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dotes from Gh-istlas Lafs Tralning week-snds, 1957,

T, Christianitwy, What we mean and what we do not resn,
Profaasor Tchn A CTRPT AT,

I6 would clesr the rsligicus atmosphsra considerably if
psepls would gay what in tvadicions: Chrdstianity they do not balisve,

Iz there anyihing that we do nct baliews that people say 13 Bssonbial
to Clwistianity?

Christianity is Erimarily gcentred in the 1i7a and teaching
of Jasua. But two bosaible conceptions of a raligicn may serises fron
thi=. Christianity may be a raligion absut Jssue in which hs aTpsuT s
a2 a kind of lay figurs., &ush o raliglon embodiss a set of dociprines,
But if we read she Zoapsis Lo try to undsratand whai they =say and
Hean, We arrive gt sunsthing very different from ths set of 1deas
about Fod and Josug which ara Ususlly agsociasad with Christianity -
indeed o zeod doal of subtlety ig naaded Lo make theae norde with
what is to ba found in the lew Teatamsnt. If we try to undorsband
whot consiisuted ths mallgiovs outlock and thought of the aarly Christisn
Cimreh wo find thes thay kad ro thsology,

Jegus tock it for grantad that peopls beliaved in God, and
whab he was interested in were ihe dmplicaticns of thiz in Mman s L
His dlscovery wss thnat the wey Fou live your 1ifs in relatlen to one
Enotner is (he only veal expresslon of yeur relation to God.

The important thing o romerber about Jaaus iz that he was
a8 Jow, and toox ths Jewish concention of God for granisd.

The degres of differancs betwsan orthodeox theology and whas
is B0 Ba Zound in ths Yew Teslsopent ig such as to make a canon o2
mithenticity for the #.7, viiscgasary. Muyech of orthodox theology
cote s from Gresk vhilogsoohy end not frem the Haw Taatement at all.,
Tie tampsr of orthodox theology 18 derived dirsetly from Grsek
Philezophy - it is speaculabive, dogmatie, dualist. In contrast, the
teaching of Jusua is in tempsr gnpiricsl and behind it is the Jswish
concepbion of religion. *

The Jewish relicion is somathing quite uniqus. TIts
cutstanding festups iz that it ie through and through historical,
For the Jaw ths matsrial af religion ia ths sctual history of the
Jéwish veople. IT vou-think of the Jewizh maligion, you think of
history, and if wou think o2 déwish hilstary, vou think of God. The
dewish prophets alwave think cellgicn in termg of hkletory,
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Sirce Jesuz was g Jew his first taoak waa te reczll his own
peoples to ths reality of thelr own religion.

Relligion i3 for JTesuz and for the Jow a way of undorstand-
ing the world. The Jaws are voligioua just bscausa thay ksven't a
rolintogcosll you are relldﬂoua than voligion lan'st samathﬁng Fou
have, rallgion 1z ths way you undorstand thoe world. If you "have a
raligion” then you live your life 1n Ssrms of scome philoscphical
cutlocx or otker - and turn away from living whesn you turn to God.

Marxlst conceptlion of relizion,

Warx wazs g Jow, and thsrefors coms nesar to a religiocus
understanding, but his theory of raligion aross from ths syatam
thal he knew. For bkim the defining characterlatic of o relipgion 1=
a belief in anothar world apd iz Immortality. HSut if this theory
af tgion is »ight then tha Joaws of the Old lsatamsnt ware nob
vﬁ1ﬂp10u3 a3 8ll, wet looklng =t history ws ass bhst Lhe Jews wsre
tha oﬂ]v funﬂamarta]lf rellgious pecpls in historic times. (This
d088 neb moan Lot 8 beilef in {mnortality ie fsles, only Ghat it
12 not 5 dsfining characteristic of veligion;. A& Belief in immcr.-
tality is & Gvesk icoa which crept in te tho Jewish religion and
fwas conpletely rejected by the Sadducoss, alithough others wore not
propared to raject tha ldse meroly because 1t was a aow onc.

I ——

In sriticisiag seculer thoughs, Paligioua peopls invar-
iqbly iastance neturalisr and emplricisr « which 413 actually the
Christian thlng brsaking through the dogmatlic Gresk tradiilon. The
teaching of Jeaus suvereely over maltos a abulsmsnb of gonsral p:2 ¢nu¢ple
- instead a parileular cass iz insgtancsd to expreas an attitude of
mind which will enable ons bto deal with any numbar of particular
gisuationz, Jeosus wes very ruch aware of the temporal process. e
knew that 1f you stete ganersl lawas of bebaviour Ghey very aooch
bBecome oubt of date. Th=2 capaciby which Chriaslianity has shown Cap
perzlisting from ons form of soclsty to acother i3 cus Just to thls
aoaance of gapsrzl principlea. Sas 3t. Faplls anawsr to the
Gorinthisng: “£11 things ars Jawful, but all things ars nob
axpediant”, Wwhat iz sxpresdsc here la a religious attituds, not an
ethical ons,

Althouesh the Jewish religion starsed witk a code of lawg
thess wers cDJtlnuallv being odepted to weat : changing sisuation..
Theoughoit the 0.7. there is svidencs of the ﬂElOﬂ batwean the
affort to keep ths latter of the o0ld law and the affort to Inndwm
it up to date. And throughout BHurcpsan hiascory ws can sas that
whet exprossces itszlf as an afttack on the Jaws iz really an attack
on thke Jowish attitude to 1ifs =2 an slement in ths Hurcpsan
tradition, and thereforoe cn Chrilatian®ty, This has bason mads
clearer oy Iitlsr chan sver befors.
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fi P The Jewish is the only rzal underatandiag of religion
¢ %Y Pecsuse 1t iz sbout the 11fe of the community. The Jews thsuwht of
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themselvas as the children of Israal - ths ides of ths fanlly
devalaplonp to that of soclstt - end thay thought of zocclsty in terms=
of personal relationships. Tha Jawish idea of the individnal 4s
ccmplatsly different from the modsrn Buropean 1dsa; the individual
was naver conftrestod with socisby out waa thought of as a menter of
Lhe community which as a whols would have to anffer for his gins and
benafit from his virsuss.

The Jews were chosen by fod as tha meane by which ha
rovaaled himself, This statemsent laxk itzelf o two inbsrpretations
- firat, that God chose the Jews besczize ha l1iked them bettesr than
anyons olse; second, that dod would use the Jews sven to the gxtent
of thair own dsstruction for nis purposs of redeeming the world.
This labbor is the isaus on which Jeosus stood - he conslatently
aitacked fthe fornier - imperiaiiss - viaw, and hls flrst migselon was
e call t3 the Jews to raturn to the wey of God's puroecse. Hsre Joszus
tekas hls place in Ghe conblanity ¢? the poopketic tradition. He
insia%s on the redempiics of the Jew ag the firab task, Butb wnen he
reathaed the convletion thzt 5Shils affort would 211, fthat the Jews
world refuze bhs tasl, ko realised that ths gueation of nabicaallisy
was nohi ssesnbial, and tha’ God would chooss cthers teo fulfi” his
purpose. (For suggsoting Shls he was neariy lynched in his cwn
gynecaga ), ;

The discorsry that Jesus made, which was not an ideal
but & trubkh, was that hamen 1ife i= vrarsoral. To understend thia
1t ia necessary to polnt the contrasts tnat Jesus pointed - that
Iaman llfe ia non-natural; non~orgenic: communal, no% social; and
that rolationships bstween humanz are not basad on ties of Blood op
natZonallty - 1o fach, 1% would be iwposszible to build a Thiman
community on ths basis of bloed relationship, 4ny such EOCLELY
must Insvitably break down. It was thia discovery that enshlad
Jesua to be 3o certaln of the ultimate succegs of hisg mizsion. Ths
rejactlon of ik, which Hhe feregow, would involvs insvitable Failu-s.
Thus Jesus was able to say teo his disciples Tou can't possibly fail’.
In rejecting tha truth ms=a would he attempting To live in a way
which contradletad thelr owkn neture, asd ao frustratlng themaslwvezm,

Hamen comrualtw,

Tha pogitive side of the tsaching of Jesus is ths exolan-
atlon of what wursn econmunity is. Ths defining attituds is
Groresugd in the new oonespbion of love - af Lhe root of the love
roistlonship 126 the strucbural idass of ggquality and fracdcm,
TEFEEEFS not ideafs that May oF may nob he 86 isToo- BEEaps
genantial to any relationshis which ia = man relationshls - they

TEPE 2tetemiEntE of the astUal” Siructisy” of any paracndl relintionahip.
They ere rsligicua, not political, ideas. Tha gguallty that 1a the
substencs of community 1s 3 parscnal sguality, not a dquantitative
thing mesasured by matsrial possessions, but an aguelity of opvorbtun-
ity to establisk fres hamsn relstionahipe. Thiz, ef course, dnvolyes

maverial arrsngemsnts, wlhich are the stuff of oppertunity, DThis




sxplaineg why things that wers abt one timo telerabla labter bocome
intolerable., Seo long as perdonal insduality is not folt, in thoe
religicus sensa it does nct exist. But consciousness of lnegualiby
appcars as soon £8 the 2083ibility of a change which will incresase
gquality and fresdom is recognlsed. A6 such timss the functional
situation in soclal crgunissbion bscomes a »eligicus situsticon. In
Ehe some way pacifism todsy is the =axprsasion of the faect fhet war
iz no longer Inevwllabls, A& future wer will for the firast time have
besn deliberately chosen, in zpite of tha consciousness that It was
avoideble.

Evan whers tha faote have not changed, a change in the
conscicousnass of the facts has the result of tranaforming the
gituaticn. Tha Marzist arguas thas a changs in the facts produces
8 change of consclcoumnsss; bwt this iz only pertly trus. Ths full
truth 1s that the awarensss of the fuets is iteelf one of the fante,
and ons of the chsnges in the sltuation may bs s change in our
gonsclovenasg of the situmtlon.

Faith,

This is tha ono tachnical term that Jesus ussd e think
of falth as boelief in somsthing or scmsone - fzith in God, faith in
a deectrina, But faith was ussd by Jusus in conirast to fear -
bo Goacribu =n attituds. "If ye heve faith" - not feith in anything.
Falth dis an attlbtude of trust - 2 state of mind - not a system of
besiiefs,

The tesching of Jesus has been a determinling force in the
werld, not becauwsse hz led an sxemplary 1ilfse, bul beoscauses hs dizcover-
gd Lhe trubth about huwman nature. Tha other idsas that ave agavelated
with him - that his birth wsa miracnlous, thas he was raizoed from the
dacd - mye of no importancs comparsd wlth this. Tha strsess that ia
1aid by the apoatlss or ths resurrsctlon is accounted for by the fact
that They found it Lnposslbly te undsrstand thseivr oun tesling that
Jasua® feaching was of world importance, ard the resurrecticn was a2
triumphant vindicstion of this fueling. "Fhis man rese from the dsad,
now will you listen”, That many people today £ind it impossible fo
beliave 1n the resurrection of Jesus may ncot make it unirus, But its
truth or lack of truth makss no difference to the importancs of
Jesus in world hlstory,

Chriztianity and ths Clm=chas.

If wo look =t ths za8t of corgenised raligiona that is
called Christianity we zee nothing that can be callsd ths Church -
only & saricee of chu-ches, sach cihic of which has arlsen in édialectic
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oppoaition to tha ons from which i1t grew. Historleally, thervefora,
grcl 8tands for The denisl thet the other clmrvches are Christian.
This 1dea hag latsly worn very thin - it is dwindling together with
the religious realiiy of ths churchss.

The embodiment ol the historical proecaoss that Jeaus
inltiated cannot bs found in the history of ths churchss, sspeclally
since tho sdoptlon of Christisnity as the reiigion of the Roman
Empire., The churchss havs, in fact, been tke religlens of Europs.
The unchristisn societles of whick Furope h=s boon conpoasd havs
cach had their religion, whick thsy have latolled Christian, bub
which have exlabsd to sxpross and maintsin thes communitiss of
nation or c¢lass to which they belong, Ths churches functionsed in
pracisely this waey cduring the war. Thoss rellipgions have acted as
g2 consarvative forcs mairtalining defiaite forms of sceioty with
their correspondiag moralitles and consclousness. The real
Christisn movemont 1n history is concernsd with the astablishment
of a sogisety ic the world which 18 the deniel of a1l of thesss. In
consequsnce, at evary tima of erizis we find the chuirchas lavgaly
on tha antlehrdstian zide,

At the same time Ghe charchas are part of the tobtal effect
of the Iimpaet of Chrlstlanlty on the weorld. Thoy psrform the
function that vellglon In & limited society must perform. Thus a
given church firstly expressse tho extont of the development of
Uhristianity in taat scclety, and gecondly the opposition to the
Christian dynamic which threatens to dsstroy thoe socioty In its
limited form - 1% expreosass the limitation that a particular
soclety impoges on Christlaenitiy. Socisty as 2 wheloe iz in procoss
of bocoming mora Christian, and ths clmrches are tending tGo opposs
this movemsns. Tor since they sxlst as ths religiona of a
temporary form of scoloby they must ecszss to exist in their
presant form with the paasing of the present Torm of gocisty. I
they cling to thelr existing forms by sttempting o dsfend and
congerve tholr tradilicnal dogmas and lnstitutions they idantify
themaelvea wltk ths form of ,soelsty that Christianity ie in process
of dastroying.
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Thlk  AUXILIARY MOVIRLONT. &

Holies from Christian Ledt Training Woeek-ends, 1G37. -

IX. Corrunity and Speiety. Ths Christian eritielsm of our Soclisal
Qrder. Dr. Eorl Poldny]

1. How do wa focus our d4iseussion on subjsets related fo goelsty,
2.8, volifics, econcnice;

a) Politics, sconomice arc esscntially raligious
subjoots buctuee religlon fo about tho poersonal field ond these
subjoets are conly differcent aspcets of the relatlonshin of humearn
pereoig. (ef. "The CGhristian Task":- "Thore are no problems of
hunan 1Lifc that are not religious problems, that arc not problsns
of the rceiationship ol persons. Thoe poarticular prebicums of our
poriticzl and sconcmle 1170 are also in cwory casse problems of tho

glationchips of persons to one another. If, thorefors, on attempd
iz made to solve economic 2r politieal ﬁrmblem; wilthout treasiag
them &8 roligious problums they cannot be solwvedr.)

Thi=z does not mean thait polltlcal or cconomic problems
are meroly raligious problems, or that eligion is mersiy 4 probien
of tho righst politics and ecobnomics; but Lt does mean 1hdt 2% tlmes
the problems of seeloty may ba insoluble unlags woe put the rellisgjous
conslderation first. {Tha ralevances of Ood to hroad snd butier . b

: b} DBeligion, cn ths other hand, cannnt be dstached
Trom our 1ife in seeicty, Fram poliiiszs, ceplismics, etey (PBEglision,
wa baliewve, la our attitude Lo reslity &8 4 whols, and therefors tg
gvery cspect of ths whole, ineluding broad and butters.) {(Thoe rele-
vanes of bread snd buttor to Gedl.

2. Why ear tho Marxian aﬂﬂi?ﬁlu of gocicty be acgapted by Lhu

Ohristians

Tueouse the Marxian concops of soclalism and of soclicty
iz soscntially porscnal.

The Morxian dsfinition of a Soclaliss scelety 1= that
of 8 Thuman™ sceisty. In thiz contcxt in the writings of Marx 4he
form *hunan® means a mode of existence in which distloetivoly humen
me Sivas prevail, l.e. relationships are direet, unmodiated, zarsonal.
They heve value Tor thelr own soks. (This delfinition of Socialism
iz ponteinsd in Marx "Thesiz on FPouurbache 1845.)
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The concept of scelely of Marx, is that of the relatieuship
of humaEn bsings, In this case the ralationshiy is not, as a
rula, oersonal. A2 oftsn as not 1% 1a impersonal, it is merely
Yectual, like the relationznips hetween peresons engagzed in a
sroductive process.

There is o relationship betwsen the owner of & mill ené The
humen bejngs operatlag the iill, & relationship whick has an
oRjecsive reality whether the DdTSDﬂS are gonsclous of their
relative luﬂltlDﬂE or not.

In soeinlism socisty fulfils its cwn nzture. The astuzl
le“t onszhips of the huran beings in it are such that their
relationenips can ke “human”, i.s. peraovnal.

In religious tsrms the Merxist position can be gxpressaed
vhuz: the realliy of socloty lies wherzver the tac¢4010 zical
codaitions produce a DJﬂMﬁnItF OF persons. Ulass sgelesy 1=
A donial of community,

5. The wimiteticns of Marxism es a philosophy.

The roference of Marxist philosophy ls to gocleuy Lk
rsgarnos comuunlty as the roality of speisty, bul &% Tde same
time 1% limits the siguificance of communi y by FEEtTiﬂui&?
1t to the sociaety, bat the personal fisld ias Hﬁt Trattad to
BOClaey .  DURHEN @ons ity ig bath immanant ig, and ftragacibinig
of, soolety. Hﬁcled , 85 BUEL, 1g irrelevall To TH: CATisbLam.
Comnufiion is sharing of our Dersc: ! bus that whieh wa shere is
not asceszarily depandent on soc1¢+ organigation, Ths contens
of porscaal 1lf's 18 unlimited; art, nature, Lifo, acticn and
coazenplation in known and unknwwp ormg bBelong to iIts still
uirathomed dopths. Only in ths iaterval of ages dows porsonal
cwr|uﬂ1,v bucome linkso with ths Grcanisatlon of soclciy B85 8
whola. When this h tppens, prephsts arlss to announce the
fulness of time. I3 iz with this GhbGEuiDﬂﬂ1 pariod that theo
Marzist thoory of ru?a¢4tiun i5 econecorued From the religious
poirng of vwlsw, i% i3 sn effort Ho definc thu Link botwwecn
hletorical %ime snd "eiernsl® tims. Its limitaticn lies in the
faet that 1t knows of no other aphere of the reslisation of
sormunity then tho soeis) and hissorical . s£lthough “trus hunan
aistory bugine with Socialisc™ thore 1s nothing in Marxlst
sallesophy fo guldc hunanity oawsrd onec this atags of trus
hiz%ory has beon roached,

4« Phs Chrisgtian eriticism of soelcty.

The Christian eriticism of soelety refurs to soelety as &
whols. Eoth nationally and internationzlly, the oxrtensior of
community is impodad by the sctual insbitutional relationships
betwacn human beinws wndsr our presont cconomic systom. ‘Ths
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troubls is not with the parts but with the whole. The denisl

of ccamunity lies in ths refusal to chengo ous soeial Byatam as

g whols, althaugh auch a change hes bogons, rmalerially, pessible
2% Lol buecms 2o, Locauss we  could use Dun mosns of producing
material zooda tocay comaunal Ly without impairing the welfars of
our fEllGHE thercby, Zndusd, rrnbuhi" WS I ﬁncreﬂs1nn T s
ainple f_ct makss thatb whleh msYy hive haen r"u:u:"tJ_J_'=r neatral oI
lndirferent, now & Jenisl of emmhnn Aunragl bty wasn libcral
caplitalism tooi kold of society, ﬁ.1qu1dns including the
orvhodox, denounced it se pa nntjv iphuman. Impresgsed by the wvast
incragse 1n nrodunJLoﬂ duz to the systenm, they graduslly subsidsd
into tcleration. Though the needs of matoriel nroguesion no
Longer demand the muinsenance of this aysten, Chrietians s6111
fatl to protest sgnizet its cantinucnce , partly becauvse the moral
sengiblliiy of the Shurca hzs besn fatally impaired by ths
Conal-uwiah toleration of the intolsrzble, partly hacauss hao
materisel a1d Tinaneiszl intzrests have beocomo ingxtriecably inter-
Wevsn with the prescnt ordsr of things.

R.  HWariot ecéncmy.

Libexal capitaliam Hdu 8 unigue experiment. Uazder this systen
taz preduetion and distribution of raterial goods forms o zeparete
and autonomous sphaz Wlﬂhlﬂ Thae body soeial. This sphers embodiuc
tuz dual zrineiples of competition and fhe private ownerch:p of ths
foans of preduction. It ssands under the blind role of Lhe wrlcas
which are tau resslt of the market mechanism. Thus all meterial
200ls or scivices come o Lewva prives which urs enllsd by meny
diffurens nemous, such as inturess, ren., commodity prics, wagess,
anf o on. 4% all bugan £0d soeial ends dopend for $heir scklevo-
Bont on materinl msans, ultimstely fthe blind Toress whick gZovarn
tho means duterkine “lbﬁ tha wrds. Thoe by the Torco of things,
the means tend Lo rule ovar ths cnde. Grotesgue perversicns ol
celinon genss tolks on & szmblance of zoationality under the SwWar
of what is suppesed to be on econexic low. & eymbolic instancs
is the lruatpent of humdn labour ag o eommodity to be bought and
sold, likge ecucumdberz. Tast to this commoéity £ human beiag ia
etveched is lreated ss an deeidental feature of no subetantiial
relewikncee.  That by &iswos_ug ot —hls commodi ty according to the
liaw of the market « buman teing may be abuscd in such & woy as ~o
destroy thz Tabric of speiety, whichk ie composcd of him enpd his
11Eﬁ, T EDHSlﬁG”’t]Dﬂ boy mnﬂ the scope of the system. The

ams helds true all human aad soecial welucs cit which ths
y49 Eles of 4 bDGlhtY drnundd, Tnder libernl capitalism therao
iz no orginic muans of safopunrdins these velues; Ghoy can only
gurvive in splitc of froe asystem. The trouble iz with ths whols
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systom. In canitalist soclsty the coonomie systom is being developed
“pPt from tho rest of socicty. Tha roabsoration of this syatem into
Boclety 1a tke naxt sten Io the fulfilbmesnt of cormunlty in socisty.
Litcraliam hoa disintopgratsd zociosy Ilnsa soptrete cconomie, politileni,
Treligicus”, and othur spacrus. Their re-infegration Lato o nhole 1z
the tosk of our tims. It ts this tn~%t prosses upon us the Turther
task of chrnging the economis system.

6. The limits of mornl devulopmont.

- —

Thu eash nez:is is 2 moans of cstrangenont. The market asts
like 2n invigiblo boundory isolating 21l individucls in theiv doy to
day activiiles, os ETOLUCErS and consumers. They »roduece Tor Lhe
market, they are supplicae from the markst, Reyond 1t they cannct
receh, howswver cagerly thoy any wish to serve thoeir followe. Any
ohZenel to be helpful an thoirp part is instantly frustrotea by the

arkst mechanisg, Giving your goods awony ot loss theaa the METECS
briee will Ltenafi: sgoubody Tor « short Bime, but 1t would alse drive
Jour naigszabour out of buginoss, nnd finally ruin your owp, with
tellsequent loss of aemploymunt for thoso dependunt on your fretory or
chterprise. Dolng aoro Shar your duc s a working mon will moko the
conditions of work for your vomradss warss. By rofusing to spond on
luzustas sran 200 5 throwing some pocple cut of work, by relfusing to
SAVE Fou Will bs weing tho sono e otocre. As Jong na you felloy Lho
rudes of ths morkot, buyiva et the lovest and 2elliag a5 The highoat
price whitewor von hep wn to bhe doaling in, reou src comparstively
saf¢. The dameme vou sre dolng o your fellows in order o serve
Jour owit intersst is, thon, wneveidanlc, TFThe more completely,
therofors, oas diseards the 1det of serving ona's fellows, ths more
suzecssiully one eonn reduso ohels roeponsinility for horm dono to
atacrs. Tndur zuch a eysten, human boings ars nod sllowed to be
good, sven Lhough they il e o e B 4 e T -

7. FPetisghisatien.

Tuc mnriest is tae soures of Tact warenllfty of human cxistonce
which g the chorestsristio "of Life In 2 cnpitalist socisty. Conrodity
vtlues hovs 2 somblonoe of objsotive realily. Gnods anpnoos Ofly . D
Slsappear fronm, the morlkat, ars hoarded or bucame unsslonble tocordins
to the relritionshin of the meriost price to theoir "solue™. 'ng SEoNange
velug of the goods ig, howevur, only o reflaction of the relations
Retwson She kunen - beines sogaged in ke -production-of the -relations
betwoen the human belngs engnged in ths nroduetion of the gooda
conecrned.  Ths mon produeing milk and tho mn orodueing boots dre
unaongeionsly vorking for ons snother. Dao sxebonge valuc of their
protuee ds 4 roflsciion of sha sondltlors andsr whieh thaoy eorry on
their separatu works. Undor da7inite conditions the booss ond 3hs
il will cxchrngs in the scletion of tac agurs of Iabour nseded to
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produes thsk resszectively, The mysterlous »rocess whick cryetallises
ha per=zcnal and subjective zeleticn of the prafucers into serhlancs
ol 412 objeetive sniity as, for exaenple, commodity value, inlerest
rate, capital, and so on, is called by Marx fetisaisazion. The tern
is derived from an analogy with a phanomenon in primitive religion.
The unconscious process of introjectian, by which a warshipoer of =
stone or & tree invoats tae dexd object with the mirzeulouas qualitiss
¢ the gplirit which is Subposed o inhabit thet object, proscnis a
close azalogy to the way i, which usaful thingms are exalicd to the
rank of comnodities in the cEpiltalist system, snd are consocuently
aredived with a value reslding in the goods themselves, wery much as
the spirit of the tree or stone is surposed ic reside in the Fetish.,

8. The fapital relish.

OF all fetishes the fetinh of capltzl ig fhe mosth
cisastrous to Lhe smeacipation of magkinéd. Past labour assymee ir
the s=haps of Capital & wamblancs oF independent sxistenes, and vogoa
48 the taird origliaal faetor of production slongsids of Man and
Hedore. Obvieousiy, nothire of the kind is the case. QCapitel is
METeiy Lhe rosult of man and soturets iater-action; its amsunt can
be deliberately inerzaged, 1% can bs produced at will. Though it is
rightly ropgarded sz one of the imporiant Tuctors of predusticn it is
1f no way an original faeior like man and nature. That under
capitaiism this derivative feactor anpears uwe the pain factor on ths
presaiice 2id amgunt of walck ths effaullivanass of men &21d nature
dopand, ig thne rzsult of a brocess of Tefisghigation that is altimatsly
12 te the private cwisrship of the means of production. But For
ETivats ownarghip of the msaps ol produstion, 0apital would be resardad
A5 What in reslity it is, Darely, tools, macwinsry, plant, hoarded
z32ds, the ouscome of pasi labour thet ig Leing used by prosant 1ive
~abour in the progess of procducing consumer'ts gopds,

9. Class sopisir.

= e T

FPrivaie ownershis of the meets of roduction implics
the roaponsibility of onz sat of secpls (the owners) for the use to
whlch tools and machinesy must pe put in ordsr to sefc-puard
rroductions; at the same time 14 lmpiice the existonres of ancther
88t of people, [the worksrs) who neithor heve, nor can Lave, any SEY
in the metier and whe havo, @ecordingly, na responsibility in 1t. The
Jusiification of such a gystem cén be found in the necezsities af &
Tecunolugicsl mituatiar in which the means of production cannnt be
uzed 1n &ay other faskicn. A% the beginning of the industrizl et
Sucil & condlticn cf affairs was given.  Bince thet time, towever, the
bosislon has chungad, Lachinery can be nazd woday by the communlty
g3 & wholes. The clase division has becoma unjustiried,
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from the point of vicw of the produetive nozds of soglcoty, and its
rotontion, thercfors, turns iato a donial of comaiunity. 48 Lloag as
wiemploymsent, unegual ineomze, incquality of oprortanity, wora the
unzvoidable dAccosserice of 2n sesnomic grstim which was in othor
ways Justified, they werc rogerdsd as ihe prige paid for the srogress
and the rising muterial wolfare of +hc commanity . Sinco thoy hawe
bocome avcidabla, thoy heve beeome indefonsible, a stark denial of
commen humznity. Melnutrition Tor somu emidst the afflucnce of
othors, vnforecd idlencss for soms cmidet tas roluntary idlenoss of
the leisured fow, lack of cpoortunity for educatlcn and training for
zoms 2loagslde tho mononoly of an cxpondive class gdupction for
others, bocome cquivalent to doliserata Wrong-doing aad erims. It
ig on aceount of this dsaial of comrunity that our society 1s in
process of being destroyed.

10. The next step.

The next atep is a transfcornation of sonlety through a
chatgs in Geonomic systerm, The zrlivate owrership of the means of
productlon b’ abolished, and the muans of production must be owned by
The community. Our society would Shen ceuse tc be alvided into
eccaomlc classes; its ualty would hbo accomplished. Our society ezn
be pawved from destruction in war znd civil war in a0 gbhor way. I
is sasy to show thattho Internations]) orzonisaiion orf She Iitc of
menkind cannot bs accomplisbed by our notional communitiess which are
comuunities only in name. 4s lonz sg past only of the neoplc hawva
Any reapensibllity in the oroductive system, the other part being
excluded from sueh rssponsibility, the whole must I ck Shs will and
bover moaewk to proceed to the massive ceonomie sdjustments necded
t maks an loternational community poseibls today. The ultimato
reason for the helpless crift of the world towards degtruction is the
denisl of communitr within the nationa cxpressed in the retontion of
the capitalist sveten.

1l. MWorxist seonomics and f4c labour theory of valus .

Marx started from an anthropolsgical eoncupt of the
natirs of men. Both hia shilossohy of Blstory 2ad his phllosophy of
zaeclaty are constitusnt parts of his anthropology. BSuch en approach
was lneompatible with the accoptanps o2 socinlogy s an lndcependent
sclencc. What, with Marx, appecrs os socinlogy, is but the epplic-
ation of ais aathropological srinelples to tao fisid of goclety, Eis
main theorsm in this sphero of knowludge is tho zo-pallod patsrisl-
istic Intorpretation of higtory (so-eclled booauss it ia not metarial-
iatic in the philosophical sense, morely in she sensc of allowing
rull weizht to the faptar of proaductizn 1n the compass of social
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nasnonenal .

bery's theory ol Capiislism was &n irstanes of the
applleation cf Lhe materialissie interpreteticn of History. Whas
he almsd at was nol ths thecry of av ceohomle system, bit & 187 to
4 goclety., This key e wes epnvinzed hs kad feund in bhe soonomic
system partaining o nur soeisty. Hiz descristicn of ths ceonomic
syaten was firgs ard forendst relovant {rom this peint of view. As
a theory of actusl weonomiss it dosg nod tila as far, as a tascry
of priezs It ig Inguiticlent. It ig of ersst asecisntifiec walue in
tRa othal respoais.

1} Tao trends ard tendenciss of fapitalian vware Torecast by Mﬁ;h
Wlth tha moss surprisings n:curac;, viz, the aceuvnulaticn of ceapiual,
cantraligation of producticn, regurrent trade dopressicns, the
contradictions inhwrsat in liberal capitslism, both nationslly cad
intornasionaily .

} The prsdominant Torse of consciousness ln our tlie were Shewn

g Tke lnevitablo results of the privelc ownership aof ths meang of
sreduesicon undor modera conditions {felishisaticn, ths self-sstrange-
moes of man, 1o sseudo-reclity of sconomic ohjsctivications like
conedity valus, capitel, sto.)

T Nateral cand Hliste=isn Tacs.

ll"‘

HATE b4 ﬁuscribes The sronnmls pTPEEU“ HE e gicRies
betasen: 1] Kan =spd Naturs 21 Man shd Men.  The £ 1z 2 tima-
less poeicmersn Lressnt vhcweve labesr and nasnrs intor-scit 1n orpbsr
vid EEt oumen noeds the lstter ig a historical phenormsnol 1L5Lecjlr8
Lhe glyes organdaation of sceiety, 1.2, the cctual “EWQt"ONQh.pc ol
1 'rnu.'-_a“_,'. belinge takzing paru in procustion. s.ceordinzly the natursl

I
1wtk
JLodia o
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lomanta of s2onomics ers labour, rav ostsriala, tJJWu, numar. nuth:
hhu R 1. Ih gur préeseni soeolsty thoso taks on the alstorical {1.5.
tTﬂﬂq_L_mt 55, 5 of wogs Lmhdh_ Lapitsl, domand, PUrCHRGLIE power,

and ac ea. WRile In a Soclisziist cechomy the notural elomanies would
atiil be present, thor would be divested of their cepitaliast form
and apjesr in Sheir truas shaps serportaining to man and nmaturs., Thua
LA P“ul Tid hlmself of tlke pseudo-roolities whieh limit his 1ife as
prezcnt, and would aater & state of freedom in which his reiafticachip
Tto his fellows would no longer bo falsified oy illusory eleasniz.

13. Tbhc rols of clgssesn.

2. rE' s wheory of the closs Fdf is wawiily mosreprsg-
shtod &8 conternding that lhe cocnomlc inters of claszes is the
0ltimety ériving Porce 1n Lis LDI,, anc that, d cordlnzly, the crplon-
atiocn of historicul progross must ba found in the scetlionel intercsts
of wconopic clagsys. Cbviously such & theory would lesvws that unex-
plained which is mainly in nesd of exslaactien, 1.o, why in 50z

i :

Ceogs swze, in pther ezzes ancother, elsas suzesods in takin
in gocial transformaticn. TUnless the theory provides us hlt arn
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angwer tc this quicetion, shers is nothine to conacet claza Intorcot
WINE progress In #act the Warxist sacory asserits that shs intercsts
cf soclicty am a whole &re ths decisive Factows in hiztory; that thes
infurustﬁ cnlngide with $as Zest use of ths msans of produaction; thet,
shorsfors, thet closs 1s destined to lsad society which ez2n safeguard
tac best reshod of produetion; that in casze of 8 change in tae
Jmethods of production & now class may we fitted o bdke the laad 10
8 change in the syalem of production is also in its egononic Lntarawdsg
the interssts of this class will then represens the direclion in
which soclety a3 a whole must be movine if economic progesss i not
o . be artificially cheskond,

Tn othar werds, not elazs, but she intersst of soslaty

23 a whole, iz the ultlmate ageat in soecisl history: elass is
gfractlive only i ara when ik represents the spearhead of evplution.
It WE“ the hiatoricsl mission of the mpidd. e classes o 1lotrcduacs the
capliellist method of preoduction uader whiech the productive Torecs of
nun£¢nu and the standard of individusal Frecdom and libsrty wers
Taiged farp b'yonﬁ tho feudal level, though ths ecscromic orgari“afioﬂ
of zoelety which wess involwsd in tﬂlq transforrnation resulfed iz sn
armost infolereble dstericraticn in community life. It 1s tae
histeorlesl misgion of sas industrial working elasscs to load saciety
G ancther trasnafcrmation. The msans of productlon which forgod
itaiise on aankind ars calling for a socinlist organisatlon of
noeade 1ie todey. The interssts of ths working class ainzls thom
whe eroup whien slche zag perform thiz missioh. Tor of all
in ﬂﬂmiet'_ taeir intuxgatu dlone wouli aob “uLLEf by such
o Niood The Sine ecwes for the laovitable chanegs, the other
UDCjatj Witl logk bowards theam for o load. The compunal
of At neany of produciion wiil ssher ia & elasslseas
1. ot cn acocouat of the fores of 1t5 interasts or Lhe
engbh of itz orgaunlsation, but 2n secount of tho need of maxkiod
8 wiole must and will wke working classes fulfil thefir historical
m and it is on aceount of this nesd Shat others will support
gssure thelr aitinmate wishory.
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in this & in other cisges, Marxist Soeislish sileatly

sEsubes that scoeloty cza be parfect. Such sn sssumption i1s Foreipgn
ve ka2 Christian. Siate sne Sselcty are by thoir veory natere
itperfect. Community transseonds socicty. Kot bocaunsc men s uv_l,
But Lecausse seeisty ic aseccasarily lmperfect, no Eociut; ear ka tho
realisatlion of comrulity. Peower sad valus src inhereat 1n seoeloty;
politicoz]l and sconomic coercion bolomg to cny and ovory fera of husan
co-oparshion,.  I% ias pret of Hoo inu_uct“ 1z alterpative of Huran
exissiznee thai we can choose only hotwuon difleront kinds of power,
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and d4iffercnt uses to which o sut 1%, but we cannot chooss not to
griginate power or not to influsnce its use ohnes it has becn created.
<ublie opinion, for €Xample, ia povor velb nobody can oxclude himself
from particivating in it., Whatevsr one's wviawe mey be, there is
ELwWays a possibility Saat soms oas will agrec with thom. &y doing
a0 he will refer to us as a faesor in public opinlon. Thus, whothsr
vie wish it or not, we shall hevo been originating wowsr, The sams
recesalyy holds good in the asphere of value.  Wistover our needs, wWo
caniot help valuing ccme goods more $ham obhers. Br doinz so we
lnevitably depraciats thoss aspects of life shat are dsperdent on the
valus of thosc goods or serviecss. T¥Yet wo can only choose beiwesn
valuing differont kinés of snings or, eventazlly, going without them;
We eannch chcosc Yo refrain from & dscision evsn though it be negativa.
Tho idwmal soclety iz that which makes fully responsible human cxislence
conecivable by threwing the Paaponsibility of our cholew oa ourselyed
gnd, waerse ne choiece iz pogible, by allcwing us to shouldsr colscious-
¥ 13 inevitable burdsn of our rvasponsibilify for covreing and inter-

;
Fering with the lives o our failows.

The mocsure of true fresdom ls tho muasurs in which wa
are “ree Lo choose wherse choiase is peseible,. Where sad when 11 is
net, tc take our saave in the common evil., Ihera iIs no contracting
out of soelaety. But wherc the limits of the socially pcssible are
MEBeisG, ecommuinlty unfoelds te us lts transconding reallty. It is tc
this realm ¢f community osyoad zcelety $het man yeazrns to travel.

But poroonslity only begilos whero recognissd debisz are
dizcharzged. Under cepitallsa it is impossitls So do this; neithsy
the naasurs nor the fashion of cur indebitedness to othors caz be seen
or uhdszetcod. Under Scrialism, tho inercasing sranaparshey of
geelaty allcwe us So pay ouy way. By doing ss woe pass beyond sceicty;
s resch ths aphoro of the peraonal. The indspendant individusl of
Libaral capitalism is independent only ozcause he is uwnconsclcous of
kig depenticnces ot ke dE- ubenhesliois of i oonlty Torothe lazk of
neral sensibility which allcews him to disregard the saoeial effacts of
nig individoal actions end omissions. Eo wio wishss to be truly
indepandent rust firet shouvlder ihe burden of dopendencs in ordar o
bualld a scelety in walck it is possible to be ru2lly and truly ladup-
elldent. Su2n independones is not to be achisved by nos knowlng, or
disrogarding our indebtcdnsss to others; i+ csn be achievod only by
libarating ourselves from Rocizl bendsgo by paying of £ our dobvts. He
#alac 2 misguidcd, who ©8laely beliswes that hie can roalliss nevfocfion
by meoting Witk his fellowa in Love and fellowshkin. In dping sc ac iz
hidirg from tho eall of trus community which Le beyond the houndaries
of our prasent acciasy. Bo-eallod cotvmunity for commanliy's gake is &
poisonous hovoragzs that makss us dreaa of the things it prevents us
rrom achigving., Colvmniiy for universel communisy's seke is she only
relicowznip today thaet is not a dznia}l of fellowahnip. Doth ths
temptation of the parfect society (in Thke faturs) and of the serfect
community (in the prosent) muet bs resisted for universal commnityls
gake .
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HOTES OF DHRISTIAN LVl TaANLIG W3Em

b gpeiany.
11, Zerl Pelanyi. The Christine Jridicien of muv Social Ordsr.

1. How do wo foous our Jiscuselon on subjeste rolabed te soclety - 2.2
palitics, acouomiga?

4. Vulities, =gononies are essendinlly religioue eublceie becsuse
roligiom 1% abewl Lhe persooal fMeld and bhoese subiscla are anly
different aspecte of Lhe relubisnebin of mpan persens., {(zeme?
The Chrietism Tagk"s- "Thore are po problews of iksurekmkisymioty
Yarmn 1ife bhat ars not raligleona problems, that are not problems
of tae relalionshlp ol persens. The partisular probloms of our
political and sccmenie 1lifw are also ir s¥ory caes rrohlems of the
rolationshipe o persons Yo one anotier. I, therslors, an atheupt
is mde %o eelve ccoucede or pdlitisal problems without ireating

1

thew e relipimee problems thor vammet be selved.)

Thle doee aot mean bhat yolildeal or ceouvulo problows are merely
religioce problems, or thal religlen in movely a prodlem of the
right polliidcs and scenbmies; but it ‘ooz mean dhuet at dimes dhe
areblews of asciety may be insclubie vnlces we puh dho religlous
vonsiderabion firet. {The rilsvence of Cod 4o bropd and duitter).

B: Geddipion oa ths obher hamd esnant bs delschsd from ooy 1i¥s in
sochety, from nelitice, asonvaien ele. {(“Holigiom, wae baslieve,
lg our attitude 4o wmeakedy realidy s o vwhole, and ihereforo %o
every sapeet of the whola, dlael:ding hreed and dwbter.®) (The
rolevance of brend and Walter o Ood).

11. ¥y cen the Msrxien anelysie of seciety be scoenied by the Christiant

Because the Hawxinm ecnedt of sonlaliss and of sociehy in copene
inlly porsonnl.
-

The Marzian definitlon of 2 Scolaliet socdedy i3 that of a "human®
soefety. In tbhic cordert in the writinze of Marx ths tern "huran®
meuz 4 wole of ardgtenss dn whish distivetdvely humean motivos
preveil, i.2. relstionshice ave Jivoes, wosediated, peraszal. They
teve welue for thelr owp seite.  (This defiriiion of Sooialien is
gontained dn deyx "Thasdes eon Feusibash, 1545)

The gonespt of soclety with Marxz is that of the relatlionshin of
haren heinge. In Yhis cuse the relsticmship is not, == & ruls, g
ceraunal. As oficn as not it is Smpeveonal, it ia merely factual. '
like the relationships between persons anpaged in 2 productive
Lrocens.
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bass evembal, Pobife delslos fu nowsy. wlshover uwy views nay be
Lhare s alwow x peoelbility St scoo ore will opprove off bhiGde

dyr dping o e =il refer Yo me g oa fastor Ao publle opinlone

Tase, whekher I oweish for 86 or st L slmll have bepn oriplreting
nawers Ths oone neeasolty helds maed L« the sphepo of valuds
Thabewwr sur noodn, ¥ cannot heln valuler some paode aorn Shen
uhiwrE. Sy Abing oo pg Lseviteably deprovinte Lhess aaccis of
etirideat lives thab are 2optodod on the valuc of theve gobds
o garwloon. Yol v pem omIy chonge botwousm valulng Jilferont
wdnde of Lidsgs differedly or, sverbunily, gelng withoal them
sltagebiharsy me cammet choous to refvain from o Joplelon ovan
theash it be ntmdive. The ideal soolely is that whish,by
turaning She responibility of wir chulss oa mrseives and,
whars ns Ahates 3 »omeible,by elloning ue fo shouldsr Hse
Mrally Dueedfabts urdes of sur resconoihility for soercicg
ard Inborfarias whith dhe liver of mer feilesn, slooo melkos
Bally vor oreibls fomoeny crdvionss sonuiyabla.

The megirrs DF SMes fessdpm e Ghe nemwurs ia allch we ars Drea

Lo shudeo choose s oboles fe pussible. fhere and when 3% 1s
pot Lo take aur chems An fhe ot oll.  Thers In o contredbing
gat 5 secioly. Pt where the 1fsdte of the socimily poosibls eve
reaghod sowaudty widde b5 e e teanssendieg rokllty. 1% im
o tir;d# wosly of oeanadfy beyesd coslety That sas yearns %o

Aoeavnl. :




There iz o rolatiouahip Betwasn the cwner of 6 mill end 4he huwen
baings svavatdng ¥ =i, 2 relationabdy which has an sbiestive
rollly whether the sadons are conneimen of thalr palntive positionn
or Tevhe

In Sosialise sagiety MIfile 1ts owe pature, Tha aolual rmoluticnshioss
of the humom Beldites in 1% wre maeh thet thalr rolobionelice tan be
Poemn® L.e. pErescal,

In religioues termp the lsrwliot vosition cen bo mxoressed dhuss the
realdly of eoslety Mao vhersver $he bethnfienisal conditlons produces
& eopmumidy of persone. Clase ssolody 4o a donial of communily.
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