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I ntroduction

While | wasstill attemptingto discover what aspeciof Marx and Spencel was
to concentrat®n for this shortessaya friend notedthat Marx and Spencemwere
polar opposites;at first glance,| took this astrue. However, | startedthinking
somemoreabouttheir differencesandfoundvery little differentbetweerthetwo
whentheconceptsvereabstractedrom theargumentsliteral presentationl will

take alook at the conceptual differencebetweerthetwo theoriesandarguethat
either(a) Spencemwasunclearabouthis versionof utopia,or (b) they aresimilar
theoriedeadingtowardsthe sametype of utopianendpoint.

Thefirst consideratiorthat mustbe takenwith the two theoriesis the literal pre-
sentationof the essays.Spencerthroughouthis article analysesocietiesusing
ananalogou$ argumentto biological organisms.Society arguesSpencerlike a
biologicalorganism s a growth, independentf peoplesactualwill orinfluence.

1 have learnedearly in my academiccareerthroughphilosophicaldiscoursethat aguments
from analogyarequite weak. In calling into questionthe conclusionwe only needto shav that
the similarity being claimeddoesnot necessarilyentail the conclusion. The easiestway to do
thisis to find a counterexampleto the conclusion(anotherstateof affairs which sharedall of the
similaritiesof thetwo subjectsput which did not have thefirst subjects additionalproperty)



This growth cameaboutthrough“generalnaturalcauses’facilitatedby the divi-
sion of labour; all industrial organisation,or the division of labour, arosefrom
humanwantsandactivities becauseachpersonhadbeenpursuinghis own wel-
fare. As time continued,societieggrew in numberandsize, structurewentfrom
simpleto comple, anda uniqueform of mutualdependencemeged. Through
struggleof the variousindividual units within eachparticulardivision of labour,
onewill comeoutvictorious. Whenin all divisions,thebestmanhaswon, utopia
will bereached-aiilisaionwill beatits ape.

Marx, however, basesis entireargumenton oneseminalenet:thematerialis-
tic principle. Throughthe materialisic principle he developsthefirst, secondand
third historicalactseachhappeningimultaneouslyTheseacts,saysMarx, allows
for thecreationof culture;morespecifically thedeliberatgreadintentional, in the
philosophicsense)methodsfor expressingheir lives. Thus,the first premiseof
humanexistenceis instantiatedindividualsmustbein a positionto live in order
to make history. Hence to Marx, existences bothwhat realhumangproduceand
not less,how they produce.Marx makesno analogousargumentgo ary organ-
ismor thesuch;instead he pointstowardstheincreasingcomplexity from family,
throughtribal, ancienttommunalfeudal,to industrialsocieties Marx neverloses
sightof the importanceof realhumans producingreal culturefrom which men-
tal productionof ideasarise. Henceideasbegin with the concreteandriseto the
abstract not the otherway roundasthe Hegelianswould insist. The division of
labour arisesout of the needfor individualsto produceproductsfrom material
labour Unlike Spencerhowever, Marx believesin a classconsciousnesthatis
producedvhenoneis lockedinto his or herdivision; this consciousnessay ap-
pearto represensomethingunrealbecauset is so abstractedrom everydaylife,
andsofarremovedfrom ouraccustomeahodeof existencetheoriginal primitive
familial, or tribal, socialrelations.Sincedivision of labourexists,thenmencome
into conflict with eachother; this conflict, however, is differentthan Spencers
strugglein thatit is classconflict because of the separatiorof labour The class
warsare playedout betweerthe “have”s andthe “have not”s. Ultimately, utopia
will be reachedwhenthe lower classegid themselesof falseconsciousness...
whenthey riseup againsthe “haves” andestabliscommunisnuniversally

Now thedifferencedvetweerMarx andSpencetakenin theliteral sensereactu-
ally quitesalient.After all considerthetongue-in-cheketermbiological Spencer



ism astheview from theleft. However, considerthe variousconceptuapremises
to botharguments:

e Societieggo from simpleto complex in anumberof stages.

e As societiegncreasan compleity, they continuealongthe pathtowardsa
utopiansociety

e Therearecertainmilestonedo bereachedeforethe ultimategoal.

e Whentheultimategoalis reachedsocietywill bemostcomplex, yetpeace-
ful.

The fundamentabifferencein mostof the pointsitemisedabove, was Spencers
concentratioron the analogybetweenbiological organismsand social organisa-
tion. Marx, however, simply expandedn his notionof materialmodesof produc-
tion.

Societies go from simple to complex in a number of steps. Accordingto both
Marx and Spencerthis is the naturalevolution of culture. They believedthatthe
moreso-calledprimitive culturesof sayAboriginalswereatalower evolutionary
stagethanWesternEuropearctivilisation. Both menwereattemptingto ride the
new wave of biological evolutionarytheory They bothenumerateé numberof
stepsthathumanculturespassthroughin orderto go from primitiveto civilised.

As Societies increase in complexity, they continue along the path towards a
utopian society. For Marx this was directly referredto asthe move from the
family, thetribe, ancientcommunal feudalismandthe “current” civilised world.
For Spencerthis wasthe“natural”’ emegenceof morespecialisedectorsof soci-
ety. Specifically he believedthatthe currenttimes(Victorian England)wasclose
to thatpoint of pureperfection.

There are certain milestones to be reached before the ultimate goal. Marx
warnedof the problemsarising from only portionsof the world corverting to
communism.Theworld hadto be sufficiently advancedn technologyto support
one personbeinga doctor one day and an engineeranother If evenoneof the
societiesvere capitalist the move towardscommunismwould fail, becaus¢here
would always be room for that one societyto tempt and bribe the communist
societytowardsfailure. A universallabourclassconsciousnessndclassconflict
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would needto occur Spenceron the otherhand,warnedthat thesemilestones
weretheintraclassconflict, strugglingto comeouton top.

When the ultimate goal isreached, society will be most complex, yet peaceful.

While theideaof a communistsocietyasutopic seemscomprehensibleheidea
of a capitalistsocietyasutopicis not aseasily grasped.In orderfor Spenceis

form of a utopiato obtain, therenecessarilynustbe a winner in the intraclass
conflict. Whena winner emegesout of this conflict, thereis, by definition, no

moreconflict. Without any additionalintraclassconflict the notion of capitalism
vanishes.Yet without capitalism,his entireargumentcollapsescedingMarx as
thevictor in this philosophicaldiscourse.
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