KARL MARX (1818-1883)




e Karl Heinrich Marx was born on the 5th May, 1818, in Trier,
Prussia in Germany.

* Kark Marx is a Macro thinker and is known as Founder of
Conflict Perspective.
* Marx emphasized [economic determinisnj arguing that a
society's technological level shapes its economic system, which

in turn determines its cultural and political characteristics.
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* He is known as Father of Scientific Socialism because he gave f"\odc \o 0(” I
a scientific basis to the class struggle of the proletariat 0<£ NoouCY ¢f)

against the capitalists, and who showed with the precision of 3‘6_%%
science that this struggle will inevitably lead to the conquest ___
of political power by the proletariat and the establishment of =2 - B Owner
a new social system without exploitation — socialism.
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HISTORICAL MATERIALISM — cconomec

* ‘Historical Materialism’ or ‘the materialistic conception of history’ is the
pivot to all of Marx’ works. Its clearest exposition is done in his
‘Contribution to the Critique of political Economy, 1859’. It is a conception
of society in terms of evolutions from one stage to another, which Marx
refers as modes of production, and material or economic factors have a
pivotal role in historical change. It is an inquiry into nature of relations
between man and man, and man and things as history proceeds.
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* His theory is called ‘historical’ because analysis of society is in terms of

@olution from one state to another jn terms of history. According to

Marx, ‘History is a process of man’s self creation’. Since man’s

involvement into relations of production creates history, it is necessary to
understand history to understand society.

* Itis called ‘materialistic’ for two reasons — firstly, his conception of society

-

is based upon materialistic factors which are understood in terms of

production. Secondly, understanding of change is based upon changing
material conditions and not ideas.
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Further, his theory of historical materialism has two aspects

1. His materialistic conception of society is in terms of
‘economic infrastructure’ and ‘social superstructure’.

2. He understands the historical evolution process in terms of
a ‘dialectic process’.
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Marx borrowed ides of Historical or Dialectical Materialism
from Hegelian notions of ‘Dialectical gldealism’: )wut Marx
felt that Hegel’s idealism led to a very conservative political
orientation, and Ludwig(FeuerbagIg’s)— a Young Hegelian —
notion of ‘Materialism’. Thus, he retained the dialectical

approach of Hegel, but replaced the idealism with
Feuerbach’s materialism.
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Marx believed that, material sources and conditions
and not er se are important in working of
any ‘mode of production’. Material world is

characterized by its own independent existence and
is not a result of human thinking.
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Its basic idea of dialectical philosophy is the centrality of
contradiction.

Thhesis, antithesis, and synthesis is often used to
describe the though u

The triad is usually described in the following way:
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“+"The thesis is an intellectual proposition.
—The antithesis is simply the negation of the thesis, a reaction to the

—

proposition.

v/fhe synthesis solves the conflict between the thesis and antithesis
by reconciling their common truths and forming a new proposition.
The laws of dialectical materialism are applied to understand the
successive forms and modes of production and hence social change.
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MODE of PRODUCTION (3¢9TcsT &I dllehT) RPt+ RoPepp

* It is the term which Marx uses for a particular social formation or
society. It is uniquely defined in terms of a particular ‘force of
production’ and ‘relations of production’ in a materialistic context.

* Marx defined the evolution of mankind in terms of various/stages
which he referred to as ‘modes of production’.

* It is defined as combination of a particular force of production and
relations of production in a material context.
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FORCES OF PRODUCTION

The forces of production express the degree to which human beings
control nature. The more advanced the productive forces are, greater is
theirver the nature and vice versa. The forces of production
are the ways in which material goods are produced. They include the

technological know-how, the types of eauipment in use and goods
being produced for examplend the levels of
W re all considered to be the forces of production.
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The forces of production, according to Marx, include means of production
and labour power . The development of machinery, changes in the labour
process, the opening up of new sources of energy and the education of the
workers are included in the forces of production.

Major changes in society occur when new forces of production ar
(which also create new relations of production) which replace the oider
ones and create a new mode of production. A contradiction between the
older and new forces of production is resolved by replacement of older

mode of production by the newer one.
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In every society, there is centrality of ajor thing. For example - in
feudal society central, in capitalist society, (capitaijis central.
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Forces of production help in transforming the things which are available kc}\nolo% 5

in nature into things which can be exchanged in market.

Forces of production also represent man’s control over nature. As the
history proceeds, man’s control over nature increases. Thus, man and
nature are in a state of constant struggle. Thus, the development in the
forces of production can be seen in terms of man’s mcreasmg control
over nature.
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RELATIONS OF PRODUCTION (3c9Tge & %iﬁ"ﬂ')

* The forces of production are not the only factors in material K"f
production. People are able to produce jointly by organising in a /\
society. According to Marx, in order to produce, people enter into Man Mo
definite relations with one another. Only within these social 5 P
relations does production take place. Me-n TWna

 Relations of Production or social relations of production,
according to Marx, are of two types in any mode of production —
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RELATIONS BETWEEN MAN AND MAN (FeTsT 31X #e7sq & o gaw) -
They pertain to the associations which individuals form in order to
undertake production. These associations also lead to stratification and

formulation of ‘classes’ depending upon different sitions in the
production process. Broadly, there are two classes —Uthe haves’ - who
own the production and earn profit or benefits, an@e have nots’ 5 who
sell their labor and earnin an industrial society. Nature of these
relations is in form of( ‘antagonistic cooperation’.) This is because of an
essential contradiction between the interests of the two classes.
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2. RELATIONS BETWEEN MAWLHINGS —

They are of nature of ‘ownership’ and ‘non-ownership’ of things
required in the @%,m‘me haves’ own the production
process in a capitalist society, whereas ‘the have nots’ are non-
owners in the production process and just own their own labor.
Man is free to sell his labor in an industrial society. Similarly, in

other societies or mode of productions, ownership and non-
ownership relations exist.
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* According to Marx, these relations are dynamic. Antagonism

keeps on increasing resulting into conflict between the two
classes. Similarly, the relationship between man and things also
keeps on changing. In a capitalist society, Marx foresees such a
degree of exploitation that th-loses control over its own
labor also. Accordmg to Marx, these social relationships
determine the existence of man and not his own wiill.
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* According to Marx, ‘It is not the consciousness of men
that determines their being, but, on the contrary, their
social being determines their consciousnesses’ i.e. men
themselves don’t decide what type of social relations (in
production process) they will have, rather social relations
determine who they will be — the ruled or the ruler.
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(d Both the forces and relations of production change continuously and
together the two constitute ‘economic_base’ or ‘infrastructure’ of
society. This constant interplay results into a particular type of social
formation which is ‘mode of production’ or society or social formation
according to Marx.

(d Marx had a systemic view of society and he deemed ‘production as
central in understanding the society’. The forces and relations of
production continuously interplay and influence each other. According to

his systemic view, society or mode of production consists orts —
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1. ECONOMIC INFRASTRUCTURE - It includes ‘forces’ and
‘relations’ i.e. man and things being involved in production
including classes, tools, techniques etc.

2. SOCIAL SUPERSTRUCTURE - It includes all other aspects of
society like — culture, Iaw state, family, religion, education etc
and it is Iargely shaped by economic infrastructure. As
economic infrastructure changes, social superstructure also
change.
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* *
*Q)nomic infrastructure social superstructure ECONOMIC INFRASTRUCTURE

H H H H H H FORCES of RELATIONS of
yvhlch in turns helps in functioning of economic [mnumm] [mwmu”}
infrastructure. Thus, nature of forces and relations of
production will result in similar superstructure and Helps in =
Functioning apes L

consequently a typical organization of society will
emerge.
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(dMarx has conceptualised the society in terms @r SIX (D Pod i five Commu.:sm/

modes of production. Every new mode of production displaces vd 4 Tabal
the earlier one because of various factors like — inherent @
weaknesses of the system, contradictions, class struggle etc. A - 'SI‘"M(L]

revolution is often required to change the relations of L
production. Out of six modes, four are historical and are @/peuda)

futuristic, historical st include — v o .
uturistic, historical stages include 'ﬁ B Ca,,DT v
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1. PRIMITIVE COMMUNISM / TRIBAL -

In this mode of production, all are equal and have equal access to
forces of production and society is Fnﬁnting gathering society.
Forces of production are at extremely low Tlevel and there was
in society as food is also abundant as population is low.

Relations of production were based upon cooperation, rather than
domination as ownership of forces of production was\communa
—
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* With invention of new tools, forces became sophisticated.
Communal structure of societ—\;—starts to break up as new form of
social organization emerge with emergence of private ownership.
This leads to conflicts and contradiction between erstwhile mode
of production and emerging new mode of production which is
termed as ‘negation of primitive communism’. Those who held
command ove merged as ‘masters’ and those who became

dependent became in new mode of production.
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2. ANCIENT SLAVE MODE OF PRODUCTION - SJG\Uij

In this mode, some men have control over skills and tools and
others were subordmate to th This mode symbolises
ancient n “which slaves (didn’t have control on their

labor also. As population further increases, slaves are
Tre———

pressurised to produce more and more and their exploitation
increases and slave revolt. New forces of production emerge in

——

form of agriculture and feudalsim emerges.
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masters become feudal lords controlling the land and slaves become serfs.
Serfs were free, but were forced to cultivate on land of feudal lords and have to pay
tax and service which kept on rising leading to revolt of serfs when mature conditions

merged with increase in trade
and serf became@in factories. J
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4. CAPITALISM -

In this mode of production, capital was central to production
and society is primarily divided into proletariat and bourgeiose.

Marx argued that capital produces nothing. Only labor produces
wealth, yet wages paid are too low. The difference between the
two is the ‘surplus’ which is gobbled up by capitalists. Workers
lose control over their labor as well and start feéﬁ;\g alienated.
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* The most significant contradictions that leads to class
conflict in capitalist society is — contradiction between

the social character of production and private capitalist
form of appropriation. It leads to conflict and exploited
workers will unite and revolt heralding new mode of

production - (socialis:m ) eventually leading to
commuhnism.
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5. SOCIALISM >~ Fakwusfic

It is a transitory mode of production in which
proletariat will topple bourgeiose in a revolution and
will control forces of production. Marx calls it as
‘dictatorship of proletariat’ as, for a short while, worker
controls the forces of production.




6. ADVANCED COMMUNISM -

It is the final mode in which forces of production will be communally
owned as workers too renounce their rule and everyone will carry on
his own creative pursuit and there will be no class in society. There
will be no state and a person’s true self or being will be re-integrated
with oneself. According to Marx, this will be the last mode of
production as the contradiction will be resolved in it and hence there
will not be any new relations of production.
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In this mode of production, collective production will
remain, but the qualitative nature of relations will be
transformed and ownership will also be now collective.
Dialectical principle will cease to operate in this mode of

produciton and this stage will be a closing chapter of

dialectical materialism.
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ASIATIC MODE OF PRODUCTION-

* It was referred by Marx to explain the stagnation of oriental
societies. It was a departure from his dialectical materialistic
and evolutionary conception.

* It was characterised by simple production methods,
despotic rule, self-sufficient viIIa-de\s, absence of private
property, economy based on handicraft and agriculture and
absence of autonomous cities.
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As there was no private _property, there was no_class
struggle based upon antagonism between land lords
and peasants.
As these societies lacked in the dynamics of class

struggle, there was also a little hope of revolution.
—
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MARX on INDIVIDUAL

According to Marx, man is perpetually dissatisfied, he creates new needs once
existing needs are satisfied. Marx, however, sees man as driven by structure of
society and subordinate to it. Individual consciousness is shaped by the
production process. Consciousness is a function of the person’s position in the
production process i.e. forces and relations of production influence human
thoughts. Marx’ view on individual are further elaborated in his idea of ‘being’.
According to him, there two essential aspects of human nature, first which is
constant and other which changes with changes in production.




1. The constant part is called ‘being’ and is perpetually dissatisfied and
creative. Man tends to create things which are expression of his creativity.
Once the society limits the creativity of individual, he feels alienated.

2. The other part of humauature is governed by a person’s social
position. This is referred as ‘social being’. It is identified by the work done
by the individual. In the existing societies, man is identified by his ‘social
being’ and not by his ‘being’. Similarly, in existing societies, individual

consciousness is determined by his ‘social being’, rather than his ‘being’.
Te— _—_——
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ALIENATION

Marx believed that there is an inherent relation labor and
human nature and that this relation is perverted b\( capitalisE; He calls
this perverted relation as ‘alienation’. It explains the pecuti rm that
our relation to our own labor has taken under capitalism and labor in
capitalism is no longer seen as serving purpose of human existence.
Rather than being an end in itself — an expression of human capabilities —

labor in capitalism is reduced to being a means to an end i.e. earning
money for the capitalists.
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Labor is now owned by the capitalist, it no longer transforms the
— _— —\

workers, they get alienated from it and ultimately from themselves.
Alienation is an example of the sort of contradiction that Marx’s
dialectical approach focused on. There is a real contradiction between
human nature — which is defined and transformed by labor — and the
actual social conditions of labor under capitalism. Thus, Marx uses this
concept to show the devastating effect of the capitalist production on
human beings and on the society. = e
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* Concept of alienation occupies a central role in Marxian
understanding of exploitation and he dwell on it in his
works ‘Economic and Political Manuscripts, 1844’.
Alienation literally means segaration from. Marx sees
this separation in multiple dimensions. It is a feeling of
estrangement and disenchantment from a group, a
situation, society and even with oneself.
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It also refers to a situation of powerlessness, isolation and meaninglessness
experienced by the people when they confront social institutions which
they cannot control and consider oppressive. it is the breakdown of the
natural interconnection among people and what they produce.

Marx gives primary importance to (alienation at workplace as it is part of
economic infrastructure which shapes the superstructure. Work is
considered central in the life of individual — it is an expression of creative
‘being’ of men. So, alienation of labor is key to alienation of human beings.
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Alienation happens in two ways —

l. In a given mode of production, it increases with time. This is
because material forces become stronger and control over forces
of production becomes tighter leading to increasing exploitation.
For example — slaves in Ancient mode of production become
more alienated as they are burdened with more work and less
food. Similarly, in feudalism also, taxes and hardship on serfs
increases with time.
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Il. Its degree increases as mode of production itself changes.

—

Marx says, ‘History of mankind is a history of alienation’. It is

in primitive communism anin capitalism and

T
work becomes a suffering in capitalism.
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Marx considers\four dimensions of alienation in capitalism —

. ALIENATION FROM THE PROCESS OF PRODUCTION -
Process of production is defined irrespective of individuality
of workers. It is fixed and workers cannot change it. Workers
only man the machines which are given more importance.
Worker loses control over production
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Il. ALIENATION FROM THE PRODUCT - In capitalism,
product doesn’t belong to those who produce it, but to
capitalist. Workers @ @ny control over
quantity, quality or nature of the product. Moreover,
same product has to be purchased from the market
leading to sense of alienation from the product.




compartmentalized and a worker gets no time to interact

lll. ALIENATION FROM THE FELLOW WORKERS — Work is | ] Sj 0
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with others, either inside or outside the workplace.
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IV. ALIENATION FROM ONESELF AND ONE’S POTENTIAL - In such
a situation worker feels so helpless that they even doubt their
own existence. Work is not a ch_oTEe, but a compulsion. ‘Work is
external to the worker, it is not a part of his nature’. He loses
control over his own thoughts also, as none of his thoughts can
be transformed into reality. He gets alienated from his thoughts
also. This is peak of alienation.
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CLASS and SOCIETY —

Class is central concept in Marxian writings to understand society as a whole.
In his seminal work ‘Das Capital, 1867’ Marx writes that class results from the
relations of production which create different positions and he defines it as ‘A
group of people sharing the same position in the process of production’.
However, he saw a class more than this and he saw it in terms of potential for
conflict and a class truly exists only when people become aware of their

conflicting relation to other classes.
—
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* Marx sees two broad classes in every society — the haves and the
have nots. As mankind progressed from primitive communism,
surplus started to emerge and some men started to control the
forces of production and Qnequa!)relations of production emerged.
This led to first claiformation. In ancient society masters, in feudal
society feudal lords and in capitalist society capﬁs_t's are ‘the
haves’ haves are owners of forces of production and are

P — _mmm—

dominant jn society.
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* Marx also talks of intermediate classes also. However, he contends
that as history proceeds, all the intermediary classes will be absorbed
into two broad strata through the process of ‘class polarization’.
Polarization involves two processes — Bourgeoiseation which involves
upward mobility__and proletarisation which involves downward
mobility.@%y@will occur with increasing exploitation and will
also be accompanied by class antagonism or class struggle.
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* Marx also sees class in terms of its objective and subjective
expression in form of ‘class in itself’ and ‘class for itself’. For .
Marx, a class truly exists only when people becomf Fﬂ"lJ‘U‘-‘ o)
their conflicting relation to other classes. Without this
awareness, they only constitute what Marx called a class in
itself. When they become aware of the conflict, they become
a true class, a class for itself. :




‘Class in itself” is the objective manifestation of class. It is
like a ‘category’ which is seen by others as so and the
members are not aware of being part of a common
stratum. It is only an mytical construct to Marx in order
to stratify position. It is by virtue of people having a
common relationship to the means of production. It is

solely defined by position in relations of production.
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For example — Proletariat are a class in itself because
they have some common attribute like — lack of
ownership of production means. A ‘class in itself’
becomes a ‘class_for itself” when the contradiction

between the consciousness of its members and the
reality of their situation ends.




On the other hand, ‘Class for itself’ is a class in which
workers are aware of their common condition, their
mission etc and develops only when class consciousness
develops among workers themselves. They start to see
through the condition of exploitation and can
themselves realize the unequal terms of production.




CLASS CONSCIOUSNESS is the self-understanding of the members of
a social class. According to Marx, workers first become conscious of
sharing common grievances against capitalists, thus forming a class
in itself.

This eventually develops an awareness of themselves as forming a
social class opposed to the bourgeoisie, thus becoming a class for

itself, known as proletariat. Class consciousness is a historical
phenomena borne out of collective struggles.
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Transformation from ‘class in itself’ to ‘class for itself’

is governed by ever increasing exploitation, communal

working in a factory and rising ga_gﬁtween the haves

and the have nots. Polarization of two classes will

further hasten process. Polarization will occur as a

result of increasing mechanization and homogenization
-Nahizal

of workforce.




* According to Marx, class in itself becomes a class for itself only in
capitalist mode of production, as in earlier modes of production,
change of mode of production resulted only in replacement of
one set of contradiction by the other and no qualitative change in
relationships of production occurs. Before communism arrives,
‘class for itself’ is merely transitory in nature as old contradiction
is replaced with the new contradictions. Final transition of class in
itself to class for itself occurs only in communism.
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CLASS STRUGGLE

Marx sees classes in society in terms of antagonistic cooperation.
So, ‘Class Struggle’ is also inherent in Marxian conception of
class. In each mode of production, the haves and the have nots
enter into relations of production. Due to antagonistic
cooperation, classes enter into struggle which keep on
increasing. According to Marx — ‘History of hitherto existing
societies is history of class struggle’.
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He also states that — ‘Class struggle acts as motor of the history’ —
i.e. conflict between the two classes in every mode of production
is the force behind historical developments. New things and new
modes of production emerge as a result of class struggle. Class
struggle is not smooth and is mediated by a number of factors and
situations. Forces of production keep on changing which require
entirely new set of relations of production. Old relations come into

G

conflict with new relations thereby contributing to class struggle.




For example - In feudal system, industrial production
emerged which required geographically mobile labor,
whereas agricultural production required people tied to their
lands. Inherent contradiction in production process becomes
a basis for class struggle. The interests of haves and the have
nots are opposite leading to{ antagonistic relations. Increase
in prices benefits only the capitalists and rise in wages is
never proportionate.
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“PAUPERIZATION is the process by which the proletarians
tend to grow poorer and poorer as the forces of production
are developed.” Exploitation of the workers can only add to
their misery and poverty. Marx says, “The wealth of
bourgeoisie is swelled by large profits with corresponding
increase in the mass of poverty; of pressure of slavery, of

exploitation of the Proletariat.”
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In every mode of production which involves the
exploitation of man by man, majority of people, the
people who labour, are condemned to toil for no more
than the barest necessities of life. With this, society
gets divided into rich and poor. To Marx, poverty is the
result of exploitation, not of scarcity. g
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COMMODITY

Marx examined the concept of commodity in a capitalist society as an
economic product which was an outcome of a system of social relations.
There is an immense accumulation of commodities in societies with
capitalist mode of production. A single commodity is the basic unit of a
capitalist society. A commodity is a thing outside of the human beings and
satisfies human needs. There are various examples of commodities as
shoes, dress, bread, butter. Diverse commodities satisfy diverse wants. A

commodity displays both quanity
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* The value of_a__cg_q_\modity is determined by the amount of labour
socially necessary or socially necessary labour time required in
producing it e.g., diamonds are more valuable than other commodities

because they are rare to find on Earth’s surface and diamonds also

require more labour time Woduce them. The two factors associated
with a com_mglity in a capitalist society are use value and exchange.
value. Similarly, the labour that is embodied in a commodity also

displays the two fold character that is useful labour and abstract labour.
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USE VALUE OF COMMODITIES

Commodities only have use value and value of a commodity is created when
useful labour in the abstract is embodied in it. The use value of commodities
according to Marx consists of two elements that are matter and labour. The
use value of a commodity refers to the utility of a commodity or human need
that a particular commodity fulfils. Use value refers to the ability of a
commodity to render ‘a particular service to an individual’ e.g., shoes protect
the feet, dress clothes the body, and bread and butter fulfils the need for

hunger.
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EXCHANGE VALUE OF COMMODITIES

Exchange value emerges in developed economies as capitalist society
where commodities are bought and sold in the market. Exchange value is
represented as the ability of definite quantitative proportion of a
commodity to be represented in the value of a quantitative proportion of
another commodity. For example one kg of tea can be represented in the
value of 4 kg_of rice. Exchange value of a commodity is accidental and
changes with time and place.
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FETISHISM OF COMMODITIES @

Commodity Fetishism is a concept which is closely related to
Marxian idea of capitalistic production. It is a condition under
capitalism under which social relations become expressed as
relations between things. Marx’ work on commodity fetishism
is central to highlight the social structure of a capitalist society
in relation to human potential. .
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* By fetish, Marx meant a thing that we ourselves make and then
worship as if it were a god or spirit. In capitalism, the products that
we make, their values, and the economy that consists of our
exchanges all seem to take on lives of their own, separate from any
human needs or decisions. Even our own labor — the thing that,
according to Marx, makes us truly human — becomes a commodity
that is bought and sold. Our labor acquires an exchange value that is
separate from us. Thus, commodities become source of alienation.
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Marx called this process the fetishism of commodities. The
concept takes us from the level of the individual actor to the
level of large-scale social structures — religious, political, and
organizational structures — and people reify the whole range
of social relationships and social structures in the same way as
people reify commodities and other economic phenomena.
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* The fetishism of commodities imparts to the economy an
independent, objective reality that is external to, and coercive
of, the actor. Looked at in this way, the fetishism of C Luc,(&ﬁ
commodities is translated into the concept of reification. — -
o o . {4 H s£: : -;’a-
Reification can be thought of as “thingification,” or the
process of coming to believe that humanly created social
forms are natural, universal, and absolute things.
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CIRCULATION OF COMMODITIES

Marx discussed two types of circulation of commodities. o
* One type of circulation is characteristic of capital: ~ ?"‘”H
* Money = Commodities = (a larger sum of) Money (M1-C-M2). V), - C "W\Z

 The other type is non caeitalistic:

 Commodities = Money = Commaodities (C1-M-C2 ).
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 The primary goal of exchange in non capitalist circulation is a
commodity that one can use and enjoy. ‘

* In a capitalist circulation of commodities (M1-C-M2 ), the primary
goal is to produce more money. Commodities are purchased in order
to generate profit. In the capitalist circuit, referred to by Marx as
“buying in order to sell”, the individual actor buys a commodity with

@d, in turn, exchanges the commodity for presumably more
money.
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ORGANIC CAPITAL

The organic composition of capital is a concept created by Karl
Marx in his theory of capitalism. It is derived from his more
basic concepts of 'value composition of capital’' and 'technical
composition of capital'.-Marx defines the organic composition
of capital as "the value-composition of capital, in so far as it is
determined by its technical composition and mirrors the
changes of the latter".




The 'technical composition of capital' measures the relation between the
elements of constant capital (plant, equipment and materials) and variable
capital (wage workers). It is 'technical' because no valuation is here
involved. In contrast, the 'value composition of capital’ is the ratio between
the value of the elements of constant capital involved in production and
the value of the labor. Marx found that the special concept of 'organic
composition of capital' was sometimes useful in analysis, since it assumes
that the relative values of all the elements of capital are constant.




THEORY OF LABOUR POWER

Labour power is the capacity to do such useful work
which increases the value of products. Workers sell
their labour power i.e. their capacity to do work
which adds value to commodities. They sell their
labour power to capitalists for a wage paid in cash.




* The capitalists invest money to buy goods and later sell
them for more money than they invested. This is possible
only if some value is added to those goods. Labour
power, according to Marx, is precisely that capacity
which adds value to a commodity. In buying and using
labour power the capitalist is able to extract labour and
labour is the source of value.
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The source of surplus value in capitalist system of production is
located in the process whereby the value paid by capitalists for
labour power is smaller that the value which labour power adds to a
commodity. ~
To Marx, the basic source of any value was the amount of socially
necessary labor time needed to produce an article under the normal
conditions of production and with the average degree of skill and
intensity of the time. This is the well-known labor tieory of value.
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THE THEORY OF SURPLUS VALUE

Labour power has the unique characteristic of being
capable of producing more than its own value when it is
put to productive use. The excess of value produced by
labour power over its own value is called surplus value.
The aim of the capitalist is to, always, increase this surplus
value.




e Surplus value refers to the extra labour of the
worker, for which he receives nothing from the
producer or employer. It is appropriated by the
capitalist. This implies exploitation of labour. It is
the only cause of class conflict, or class struggle.
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RELIGION

Marx also sees religion as an ideology. He famously refers to religion as the
. S —

opiate of the people.

Marx believed that religion, like all ideology, reflects a truth but that this

el

truth is inverted. Because people cannot see that their distress and

oppression are produced by the capitalist system, their distress and

oppression are given a religious form. Marx clearly says that he is not

against religion per se, but against a system that requires the illusions of

religion.




* Marx felt that religion is amenable to becoming the
form of ideology by portraying the injustice of
capitalism as a test for the faithful and pushing any
revolutionary change off into the afterlife. In this way,
the cry of the oppressed is used to qut_h_e_r—oppression.
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MISCELLANEOUS CONCEPTS:-
FEATURES OF CAPITALISM BY MARX-
\:/gploitation
" Inherent inequality

x,/ﬁ'avery

~_*Class struggle
~= Main motive: accumulation of profit.
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RESERVE ARMY OF LABOUR

Reserve army of labour is a Marxist term used to describe the
ranks of the unemploxed who — through the absence of any
meaningful choice — are prepared to work for very low wages
in temporary jobs. The existence of a reserve army of labour
serves the interests of the bourgeoisie and exploits members
of the proletariat.




PRAXIS —> Prachcal + Theosy

S . " e .
* In Marxism, "praxis" refers to the practical

application of theory, particularly in the context of
social and political change. Marxists believe that it
is not enough to simply understand the world; one
must also strive to change it. o
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* Praxis involves the process of actively engaging in
transformative social and political activities based on Marxist
theory, with the goal of bringing about a more equitable and
just society. This concept emphasizes the importance of
combining theoretical understanding with concrete action in
the pursuit of social and economic transformation.
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QUOTES:-

* According to Marx, ‘History repeats itself, first as a tragedy,
then as a farce’.

e "Spectre of communism haunting capitalism and Europe” Co MMWt Mﬁm‘{){/ﬂfv
* "History repeats itself”
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* “Capitalism has its own seeds of destruction”
~"The history of all hitherto existing societies is the
history of class struggle"
~s"“Revolutions are locomotives of history”
"l am not a Marxist”
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BOOKS BY KARL MARX

1) The Philosophical Manifesto of the Historical school of Law (1842)
2) Critique of Hegel's philosophy of Right (1843)

3) On the Jewish Questions (1843)

4) Notes on James Mill (1844)

5) The Holy Family (1845)

6) Theses of Feuerbach (1845)

7) The German ldeology (1845)

8) The Poverty of Philosophy (1847)

9) Wage, Labor and Capital (1847)
10) The Manifesto of the Communist Party (1848) Marx and Engels
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11) The Class Struggle in France (1850)

12) The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte (1852)

13) A Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy (1859)
14) Writings of the US Civil War (1861)

15) Theories of Surplus Value (3 volumes) (1862)

16) Value, Price and Profit (1865)

17) Capital -(vol-1) (1867)

18 The Civil Was in France (1871)

19) Critique of Gotha Programme (1875)

20) Grundrisse (1957) (posthumously)

21) Capital-(vol-2) (1885) by Engels (posthumously)

22) Capital-(vol-3) (1894). by Engels (posthumously)

23) Economic and Philosophical Manuscripts of 1844 (1932) (posthumously)
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17) TSI ~(@3-1) (1867)
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19) MUT FRIFH FHY Ter=aT (1875)

20) IAFZH (1957) (ATOTURIA)
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