a wmanor became the property of the lord and his heirs.," ;

(F.A. Brooke: "The Science of Social Development"; London; 1935;

p. 190, 103}, ) ) ]

The lord of a manor is usually, in his origin, a ranik-and-file
warrior of a war band (from vhich is derived his courtesy title of Mmight"
or "squiré", the latter being originally a mighi's attencant),  Lords
of the manor are not regarded as meibers of the nobility, but of the lowest
level of the aristocracy, the gentry. ‘ :

®
The territory of a manor is usually divided .into three parts:
’firstly, the demesne land, the personal estate of the lord of the
manor, uswvally adiacent to his hall or mancr-house:
' [ ]

"The lord of the wanor .... (possesses) rights and privileges
attached to the manor itself. His demesne now lies round the manor
house or hall, ..., the title of knight now becomes one of courtesy
ocnly,n : i :

(Foa, Brooizes ibid.; pe 200).
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Secondly, strips of arable land allotted to the serfs of the
manor:: N S # : *on

"In each field every male‘member °f_the village community who was
a serf had his allotted share of this arable land, cenec .t

A man did not have his portion of arable land all in one place, but
in a number of strips scattered about in different parts of the
field. .... This was done So: that everyope might have a fair share
of the good and poor land." =

(F.A, Brooke: ibid.; p. 193-92).

Tﬁirdly, the common land (forest, pasture land, etc;) available
for the use of the serfs of the manor as a yhole: .

"The .... conquerors .... introduced ,.., everywhere .... common
holding of woods and pastures, together with the over-lordship of

the mark in respect to the partitioned land, ,... b
All other-land, i.e., all that was not house and farmyard, ....
remained, as in early times, common property for common use:
forests, pasture lands, heaths, moors, rivers, ponds, lakes, roads

and bridges, hunting and fishing grounds, ,...

The chief use of the common mark was in pasturage for the cattle
and feeding of pigs on acorns, Besides that, the forest yielded
timber and firewood, litter for the animals, berries and mushrooms,
whilst the moor, where it existed, yielded turf,™ _

(F. Engels: "The Mark", in;: "Socialism, Utopian and Scientific";
London;- 19445 p. 97, 99, 100),

"The village communitywere entitled %o graze their stock in the
adjacent pastures, ..., Or their stock could graze over the waste,
the waste being all land which was not cultivated, including woodland,

 The neighbouring forest supplied all the wood necessary for fuel,
building and dther purposes,n
(F.A, Brooke: ibid.; p. 196).

'TheuDeveIOpment of the Fuedal State

The new ruling class thus comes to consist of a hierarchy of
aristoc?atic families, nobles ang gentry, from (generally) a monarch at
the top, through intermediate ranks of dultes, counts or earls, and barons,
down to the lords of the manor or knights at the base, An aristocrat of
each rank is, at least nominally, the vassal of a superior lord:

"The hierarchical system of land oﬁnersﬁip, and the armed bodies
of retainers associated with it, gave the nobility power over the
serfs,"

(K. Marx & F, Engels: e German Ideology"; Londoh;:1942; p.12).

Zach aristocratic family hag jits coat-of-arms, etc., surviving from
the totemism of tribal society: - ' ' g

°® "ALl that now remains of totepism is to be seen in heraldry: the
crests, coats—of-arms,. blayons and armorial bearings are the

emblems of the totems of clans. heraldry being the survival of these
tribal marks", % ' ' '

(F.A. Brooke: "ihe Science of Social Development!; London; 1936
p. 186),



Bill Bland Internet Archive
www.marxists.org
Uploaded 20-278

Marxism-Leninism Currents Today, 2021
www.ml-today.com

The machinery of force of this aristocracy, by which it rules over
and maintains its exploitation of the rest of the people, constitutes the

feudal state: PY

"‘Ihe staoe was ‘the 0ff1c1a1 representatlve of society as a whole,
vees But it was this only in so far as it was the state of that
-" class which itself represcnted, for the' time being, society as a

“whole: ‘vo.o in the Middle Ages the feudal lords," :
(F. Engels: "Herr Eugen DLhrJ_ng's 1evolu61on in Science";: Moscow, PY

1959; p. 386-7). )

"The change in the form of explOlta.tJ.On transformed the slave
staté into the feudal state, ..., Here too the forms of :state
differed, o... But always the feudal landlord was regarded as the
only ruler. The peasant serf: were absolutely excluded from all °®

"POlltlcal I‘lghts o ca'ole! # {

Under the feudal sys»em the small mmorlty of people could not
domlnate over the vast majority without coercion. ...

"In order to maintain their rule and to preserve their power, the
landiords. had to have an apparatus by which they could subjugate ®
a vast number of pnonle 2nd subordinate them to certain laws and
regulations; and all these laws fundamentally amounted to one

' thing -~ the maintenance of the power of the landlords over the

peasant serfs. ... Feudal society represented a division of classes

‘under which the vast'majority —— the peasant serfs —-'were completely
subjected to 'an msmnvflcc.nt mmorlty —— the landlords, who ovmed @
‘the land,"

(V.I, Lenin: "The State", in: nSelected Works", Volume 11;

i London, 19[ 3, Do «,9 50, 651)

"It is the possession of rights of government by feudal lords and
the performance of most functions of government through feuda.l ®
.lords which clearly distinguishes feudalism,™
“ (J.R. Strayer: "Feudalism in Western Europe", in: R, Coulborn (Ed.):
"Feudalism in History"; Pr:.ncetorr- 1956, P 16) ;
"Feudal lords have usually. pcrhaos always «sss had the right to
command and jucdge the peasants," '
(J.R. Surayer & R. Coulborn: "The Idea. of Feudalism", in:
R, Coulborn (Ed,): 'ibid.; p..7.)s

"The . commoners, who formed the bulk of the population, were’

- sharply divided from the feudal arist tocracy of daimyo (1.e.,
feudal lords ~.. Ed,) and retainers and were barred from all
political -power, !

(E.0, Reischauers: "japanese Feucdalisu", in: R, Coulborn (Ed.):

& lbld‘, p' A'Olo

" Th€ physical b:lc‘cbone of this apparatus of coercion, the feudal
state, is the professional fighting man, the kn1ght or samurai, himself
a minor member of the ruling aristocracy: o a &

"{he professiome] fighting man becomes ‘the backbone of  the feudal
class',

(J.R. Strayer & R, Coulborn: "The Idea of Feuuallsm" in:,

K. Coulborn (Ed.): ibid.; pe 9°)° )

"The retainers rcmained the chief flghtlng men, and they became
mcreasmgly nurierous, They cauie to form a special class, the
Samurai, "those who scrve’. These men's attachment 6 their leaders
vas in every way the equivalent of the attachment of the Teutonic
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barbarian to his war-leaders, and the ethic of this attachment
came to penetrate Japaneseé SOClety as copspicuously as that of the
Teutonic barbarian's attachment came to penetrate Western European
society," ’

(R, Coulborn: "A Comparative Study of Feudalism", in: R. Coulborn
(Ed.): ibid.; p. 201). ' :

"The warrior was an aristocrat. No doubt one basic reason for this,
as in Europe, was the cost ?f the equipnent of warfare. . The
fighting unit was the individual knight, elaborately armoured and
mountzd on a horse, Although he was supported by grooms and other
attendants, he fought as an individual, rclyirg on his horse for
mobile bow and arrow attacks upon his adversary and using his sword
for close fighting," 5 ‘

(E.0, Reischauer: "Japanese Feudalisu", in: R, Coulborn (Ed.):
ibid.; p. 30). :

In the early state of developuent of the feudal mode of preduction
the feudal state is generally small, the territory ruled over by a local
lord who, although he may be vassal to an overlord in form, is in practice
an_independent ruler: '

"The arrival of the early stage of feudalism is announced by the
emergence of the elemental, small, strong fief, that immensely
tough little political unit headed by a feudal lord with his band
of personal retainers, and populated by the lord, his retainers,
his other vassals scattered over the fief, soue rear-vassals
probably, and all the simple people tending to become praedial and
menial dependents. .... The elemental, strong fief is an area of
peace internally, a small state.

(R. Coulborn: "A Comparative Study of Feudalisn", in: R. Coulborn
(Ed,): "Feudalism in ifistory"; Princeton; 1956; p., 190-91),

"A fiction of unity — a theory of subordination or cooperation
among feudal lords — exists, but government is actually effective
only at the local level of the county or the lordship. It is the
lords who maintain order, if they caﬁ, who hold courts and
determine vhat is the law. . The king, at best, can merely keep the
L] peace among the lords and usually is-unable even to do .tl'.lis. sivels

Effective feudal governnent is local, and at the local level public
authority has becone a private possession. s.., {ingship survives,
with real prestige, but through attenuated power. .... '

The feudal lord .... is the government in his own area; coea

The first period of feudalisn is best exemplified by ,... the small
feudal state dominated by the local lord. .He might bear -any title
esss but whatever his title, whatever his nominal dependence on a
superior, he was in fact.the final authority in his region. Mo
one could appeal from his decisions to a higher authority; no
PY one could remain completely indifferent to-his commands. His
position was based on hig military strength. -He had a group of
fighting men in his Service; ‘he held fortified strategic positions
throughout his lands; he possessed sufficient economic resources
to pay for both the arny and the fortifications,"

: (J«R. Strayer: "Feudalisy in estern Burope", in: -R; Coulborn (Zg.):
. ibidt; po 17—18, 18-—19). 8 : g ¥

3 The desire of each feuda] lord to cxtend his territory — and with
* it the nunber of vassals and serfs and the awmount of his wealth - leads
to constant warfaro between thep. S
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Nhese fiefS «ees Were extremely strong: the war that was the

normal external relation between them enforced peace, order,

discipline, close cooperation, within eachof them,"

(R. Coulborn: "A Comparative Study of Femdalism", in: L. Coulborn &
(2d.): ibid.; p.212). F e

"Tn this period, owing to agriculture having becorie the primary
means of subsistence and so the dominant economi¢ factor, land is
of the utmost importance, ,...

This very naturally gives rise to the desire (on .the ‘part of the
- feudal lords — 2d.) .... to acquire as much land as possible to
% ‘ augmen'c their ‘o e perSOha,l \lealth, evee "’hiCh led to enﬂess
. © . gtrife .... and hence. to the necessity for castles and walled
- towns in this period. ..., :
" " Owing %o land with its agriculture being-the dominating economic ®
factor, the acquisition of it caused incessant strife, ‘as it could
‘only be obtained by conquest," :
(F.A. Brooke: "ihe Science of Social Development"; London; 1936;
P.. 242, 247). ' ‘

.
LY

By means of such strife, in course of time the stronger feudal L
states are able to conquer, or bring under their suzerainty, the weaker,
This leads to the establishment of relatively large feudal kingdoms,
within which the hierarchical system of vassalage is no longer nominal
but actual, being based on the superior military power of the greater
lords. As a result of the Crown itself becoming’a prize of the most
powerful feudal family, the supremacy of the. monarchy similarly ceases e
to be nominal and becomes actual: ¥ %

"The disorders and violence continue into the early feudal stage
for perhaps a century or two, but in a spasmodically diminishing
.. extent.," . ] ’
(R, Coulborn: "A Comparative Study of Feudalism", in: R. Coulborn @
(Ed,): ibid.; p. 190),

‘MPeudalism provided a. solid basis for organising powerful, :
rela.tiyelycentralised stateSe sees g

Fully developed feudalism is one of the ways in which sizable @
political structures can be built out of elementary local ones."

- (J.R. Strayer & R, Coulborn: "The Idea of Feudalism", in:

" R. Coulborn (8d,): ibid.; p. S.) ol

"The grouping of larger territories into feudal kingdoms was a
necessity for the landed nobility as for the towns. The organisation ®
of' the ruling class, the nobility, had, therefore, everywhere a
monarch at its head," : :
(K. tarx & ¥, Engels: "The Cerman Ideology"; London; 1942; ». 13).

"In the second stage of feudalism ..., the bonds of vassalage have

been tightened at the upper and relaxed at the lower level; the ®
ruler of a province now owes more obedience to hiS SUPErior. s...

The local lord still perforiis important functions but he can be

directed and controlled by higher authority, Appeals from the local

lord to his superior are encouraged; petty vassals are protected

agains’c excessive demands for service or atcempts to seize their

fiefs. +.as Royal law-courts play a great role in this reorganisation. Y
se+e Force is still important, bt only the king and the ‘greatest :
lords possess sufficient force to gain by its use; the ordinary lord

has to accept judicial solutions to his gontroversies."

fJ.R. Strayer: "Feudalisa in lestern Burope", in: R. Coulborn (Ed.):

ibid.; p, 19, 20). b o S

B
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"The sho (i.e., the independent or Semi~independent local feudal
state =~ Ed,) itsclf disappeared and in jts place began to appear
the consolidated feudal realm Whl?h vas the undisputed possession
_.of a single lord (Daimyo) OT Possibly of 5 great religious
institution, The -process was a slow ang irregular one, as certain
powerful local warriors extended their aythority through infeudation
‘. or conquest over their weakgr neigabours, ,,.. There was a clear
" tendency for the number of independent lords to decrease as the -
domains grew in size and the remaining daimyo increased their ..
~ effective control over their vassals, ,,..

The sho gradually give way to consolidated feudal realms, .c..

During the second half of the sixteenth century, .... the
consolidation of feudal realms vent on even more rapidly than
before, until virtually all of Japan was divided among such domains,
and a hierarchic order of vassalage among the daimyo began to appear.
Eventually Toyotomi Hideyoshi, a common’ soldier of obscure origin
who had achieved the status of a daimyo, established control over

S0 many vassal domains that the remaining independent daimyo felt
constrained to recognise his suzerainty,"

(E.O0, Reischauer: "Jjapanese Feudalism", in: R, Coulborn (%d.):

ibid.; p. 34, 35, 36).

N I a feudal kingdom, superior lords who hold their estates directly
from the king are called tenants~in—chief: : ' :

MThose 1ords who neld their estates diréctlyiffOEth;-.:.; king were
called tenants~in-chief," SRR ¢ e 1
(F.A, Brooke: ibid.; p. 243).

In a feudal kihgdom,fhe king and the greatest lords come to possess
& number of manors in their owm right in various parts of the kingdom;
these are placed in the care of stewards: )

‘WA baron's estate was his barony, which consisted of several
manors, and his bailiffs lived in the manor-houses on his estates,
while the baron lived in his castle and employed a steward to
superintend his various estates. vo.e - ' g

The abbot of a monastery held an equivalent position-to that of a
baron, ruling over the monastry as well as the manors attached to
.the monastery for its suppor 2 :

t. eere

“ The lord of such a lordshin as a county was called an earl in
Zngland and a count in Eufape, «ses Besides being lord of a county,
® ‘.. an earl is at the same time a baron of a certain Thundred! (i.e.
originally a territory embracing ten manors — Ed.), if not of more
than one hundred within the country, and similarly lord of a number
of manors, and it is from these estates and from certain taxes
and fines that are due to him as earl that he is maintained, The
result is that his wealth ig much .greater than that of a mere baron,
® In the same way, a baron's wealth is a great deal more than that of
: a lord of a manors ..., .. . : - - '

The king held a number of es¢ates in every county, so that he was

obliged to appoint a man o administer these estates for him there,

This man was called the sheriff (shire-reeve), and his jurisdiction

. was over those 'hundreds! that belonged to the king, Under the

& sheriff were appointed bailiffs or sergeants over the thundreds',
In the same way in towns that belonged to the king sheriffs were

appointed, called tun~sheriffs and port-sheriffs, ;

Earls wvho had lordship oyer s provinces were regarded as great
earlss. sese then the title of dquke was introduced, it was in most
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cases conferred upon the great earls. These petty kings were
all entitled to wear coronets as their kingly. crowns,

T L eeee . e

* The king is the largest landowner, and the richest man in the state," ¢
(F.A, Brooke: ibidi; p, 220, 227-28, 232). :

' In a feudal kingdom, the toyn where the king resides and has his
court becomes the centre-of state administration an_d is known as the

capital: '

"The town-where the king ..., resides, and vhere the great lords
. 7 "as. well"have‘their residence, becomes the capital, ..., 'this city
2. 177" becomes the centre ..., where most of the activities of the state
'+ .are carried on, and it is generally a great deal larger. than any
“ " other city." - i g ‘ : %
(F,A. Brooke: ibid.; p. 230), :
. The Institution of Priiogeniture ®

>

: In order to prevent the fragmentat;ion of their estates, .on which
+ their ‘wealth and power depends, the ruling feudal aristocracy introduces
a system of inheritance under vhich, on the death of a lord, his title and
estates pass to a single son -- usually the eldest, when the:system is °
known as primogeniture: .. !

"The next system of inheritance of property was that of primogeni ture,
under which only the cldest 'son inherited his father's title and
. estates to the exclusion of the younger sons, The property was

said to be entailed. sees - - ¢ °F & - @
This system of primogeniture naturally caused the younggr sons to

seek their fortunes elsewhere, some joining the church, others

joining the housechold of some lord as a retainer (warrior), others

emigrating to seek their fortunes abroad under the banner of some

powerful lord," : ’ ik : '

(F.A.. Brooke: ibid.; p. 240; 241), .. .. : e

., "Prinogeniture had become the rule, or rather a Japanese variant
. .. of primogeniture, which permitted a father to name any of his
natural sons or even an adopted son as the heir of his full
~position," ;o - : -
(E.O. Reischauerz “Japanese Feudalism", in: R. coulbom (Ed‘): .
M'Feudalism in History"; Princeton; 1956; p,35). '

Towns and Handicraft - -

The feudal imode of ﬁroduction is based primarily upon the countryside,
the ‘towns being in general-at a low stage of developument:
it "The 'Middle Agés started out from the country," ’
: (K. Marx & F, Engel§: nthe Cerman IdQO].OgY"; ]'.ondon; 1942; poll)-

"At that tine (i,e,, under the feudal mode of production — Ed,) the
, beasants constituted the majority; there was a very poorly

developed urban population." o _ :

(V.I, Lenin: "The State", in: "Selecteq Works", Volume 11; London;

1943; p. 649). |
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Nevertheless, some villages become transformed into towns, at first
the domination of the local feudal lorq and fortified:

"Hith the expansion of trade and Population, some villages'grew

into towns,:so thatthese tOWNS Were subservient to some.lord or
to the king," ' - - S e
(F.A. Brooke: "The Science of Social Development!; London;. 1936;

- p. 2]_7). RS

'"Walled towns are a feature of this'period.".

(F.A, Brooke: ibid,; p. 216).

With the'coming'of the second stage of development of feudalism, and

the establishment of relatively large, relatively internally stable, feudal
kingdoms, however;,:towns ceased.t® be fortified; oon Sl

scale

of production and primarily on his own labour:

"The walled towns of the previous period are now replaced: by open

undefended towns, as there is no longer any necessity for every town
to. be well fortified against a sudden attack from some neighbouring
marauding lord," -. " ‘ A e
(¥.A. Brooke: ibid,; p. 218).

Uithin these towns, there is a considerable development of small-
handicraft industry, based on ownership by the producer of his means

rS

WIn the liiddle Ages the system of petty industry obtained generally,

based upon the private property of the labourers in ‘their means of
production; ,.,. in the towns the handicrafts. ... The instruments
of labour — ..., the workshop, ‘the tool —— were the instruments of
labour of single individuals, adapted for the use of one worker and
therefore of necessity small, dwarfish, circumscribed, But, for this
very reason, they belonged, as a rule, to the producer himself, .,..

the individual producer, as a rule, had, from raw material belonging
©o himself and generally his own handivork, produced it with his own
tools, by the labour of. his own hands or of his family., .... The new
product .... belonged vholly to him, as a matter of course. FHis
property in the product was, therefore, based upon his own labour,!
(F, Engels: MHerr Sugen Dithring's Revolution in Science'; Moscow;
1959; p. 3693 371}0 : 7 ;

"Ownership of the tool by the labourer assumes a particular form of
development of manufacture — namely, in the form of‘handicraft labour,

-.We are considering a sitvation. in vhich the labourer not only owns

the instrument, but in which this form of the labourer as propriecor
or of the labouring proprietor is already distinct and separate from

. landed property eses; 1N other wordé, the artisan and urban

undergoes a further develooment:

development of labour, lence, also, we here find raw material and

means of subsistence mediated as the property of the-artisan, )

mediated through his crait, through his property in.the instrument,'

{gé)bhrx:,"Pre-capitalist Zconomic Formations"; London; 16643 p. 98,
L

In these circumstances, the hereditary character of handicraft labour

"Ihe mode of labour becomeg herediiary together with the organisation
of labour and its instrunent,u - i o
(€, Marx: ibid.; p. 99),
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- ' together with fhe guilg organisation appropriate to it:

"Ownership of the ool by the labourer assumes a particular form
of development of manufacture — namely, in the form of handicraft
labour, Guild and corporative institutions are bound up with this,
eves . A ¥ .

The essential character of guild or corporative systems (artisan
labour as its subject and the constituent element of ovmership) is
analysable in terms of a relation to the instrument of production:
the tool as property. ...,

Guild relations,. +ees presuppose the labourer's property in the
instrument of production and labour itself, as a certain form of
craft skill. seee : :

Urban craft activity esss TESts ,,..'on the organisation of labour
‘in guilds." | g : I .
(X, Marx: ibid.; p. 98, 101, 10z, 112).

Under the conditions of handicraft laBour,lthe craftsman takes great
pride in his work, the product of which is, to a considerable extent, a work
of art: : yos o 13

"There is found with mediaeval craftsmen an interest in their special
work and in proficiency in it, which was capable of rising to a narrow
.-artistic sense,! e N
" (K. Marx & F. Engels: "The German ideology"; London; 1942; p. 46).

"Here (i.e., in handicraft labour under the feudal mode of -
production — Ed,) labour itself is still half the expression of
artistic creation, half its own reward, etc.!, . - '

(. Marxz:-¥Pre-capitalist Economic Formations"; London; 1964; p.98).

This leads, however, to a slavish attitude on the part of the

- craftsman to his work, in which hé is excessively absorbed: -~ -
. "For .this very reason, however, every mediaeval craftsman vas

completely absorbed in his work, to which he had a contented,

-~ slavish relationship, and to which he was' subjected to a far
bgater extent than the modern worker,n C

' The growth of population in the towns leads to the formation of
a class of employed handicraft workers, and so to a hierarchy .—— of
. master. craftsmen, journeymen (émployed craftsmen) and apprentices:=—

corresponding to that of the countryside:

- .."Feudal. orgznisation of 1qnd—owneréhip had its counterpart in the towns
in the shape of corporate property, the feudal organisation of
trades. seee . . :

The gradually accumulated capital of individual craftsmen and their
stable numbers, as against the growing population, evolved the relation
of journeyman and apprentice, which brought into being in the towns

a hierarchy similar to that in the country,"

(K, Marx & I, Engels: ibide; p. 12),

" The guild system corresponds to the requirements of the feudal mode of
production, and to the domination of the whole of society by the landed
aristocracy; it places rigid limits on the possibility of a master
craftsman becoming a capitalist by restricting the number of tools and
employees which a master may possess and by ensuring that journeymen and
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apprentices have, after a certain time, the opportunity to become masters

themselves:

@ - "The gu’ﬂds of the middle 38€S e+« tried to prevent by force the
transformation of the master of a trade into a capitalist by
limiting tge,number_of 1;;°:;;;zu;hit could be employed by one
master within a very ‘sma i 8
(K. Marx: "Capital", Volume 1; Chicago; 1606; p. 337).

® "Under guild conditions, ..-i there are regulations determining
how many looms a man may employ, etc,m
(K, Marx: "Pre-Capitalist Sconomic Formations"; London; 1964; p. 108).

' "gﬁe guilds ;ere S0 orginised ;hat the journeyman of today became
" the master of tomorrow. . _ CRPn .

@ (F, Engels: ')'Herr Eugen Dithring's Revolution in Science"; Moscow;
1659; p. 373). :

" The guilds, together with the journeymen and apprenticés, are under
the domination of the master craftsmen: R

@ "The joﬁrneymen and apprentices were organised in each craft as it
best suited the interest of -the masters,m i
(X. Marx & F, Engels: "The German Ideology"; London; 1942; p. 46).

~. Hovever, the relationship between master and employee is not solely
one of exploitation; it is primarily one of cooperation and of technical
® education of the latter by the former, with a strong patriarchal character:
! . Y ‘ i 2

"External help .... was, as a rule, of little importance, and in

many cases received other compensation in addition to wages. The

apprentices and journeymen of the guilds worked less for board and

vages than for education, in order, that they might becone

@ master crafismen themselves," ‘ N : : :

{F. fngels: ;Herr Bugen Dihring's Revolution in Science'; Moscows;
959; Pe 371' Pt u '

"MAs a youngster he (i.e,, the craftsman — Ed.) is still an =

apprentice, he does not yet appear as an independent worker.in the

[] strict sense, but shares the master's food in the.patriarchal
manner., As a (genuine) journeyman there is certain comuon
ut111sa§ion of the fund of consumption which is in the master's
possession. Though this is not the journeyman's property, the
laws and customs, etc., of the guild at least make him into a
Co=possessor, !

® (X, Marx: "Pre-capitalist Economic Formations'; London; 196/; p. 8).
"The filial relationship in which they (i.e., the employees — Ed.)
stood to.-their masters gave the latter 2 double power",

(X.. Marx & F. Engels: "the German Ideology"; London; 1042; p.26).
® In this urban handicraft industry, there is a natural .division of
labour between the various guilds, but virtually no division of labour at
all within the individual guilds, yithin the individual trades, each
ggaﬁ;:m:gagﬁfforming all the operations required to complete the product
& ! ;oo
L "In industry there was no diyision of labour at all in the individual

trades themselves, ...,

In the towns, -the divisiop of labour between the individual guilds
was as yet quite natural, and, in the guilds themselves, not at all--
developed between the indiviqual workers. Every workman had to be
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ssee; in the country, the agriculture of the small peasant
. in the towns, the handicrafts organised in guilds. The instruments

versed in a whole round of tasks, had to be able to make everything
that was to be made with his tools, ssees EVEry man who wished to

become a master had to be proficient in the whole of his craft,"
(K. Marx & F. Engels: ibid,; p, 13, 46)..

MUnder the feudal and corporative system, ..., division of labour

in the workshop .e.s was very little developed,n o
(K. Marxz M"The Poverty of Philosophy™;. London; n.d.; p. 114),

Small-scale Production .

Production under the feudal mode of production is thus, in both

agriculture and industry, essentially small-scale productions

"Peasant agriculture on a small scale, and the carrying on of
independent handicrafts ,,,, together form the basis of the feudal

,mode of production, ...,

Japan, with its purely féudai.organisation of landed property and its
developed petite culture, gives a truer picture of the European
middle ages than all our history books,"

(X, Marx: "Capital®, Volume 1,5 Chicago; 1906; p. 367, 78%).

"In the Middle Ages the systea of petty industry obtained generally

.
esvey

of labour — land, agricultural implements, the workshop, the tool..
—— were the instruments of labour of single individuals, adapted

for the use of one worker and therefore of necessity small, dwarfish,
circumscribed, .... ‘ ' ‘

Mediaeval society —— individual production on a small scale, Means
of production adapted for individual use; hence primitive,
ungainly, petty, dwarfed in action. ... :

-

Cultivation by serfs is not cultivation of considerable tracts, but
of simall holdings and the cultivation always antedates the serfdom,"
(F, Engels: "Herr Bugen Dithring's Revolution in Science"; Moscow;

19595 Pe 3§9, 391, 492)0

..The Limited Developuent of Commodity Production

Under the feudal mode of production, each peasant family and, to an

- €ven greater extent, each village is largely self-supporting:

"The feudal rule of the Middle Ages rested on the self-sufficient
econony. of swall peasant communities which themselves produced
almost all their requirements," ' '

(F. BEngels: "garl Marx", in: K. larx: mgelected Works", Volume 1;
London; 1942; p. 11.).

"The family of the peasant produced almost everything they wanted:
clothes and furniture, as well as the means of subsistence,"

(F, BEngels: "Herr Zugen DUhring's Revolution in Science"; Moscow;
19595 p. 375).

As a result, production is predominantly-for use, not for exchange;

commodity production is little developed:
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"The feudal rule of 'che_“iddle Ages rested on sees Suall peasant
comaunities ...., in which th_e;re ¥as alwost no exchange."

(F. Engels: "Zarl karx", in: X Mars: ngojocted Worls", Voluae 1;
London; 1942; p. 11),

"In mediaeval society, especially in the earlier centuries, nroduction
was essentially directed towards Satisfying the wants of the individual,
It sacisfied, in the main, 91l7 the wantg of the producer and his
fanily, there relations of personal dependence existed, as in the
country, it also helped 0 Satisfy the wonts of the feudal lord,

In all this there wns, therefore, no exchange; the producis,
consequentcly, did not assume the characier of COLOdities, saue

The artisans of the towms, it is true, had from the first to
oroduce for exchange. Bat they, also, themselves supplied the
greatest part of their own individual wants, They had gardens and
plots of land, They turned their catile out into the communal
- forest which also yielded then timber and firing. ‘The women - gpun
flax, wool, and. so forth. Production for the purpose of -exchange,
production of ccimodities, was only in its infancy. IHence, exchange
wvas restricted, the market narrow, the mnethods of. production
PY stable; - there was local exclusiveness tithout, local unity withing
the mark in the couniry; in the zown » the guild, v

 Hediaeval society == .... Productisn for immediate conswintion,
either of the producer himself or of his feudal lord.," -

(F. Engels: "Herr Zugen DUhring's Revolution in Science"; idoscow;
19595 p. 374-75, 391).

Nevertheless, the urban artisans necessarily produced for exchange
and sought to exchange their commodities for surplus agricultural
produce with the peasants: . 5

"In the Middle Ages the peasant, e.g., sold to the artisans agricul-
® tural products and bought from hin the products of handicraft,
L RN} . H
The artisans of the towm, it is true, had from the first to produce
for exchange," ’
(F. Bngels: ibid,; p. 379, 375). )
® Thus, comnodity »roduction developed to a limited extent, mainly to
the liﬁlited extent that peasants produced a surnplus over and above their
own needs and the demands of their lords:

- "Only when it (i.e. the peasan: fanily — Bd.) begen to produce

more than was sufficient to supply iis own wants and the payments .
® in kind to the feudal lord, only then did it also produce commoditics.
This surplus, throwvm into socialised exchange and offered for sale,
became cormiodities, 4., ; '

liediaeval society ——— Only where an excess of production over this
consuaption occurs is such apn excess offered for sale, enters into
® exchange," o , : .

(7. Engels: ibid,; p. 375, 391),

.

The division of labour betyeen craft industry and commerce, the
separation off of a class of pmerchants. vhich ook place in the older
towns at an earlier siage of m:rebpment, soon develops in the

® new towns: ' :

"The next extension of the division of labour was the semaration
of production and cormerce , the formation of a special class of
merchants; a separation vhich, in the towns bequeathed by a former
period, had been handed dovn (;mng other things with the Jews) and
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which very soon appeared in the newly formed ones,"
(K. Merx & Fs Engels: "The German Ideology'; London; 19/2; Pe47)e

This developuent leads to the spread of comrerce beyond local
boundaries:

nyith this there was given the possibility of comnercial communications
transcending the immediate nej_ghbourhood, a possibility the realisation
of which. depended on the existing means of communication, the state °
of public éafetj’ in the cguntryside, which was deternined by_ poli’cical
conditions; ess and on the cruder or more advanced needs (deternmined
by the stage of culture attained) of the region accessible to

,.intercourses"
(K, Marx & F. Engels: ibid.; p. 47).

this developuent, in turn, leads to the establislment of closer
relations between towns and to a division of production between towns
specialising in particular crafts:

Mrith cormerce the prerogative of a particular class, with the

extension of trade through the merchants beyond the irmediate °
surroundings of the town, there imediately appears a reciprocal

action between production and commerce. 7he towns enter into

relations with one anc<ther, new tools are brought from one town

into the other, and the separation between prodiction and commerce

soon calls forth ‘2 new division of production between the individual

towns, each of which is soon exploiting & predominant branch of S
industry," ’

(X, Yarz & F. Engels: ibid.; p. 47-48).

e

Class Struggle within the Feudal Mode of Production ®

As a result of the exploitation of the peasant serfs 'by the .feudal

lords in the countryside, and of the more resiricted exploitation of the

journeymen and apprentices by the master crafismen in the towms, a class
struggle rages within feudal society between exploited and exploiters:

"Mxploitation is nearly as severe as it was under slavery — it is
only slightly mitigated. A class struggle between exploiters and
exploited is the principel feature of the feudal system,!
(J.V. Stalin: "Dialezctical and iistorical Materialisn!, in:
"History of the Commmnist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks)";
Moscow; 19413 p, 125).° i
. "Lord and serf, guild-paster and journeyman, in a word, oppressor
--and oppressed, stood in constant opposition to one another, carried
on an uninterrupted, nov hidden, now open, fight," '
. (K, ¥arx & F, Engels: "ienifesto of the Comuunist Party", in:
Ko Marx: “Selected forks", Volume 1; London; 1943; D 205), ®
l-?owever, the class consciousness and solidarity of the e:cplbited
urban journeymen and apprentices is limited: .

"The journeyuen and apprentices were organised in each craft as

it best suited the interest of the masters, The filial relatcionship - @
in vhich they stood to their masters gave the latter a double

power — on the one hand because of their influence on the whole

life of the journcymen, and on the other hand because, for the’

Journeynen who worked with the sane masger, it wes a real bond,

which held then together against the journeymen of other masters and
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separated then from these. And fi?311y, the iourneyuen were

bound to the eristing order by their Siuple interest in beconing

masters themselves," | - ' . .
(X, ifarx & F, Engels: "he German Ideology"; London; 194723 ».45).

The class consciousness and solidarity of the rural peasant serfs
is also linited, although not nearly to the same extent as that of the
urban exploited, It is limited above all by the dominant. ideology of .
the feudal node of the production, which teaches: ;

firstly, that:the land, the estate of a lord, is a noble -
personification of the lord himself:

"The estate is individualised with its lord; it has his rank, is
baronial or cducal with him, has his privileges, his jurisdiction,
his political position, €tCe ssss Feudal landed property gives its
nane to its lord, as does a kingdon to its king, His family
history, the history of his house, eic, — all this individualises
the estate for hinm and makes it literally his house, personifies it,
Such is the nobility'!s relationship to landed property, which casts
a romantic glory on its lords,™ '
(K. Marx: "Bent of Land", in: "Econonic and Philosophic Manuscripts
of 1844"; Moscow; 19743 pe 57-5C). b
secondly, that to the serf, as an "appendage" of the lord!s
estate, this estate is a sort of constricted fatherland to which he
owes patriotic loyalty: -

"For those belonging to it, the estate is more like their

fatherland, It is a constricted sort of nationality,"

(€. Marse: ibid.; p. 57).

Nevertheless, especially in the later stage of developuent of
the feudal mode of nroduction, widespread peasant risings against the
exploiting feudal lords do take place:

"The whole epoch of feudalism is ... marked by constant uprisings
of the peasants, Ior exanple, in Germany in the ifiddle Ages the
struggle between the two classes — the landlords and the serfs w—-
assuned wide dinensions-and was transforned into a civil war of the
peasants against the landlords, ’

(V.I, Lenin; "the State", in: ngelected Works", Volume 11; London;
1943; p. 650).

"The great risings of the Middle Ages 21l radiated fron the
country", _ :
(v girx & I, Engels: "“he German Ideology!; London; 1942;
Po/} .
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The Principal Features of the Feudal iode of Production

2 The principal features of the feudal wode of production are as %
follows:

L The :coun’cryside doninates the towns. . ,
% Society is based, no longer on kinship, but on territorial organisation.

3. Society is-hierarchic in character, vitih coimwners at the base, gentry
above, and nobility at the top, - . . . \

4 The aristocracy j.é:hierarchic-in charactef, each lord holding his
estates in fief from (as vassal to) a superior lord for whon he, with
his personal retainers, is pledged to fight vhen called upon, ®

A The nass of the peasantry are semi-servile serfs, holding strips of
land (to which they are legally tied) from a lord in return for corvee
labour on the latter's personal estate, - ; 5 ‘

.
e

6. the basic territorial unit is the manor, one or nore villages held ®
by a single lord, - . g : ;

7.  The aristocracy meintains its rule over, and exploitation of, the
masses of the people by means of an apparatus of coercion, the feudal
State. ’ * ' z :

e .

Ce In order o prevent the fragmentation of their estates , the source
of their vwealth and position, the ruling feudal aristocracy introduces a
system of inheritance by a single son,

Ce In the towms handicraft production is carried on by artisans
(masters, journeymen and apprentices), @

10, Both agricultural and handicraft production is small-scale in
character, .

11, Coumodity production is still but little developed,

12, .Feudé.l society is marked by a class struggle between exploited and
exploiters, especially in the countryside,

Part Two of this report will cover the development of society from feudalism
to socialism, E

Printeqd and published by:
Bernard Charnley
fors

THE COMMUNIST LEAGUE
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APPENDIX: . a1

® REVISIONISM AND THE MATERTALIST CONCEPTTON OF HISTORY

Asian Bourgeois Nationalism
and the Materialist _Conception of History

® Bourgeois nationalism in Asia -~ that, is the outlook of the
national bourgeoisies of Asia -- has, in general,. found 'a number

of features of the Marxist-Leninist analysis of the development of
society objectionable and unnacceptable. The Marxist-Leninist view
that social development proceeded, generally speaking, more slowly
in Asia than in Europe, so that in consequence European societies

® reached a certain stage of social development,;such,as the capital-
ist mode of production, at an earlier date than most Asian societ-
ies, tended to be repugnant to the "national pride" of Asian nat-
ional bourgeoisies, despite the fact that the Marxist-Leninist
analysis makes it clear that these differences in the rate of social
development were-due to environmental factors, and not in any way to
[ biological differences between European and Asian peoples.

Particularly objectionable, in general, to Asian bourgeois’
nationalism has been the conclusion logically following from the
above -- that, as a result of the fact that European societies
reached a higher stage of social development at an earlier date
than most Asian societies, the conquest of Asian societies by
European’ societies had, in its initial stages, an objectively soc-
ially progressive aspect as well as a negative effect: E

"England has to fulfil a double mission in India:.one de-
structive, and the other regenerating -- the annihilation of
old Asiatic society and the laying the material foundations
® of Western society in Asia. . . o

The British were the first conquerors superior, and there-
fore inaccessible, to Hindu civilisation. They destroyed it
by breaking up the native communities, by uprooting the nat-'"
ive industry, and by levelling all that was great and elev- "'
ated -in the native society. The historic pages of their rule”
® . in India report hardly anything beyond that destruction. The
work qf,regeneration-hardly transpires through a heap of
- ruibs. Nevertheless it has begun.

The political unity of India, more consolidated and ex-
tending farther than it ever did under the Great Moguls, was
the first condition of its regeneration. That unity, imposed

® by the British sword, will now be strengthened and perpetuated
by the electric telegraph. The native army, organised and
trained by the British drill-sergeant, was the sine qua non

of Indian self-emancipation and of India ceasing to be the
prey of the first foreign intruder. The free press, introduced
for the first time into Asiatic society and managed princip-

L J ally by the common offspring of Hindus and Europeans, is a new
and powerful agent of reconstruction. The Zemindaree and Ryot-
war themselves, abominable ags they are, involve two -distinct
forms of private property in land -- the great desideratum of
Asiatic society. From the Indian natives, reluctantly and
sparingly educated in Calcytta under English superintendence,
® a fresh class is Springing, endowed with the requirements for
government and imbued with European science. Steam has brought
India into regular and rapid communication with Europe, has
connected its chief ports with those of the whole south-
eastern ocean, and has reyindicated it from the isolated pes-
ition which was the prime 15y of its stagnation. . . -
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The railway system will therefore become, in IndidpldAded 2021
forerunner of modern industry. - ° :

A1l the English bourgeoisie may be forced to do will
neither emancipate nor materially mend the social condition
of the mass of the people, depending not only on the devel-
opment of the productive power but of their appropriation
by the people. But' what they will not fail to do is to lay
down the material premise for both. Has the bourgeoisie ever
done more?". T 7 e
(K. Marx: "The Future Results.of British-Rule in India", in:
Selected Works", Volume 2; London; 1943; p. 658-9, €61, 662). °

' Phe "national pride" of Asian national bourgeoisies led them
not only to reject the Marxist view that European conquest of Asian
societies had a socially progressive aspect; it led them into the
practice of describing Asian societies characterised by the Asiatic
or Germanic mode of production associated with oriental despotism
as "feudal" or "semi-feudal", so speeding up -- in concept, if not @
in"reality —-- social development in Asia. - -

Revisionism and the Materialist Conception of History

.*. . The Programme of the Communist International, adopted at its

- Sixth Congress in 1928, upheld the validity of the Asiatic mode °
of production as the prevailing mode of production in certain
colonial-type countries: : i - T

‘U"Colonial and semi-colonial countries (China, India, etc.),
dependent countries (Argentina, Brazil, etc¢.) have.. . feudal
mediaval relationships or 'Asiatic mode of production' relat-
ionships prevailing in their economies and in their political &
superstructures. . .. The political task in such countries is
. » to fight against the feudal and pre-capitalist forms of

~ exploitation". $ . '
("Programme of the Communist International", in: E. Burns (Ed.):
. "A Handbook of Marxism"; London; 1935; p. 1012). -

During this period the organ of .the Communist International
continued to publish articles putting forward the Marxist view
that, for example, Chinese society was one in which the Germapic
mode 'of production was associated with oriental despotism:

y "The special conditions obtaining in China, which it shares
~ with the other regions of Central Asia and Asia Minor, only @
permit agriculture to be carried on successfully with the aid
of artificial irrigation. . - Lo £
The damming back of the rivers and their utilisation for
. irrigation purposes requires innumerable workers, technical
aid being of the most primitive nature. This work has always
been done. by forced labour. . . Lo 5
_ The central and local powers of the state in China have
originated out of the necessity of water regulation: protect-
ion against floods on the one hand gnd artificial irrigation
on the other. . . ' - -
The result has been the development of a ruling class of
& most unique character, @ type entirely unknown to European @
civilisation". :
(E. Varga: "Economics and Economy Policy in the Third Quarter
of 1925", in: "International Press Correspondence", Volume 5;
1925; p. 1280, 1281). . : '

"In the history of the exploitation of the Chinese workers, ®
the erection of dams against floods has played a tremendous
- role. The oriental despotism of the Chinese ruling classes
mobilised millions and millions of peasants in order to erect
and repair the gigantic dams'". : J :
(L. Magyar: "The Flood Disaster in China"; in: "International
Press Correspondence", Volume 11; 1931; p. 865). ' ®
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Revisionism is the perversion of Marxist-Leninist prihciples
to suit the interests of a capitalist class. . ,

In 1931 the revisionists opened their attack upon the mater—
ialist conception of history by attacking, within the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union, the concept of the Asiatic mode of
production. At a special discussion on thisS mode of production
held in Leningrad in this year, the revisionists, headed by Godes
and Yolk, dissociated themselves from the references to this
mode of production in the Programme of the Communist International.

("Diskussia ob Asiatskom sposobe proizodstvo"; Moscow/Leningrad ;
1931; pe 20’ 24) o

They declared that it was imméteriai whether the Asiatic mode of
production existed in reality; it was necessary to repudiate it
for "political reasons": - : ze

"YOLK: I want to warn against this theory. What is really
important is to unmask it politically, and not to establish
the 'pure truth' as to whether the 'Asiatic mode of production'
existed or not". ;

(ITbid.; p. 89).

The "political reasons" given for the rejéction of the concept were
that it was objectionable to Asian bourgeois nationalists and so
tended to alienate the latter from the Asian communist parties..

(Ibid.; p. 34).

The conference reached no decisions, but the revisionists continued
their attacks' within the Soviet Union upon the Asiatic mode of-
production° ; “ N J

By 1950, when concealed revisionists were already in a majority
on the Political Bureau.of the Central Committee of the CPSU, Soviet
revisionist writers were speaking gleefully of the "rout" of Marx's
"notorious" theory of the Asiatic mode of production:

"Soviet orientalists have deglt successfully with a number
of vital problems on the history of countries of the East.
Suffice it to mention the rout of the notorious theory of the
'Asiatic mode of production'", o
(S. Tolstov: "For Advanced Oriental Studies", in: "Kultura i
Zhizn", August 1lth., 1950).

In November 1951 a conference was held at the Soviet Institute
of Oriental Studies on "People's Democracy in Countries of the East".
The main report, by E. M. Zhukov, made no mention either of the

%siatic mode of production or of Asiatic despotism, referring only
o .

"o o anti-feudal tasks" and

-« struggle against feudalism",
("Labour Monthly"; 1952; p. 40, 42).

Meanwhile, with the domination..from 1935 on of tpe leadership
of the Communist Party of China by a.revisionist.f§0tlon heaqed by
Mao Tse-tung, the repudiation of the Marxist-Leninist analysis of
lmperial Chinese society was consolidated: :

"The feudal society, beginning with the Chou and Chin

dynasties, lasted about 3,000 years", A ; ;
(Mao Tse-%ung: "Phe Chineée Revolution and the Chinese Communist

Party", in: "Selected Works", Volume 2; Peking;. 1965; p. 307).

LY
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As open manifestations of revlSlonism spread through the inter-
national communist movement, the attack on the concepts of the Asiatic
mode of production and oriental despotism came out into the open in ®
the Communist Party of Great Brotaln. In his book "India Today",
published in 1940, R. P. Dutt -had ?ndorsed Marx's conclusion that the
society in India.prior to the British conquest was based on the
Asiatic mode of;prOduction.a33001ated With oriental despotism:

"The well-known writings of Marx on India . . are among the
most fertile of his writings, and the starting point of modern ®
thought on the questions covered'. - :
(R. P. Dutt: "India Today"; Londonj; 1940; p. 93).

In this work Dutt describes the social system in pre-British India as

.+ ". . the typical 'Asiatic_economy'", , L
" (R. P, Dutt: ibid.; p. 95) S 2l ®

and endorses Marx's view of the partly

.. ". . 'regenerating' role of British rule in India".
' (R. P, Dutt: ibid.; p. 102). :

In 1942; howe#er, Dutt issued a new version of his book, to which
the publishers appended the following note: -

"Chapters ITI-XTII of this book are based on a previous book
by the same author, 'India Today'. . . These sections are
considerably condensed from the treatment in the early book,
and in part rewritten and brought up to date".
(Publishers' Note, in: R. P. Dutt: "Guide to the Problem of ®
India"; London; 1942). -

This condensation and rewriting significantly included the removal of
all the material which had formed Chapter V of the earlier book,  that
is, -all the material relating to Marx's analysis of Indian society.

. By 1946-7 Dutt was speaking of the Indian sub-continent as having ®
a "feudal" society: ~ : g

"Feudal bppréssion in Kaéhmirvis terrible".
' (R.)P. Dutt: "Travel Notes No. 5", in: "Labour Monthly";- 1946;
p' 321 ° : : :

"Pakistan would represent one-quarter of India, country mainly ®
agricultural, feudal and industrially undeveloped". -
(R. P. Dutt: "The Mountbatten Plan for India", in: "Labour
- Monthly"; 1947; p. 211). .
‘In recent years, however, the revisionist attack has gone far
beyond such questions as the Asiatic mode of production, oriental - @
despotism and the partly regenerating role of the British conquest
of India.

In his introduction to Marx's "pre-capitalist Economic Formations",
published in 1964, the British revisionist E. J. Hobshawm- denies that
each social formation has its own objective laws of development: ®

"There is nothing in Marx to authorise us to look for some
'general laws' of de7Telopment which might explain its (i.e.,
feudalism's -~ Ed.) tendency to evolve into capitalism. . .

The unilinear approach , ., leads to the search for 'funda-

mental laws' of each formation. which explain their passing to
the next-higher form". 2 @
(E. J._Hobshawmn: Introduction to: K. Marx: "Pre-capitalist Econ-
omic Formations"; London; 1964; p. 43, 60) .

According to Hobshawm, thepefore. a social formation may pass to
one of several alternative social formations —- by chance, it would
appear. For example, the primitive communal mode of production may, ®
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in Hobshawm's view, pass directly to the Asiatic, the Germanic, the
ancient or the feudal mode of production;

"Broadly speaking, there are now three or four alternative
routes out of the primitive communal system, . . the oriental,
the ancient, the Germanic. . .

He (i.e., Marx — Ed,} ?n@ Engels left the way open for a
direct transition from primitive society to feudalism".

(E. J. Hobshawm: ibid.; Pe 32, 35).

According to Hobshawm, the materialist conception of history
means only that one social formation should be eventually succeed-
ed by some other social formation, but in no particular order of
succession:

"Historical materialism requires only that there should be
a succession of modes of production, though not necessarily
eny particular modes, and perhaps not in any predetermined
order. . .

We ought therefore to understand Marx not as referring to
chronological succession, or even to the evolution of one
system out of its predecessor . ., but to evolution in a more

eneral sense".
Eo Jo HObShaWIIl: ibido; po 19-20, 36).

The gross, blatant and deliberate falsification of Marx's
thought on the part of Hobshawm is demonstrated by the fact that,
in the very text which the latter introduces, appears the following
passage:
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"Primitive communities are not all cut to a single pattern.
On the contrary, taken together they form a series of social
groupings, differing both in type and in age, marking success-

ive phases of development".
® (K. %arx: Third Draft of Letter to V. Zasulieh, March 8th.,

1881A4§n: "Pre~capitalist Econhomic Formations"; London; 1964;
Pe: L o

The struggle to defend the materialist conception of history
against its distortion, falsification and outright repudiation by
@ the modern revisionists forms a not insignificant aspect of the
struggle to defend Marxism-Leninism -- that is, of the struggle
to defend the world outlook which serves both truth and the working
class against the false and unscientific "world outlook" which serves
the interests of the class enemies of the working class.



