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Historical materialism, also known as the materialist conception of history, is a methodology Historical materialism is an
example of Marx and Engel's scientific socialism, Since Marx's time, the theory has been modified and expanded by
some . elaborated a structural Marxist interpretation of historical materialism.

Feudal society's class relations were marked by an entrenched nobility and serfdom. That said, it is precisely
because the superstructure strongly affects the base that the base selects that superstructure. Moscow: Progress
Publishers, , p. For example, for as long as a capitalist intends to stay in business he must exploit his workers
to the legal limit. A commodity is defined as a useful external object, produced for exchange on a market. The
mode of production in material life determines the general character of the social, political, and intellectual
processes of life. It seems plausible that human productive power develops over time, and plausible too that
economic structures exist for as long as they develop the productive forces, but will be replaced when they are
no longer capable of doing this. When it tries to describe the events of human self-creation, it remains
imprisoned within a mental world which denies that such a process is possible. By an enlightened
philanthropist like Owen who can miraculously break through the chain of determination which ties down
everyone else? Although human beings are a part of nature, in very important respects they are quite unlike
other animals. It is interesting to read Marx here in the light of his third Thesis on Feuerbach where he
criticises an alternative theory. Oppression rooted in capitalism may ultimately only be decisively overcome
once the capitalist system is overcome, but there is nothing in Marx which implies that oppression cannot be
fought and pushed back within the capitalist system; indeed, this is vital if we are to secure the unity of the
working class, through which we will overcome capitalism. So some have interpreted historical materialism to
mean that the forces of production will inevitably develop to the point where, as capitalism replaced
feudalism, socialism will automatically replace capitalism. The most important such division is that between
manual and intellectual labour whereby one class produces a given society's wealth while another is able to
monopolize control of the means of production and so both governs that society and lives off of the wealth
generated by the labouring classes. The proletariat is unique among classes, in that its historic role is to do
away with itself. What this view overlooks is the possibility â€” for Marx, the fact â€” that real freedom is to
be found positively in our relations with other people. That is all. In that, it at least displayed a certain
reformist consistency. It is not, however, a mere denial of those philosophies. But now, and increasingly, those
same relations of production fetter the development of the forces of production as a result of the tendency of
the rate of profit to fall for reasons internal to capitalism. If you explain something, you have to stand outside
it. It is not the consciousness of men which determines their existence; it is on the contrary their social
existence which determines their consciousness. However, some scholars believe that the interpretation that
we shall focus on is faulty precisely for its lack of attention to the dialectic. So, for example, capitalist
relations of production, in which the direct producers are separated from any effective ownership and control
over the means of production, and where the effective owners and controllers, the capitalist class, are also
separated from one another in a life and death struggle to lower the costs of production and gain profit at the
expense of their competitors, has developed the forces of production in ways that could not even have been
dreamt of under feudalism. But the state and religion will both be transcended when a genuine community of
social and economic equals is created. Marx argued that capitalism completely separated the economic and
political forces. In our selection of material we do not favour any one tendency, tradition or variant. The forces
of production are now so developed that we have the real possibility for the direct producers to plan society to
meet the needs of all and remove the source of oppression, imperialism and war â€” but for the fact that the
capitalist ruling class stands in the way. This, in turn, required a critique of experience together with a critique
of ideas. Economics Capital Volume 1 begins with an analysis of the idea of commodity production. It follows
from the analysis so far that labour intensive industries ought to have a higher rate of profit than those which
use less labour. Anticipating his analysis of alienated labour and of value in capitalist society , Marx focusses
on how a human creationâ€”the stateâ€”has come to dominate its creators. This standpoint does not itself need
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justification, for it is the condition for discussing anything at all. The forces of production includes the
techniques, expertise and labour process but abstracts from the relations of effective ownership and control
over the production process. Two years later, it became clear that they were never going to agree to publish it.
Further, this coherence increasingly involves more of humanity the more the productive forces develop and
expand to bind people together in production and exchange. The base refers to the processes of production of
everything necessary for life and a lot more besides , in all its different aspects. The obvious counter, however,
is that in evolutionary biology we can provide a causal story to underpin these functional explanations; a story
involving chance variation and survival of the fittest. Primitive communism[ edit ] To historical materialists,
hunter-gatherer societies, also known as primitive communist societies, were structured so that economic
forces and political forces were one and the same. The productive forces are the means of production, together
with productively applicable knowledge: technology, in other words. Corresponding to this is also a political
transition period in which the state can be nothing but the revolutionary dictatorship of the proletariat.
Moreover, the development of the forces of production constrains what kind of relations of production might
be possible at any one time. Only if social relations were consciously made, opening up the space in which
individual human creative potentialities can develop, would they be transparent to us. Of his many early
writings, four, in particular, stand out. However, I think that Plekhanov, for all his crudity, actually gets to the
heart of the matter.


