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Ethics and Marxism

The thesis of historical materialism, with respect to
ethics, is that philosophical questions vanish when the
status of ethical statements and theories is clarified from
the standpoint of sociological science. We shall try to
demonstrate this thesis by examining the theories of the _
best-known contemporary ethical philosophers. We
shall find that the ethical theories of bourgeois philo-
sophers are examples of ideology in the sense which
Engles gave to this term. * Ideclogy is a process accom-
plished by the so-called thinker consciously, indeed, but
with a false consciousness. The real motives impelling
him remain unkown to him, otherwise it would not be
an ideological process at all. ” (1.) We shall then go on
to show how historical materialism provides the founda-
tion for a purely scientific politics. (2.)

By way of definition, we may characterize ethical
statements as those which use words like “ought, ”
“good,” “bad,” “duty”. If a person says, “ one ought
1ot to bear arms, ” ‘then he is using ethical language.
An “ ethical theory ” is one which tries to analyze »
what ethical terms mean. Such znalyses, 2s we shall
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see, turn out to be ideole
corsciousness”.

exercises of the 4.

From the psychologics! standpoint, ethical <evr: -
may be described as the terms of the “ gy
language” The super-ego is mzde up of social val:::
which are derived through the conditioning influer.z=:
of parents, nursemaids, teachers. (3) Moral restictcrs
are external in origin, but they aze subsequently “in
jected” (in other words, *interiorized *) within

child. (4)

The source of these testrictions is, in later y
repressed ; the child is now swayed by the admonitiors
of an autonomous conscience, by “ the man within the
brezst, the abstract and ideal spectator of our sentiments
and conduct, ” as Adam Smith puts it. (5) The super-
ego, which takes over the parental function, holds =icf:
certain ideals, and criticizes our activities. (6)

The function of ethical terms as the vehicles of socia”
manipulation now becomes clear. The person whe
uses such terms is trying to have you identify him wich
your super-ego. He addresses you with a vocanulary
which touches off tensions snd anxieties, a vocabulary
which stirs the unconcious I ways with whick voz

.

cannot cope,  Disobedience to ethical Statement carsies
with it a sense of moral guilt, the outcome of a confict
between conscience and desire. (D

It is important to bear in mind the social psychology
of ethical terms because we are thus enabled to under-
stand the ideclogical character of ethical theories. Be-
cause such theories are elaborated within a “false con-
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ce as to the underlying motives, we must ook for ¢ ose
- : : s 1 s 1
iosophic devices by means of which the sthical
‘zory becomes the agency of resistance to sociclogical

Iysis.

ENGLISH INTUTIONIST SCHOOL
To begin with, let us examine the ethical theory of
:be English intuitionist school in the form which has
been given to it by the so-called realistic philosopkher,
G. E. Moore. This type of doctrine has perhaps some-
what more than an academic importance. One scholar
R. G, Collingwood, has gone so far as to say: “If the
realists had wanted to train up 2 generation of English-
men and Englishwomen expressly as the potential dupes
of zvery adventurer in morals and politics...no better

way of doing it could have been discoverd.” (8)

Moore has argued that “good” is indefinable that it is a
ique property, an irreducible essence which is not to be
“ound in the word of material things. Moore maintains
2t anybody who tries to define “good” in some scienti-
a2 way is necessarily guilty of what he calls the “natur-
" Moore’s proof of his thesis is “analytic” ;
- supposed to follow solely from a discussion of what
we mean by “goed®. On further scrutiny, however,

‘he proof turns out to be an exposition of correct mores
23 articulated in linguistic usage ° according ‘to g
Cambridge don. Encrusted within linguistic usage, we

¢ the devices which the psychologist would call the
“resistances” to sociclogical analysie.
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Mogcre argues that we cannos say that “pleasure iz
good”, because we don’t have the same feelings abous
“pleasurs” as we do about “good”. To say “pleasure is
good”, he cbserves, is obviously different from saying
“pleasurs is pleasure”. Now it is Guite obvious that
Moore is not looking for definition of “good”. Rather
he is asking whether there is any emotive symbol which
willhave the same affecive value for himself as the word
“good”. He then fails to find an emotive equivalent. This
was quite to be expected, for the approved mores of
middle-class Englishmen have been molded in some
measure by the Puritan opposition between “pleasurs”
a}nd “gocd.” (9) For such a person, no set of words can
constitute 2 “definition” of “go0d” because no other
words have been the vehicle for the same childhood
experiences. The word “good” is associated with all
the emotions which the child felt when it acted in such
a way as to keep the love of some parental authority.

“The word elicits unconscious responses and anxietiag
which no scientific terms can call forth.

We can thus explain along lines of social psychology
why the English intuitionists find that “good” is indefi-
n;ble. ur explanation shows at the same time that
there is no ground for saying that we are
“moral intuition” to apprehend some nan—;:taaﬁ;{l qubaiit;
of' 'gooc’iaess. Moore, as an intuitionist philosopher,
wisnes however to resist the materialistic analysis of
ethical terms. He wishes to guarantee that the super-ego
isan unanaiyzeble entity, and ¢t project its mandateg
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metaphysical realm to which only the ethical
has access. {10} For the materialistic analysis
nes the ground of traditional ethical conscious-
sgainst such a threat, the intuitionist must
A1 the forces of repression. The “naturalistic
s thus invented as a device for rulling out of
sceintific study of ethical language. And
sim-= the memories of early moral education lie repressed,
s any kind of plausibility to the view that we have
ediate source of ethical insight. (11) The scientist,
ar, seeks to penetrate beneath the conscious ideo-
i level; he then finds not & unique quality of
o iness, but rather the complex of anxieties which
ler~ fc ethical terms their peculiar flabor. That ethical
s are apparently unanalyzable is simply an indication

=ir analysis requires a burrowing into the uncon-
:s background. The edicts of the super-ego then

=r: themselves no longer as the intuitive declarations

“onscience. (12)
fAcore replies to the materialistic analyst that moral
zation cannot -be regarded as a psychological idea.
notion of “better moral taste” he regards as some-
g which lies outside the province of the sociologist.
seems to me quite clear,” says Moore, * that when
v our morality is higher than another,...we sre not
5 mgserting that it has a certain relation to our
ngs, but are asserting, if I may say so, that the person
has it has a better moral taste than the person who
net”’(13)Moore rejects the sociclogical analysis because
=¢s to the view, in his opinion, that two men who
-ng to different societies cannot ever differ on moral
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questions. And this view he simply finds inacceptabizs
without further argument. The criterion of proof
evidently resolves itself into nothing more than an appea!
10 the conventional beliefs of upper class Englishmen
with a gentleman’s training.” An ethical theory is held
o be demonstrated when it conforms to the canons of
sood form and imperialist honour with which the youth
in the schools of the upper classes are inculcated. (14)
Moore invokes such canons likewise when he gives
brief consideration to specific political and social ques-
fions. The moral rules of the status quo are endorsed
when he writes that “it seems doubtful whether ethics
can establish the utility of any rules other than those
generally practised.” Itis noteworthy, moreover, how
the erhics of Moore’s Common Sense coincides with the
requizements of dominant interests in British economy.
“The desite of property,” he states, is “so universa:
and so strong that it would be impossible to remove.”
Therafores he argues, the “common legal rules for the
protection of property’ =are justified by the ethics of
Common Sense. (15) The ethical intaition thus trans-
forms the requirements of capitalist’ economy inic

universal moral laws.

VWhat is the basic contrast then between Moore’s
Philosophical method and the method of historical
materialism ? Moore proposes that it is the office of
philosophy to accept the propositions of common sense
and then to analyze their meanings- (16) The Marxiazn
sciertist, on the other hand, refuses to give any primacy
to the statements of “‘common sense.”  Historics!
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materialism affirms that language itself is a historical,
evolving product; existent linguistic usage has been
molded by the agencies of class conditicning, and it
would be a gross error to mistake the class prejudices
embedded in linguistic habits for immutable metaphysical
deliverances. Marx likewise held that the limitztions
of bourgeois economists expressed themselves in a
commitment to the prevalent ‘economic slang.” (17)
The bourgeois economist who is contented with the
categories which business men have found usefu! wiil
not get very far in his scientific analysis. For the
economic language which has been molded to assist
bourgeois relstions of production is not necessarily
the appropriate instrument for the analysis of those
economic relations of which. it is the expression; the
bourgeois linguistic forms may serve too well to
conceal the essential relations of econcmic devolopment.
“Vulgar economy”’ is a theory which conforms to
bourgeois “commen sense.” It is similarly a blunder
to accept the statements of common sense ethics as
the touchstone of analysis. (18) Rather, historical
materialism leads us to expect that the ethical langu-
zge of common sense is not exempt from the laws of
historical change. Common sense ethics, like its economic
counterpart, may serve only too well to conceal the
social relations from which the efficacy of ethica! terms
cerives. Indeed, so intent is Moore on barring the
epplication of sociological analysis to ethical usage that
he is driven finaly to the assertion that it is a mistake
t> regard ethics as concerncd essentially with humsan
conduct. (19) Things may be goo i, he says, even if there
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were no human beings alive. The “moral ntuition.’
by projecting its judgments into a metaphysical spk
eludes the social scientists ; it has translated its prons
ments, however, into meaningless statements.
dislectic “of common sense” thus culminates
nonsense.

The realistic movement in English philosophy w
began as a hopeful protest against idealistic metaphysic:
failed, as we have seen in the foregoing instance, *-
achieve a thoroughgoing scientific approach. It
not immune to the temper of mind dominant in
academic centres. The doctrines of absolute id
which were prevalent at the end of the nineteenth zer.-
tury were largely a rationzlization of a traditicn skir =~
“Tory democracy.” (20} The English ideslists crit:
lzissez-faire liberalism which gave only 2 neg:
freedom to the poor ; at the same time, however, :
confined all proposals of social reform within the fra—s.
work of the existent sociz! organism. English idealir
sought a paternalistic, traditionalistic state. Those v~
were rebellious against this freme of mind offen fou-s
themselves drawn by its attractions. McTaggsars,
whose influence Moore and Russell were for sz s

egelians, went through just such an evolution.
czme to Cambridge as a young radical, with eager horpes
for serious political work. But he soon changed. Sce--
sa’d it was because he had read Hegel, and had coms «
see that meterial things were unreal. More deepsezt=d
causes, however, had brought about a receptivity to ths=
conservative philosophy. “The glamour of ancien-
institutions like those of Cambridge, rooted in a di
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past ... seemed to make ready-made schemes for the
reformation of society, on lines of shallow, if well-
intentioned, theories, look preposterous, like a garden
city of jerry-built cottages.”” 21  He subsequently bacam

-2 Tory and an opponent of trade unionism.

The preoccupation of the English idealists was ro
show that no materialistic analysis could be provided
‘or ethical notions. (22) Realistic philosophers like
3. E. Moore criticized the more extreme theses o
‘dealism, but shortly took over
standpoint  which was likewise hostile to mazerizlism.
Cambridge philosophy under the zegis of Moore
became a singular product of the leisure-class men:a
it took delight in proclaiming that the “knowledge” #t
{23} Philesophic
zrguments became 2 type of sport; the primary ohiec
7as to exhibit prowsss. (24) Although the Camkridge
“ainkers regarded themselves as “critical” empiricists, it
7as quite evident that they had deparred far from the
w7ays of classical English empiricism. Men Eke Locks
sonceived of their work as contributing toa definite
social  function. Locke diew on the resources
£ sociological and psychological znalysis  tc rake
the props from under the ideology of “innate ideas” =nd
the “divine righe” theory of kings. It was with just
cause that men spoke of him as the philosopher of the
Clorious Revolution of 1688 ; he had provided the bases

iy

~t
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s metaphysical

- 1 :
:cugnt was unimportant and useless.

£

.

o1 = social order which he hoped would safeguard tolera-

“on and men's rights. The Cambridge School of the
swentieth century had no degire, however, to tamper
7ith  the established society.  They could therefore
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zccept its “‘common sense” without qualms;  their
analyses Tevolved sround sxiswent ling
never sought to alter it. No central hypothesis of recons-
truction guided their work ; they elaborated many verbal
distincrions which were emploved, however, to do
nothinge. ‘“Moral Philosophy” became exclusively =

game batween pedagogues and undergraduates.

aistic usage, but

LOGICAL EMPIRICISTS

Logical empiricists profess to be loyal followers of
scientific method and mathematical logic. Thelr resis-
tance to the materialistic analysis of their ethical views
will therefore be clothed in “logical” armor. Their
devices, however, exemplify the “resistance-phenomenon’
just as competently as Moore’s metaphysical doctrine of
the ““naturalistic fallacy.” Logicel empiricists often
hold rhat erhical disagreements resolve themselves finally
into disagreements concerning ‘“ultimate values” Now
what are “ultimate vatues” 7 To dofine them, the em-
iricist bmvgovs his logical skill to construct an axiomartic
system fot those erhical statements which express t‘“ﬁ

views to which he ad‘neres. A gtarement is an “ult-

L

mate-velue statement,” from this standpoint, if i+ iz 2
postulate in some such formalized svstem of erhiceal
statements. For §“1stance, some persons affirm their

uitimate values to be “racial purity” and. dommamce of

the measter race. ;’ they aver thereby that their political
. . -
behaviour conforms to specific ethic

follow from their uldmate-value post Lﬂar=s (25)

These who adhere to this theory find it sn ideo-

logical tool of great us f’i ess. If & person wishes

_A

I statements which

i . L
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t= meke a consistent defense for his actions but does
rof care to have his underlying motives set forth,
it very convenient to invoke certain basic
as the ground of his behavior. A value is
timate” only when you are reluctan: to answer
tions concerning why you hold it. The axiomatic
xchod thus contributes to the fulflllment of functions
istance and repression in a unique way. For it is
vs possible to constriuct some axiomatic system of
ate values which will “justify” your behavior no
mziter what it be. And consistency within your own
fizmework is supposed tc make you immune fiom
4cism  which does not accept your “ultimate”
(26)
w it is, of coursz. possible to construct forma!
sostems of ethical statements. The significance which
is attached to them may however be unwarranted.
£ ethical-postulate set, for instance, may contain
.2 statement that the “dominance of the master race”
s an ultimate-value. This is regarded, in effect, as
lent to the assertion that there is some basic
toward such dominance in the person’s psycho-
organization. Such reasoning is character-
is“c of what we may call “ideological inference”, in
nich the conclusion is a grounded, not on over:
zvidence but rather on under-lying class biases. The

el

ticular inference in question assumes that to every
mate-value”  postulate there corresponds in
=5-one manner some ineradicable and uncondiﬁonec

It is obv1ousiy absurd, however, to maintain
organisms have some basic

m

drive toward “racial



Fraics aND Marxiss

s
o~

k2

dominance,
of complex processes of social conditioning. Wha
is the proper estimate then of the formalist’s system
of ethical
verba! responses, confined solely to the conscious level
and has systematized them with his logical techniques
The resultant product is an axiomatic set for the
utterances of the “false conciousnsss”. The “empiri-

cist” takes his value-utterances st the face value, and

thus provides himself with a deductive formulation of

his prejudices. Those who resist the economic and
psychelogical analysis of their “uitimate values”, zre
prone to rake refuge in the logical impeccability of
sheir zxiomatic svstems. Where 2 set of ultimsre-
value postulates is thus emrployed, we have what is
commonly called a “rationalization.” Historical materialist
analys’s is then regarded- askance because it brings inte
light +the disparity between verbal pretensions and
underiyving motives.

Logical empiricists have often described ethical
statements as commands.This description is scarcely
adequate, because there are commends which are not
ethical statements. The orders of 2 high-wayman is rnot
regarded with those emotions which we attach to a moral
authority. Commands, on the contrary, which are
called ethical statements, tend to evoke obedience with-
out the use of threats as to the consequences of dis-
obedience. Guilt-anxieties from an unconscious socurce
rod the person to conform 1o ethical injunctions, A
purely philological analysis of ethical statements is un-

for such “ultimate values” are the produc:

axioms ? In effect, he hastaken a group of
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satisfactory because it leaves out of the picture essential
social factors. (27)

Logical pesitivism  is the ideology of middle-class
men living under conditions quite unlike those of the
d Vlctoma n era, which provided the setting for the
ish idealists. The - predominant emphasis of its
most provocative pericd might be characterized s
“athical nihilism.” It was the desire of 2 large segment
o7 the academic class in Germany and Austria to pre-
= a kind of neutrality throughout the severe :class:

ruggles which followed the First World War. Events
SF d upset all the old certainties; the opre-war values

status had been jolted, and experiences with inflation
':;.zd alled into question the basic bourgeois yardstick.
Tiuring this period the “ethical nihilism” Wittgenstein
found a receptive audience, (28)

The questions of ethics and politics were held to be
transcendental ; one’s choices on such matters were
erbitrary, and the academic scientist had nothing to say
about such problems. Behind the positivist critique of
metaphysics, thers was an emotive element, a desire
o be fiee from responsibility to any social group. (2¢)

The academic class endeavored to preserve its social
:atus by insisting on the irrelevance of its “science” to
gocial issues.

The equivocal thesis that ethical statements are
ronsense had thus more of an ideolozical content than
is generally supposed. Under conditions of economic
depression, some sections of the middle class incline to
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such 2 view because they wish to reject the socalled
propaganda of both the working class and finance capits-
lists. One can then tacitly adhere to the statcs quo
because 21l persuasive sentences are nonsease. (30) The

citizens of Thucydides’ day “who were of neither
party” were likewise perturbed by the linguistic phe-

nomana of a re volutionﬂry era.

“The meaning o
worcs,”’ said Thucydides, “had no longer the same
relation to things, but was changed by them (the politics’
partisans) as they thought proper. (31) Likewise, the
contemporay movement of lingaistic criticis "doss no-
proceed from the motives of ‘p ure” scholarshin, bu:
rather from the enhanced role of language to those of =

middle-class perspective. (32}

—
in

R ethod of logical empiricism is confined to ana-

Iyzinz What might be called the manifest content of

ethical statements. The empiricist does not try to  pene-
trate bensath the level of the “false comsciousness.”
He ¢zkes the ideological statements in the form in which
they are uttered on the conscious level, and shows they
are meaningless. (33) For ideclsnical statements do not
asser: anything which could possibly be confirmed by
experimental methods. The Marxian analyst however
wishzs to go much further. The Marxian takes the
ideological statements, and by sociclogical methods makes
explicit their lacen tsignificance Ideological statements are
thus transformed into assertions, for instance, of class
preferences and repressions, assertions which are mean-
ingfil in & scientific sense, The vsycologist who ascer-

tains the meaning of a symptom by bringing ints the
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“areground these unconscious desires of which
szpression, the sociclogist who traces the ciass conse-
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guences of a behavi
snelvsis. (34)

The precccupation of logical positivists with the
enzlysis of language served a curious ideclogical funcrion.
‘5} Their concern with statemcnts was solely with
gard to confor*mtv to the rules of a lanzusge system.
Tne basic meaning of ideologies, which soczalogicai'
znzlysis reveals beaeath the nonsensical staterments, was
something which found no place in Juezr scnre
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f;g_,tioning.
of Independence places it on a different

ussay a Nazi ideclogv. The empericist account

tnrows them in the same boat. The kind
which was socially required by contempor
was evaded in difereqcp 1o the motives

escapism. It was in this sense that empiricis:
ar ideology of sterile verbalism. {36)

“THECRY OF VALUE”

In recent vears, traditional ethicsl thecorv has been
t> some degree replaced bv a subject called “theory
of value”” Ralph Barton ?erry, its

tative, defines value as any “object of interest.  Accor-
ding to this view, conflicts eiste when men disngree

t
s: to their respective wvalues. (37) The value-thecrist
however, is describing conflicts as they sppesr in
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refracted form to the “false consciousness.” Men clash
because their interests meet on some common ground.
Rival ideologies or value-systems may obscure a commeon
object of interest. Two groups may, for instancs,
both seek imperialist spoils. There is then no basic
disagreement in interest. Conflict arises under such
o ths given econcmic
0 g0 round.

circumstances because, relative ¢
organization, there ate not enough spoils

~+

the productive resources and economic
system permit their ample satisfaction. If one man
likes motion pictures and another likes bocks instead,
there will be no conflict between them unless 2 scar-
city in productive resources arises. Thus, the ground
of conflict is neither the identity nor difference in
velues. Rather, its locus is the struggle for the produc-
tive means which are essential toc the satisfaction of
man’s wants. When socio-econcmic conditions g>ner-
ate conflicty ethics enter the picture, for men then have
a motive for trying to coerce thers into changing

1

their values or for “justifying” their own (38)

The merhod employed by value-theory -is taxon-
omic ; it classifies men’s “valueg” according to the
form in which they are embodied in the existent struc-
ture of sccial relations. Perry writes, for ingtance ;
A fraitfal theory of value will accept those stable
and well-marked unities in which the values of life
already grouped, The grest foci of interess are

e, ceacience, art, industry, state and church,
haps there is no absclute reason why this shoul

N9
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3¢ bzt there is no denying the fact that itisso. “Perry’s

terion of value thus lends itself as an instruments for
intaince of the status quo, the “stable and wall-
-e unities. “Conservatives have always said that thos=
criticize social institutions are insensitive to the
-zss” which are therein preserved. {39 ) The con-
rative thinker would find perry’s definition of value
2 enough for his purposes. Men may condi-
20 10 accept at least verbally the “values” of exploi-
itutions ; the oppressed clagses are then said
their submissive interests. The historical
izlist will scarcely, however, accept such state-
e ts a3 evidence that men really value their exploited
‘tzis, their “station and its duties”. Perry’s criterion
et words, does not enable us to distinguish bet-
“value” which are acknowledged only within
the “false consciousness” from valuss which express
mer's free, uncontaminated desires.

~o detemine when the men’s allegiance tc certain
izes” s induced solely by traditional fears, to ascer-
vhether their respect for these values is the product
s intimidation rather than a response to their own
n2eCs, recourse must be had to a stady of social back-
zounds of value-judgments. We must inguire as to
v zen say they like the things that they do.  Value-
theorists, naturally, exihibit all the symptoms of the
xce-phenomenon when such historical materialist
s suggested. They sssert that such analysis
7 of an egregious blunder, to which they have
ths special name “genetic fallacy.” According
doctrine, the study of the social backgrounds
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of value-judgments has no bearing on their validity;
“:he value of anything is independent of its history.” (40}
Hence, it is said, when Marxists show how certain
esthetic preferences arise, for instance, from condi‘c‘ion—
ing in accordance with leisure-class canons, nothi?ag
has been demonstrated concerning the ‘“validity of the
value-judgment. Let us show briefly the misconceptions
which underline the doctrine of the “genetic fallacy.”

7f 5 person asserts, “such and such are my valugs,”
what method shall we employ to varify or disprove als
statement. Although the speaker may be thoroughly
honest, it may be that this statements are six:nply in-
crospective reports of his “folse consciousness.” A:e
thev indeed his values? Or was he perhaps toic
by persons whom he feared that these should be his
values so that he finally began to assert them as his oWz,
despite the fact that he flatly rejected them fully Wi‘t‘hil‘.
his_unconscious? The “my’ in the expression ~m¥
values” is, indeed, ambiguous. “My values” may mesz
the values of my super-€go, the inculcated idelogicz.
sradicions ; “my velues” may sienify, on the contrary.
perferences which are contaminated by no element cf
suppression. When a person states “sych and suct
are my values he generally takes the my in soms
which cannotes that they are his own “free” choices.
The method of historical materialism provides an
perational criterion for sscertaining whether they are,
inceed, his “own” values Moreover, when 2 Person

i

w0

n
H ¢ ¢ Lmse
comes to realize that he subscribes to “values” for no

other reason than the hold of traditional anxieties.
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then he no Ilonger claims these wvalues as his own.
The validity of value-statements is thus dependent in
:wo ways on historical analysis. The study of the
zenesis of values is first an essential component in any
sxperimental effort to confirm judgements about one's
values, and secondly, the wvery process of that study
sperates to alter the person’s judgement of what his
sreferences are. Men, for instance, are taught by fas-
zist rulers that the state is a supreme value ; historical
materialist analysis weakens the hold which such ideo-
logv has uapon their emocticas. An inquiry into the
social origins of ideology, by leading to a full aware-
=ess of underlying motives, 1issolves the “false cons-
sicusness.”” Marx once said that the human essence
s an ensemble of social relations. This is forgotten
5y the theorists of the “genetic fallacy. Precisely a
study of social backgrounds is required to determine
whether a man’s value judgments are ideclogical or

=0t For the “my” iu the assertions about “my value”

‘s pot an unanalyzable essence ; it encloses a whole
net-work of social relations.

Although value-theory exhibits ideological inade-
Juacies, it is clear, however, that as compared to tradi-
sional ethical theory. it is a progressive step toward a
scientific approach to social problems. { 41) In Ameri-
can theory, the terminology of values has tended to
supplant that of moial duties. The duty language
obtains in in those societies where class hierarchy is the
social tradition ; the exploited classes are there by iradi-
sioned to regard the "‘necessities” of their lot
The development of the American industrial order

as virtues.
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[

against the background of a mobile society altere

2

men’s ethical perspective. Expanded production was

dependent upon the encouragement of a diversity of

wan?s. It was now regarded as helpful to the prosperity
of an “economy of scarcity”.

A terminology was required which would atrach
approval to the varied activities of =2 rising standard
of living; at the same times, the import of traditions!
moral pursuits was to be acknowledged. As Perrv
savs, “theory of value in the modern sense is in effect &
sort of democratic revolution against a hereditary aristo-
cracy. Hitherto, “the special wvalue sciences have
inclzded only such wvalues as have assumed an institc-
tional form, and have thersfore acquired a certain
prestige or authority. “The theory of value” begins
with a promiscuous acknowledgment of the rights of

every value, however lowly and disreputable. ( 42 )

Nevertheless, it does not seem that adherence o
the terminology of an autonomous value—science helps
solve problems which could not otherwise be handied
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satisfactorily. Indezd, all that value theoey has to say
which is meaningful could be said )ust as well within
the boky of sociological science. And to do so would
assist in keeping ideological factors from contaminating

our scientific thought about social problems.

t has generally been taken for granted that the
ethical mode of speech is a characteristic of the langusge
of all societies. Most scholars are agreed that the specific
content of ethical statements varies with differens:
societies ; the mode of speech itself is, however, regarded

Errics AND MARKISM 21

as a aniversal social law. The outcome of our analysis,
on the contrary is that the ethical mode of speech
depends on the existence of special social conditions.
The elimination of these conditions would be accom-
panied by the obsolescence of ethical statements. The
terms of the super—ego language would have lost its
craditional social role. (43). This proposition is of
importance because those authors who have stressed
most the “emotive meaning” of ethical statements fall
back at this point on their own class “values”. Thurman
Arnold, for instance, calls ethical statements “folklore,”,
but, He opines, they are a folklore which is socially
necessary. (44) A philosopher with a Cambridge back-
ground adds that there is no reason to scora such
statements because it is only by such means that our
personalities grow (45). Let us explain what is meant
by the obsolescence of the ethical mode of speech by
reference to a simplified sociological model.

When a ruling class comes toc power, its hegemony
rests on sheer force. At their inception, the class
relations are overt and visible. As time goes on, 2
movement begins which may be described in white-heads
phrase as proceeding “from force to persuasion’. The
governing class, through its’ control of educational
institutions and opinion-manufacturing industries, instills
the dominant atticudes in people, Class relations become
embedded in folklore, in “persuasive sentences”, and
are grounded in moral obligation. The use of ethical
statements makes it possible to reduce considerably the
budget for military repression; ethieal training thus
provides a device of great utility to those most concerned
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with the administrative economy of the social order (46).
The mechanism of the super-ego is strengthened by
all the agencies of social control, for in this way, the
governing class can get people to do things which they
don’t like to do. [Ethical language helps to te urp
people’s emotions in such ways as to secure their
commitment to modes of unenjoyable behavior.

Let us suppose, however, that a society is evolved
which approximates to classless relations. To that extent
the conditions which called for the use of “persuasive
sentences,” namely, conditions of coercion, would
have vanished. And to that extent, ethical statements
- would become obsolete ; their usage would no longer
fulfill any social function. Persuasive statements
have 2 place in speech when people grow up
emotionally dependent on the suggestionof some
authority. = Where social conditions are such that
people may develop into complete emotional indepen-
dence, the foundation for the influence of ethical
statements disappears, and the latter become archaic
expressions. ( 47 ) Men then deal with social
and economic problems with complete clarity concer-
ning their desires, and without the intrusion of the
“ethical guestion”, that is, whether their proposed
action has the approval of their super-ego, i. e., their
nursemaid, parent, or teacher, in their roles as the
vehicies of traditional ocial relarions and atticudes { 48 }

Against the foregoing theory, various objections
might be raised. Some persons hold, for instance,
that it is a universal law that all social institution frv
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to keep the allegiance of people by developing theirt
super-egos along channel of institutional loyalty.
Every society is thus held to have recourse to ethical
imperatives, which it inculcates through thc edugation—
nal process. (49) We find, however, that some
societies of the past have required less of such mecha-
nisms than other,. Indeed, to the extent to which =
society, is progressive, that is, make possible a rising
standard of living, to that extent a ociety avails irself
less of devices for the manufacture of “loyaley.” Phi-
losophers of the progressive middle class like John
Locke were thus critical of the ethical metaphysics
which was used on behalf of political reaction.  Institu-
tions which are founded on exploitation try to per-
petuate themselves by the use of ethical ideoclogy.
Institutions which are delivering the goods to the peo-
ple can afford to be judged solely by their fruits. As
social institutions lose their repressive character, the
ethical mode of speech loses its soical ground.

Moral philosophy, as a subject-matter, had its incep-
tion iﬁ the class struggles of the classical Greek era. (50)
Ethical doctrines as to the nature of right and justice
were then elaborated in the form of rational argument.
When class struggles grow intense among men who
chare a common culture, they give rise to ethical theo-
rles which are used as ideological weapons, Each
class tries to show that its stand point inherits its theman-
de of the traditional cultural ilecls- With the ebb of
class antagonisms, ethical theories as distinct from ethi-
col statements likewise tend to vanish.
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Some question might be raised concerning the pro-
cess by means of which the mandates of the governing
class are translated into segments of the child’s consci-
ence. The state acquires its status within the cultural
super-ego as the result of a sequence of what might be
called “delegations of authority.” The parental autho-
tity early tells the child to respect the authority of
policemen, ministers, and teachers. The child perceives,
furthermore, that its parent regards himself as subordi-
nate, in certain respects, to cther authorities, A “delega
tion of authoriry” ensues when the child attaches tc
the teacher respect and fear which are derivative from
the perental source. The teacher in turn enjoins the
pupil to respect dominant institutions and their sym-
bols. The initial parental authority is usually reinfor-
ced when the child is taughe, for instance, to honor
the parents. There is thus an interactive reinforce-
ment between the parental and delegated super-egos.
The situation is altered, however, during a period of
ocial crisis. Such a period is characterized by what
may be called a “conflicc between rival super-egos.”
The child at school may be taught that the “values”
of the parent are mistaken. The delegated authority
is thus used to undermine the original parental ahtho-
rity. Acute psychological tensions within individuals
are thus concomitant with the clash of social institi-
tions. The governing class uses its powers to induce
institutions such as the family and school to ingrain
within the child those habits of subservience which
help keep the established order intce (52)

Marny people believe that ethical training is a neces-

ErHIics AND MARXISM 25

sary consequence of the educational process, that the
nrocess of upbringing cannot dispense with the culti-
vstion of a super-ego mentality. How, it is asked, can
children otherwisc be taught essencial habits of clean-
ness and cooperation ? It is easy, however, to mistake
for 2 universal law of educational psychology what is
rether an historically conditioned cultural trait.

T

Work such as that which Susan Isaacs ca arried out in
her  experimental school suggests that educational .
cechnique can  be rendered compatible with the
development of psycholoﬁical freedom. “We never used
eral categories,” she writes, “‘such as ‘naughty,” "gcod’,
Horrld In other words, we wanted to help the
crﬂd ren to realize and adjust to other people’s wishes as

ryday facts rather than as mysterious absoluces.”
here was no training in obedience for obedience’s sake.
”ﬁ’re area of definite command and prohibition was thus
kept as small s possible. Moreover, even within these
iits. appeal was made wherever possible to the
ildren’s intelligence, and to the objective grounds for

the desired behavicur. Our aim was to lessen progre-

LS

ssively the need for mere implicit obedience, just because
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as to us’ an instrument of education, not an absclute

ue”. “In general, we tried to use our parental powers
b S

in such a way as to reduce the child’s need for them” {53)

Within the framework of a society founded on
exploitative economic relations, the use of educational
téthods such as those of Susan Isaacs cannot become
widespread. The developmet of & sociglist economy
sendes, however, 1o liberate those movements which are
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retarded under capitalism. Within an exploitative
conomey, moreover, institutions like the family are
contaminated by the prevalent “ethical” attitudes. A
patent who is bullied during the day in a factory will
react in a compensatory way by bullying his children at
home. The family thus retains the techniques of
discipline and coercion which zre the groundwork for

the ethical mode of speech. (54)

BEARING OF MARXIAN ANALYS1S ON
CONTEMPORARY THOUGHTS

What bearings does the Marxian analysis of ethica’
ideology have for those wellknown movements ir
contemporary thought, such as pragmatism, which seek
to apply scientific method to ethics? Only brief
indications can be ventured in this context. Dewey’s
theory that “a scientific ethics” is possible is, from our
standpoint, another example of an ethical theory which
“exhibits the usual traits of resistance to analysis. The
American middle class admires “science” but it also has
a strong attachment to traditional ethical symbols.
Dewey is thus always trying to redefine the old
vocabulary in scientific terms. This “compromisists”
approach, however, simply expresses a reluccance tc
have the traditional symbols scrapped. (55) The terms
of the super-ego language are too much a part of the
status quo, and the suggestion that they are outmoded
leaves the middle class with an emotional vacuum.
“Scientific ethics” is thus experimental up to the point
where the “values” of the middle class are concerned.

Dewey’s pragmatic devolopment of the idealist phi-
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losophy was undertaken largely to devolop an ideology
which would be expressive of the American progressives
of the muck-raking era. (56) Ethical slogans about the
interest of the whole and the application of intelligence
to politics were well-suited to the middle-class reform
movements. When these same ethical formulae were
applied by Dewey to the problems of class strugele and
international relations fifty years later, they involved
a profound misreading of events.

Dewey’s *‘scientific ethics” is, in effect, an ideology
disguised in scientific language. It is the more difficult
to get at his ideological core because it is embedded
within the interstices of ethical propositions which are
cenventionally acceptable. Dewey and his followers make
abundant use of dictalike “ends are never better than the
means used to attain them.” (57) In accordance with such
maxims, they have painted a dire picture of the Soviet
Union. Political means like proletarian dictatorship
were held to involve conssqueacss like lack of initia-
tive and loyalty among the people. Such formulae
are confuted when. confronted with sociological fact.
Social relations which are founded historically through
dictatorial means are not themselves irrevocably commi-
tted to a dictatorial superstructure. After the Crom-
wellian Revolution, for instance, hid established with
some firmness the economic relations which the rising
bourgeoisie sought, there was a relaxation of the dicts-
corial pressures against the landed aristocracy:

The Marxian conception of the means-end relarion
is dialectical in a way in which Dewey’s for all his
criticlsm of “fixed ends,” is not. According i0 Dewey,
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the character of the end bears the indelible imprint of
the means employed According to the Marxian con-
ception, this is a “static” misconception of the historical
process. For the state of affairs realized through cer-
tain means, may in its own development make the
continuance of those means historically superfiuous.
The scafolding which is used to construct a great buil-
ding does not remain with it as an historical necessity.
The Deweyan theory of the means-end relation is an
ideslogical projection which has no cogency from the
standpoint of sociological science

Dewey believes moreover that we generally have
a choice of possible means to attain a given end. He
forgets, howaver, that ths means available are histori-
cally condidioned, that history need not present progre-
ssive movements with a generous collection of alterna-
tives. swey reasons as a metaphysician with an aim
to show that men have a social frez will ; he objests =
the use of any “dogma of inevitability”. The Marxians,
howaver, do not regard the questions as one of meta-
physics. They take the ground rather thar an applied
social science is possible. The Marxian analysis leads
to predictions concerning the decline of capitalism
which are then used as =2 guide for political action.
Nobody would attach much weight to a metaphysician
who criticized the air corps for guiding its operations
in accordance with the best available meteorclogical
forecasting. Such however, is precisely what Dewey
does with regard to the social sciences. The petty-
bourgeois Utopia of multiple possibilities takes the
place of sociological analysis. (58 )
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As against any reliance dpon class struggle, Dewey
urges that the “method of cooperative intelligence” be
used as the instrument for social action. (59) Dewey
ases the work “method”, however, in a non-scientific,
ideological sense. He believes, in 1dealist fashion, that
the “method” used in-inquiry shapes the structure of
facts whose pattern is otherwise indeterminate. Dewey
believes, in other words, that social laws are imposed
on social data by the sclentist’s methods of research.
He thus argues that the Marxian method brings class

ruggles into existence. To hold, however, that
method shapes the structure of “indeterminate” data
is to assert a statement which makes no scientific sense.
Moreover, class struggles certainly did not begin with
Marx who, as a social scientist, was concerned with
establishing their crucial role in social change. The idea-
listic overtones which Dewey attaches to  “meshod”
orovide him with a covert device for maintaining that

agitation is made by agitators. The pragmatic metaphy-
sics obscures the fact, to use Tawnzay’s word, that it is
much rather the agitators who are produced by the
agitation. (60)

Dewey’s “method” of cooperative intelligence, in
effect, covertly assumes that the contemporary social
scene is one in which there are no developed class
struggles. We have here what might be called the
“academic fallacy,” the assumption, in other words,
that political issues are like the problems with which
an academic group deals, soluble when all the scholars get
together. To assert that we live in such a society is o
project one’s petty~ bourgeois wishes upon realities. The
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prestige-value of scientific symbols such as “method”
and “intelligence” camouflage what is essentially a
process of ideological reasoning.

Dewey, of course® would disapprove of the foregoing
employment of the method of historical materialism.
Indeed, his reactions toward the method are a clear
example of the “resistance-phenomenon.” Dewey uses
the method against others ; (61) he objects to its applica-
tion to himself. Russell attempted something in the
latter direction when he found the “love of truth obs-
cured in America by commercialism of which pragmatism
is the philosophical expression.” Dewey thinks it suffi-
cient to reply that this “is much as if 1 were to link
his philosophy to the interest of the English landed
aristrocracy instead of with his dominant interest in
mathematics.” Russell’s analysis, he avers, is akin to
that “crder of interpretation’” which would regard the
tendency of French thought to dualism as “an expression
of an alleged Gallic disposition to keep a mistress in
addition to a wife.”” (62)

Dewey’s tesistance to historical materialism leads
him to overlock that Russell has himself acknowledged
the influence of the values of the English aristocracy on
his thinking. (63) Russells own predilection toward a
Platonic theory concerning the nature of mathematics,
the Utopian quality of Russell’s social theory, his ambiva-
lent atritude toward the role of the working class and his
aversion to industrial civilization are attitudes not
unrelated to the tradition of Tory democracy. The
essential traits of Russell’s philosophical perspective
are explicable along historical materialist lines. Nox
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would it be amiss to recognize that the peculiar customs
of the French bourgeocis . family may be related to the
propensity toward dualism. Engles studied the class
factors which underlie the French bourgeois mores
in 2 well'known work. (64) Dualistic thinking, further-
more, which regards the methods of science as inappli-
ceble to human duestions, derives from a desire to
preserve that same class configuration. The instru-
mental fruitfulness of historical materialism eludes the
awareness of the confirmed “instrumentalist.”

We have thus seen that Dewey, as a philosopher,
has mirrored the social contradictions of the American
middle class. His thinking is a combination of scienti-
fic analysis with ideological projection. It starts with
s progressive modification of Hegel, with a concern
for the practical bearings of idealism, but it ends with
formulae about cooperative intelligence and means-ends
relations which serve only to befuddle political thinking.
And when the method of historical materialism is
applied to clarify the pragmatic philosophy, Dewey
responds with resistances. The larger historical move-
ments fall without his purview.

In the light of the foregoing, a lengthy discussion
of hedonistic ethics is unnecessary The hedonist thesis
that “pleasure is the good” shows by its very formula-
tion that it is not free from ideological components.
The hedonist philosophers have used such statements
for self-persuasive purposes. Many a “hedonist” is
sreoccupied with the problem of convincing his
Calvinist conscience that pleasure is “‘good”. To a
world of men who are taught to distrust their
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impulses, Rabelais’s admonition, “Fay ce que ru
~voudras” is itself a command of ethical severity.

The controversies between hedonist and anti-hedonisr
often resolve themselves into recitadons of their
respective feelings with regard to the word “Pleasare”.
F. H. Bradley, for instance, regards "the theory thar
pleasure is man’s end ss the “music-hall theory of
life” (65). Ancther writer, however, finds that hedonism
is consistent with his own value-judgments, and ther
proceeds to formulate his acceprance in metaphvsical
terms. {66) Both types of argument are elzboratio
of the “false consciousness.” The sreat work o
utilitarian  thinkers, however, such as John Stusrt
Mill is basically of a scientific character. (67) “Whas
is required is that this scientific core be separated

from the ideological integument in which it is enclosed.

Let us now review the implications of historicc!
materialism with regerd to the ethical mode of thouchs,

The obsolescence of ethical idesclogy is a corcllary
of historical materialism 2s applied tothe superstructure
of a socialist society. Ethical Iaws come into being =
attempts to solve social antagonisms, not by removin

[
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their basic causes, but through moral coercion. An aopes!
to ethical doctrine is 2 confession that the given st a_Ai
point does not enable social antagonisms found to ke
resolved. Such a moral law, for instance, as the com-
mand to honor one’s parents reflects institutional con-
tradictons within the family” under certain historical
conditions. The Biblical injunctt :
have come to the fore during the crisis underegone in
the Hebrews’ transition from a patriarchal economy to =

ns thus seems
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sedentary agricultural and urban economy. (68) The

family enlists the support of ethical ideology only when
it becomes a field of tensions, which reflact economic :
contradictions. When the latter are eliminated, then
social problems of the family are on the way to heing
resolved ; the ethical devices are needless. (69 )

A socialist way of life grows without ethical ideo-
logy. In.a developed socialist order, men are not haun-
ted by the anxieties of insecurity which ramify their
activities in a capitalist world. They are not driven
by the sggressive impulses which predominate in 2 com-
petitive economy, nor are they tormented by the frustra-
tons which characterize a class society. The capizalist
world breeds ambivalent emotions in men’s social relation.
The social nature of its technology makes men co-oDera-
tive ; its class relations make, at the same time for
what Hobbes called “this war of every man against every
man”. "Men’s lives in a socialist world are livesin 2
common interprise. Their work is free from inner serife.
“Ethics” is required to make men cooperate only when
their mutual attitude is one of latent hostility. A

socialist economy provides the groundwork - for socialist
society of men of good will. { 70)

Morality in a socialist society becomes a2 branch of
sociology and psychlogy ; it contsins no statements with
distinctively ethical terms, and is not cast in the form of

- imperatives. When men’s thinking is no longer deflected

by super-ego mechanisms, they are ready to answer

the question : what modes of behavior under the given
technological conditions are best calculated to promote
their happiness ? A socialist order removes- the founda-
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tion, moreover, for systems of class morality. Societies
based on exploitative relations are characterized by
such systems. {(71) The Militarist virtues of Sparta, for
instance, were the defence reactions of a ruling class
which lived in perpetual fear of an uprising by the
enslaved Helots. With the abolition of classes, however,
the class mentalities of fear and resentment become
psychological type of the past.

The socialist society does not peremptorilv reject
mores soley because they arose under the capwahst
system, for such origin is not incompatible with the
utility in a socialist order. The bourgeoisie itself was 10 ng
a progressive class, and its achievements are absorbed
within the socialist society. Historical materialism does,
however, lead to the revalustion of men’s customs ‘o
terms of their correspondence to present needs. (72}

Confronted with the problems of the constructions of
a socialist economy, Lenin tried to define a conception
of morality which would answer to the social conditions
of a transition peried. “Morality” he said, “is that
which serves to destroy the old exploiting society and

to unite all the toilers round the proletariat, which is

creating a new communist society.” (73) Morality is thus
identified with those modes of behavior by whizh veople

can most readily organize an economy in which they

will have available the means of happiness. Its content
coincides with the practice of the social scientist who

is endeavoring to work out the foundations of a socialist

society.

The Social scientlst does not, like the metaphysician,

declare any mode of behavior to be “mandatory” under

develop:
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Il social conditions. His proposals are as flexible as
¢he diversities in historical conditions themselves ; his
solutions vary with the state of the technological and
social relations. Absolute ethical maxims have no place
in the scientist’s approach to social problems.

Historical materialistn  prepares men for such z
scientific approach to social questions; its method is
analogous to that by which the psychiatrist eradicates
unconscious determinants to irrational action. To bring
the origin of an institution into full consciousness is to’
take the most important step toward dissolving the
irrational attachment by which it controls one’s behavior
The myths and folklore which are promulgated by vested
interests shape, in large measure, the ways of men’s
thinking. The bourgeois “stereotypes” lose their hold
on men’s minds when their character is clarified. The
development of class consciousness brings with it the
f:ll understanding of and therefore freedom from ideo-
Iogical influences. (74)

Historical materialism provides men with a scientific
idiom in which to articulate their discontent with the
capitalist order. The language in which men express
thelr eospirations reflects their degree of intellectual
~2nt.  The theological mode of expression, for
instance, may afford a significant vehicle for social cri-
ticism ; nevarcheless, its use indicates that outmoded
ways have not lost their grasp. The emotive relations
which are thus perpetuated lend themselves too easily
to an ideology of “political quietism.” The influence of
Methodism. for instance, on the English working class,
was an important factor in staving off a revclutionary
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crisis  in  eighteenth-century England. (75) With ¢h=
acquirement of scientific maturity, the working claes
finds <he traditional form inadequate ; it no longer feels
constrained to use the approved emotive language. (76)
The Marxian objective is to develop the capscities
of pecole so that they may achieve a self-reliant under-
standing of political problems. The historical materia-
lism hzlps men to acquire the full equipment of scientifc
maturity. He seeks in idiom devoid of political mesa-
physics, an idiom In which “profound” questions of
state ave seen as problems about the homely realities of
everyday life.  Historical materialism thus helps tc

Y

make men free.

THE END.
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Danger of Being = Gentleman (New York 1940).

15. George Fdward Moore, Principiaa Ethica
(Cambridge University Press), p. 161 and 157.
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20. Cf. Geor,2 H. Sebine, “The Social Origin of

Absolute Idealism,” The journal of philosophy XII {1915},
P 1694 Bernard Bosanquet and His Friends, Ed. by J. H.
Muirhead (London, 1935), 46-4S.

( v)

21. G. Lowes Dickinson, J. McT. E. McTageart
{Cambridge, 1931), p. 112:
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4is fundamental convictions of the term before,” John
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26, Pareto’s views on ethics are allied to those of
<he logical empiricists. “As for Marx’s ethics, it was no
“etter than the ‘bourgeois’ ethics, but it was different,”
The Mind and Society, edited by Arthur Livingston
{New York, 1935), iii, p. 1412.

27. Most commands are, of course, a mixture of
othical and non-ethical components. The injunction
s be honest in one’s business dealings, for example,
seceives compliance partially with a view to such desired



‘}}

yifo

{ v

econoimic consequences as “good credit” but also with
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sophicus New York 1922.) P. 182.
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Frich Tromm, BEscape from Freedom (New York 1941}
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formal standpoint, with the transforme(‘i latent statem‘em.
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f,f 3
[»]

B
tri

45. Perhaps the clearest contemporary example of
1 2 use of ethics is found in Japanese Society. Classes
= =thics are held in all the large factories, where rules
>f humility and hard work, coupled with reverence for
=mnlovers and Emperor, are impressed upon the work-
‘ng girls. This instiuction is said to be designed to
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“Zonden, 1935), p. 285.
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48. The value theory of the late D. W. Prall arrived

= similar conclusion with respect to the “fatucusness
< Zuty ethics.” Prall believed, however, that an autono-
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-zch be value.” The critique of duty-ethics is thus itself
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ne work. Cf. David W. Prall, The present Status

= the Theory of Value, University of California Publica-

“ons in Philosophy. 1. (1923), p. 101 f.
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:;nd the present-Day World, Further studies in Mental
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that the super-ego and the Qedipus complex are univer-
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¢hat = communist economy must founder if it cdares
tsmper with them. See W. R. D. Faitbairn, “The
Sociological Significance of Ccmmunism, Considersd in
the Light of Psychoanalysis,” The British Journal of
Medical Psychology, XV (1933} p 229. For the reply
of Soviet scientists, see Ella  Winter, Red Virtue { New
York, 1933), p. 179.

50. Cf. L T. Hobhouss, Morals in  Evolution,
Fifth Zdition ( New York : Henry Holt & Co. ), p. 544.

51, For the class basis of the ethicsl school among
the Jews, see Louis Finkelstein, The Pharisees: The
Socioiogical Back-grounds of Their Faith, Second
Editicn, 2 Vols. ( Philadelphia, 1940). James Henry
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in any country and some of the political
“ez:ures..., The Psychoanalytic Study of the Family,
Second Edition ( London, 1926 ), p. 128 f, A. rigid sys-
= of family rule is correlated with political conser-
ism ; the relaxation of parental authority is concomi-
snt with the loosening of Governmental authority.

of the Nazi ideology. Flugel remarks that “there
st a tendency > resurrect some of the parental
ze-ributes and give them a political application by besto-
wng them upon the State .....The adult individual
¢ thus let to transfer into the State that attitade of
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f+ing” his own desires with the commands of his super-
czo. The series of Hegelian stages which the individual’s

i1 traverses on its path to final identification with

che alldnclusive State Absolute is the ideclogical expre-
ssion of the route which men’s minds take under the
conditioning influences of authoritarian rale. Cf
Aifred Meusel, “National Socialism and the Family,
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“The Sociological Review, XXVIIT ( 1936 ).
the gréatr Italian theorist of the eighteenth centurs
described with clarity the antagonism between
free republic and strong family spirit. “Such contrads
tions between the laws of a family and the fundamen:
laws of a state are fundamental source of other contradiz-
tions between public and private morality, giving rise
consequently to a perpetual conflict in every 1nd.1v1d_ai
mind. For whilst private morality inspires fear
suo*ecrmn, public morality teaches courage and freefgcm
“From Crimes and punishments, Translated by J. :
Ferrer ( London, 1880 ), p. 237 f.

53. Susan Isaacs, ‘“The Experimental Coastrucidcn
of an Environment Optimal for Mental Growth,” in =
Handbook of Child Psychology, edited by Carl Mo
chison (Worcester, Mass, 1931}, p. 139-143.

54, Here again, such inst tutional Phases enter their

absolescent stage with the beginnings of soc1ahst recons-
truction,

55. The expression “compromisist” approach is used
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sezks to -reconcile scientific method with the requirs !
" wrenever things are appraised as to their suitability and

ments of class interests It seeks t> impose a kind of

consistency on motivations which remain inherently in--
‘ng

compatible. The economic basts of “compromisism”

has its analogue in the compromisist aspect of neurotic

behavior. “Psychoanalysis early. recognized that ever

neurotic symptom owes its existence to s>me compro
mise,” The Basic Writings of Sigmund Freud, Modera
Library Edition (New York, 1938), p. 967.
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56. In a letter to William James in 1891, he speaks of

¢ the inspiration derived from Franklin Ford, a finan-
J newspaperman, whose efforts at muck—rakm0 came

vs egainst obstacles of financial control of the press ;
2se he traced to the social structure which prevents
Inquiry. Dewey’s idealist problem “the unity of
itigence and the external world,” then came to mean
-2 securing of the conditions for intelligence’s objective
“vession. Dewey told James how Ford became con-
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The bourgeois
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=g passage, Dewey envisages a dictatorship of bourgeois
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Cf. Ralph Barton Perry, The Thought and
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- Clharactor of William fames (Boston, 1935), 11, p. 518 £.

Dewey has redefined the theory of valuation as

cne elned with propositions about the relation of means
ar. 5_ ends ; “Value-propositions of the distinctive sort exist
serviceability as means,” “Theory of Valuation,” Inter-

sional Encyclopaedia of Unified Science, II no. 4
1339;, p. 51. f. This definition of the scope of the
fuation-theory conforms to Dewey’s central objective,
ﬂ"e criricism of the Marxian theory of political action.

58, Dewey further distegards the sociological fact
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that class motives color the estimate of approprizte
means. A policy of appeasement may be espoused by
men dominated by narrow class interests; efforis tc
secure their ccoperative intelligence may themselves be
a device of appeasement.

59. Libralism and Social Action (1935), p. 79-81.

60. R. H. Tawney, Land and Labour in Chins
{London, 1932), p. 69. '
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65. Bradley, op, cit., p. 90.

66. TFelix Cohen, Ethical Systems and Legal Ideals
{New York, 1933), p. 188 and 220,

67. Itis interesting to note that Marx’s evaluation
of Bentham’s utilitarianism did not coincide with Engels’
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in the way of bourgeois Stupidity,” Capital, 1 (New York,
Modern Library edition), p. 668. Engels, however,
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letariat,” The condition of the working class in England
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i~ 1844 (London, 1936), p. 240. For Marx’s judgment of
M, see op. cit. p. 669.

B 68. Cf. Adolphe Lods, Israel, transtlated by S. H.
Hooke (London, 1932), p. 148, 191, 397; The Prophets
znd the Rise of Judaism. (London, 1937), P. 63-66

69. Likewise, “In a society in- which the motive for
stealing has been done away with..... how the teacher
of morals would be laughed at who tried solemnly to
proclaim the eternal truth. Thou shall not steal” Cf, -
Friedrich Engels, Herr Eugen Duhring’s Revolution in
Science (New York, International Publishers) p. 109.

70. Engels thus states: “A really human morality
becomes possible only at a stage of society which has not
only overcome closs contradictions, but has even for-
gotten them in practical life,” loc. cit. Cf. V. J. McGill’s
noteworthy essay. “Scheler’s Theory of sympathy and
Love” Philosophy and Phenomenological Research.
Vol 11 (1942). p. 289 f.

71. Adam Smith thus observed : “In every civilized
society in every where the distinction of rank has once
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swo different schemes or systems of morality current in
che same time ; of which the one may be called the
strict or austere ; the other the liberal, or, if you will, the
ioose system. The former is generally admired and
revered by the common people ; the latter is commonly
more esteemed and adopted by what are called people
of fashion.........” The wealth of Nations {New .York,
1937), p. 746. '

72. Ella Winter, Red Virtue, p- 131,
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73. Selected Works, IX (New Yotk : Interrationa!
Publishers, 1937) p. 475-471.

74, Marx was aware that the efforts required for
men to achieve full clarity concerning their interests
would be considerable. “You have got to go through
fifteen, twenty, fifty years of civil war and national wars
not merely in order to change yourselves and becoms
qualified for political power.” To his opponents, hz
s2id “Just as the democrats turned the word ‘people’
into & sacred being, so you have done with the werz
proletariat’ correspondence, p. 92.

75, Lecky and Halevy both suggested this view.
Cf. B. R. Taylor, Methodism and Politics { Cambridge.
Engiand, 1935 ), p: 13 and and 62.

75. The recognition of Exploitative relations withiz
the religious categories is itself, however, an achieve-
mernt of historical importance”...... a very true economic
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incorrectness” Cf. Eneels’ preface to Karl Marx., Ths=
Povarty of Philosophy (New York), p. 11.




