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Introduction

While I wasstill attemptingto discover what aspectof Marx andSpencerI was
to concentrateon for this shortessay, a friend notedthatMarx andSpencerwere
polar opposites;at first glance,I took this as true. However, I startedthinking
somemoreabouttheir differencesandfoundvery little differentbetweenthetwo
whentheconceptswereabstractedfrom thearguments’literal presentation.I will
takea look at theconceptual differencesbetweenthetwo theories,andarguethat
either(a) Spencerwasunclearabouthis versionof utopia,or (b) they aresimilar
theoriesleadingtowardsthesametypeof utopianendpoint.

I

Thefirst considerationthatmustbetakenwith thetwo theoriesis the literal pre-
sentationof the essays.Spencer, throughouthis article analysessocietiesusing
ananalogous1 argumentto biologicalorganisms.Society, arguesSpencer, like a
biologicalorganism,is agrowth, independentof people’sactualwill or influence.

1I have learnedearly in my academiccareerthroughphilosophicaldiscoursethatarguments
from analogyarequiteweak. In calling into questiontheconclusion,we only needto show that
the similarity being claimeddoesnot necessarilyentail the conclusion. The easiestway to do
this is to find a counter-exampleto theconclusion(anotherstateof affairswhich sharedall of the
similaritiesof thetwo subjects,but whichdid nothave thefirst subject’s additionalproperty.)
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This growth cameaboutthrough“generalnaturalcauses”facilitatedby thedivi-
sion of labour; all industrialorganisation,or the division of labour, arosefrom
humanwantsandactivitiesbecauseeachpersonhadbeenpursuinghis own wel-
fare. As time continued,societiesgrew in numberandsize,structurewent from
simpleto complex, anda uniqueform of mutualdependenceemerged. Through
struggleof thevariousindividual unitswithin eachparticulardivision of labour,
onewill comeoutvictorious.Whenin all divisions,thebestmanhaswon,utopia
will bereached-civil isationwill beat its apex.

Marx,however, baseshisentireargumentononeseminaltenet:thematerialis-
tic principle.Throughthematerialistic principlehedevelopsthefirst, secondand
third historicalactseachhappeningsimultaneously. Theseacts,saysMarx,allows
for thecreationof culture;morespecifically, thedeliberate(readintentional, in the
philosophicsense)methodsfor expressingtheir lives. Thus,thefirst premiseof
humanexistenceis instantiated:individualsmustbein a positionto live in order
to makehistory. Hence,to Marx, existenceis bothwhat realhumansproduce,and
not less,how they produce.Marx makesno analogousargumentsto any organ-
ismor thesuch;instead,hepointstowardstheincreasingcomplexity from family,
throughtribal,ancientcommunal,feudal,to industrialsocieties.Marx neverloses
sightof the importanceof realhumans,producingrealculturefrom which men-
tal productionof ideasarise.Henceideasbegin with theconcreteandriseto the
abstract- not theotherway roundastheHegelianswould insist. Thedivision of
labourarisesout of the needfor individualsto produceproductsfrom material
labour. Unlike Spencer, however, Marx believesin a classconsciousnessthat is
producedwhenoneis lockedinto his or herdivision; this consciousnessmayap-
pearto representsomethingunrealbecauseit is soabstractedfrom everydaylife,
andsofar removedfrom ouraccustomedmodeof existence,theoriginalprimitive
familial, or tribal, socialrelations.Sincedivisionof labourexists,thenmencome
into conflict with eachother; this conflict, however, is different than Spencer’s
strugglein that it is classconflict because of theseparationof labour. Theclass
warsareplayedout betweenthe“have”s andthe“have not”s. Ultimately, utopia
will be reachedwhenthe lower classesrid themselvesof falseconsciousness...
whenthey riseup againstthe“haves”andestablishcommunismuniversally.

II

Now thedifferencesbetweenMarx andSpencertakenin theliteral senseareactu-
ally quitesalient.After all considerthetongue-in-cheek termbiologicalSpencer-
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ism astheview from theleft. However, considerthevariousconceptualpremises
to botharguments:

� Societiesgo from simpleto complex in a numberof stages.

� As societiesincreasein complexity, they continuealongthepathtowardsa
utopiansociety.

� Therearecertainmilestonesto bereachedbeforetheultimategoal.

� Whentheultimategoalis reached,societywill bemostcomplex, yetpeace-
ful.

The fundamentaldifferencein mostof thepointsitemisedabove, wasSpencer’s
concentrationon the analogybetweenbiological organismsandsocialorganisa-
tion. Marx, however, simplyexpandedonhisnotionof materialmodesof produc-
tion.

Societies go from simple to complex in a number of steps. Accordingto both
Marx andSpencer, this is thenaturalevolutionof culture.They believedthat the
moreso-calledprimitiveculturesof sayAboriginalswereata lowerevolutionary
stagethanWesternEuropeancivilisation. Both menwereattemptingto ride the
new wave of biologicalevolutionarytheory. They bothenumerateda 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 as the move from the
family, thetribe, ancientcommunal,feudalismandthe“current” civilisedworld.
For Spencer, thiswasthe“natural” emergenceof morespecialisedsectorsof soci-
ety. Specifically, hebelievedthatthecurrenttimes(VictorianEngland)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 converting to
communism.Theworld hadto besufficiently advancedin technology, to support
onepersonbeinga doctoroneday andan engineeranother. If even oneof the
societieswerecapitalist, themove towardscommunismwould fail, becausethere
would always be room for that one society to tempt and bribe the communist
societytowardsfailure.A universallabourclassconsciousness,andclassconflict
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would needto occur. Spencer, on the otherhand,warnedthat thesemilestones
weretheintraclassconflict,strugglingto comeouton top.

When the ultimate goal is reached, society will be most complex, yet peaceful.
While the ideaof a communistsocietyasutopicseemscomprehensible,theidea
of a capitalistsocietyasutopic is not aseasilygrasped.In order for Spencer’s
form of a utopia to obtain, therenecessarilymustbe a winner in the intraclass
conflict. Whena winner emergesout of this conflict, thereis, by definition, no
moreconflict. Without any additionalintraclassconflict thenotionof capitalism
vanishes.Yet without capitalism,his entireargumentcollapses,cedingMarx as
thevictor in thisphilosophicaldiscourse.
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