Historical Materialism
Marx Thesis
The progress of History is thought to occur through accidental means, or an intelligent creator. Either through great men or common men, the path of history unfolds. 

Marx suggested a scientific study of history. He sought and identified a pattern that was present throughout human history. The following assumptions were made: 

His basis theory for history was that Labour was necessary to ensure survival and sustainment of human life. The production of means to satisfy material needs is the first historical act. From hunter-gatherers to capitalists, humans join socially to produce their means of subsistence. 

Forces and Relations of Production
Forces of production are all things required to fulfil society’s needs. It includes tools, skills, knowledge, raw materials, and human labour. Over time, these evolve and are passed down with new technology, knowledge, and skills to meet human needs.

Relations of Production are those very definite social relations that people entered to carry out production. Humans of all societies work on nature, but in class societies, division of labour makes these tasks on nature different for each class. This leads to different social positions. Intellectual and manual labour are both involved in fulfilling society’s needs. The manual fulfils the labour required for the needs of society while the intellectual is able to monopolize on that by controlling the means of production (forces of production without human element).

Marx further suggests that the economic base of a society which depends on the forces of production available, hence also shaping the relations of production has a direct effect on the superstructure of society (Ideologies, religions, media, culture, science). 

The superstructure is made as such that the ruling class is able to secure its rule and is also able impose its preferred method of production. Some say the base is primary and the superstructure, secondary. The superstructure stabilizes/entrenches the economic base. It is precisely because the superstructure has an impact on the base that the base selects that superstructure. 

Marx’s observations let to this idea of progress of history:
Social progress is driven by the progress in the productive force (materials) a society has at its disposal.

Humans are involved in productive relations which progress with the progress in productive forces. The social relations are based on division of labour which tend to determine social class. 

The relations of productions determine the means and forces of production and set the conditions for the development. Like capitalism would accelerate the development of forces and accumulation of capital. It also determines the modes of production; capitalism polarizes society into capitalists and workers.

The superstructure (ideology, politics, culture) is ultimately an expression of the mode of production that founded the society.

A state is formed and secures its rule while imposing preferred relations of production and exploitations onto society. 

When a given relation of production produces no progress in forces of production/material, either further progress is strangled, or revolution must occur. 

History in such a way is seen not as predetermined but depended on class struggle, especially elevation of the working class.


Marx sees history progressing through different modes of production. In each stage, people interacted with nature in different ways and any surplus was distributed differently. 

Society started as hunter-gatherers, as a form of primitive communism. Every able person would contribute to hunt and food was shared. There was no private properties and no surplus for they immediately ate what they caught and there were no division of labour and people were forced to work together. There was also a lack of state. Personal properties like clothing were present.

Agriculture allowed for abandonment of nomadic lifestyle and modes of production shifted to slave-owning societies with minor properties. The first class stratification of slave and citizens was noted, and any surplus produced was given to the citizens.

Feudal mode of production emerged from slave societies. The aristocracy/nobility were the ruling class owning arable land and exploited peasants/serfdom who farmed these lands through produce, rent. Simple commodity production, although only for immediate use were the merchant class of that period. They would grow in size and eventually become the bourgeoise.

Capitalism emerged when the growing bourgeois class expanded commodity production to the point that feudal guild structures could no longer contain the new productive forces. Manufacturing replaced guilds, division of labor intensified, and the bourgeoisie became dominant.
This rise also produced the modern nation-state: capitalism separated politics from economics, and states arose to manage class conflict between bourgeoisie and proletariat. Nations formed around shared economic life and culture, but capitalism generated two opposing tendencies—national movements resisting oppression and increasing global integration via markets and production.
As feudalism collapsed, peasants were dispossessed and pushed into cities as a new proletariat. Capitalism then spread globally, dissolving older social forms, and reducing national differences through world markets and uniform production conditions.
Under capitalism, society polarizes into bourgeoisie and proletariat, whose struggle defines the system. Capitalism unleashes enormous productive forces (Industrial Revolution), but eventually these forces outgrow capitalist property relations. When productive forces exceed the limits imposed by bourgeois ownership, the system becomes unstable—just as feudalism collapsed when it could no longer contain emerging capitalist relations.

Marx argues that capitalism creates its own gravediggers: the proletariat. Just as the bourgeoisie overthrew the feudal nobility, the proletariat is the new revolutionary class that must seize power through a dictatorship of the proletariat, the political transition between capitalism and communism.
In the lower stage of communism (sometimes later called “socialism”), society still carries “birthmarks” of capitalism. The means of production are collectively owned, workers no longer produce commodities for exchange, and individual labor directly counts as part of the total social labor. People receive consumption goods according to the amount of labor they contribute, using labor certificates—not money. This stage still resembles the old order and has remnants of its logic.
Communists debate whether this lower stage is itself a distinct mode of production; Marxist-Leninists typically call it socialism, which may still involve forms of property, money, or commodity relations.
The higher stage of communism emerges once all capitalist remnants disappear. Here, there is no state, no classes, no money, no markets, no division between mental and manual labor, no alienation, and no antagonisms such as nationality or religion. Individuals develop freely, work becomes life’s primary want, and abundance enables the core communist principle:
“From each according to his ability, to each according to his needs.”
This stage represents the full negation of capitalism.
Das Kapital follows with a critique of capitalism urging revolution to communism










