
I' 

-~ 

/J 

' 
'I 

/-' 

. . 
.·'.: ~·' : ..• :.,....~·;_'>(·~·:·--~·-'r~:·.·.-' .. ·· .. :.',. 

'I 

c:.:·-· ' ' . 

lodieinL~•Wlat State Soc1al1vy 

, · 'fbo wiolcer• in th" 186o• ~ """~ no oor.1111r on tho mrch thun " no•· 

,,~1'0:1> e~ .:ut.,llectlllllo came up vl.th now ech.,... 'b'.1t >lith ald mncepta or till! 

:pao•>l'N l'ole or thn -••••• FerdlnaDd -Laoo!Olle >am an ontirpJ.y new tne ot 

ll'ltallootuat in tbn · oon•o thH.t h9 had aa•oclated h111aelt vlth HVl<, ap:oealo4 

dl.reetlT to the w•>Y•lo:lnt: clo.ao to :!'om -lh ow ~apaz!odwt )l011tlcal '!'l'rt;r o.nd 

'"'" a rnoluUono.ey. !leverthal~;;;, lvz had to oii}DI'&to himaelt troD hJ-e 

. ptll"VWIO Jll'O!I<I~. 'bol'll a~ the turtltug ;>olnt 1n modern h1atoey - 1848 -- ""m 

~!:;; ftsht _aga.tnot abso:tuu.., tml%:1 i;>r a. bria:l' h1ator1e JOOMilt...,... tho bourpoh· 

.. denoarat N>d tho 'Pl"Olet&rillll revolutlonar-Jo !1111 1848 revolution• llllllorlined 

1n ~...,.. •. ot Nciod. !,he lrrenoncllabiU t;r o! thana twq cla88 torcoa, llhere 

_i!'ODdhoiL t1•1cd i'~r compo:omile botwoen tho two, La•l1e tried " oh•>rt cut to 

· ·.·"•ooialhm" tha!oU«h tho atlltg -- the i'rusoiaD lando"11er~ nb10lut:l.at at11to with 

·~he Iron .i:baneellor, !liellllrck, at ita he•d. 

It "''" not a quoetion o:l' llOt \lllllftl'Btl\lldl~~~t the· clan lli\tun o! tho· 
" ' ·' 

· statfll. It ~• n iLUABt1on n! the old concapt of labor" as thn au.f!aring claea, 

vitr.Out one iota ot un~erotandll!f: ot ita hilotirc inUiati'Ye, des;>lta tho 

•· gloriouo·Jl'\89 .lt wrote ln 19th cont1117 hiotoey. Wilen tho c:ilana strur:r.loo 

··once 110re aanumod Dl'<'ll and 'rioletit llhn)le• Laal!!'.l~.a aoncelvad it to be h1a 
., ,;--;- -·-~---· ' ._ __ 

·. duty to "br1clge the gulf 'Oatwoon tha thl.nkero and tt... moaeu," All the :ocl'•nco 
- ,. ~ 

of 1ihe &J:O """ o'ridont'cy il>Col'p'>rmtad in itt him an•\ ha ""''lld hnve to bring 

t~ ocienc~ to t!'~ "1r,~~oraot." In his defense, ldten on trial for 1noitlll;t 
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'"'- '-!!it.a~·-~.ild.e.- 5 .::, . 

th8 Mn.e•. lwt ahoed hw had .... ,..el.-.1 001\C~:;>tl.on of tho role or tho l.ntollo,Ctll&lll 

•·Ho~~t in it ~t thn ar~itldl6 clAaRt~l· htt."'e: ).11 com~ i;Q 'by. s-:.. trlght~nftd 

oi c~he CO!I..,1\ peoplef T.o0ok baCk \o !!arch. &111 April of 18'>8 •. l!lt.Y6 you forgoet•n · 
,. 

hi.v .th1Do:• 'Wli1'A \bon? Ths ,.,He'• force I.,.>Otl!nt. Tho eomn> '""OPl~ nwo.ml.ng 

r .. lOne tho Btreeta. The Rti"AI'i~1t r.n!\ thn "'~"le. thn:r.nelTOII unrlttr th"" n~ of 

\tlltbiAktD;t agib.tore, •• rt)ur,h ifl"lt.''X"II.nt. t:~hn thro"n up .b-J thn sto~ •••• ·,'!'h~~;re w&re 

· 'M if'itftlllc\Wlln 'thon'l :flier.~ w':" vou~ O.ttntllfllen1 •..•• You nho 1 ~ld thank those 

thO Jlrt't 'wrkin,..; 't.O bri~e th'! gulf' 'b"tween thn t.hinkttJ"8 r..nt! tht'l :M.61VlS who P.l"f! 

"B:~cau_tJ& this ¥11 hill eoneeption of ~"~ lzULif!JftB, bill! th.noretie eon08~t 

. tul- ther than th~ R1ct-.rd1an conea-pt of it no n. aoUJ"ee of wi·.1Un·. 

'"I'~U~ion.t!ln.t :th.n:Rby thft lnboror 1o enUt.leo!. to "'lll til& pr~~ee4o of ln~" 

.. •;..:i·,, t;oi.o'for, dht~uhed fro., tm .i'nludhonl.an concept o! th~ vorlo':ero "'bu,r~~ 
' ·- ' I 

r..l'l• .• •.>;,u . .;.t j!ror~ the ~urgeol.~ia. .·In•to, .. l,' l"'oec.lle pro~n..d tluit. tlu; ,;;;,;.,.;,.o"'~B~i 

~:ii':''·"'' ,'.:·c_,t~~l!!:.~tH.!Ih ~oduo~r•' :Cttop9rn.tiYe~ ,_ th 11 StAtu o.ld. 11 A2 .thou«h th~ll meant.· .tt-e~tlng_ 

thour,ht on, No. llut onoe ha didn't ball.~ve !n th• 

........ ~~· a)lll.ty .to -O\"erthro" the aond1t1oi1S of lRbor -- nnO onen he COilYinced 
,._ .. ,,_,,,,,,,:, ., ·;· 

Ro 1)rond -ttv,t hn V<A.U "too ft.betrR-at 11 a.~ ta1l.ad. 

-~.to :~&tand rcnl ~wlitlca .:..- it .. 'an"'- ttnoy ·.~or hi1:1 to convince h1maelt that h.! 

1.1861 

:~·~_'}-d tore. BiaWt.l'ck to do PO cuc:o the ;ow.&,t.G 'four,ht hard !or uni,.rRA.l t~u:f'tra,v.e 

~~- th1a coul_d ba u~ed a,;t~ln2t Disr.t!l'I"Ck1 o othnr enfl!:~, th, deoocrnttc ~urgeoiuttl. 

Ln.e5alle1,. GAne.., o! rf'!lr,l :;>ali tieD t'-ls~ lf'!ld hi111 to oenrch ror n 
~ ' 

eolltt.'born.tor •Jtn...._ !"o;rnl ~~ruantrut ~Tfllrnmftntrtl socia11et nnd. -eeono:uie theoreti·etaD 
•' . ~;.: 

· Y.!ld Fodbortu•. l!e nctuall;r d!d nt fl.rnt ~t•t Horlbortu&' "7lli'Ovnl. for his plan 

loU« th~ ~oe1~111t tranwformntlnn would tak~ numbernd no less than SOO Janrs. 

within the '¥•a.r 1t poos1111•~··· 
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., ·. oci.;.pt of labor, that thr.y found tbamo<tl""o to be oolhl!orntoll'• for a 
I ' ' ' ' 

~t • ., __ _.. ... .t 

"'!'~· .. -- ~· ·-· 

Mar>:, on the allbe,. hand, brol<e orr com;.>lotel:~ vHh Ln•.sal.le, whom 

,. ila ctl.ll;.., a "lloM)liU'Uot. 11 Tbs difi'wrence 'Geheen Hnrx <utd LnsB<tlle 1• the 
' . I • ' 

' . 
·;~..'',. a'to. •• , .•• --.. ... ,. - , ....... _.,. • .. .-A ...... · ... u .............. t - ............. •'"'--... 1 -..!!~~ ~:~ al"lw .... __ .., __ -c-·-·-- ... :;-p .__, .... ~~ ''""'-'"' .. ~--.... ·.lOA v......... G 

'!.lJ. 49~· s. ~ as thsre 1n in thA op<JI1 clan a atl"U(',;:le betwon 

"' ~IOri='sO•ilelle alld tbot _.latr. 

tho ,or • .&t1T~ !lllel'giea or the 
': -.'· ' ' . .. ' /' 

0-~:}.i:)'.:{i!c(~·~~ai:~hil•.m8t!h"ae f1lll4tuaen\al an f>Pil01181lt ne the bo•ll"geo1o1e 1tftoU~ >'hie 
- - - , . • I 

..... s m:'amobat,; oociaU..t.. Ho vaa O.n acthht. ·~l ·tlltt i ·· 
• - - \' ' . - !" ~ 

hlllaelt to Wl'l\1121! eUher, llo "!"-8 lnat"""""'tal ln 
---- -- .. -- . 

. 11'""t 1nd~nt P,Ol1t1C!ll· P'U"t)' or tho Otrrman proloit!ll'lat. 

. '~- .. ', . '' . ' . ' 

to mft!r ;resoun to bei1r iipon tho nbsolut1at 1'1'11ostan otitt;, to Ri.... •' 

• e«iiiOI!tiC aid to th8 WD1'lr81'e We 'WOuld f1C~bl1sh th~lr own !actcrlea m881it 

oc·_,~a1111'11 ni:tto.tioll ~ \he liorlcar•. i.aa~lle issued thla llpJJ'IBl: 

. •. 0b: ,..rlci.,.. cleeo 11111at olat..,b!loh 1t•al:l' ao an ind~J."'II'lent p.<>l1 Ue"-1 

~~~~~;;itf':~:.£,.~-:';:--~~~--~~-V~end-·mnke _its· slog:m end. ~.:umer ·- t.'n!.Yer.ea.l.:· Rq.'Wll_ tu1d D11·sot Suffmga.-e . • _ 
.'· . -

0, 'l'o·DAko the working cl&oo ih oWtl om;>loyor, thnt 1o tho '41¥0 tl1e onl)' ~. b)' 
-:. . _I 

•'llillh thlo cruel !llld iron law (of Ullchangeabln Min1111111:1 w~oo) 01111 bo oat aelde, 

~noa ~a workl~ ol.&aa 1• ita own ec~loyer, thn contrast bot· eon ~nee• und 

pt.·ot!t ·d1tiappet1rs. It io thare!ortt thft tnsk t>f thd !Jt:~.ta to f&J.eilitat the 

TbnuoeJI<to of 'WOr'<oro roa;:.ondod to the ea11 Md th• :!'ol'llllll Orf.D11bat1on 

_ t1f t!l& General Germn Workera /~ssoe1at1on wo f'r.nmded in !~ l86J. ln June, 

Llt.oaa).lo oont tl:o atn.tuteo ndopted (unbeknownst to the vorkero, 1t noed bard}T 

be added) to lllaiiBrcll:. v1 th the following note: " ... this vlll bo enollflh to ohov 

· ~o":l h<>v trUI! lt h thilt tho workl\ng ola .. 1o inot1ncUTaly: inclined to dlctator

. J;lSS2 ohl.!> 1! U teela thn.t auch vlll be oT.aroiaed in tho vorkinr: clnoa lntarootn. • 
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" · ,.w..'v .I .. aealln w:u no ordlnaey traltnr. He could not •hnva ]).,eD bolll5ht. 

, .• ~ :i:'oU!';bti· tor hie princlplao, went icl priatin ror ilu.m ~ ".>uld !live been re....V 
. . . 

:*o u., for tMII. llut ho ola;>l7 .... 1ncnpob1d ot thillk'l~ tln~ !!1!7 (tho ·•orkero) 

. oe:)\c rulft,· · To him. tboy wol'o a ..,b. • He thought ao ln 1844 """'' tho Slleslm! 

':..._~'l':~~ ·.,.i1Yolt..6. i.."11t .hi! ""'" oill.T a atu.tc\ and !'e)t tho atn.t-J o!luuld rooto:re. 
. . ' . 

. •r>'riW •. " lie. dtd not c!UI~~~:<~ hla mnaept odiou., 1n 1848, thft"workllre ""re br•.akl1ig . ,. . . 

,up nut-the tt~.dlitl>s but tha bcnn"geoiu ordtir, which ho swro'll8d and >booe victl.rta 
·~· . . 

' 'i'hiug<o ?.14 not ch!l!li!O in 

.the m9o~o to orgnnise ran independent 

:~ 
; ,, 
I 
I 
l 

J. 
'- Cl 

:~I'( 

·;< -·-.<~ 
.~ty of th~lr ow., llut thin . .,.... inaii}:>U'<>bl8 1'1-os the !WI •to pU,t "'·(~ 

fd~~;j;:t;'·~~.:\f &t:;Jh h·;d. " .. ThC workers t:e~~ · o. nuff~rinr. =ae• and ··w~, wher~a~ the · •.-;· .. ··.-·:···.·_ ... ·. __ ,·······~···.·.:···:···.··_·-.·.··~.··::~.-.·.·~·· .. 
. ;~·:·hi;/':";''~~":'!''~ ~iih·~!ili: ~ ®U!d· 0aclt1e~l! '·!or e~cli on!l. of u• •hnt Mne' or ua coUld· . . .~ 

<g~;":~!~~~~~·; t.Or M~aelt." 'He ther~fore i'elt ,ecller! u;>on to ka "far" tM maeoa: 

~- w•rld continue to work in tho i~L~torloa I>JI'I, in tho mt~aiuohile, 0.:~ 
"'" t;> aend auch a.n·him to )X1rl1amant. . '<I 

. . _ _ "Kia attitudo, '1 -weate !Vx, 111a 'tbr.t of 3. tut~ workera• d~~~~tor. _ . __ .. )--i 
. ·:-~-- reitoift8 tlie queut1'on b&~waen -labor unrl cnpito.l 110 Anoily 118 play .• ,(The __ . . -~-f 

. 'wrli:en' t'actor1ea, ,r •·r ldlich thn gtnt. •-111 put up cu:>ital, ruu1 b,y tuv! b,y thnao 

!n•tt tuUana wlll embrace tho ·•hole country •••• " 

l41u'7. wrote thin, not bocau•o h• knew of r,, .. .,.lle 1 n mchinatinns with 

31.•m.r_ckt· but beCB.uno M kno"r ni Lns~Blltt 1 s ~oncopt of labor.. tsu~oulle suf:t'erod 

·troll tho illusion of· the~,: "cln.solf!asnono 11 of oc1onCo. Uuch nn att.1tude l1ll4e 

it nnt,_1 to think tmt he repr••ontod. "ocienco turd tM wrkor" for oclonca 

""'" IIU!'ftl.Y 1ncorporntad in tho intellftctunl,., the loa.dor. :'fbrx, on thtt,.,thar hruld, 

raJeoted thio "puerile •tuf'f. • ;,n h~ reJected the b'urr;ooh conception that thh 

'1·1863 wu.;: thft o.«e of-"acience nnd 1\at:\Ocioney, 11 no he rttjectnd th~t abrttrnction of 

') 
.'"1-. 

1 
.!l 
. '! 



.Mat. """R'• 
·r· . '' 

"-' ~· ,..., .ran aallliio..a<, lo ••• oilt to 1hilF 

tlljit~·Wlc~l·'ol ~Uoil:1!11tala.., t!M_ooaartUsaUoa fa of t.11.1 4lridOD.· ,_·, - - - ,, . ' ' 

lei~lli .'flell~ •114 ~ 1-,'bor llll!Oll ebara&l11e1-iao• CllpUaltial • 

. . --~ 

' ' 
.,, 

.· .. , ----- - . _,_-:._ 

--. 
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II-T.I!e 1850s--,Years of React1on,&nd Proudhon1am. 

The period following the defeat of the 1848 

culminated :\n France i;, t;;, cro>mtng of LoU,S Bonaparte a a.·! laiiol.eo•n 

If!. At the same time France '.s rotarded industril:\l development:.,.. .. 
1, __ 

where in England the factory system >me established in l82Q-30, · 

. was not established in Fra."'lce till 1830-48 and even· then'·thf>, aV!l!O',!!'S1 

tgreat 11 establishment had about 10 employees--enthroned the'.· 

:~e~dant, the petty industrialist, the semi-proletarian 

ot:.:P,roudhoni at so.cial1 am: 

. ,. 11 The French pet:".sant, .French co'ID-',£Jr.0·;: 
;:;J;iiJ·~~~~::J~i~;J. seem to .him (Proudhon) something that has .'!' . and heiice theil• existence must be shie 

i\~.:B:~';i~:':~~;,~·~~~~~~j?;;:;:~;~.; w'.l:t~. th1e mess, the more I am !'o~;~~~~Clp;~~~i~~ :'l ·and,. consequantly, (liquidation) 
sw.1n.tellm•~sil· based on it· must oeoome the alpha and om•ega 

(14arx"tc Engels, 8/l4/51, Rue. 'ed;, p."37 

Marx keeps placing "Lande<'!. 

between the o.nes on Capital·ane. 1fage Labou··throughout· the n£!ri:od} 
. . -~--..::: - - - . 

the 60s. In retur>11ng to the study of ecqnom1cs,. and KeleJ:•~-~·.H>:;e.~ 

·of the emigre squabbles but keeping 

opment of Proudhonism, Mprx aMasses 

mainly on tehcnology, agr.oonomy, and money from EnglJtlll1, ,.,,,..,,A,,_ 
French and American sources. But nothing fin1 shed results 

all thP. el.aborete monog,.aphs, although as far back as April 1861.:.:: 

hP. ha<l thought he ~:ould finish his economic worlt in "five weeks· 

More than a year passes and he fir.ost then (Septembsr.l5, 

nto ge·t away tor two months to lUx finish" his work on: 

11 Cr.-1 t1que of Pol! tical Economy, 
11 Cr1 tique of Socialism,. and 
"History of Pol1 tical Economy. 11 

Three more year.os p&ss and we find ~m rereading his notebooks "not 

1·:i th the a~.m of working out the eubject 
materiel to. be reedy to ~'orlt that out." 

but in order 
,./' 3;..r.r 

to master the 

11865 
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B~:~t nothing shapes ~:~p, and ·the 1857 crisis annroaohos 1'11 tho~:~t Marx 

having written anything f~:~ndamental on economic problems.·. 

The l8b7 cri.sis gives greater urgency .to h1s desire to·· 

tiniehlc w1 th hie economic etu.dies and opens the second part of 

this perioC' .• · In A;1ril 1857 he .wrttes the chapter on !~or.ey, and e. 

plan fer the · entl.re >~ark. The olan is mentioned broadly. in his 

Introd~:~ction to the Cri tiq~:~e of Political Economy. When two yEial's 

later the Critique is finally !JUblished, he tells us in the Preface: 

--"~·! __ ori!i t_ a genf!rP.l _:1.ntroduction _which ! !w.d p"t"~?pared, as on ae·oond· 
·:;· ti.io~:~ght any participation of res~:~lte that are still to be proven· 

seeme:l. to· me objectionable, and thP l"eadel' who ~tiehes to follow 
. ,,a:t all, must make ~:~p h1s ·.mind to pass from the epe_cial to ,,t_~~ ge· ~~·raJ!~ 

•.· .· 
This ~s tr~:~e. Both as a revolutionist and 

·._., 
EJO~ician lillax it ltaB oheract.,ri a tic of ~faloX to start With the OOirlCJ,B_l 

.. rather than · w1 th the general. B~:~ t there i a; from .the view c.:i 
.,._,._': ;· .. :.,. . ). ' 

':Pr.eeent purposes of traCing Marx' a o~<n development, a greater tJ~u1~ll.·;~ 

tor the diecardment of.that justly famous Introduction that needs· 

· ;. to be developed here. This brilliant 'statement ·or hhtorical 

materialism remains a critique of poll. tical economY, and has not 

rieen'to the stature of a critique of ~~every mode of production 

·which has given rise to this political economy. Tb,e production 

relations at the. moment a~e quiescent, have not buret forth into 

open cl&.ss struggles, end has thus not given this gifted 

the concrete form of attack. Even ~1hile he states capital to be 

"al:!.-dom1nat1ng economic po1·1er of bourgeois society", it is bourgeois 

eoc.tety, not bout'geois nroduction >~hich he is cri tici?,ing. After 

making that ase'""tion he goes, not into an analysis of capital, 

that is production rel~tione, but into the order cf treatment of.the · 

question of national wealth, countering hie oonceotion to the cc>ncletlul!~ 

forms in the minds of bourgeois economists. Once it remains on 

a theoretical plane, Marx cannot rise much above Ricardo; he fails 

fully to transcer.d Eicaroianism. 11866 
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1'h:~.s the greater part or· the essay is a defense of produc"" 

tion vs. distribution theol-~P<o,· He argues ageinst"the shallow co·!lo•e~'l:l 

· tion of disfi.t>ibuticin": "The entire history of production. app!:lars to 
a man like Carey as a malicious perversion 
on the part of_ governments." (270) 

• .••.. the det'1n1 te manner of participation in production determines 
the particular form of distribution. 11 (284) , 

But as consise and of the essence as his to::-mulas are and 
' 

as profound as is his analysis of labor as a simple category and 

.:, labor as a concrete category, the leap is not made 1'rom Hl,c!~r-cuan.uom;:l 

-~here is no spl1 t in the category of labor into abstract 

he Will later consider the pv1ot on which "all un>O.el\~s1;an,_d.10g~--

In· other words, at this stage in hi's devlopment P·:l¥':.!1,.;,!1._ 

£lil,ssical economics· ld th the 11 consc1ousn.-ss o~ the r~sults of its 

own anelvsis'; l<hich it had nevel' l'eached. It is inev1 tabl_e there-

1'ore that in his eonception of the order of treatment of national 

weafth he revers back to "general abstract defini tl.ons'"' thn.t is, 

value, '1-iith which he intends to begins his Critique. When lle 

cards that introduction in 1859, it is not only because to anticipa 

rasults is undia:ectical, but also because he >ull not follow the 

first order of treatment, that iB he l•'ill not begin l·ritll ~he 

i ty,. value, but >ri th the concrrte, Co:nmodi ty. 1857, hol<evel' closes 

':111 th the fi ret conception. 

1858, or tlle third stae::e of thie period, opens >dth his 

rereading of Hegel's Log!£..!_ "J am getting some nice dtwelopments. 
For l.nst11nce, I have thro~m over the 

1·/hole doctrine of profit as it has existed up to-.no11• .In the 
method of t!'eatment the fact that by me1•e ac,1ident':.I have agafm 
glanced through Hegel's Lof<ic h~s been of great ser)'ice to me •• •" 
(1/14/58) 

Here we see the value of dialectics vnd also ita limita-

118_67 
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tion~. The-\'e i6 i'lo doubt that the overthrow of the theo:-y ot 
and the.method of treatment of sut'plus value "in general" without 

its separate fragments of profit, 'rent, and inter.est is what, tlill 

BXI!:~ make the defini t.1 ve break wi tl1 classical economics 

and the creation of J.!e,.x1srn as we know i '&, Jf.arx himself Will con

. IIi de:..• this one of the t1·1o "beat pointe" 1:1 his Capital, Eut it 

is also true thfl.t he worked this :fully out no"ll in 1868 but- 1867 

and in that period there was th~ Civil War in America and the 

elltal:>Hshment -of the First International in London, 'That 
- . 

until, the class struggle grown to a civil uar and soon to 

·. 11l.to •the Paris Commune had shown how the· contradictions would' . ' . . - ., 

reaolved ·fn practice 'Max•x the intellectual could not make 

that '·created. l~arx1_sm. 
~- .. 

--.·-· 

As it is; despite finding the general 

·surplus value, Lan<ied Property remains in h:!.s conception as a 

separate ""book", that is, a separate edition o:r. the revolution~---· 

an agricultur.sl ravolution, A bourgeoi~ revolution t)lAt needs._ 

·to be finished, and he remains very much preoocupie~ ~~th rx'o'lW10il11~ 

tlhen the work is finally publishedhe points out to 1·/eydemeyer 

( 2/1/59) the value o:r the 1101•k: "In these t1·1o chapters the founda-' :--: .. ' ' ,. 
'· ,., 

tion is also destroyed of the ~roudhonism socialism now :fashionaiJJ.<•,·<: 
in France, which t<ants to leave private property in existence but· 
to o~ganiee the exohante of private products; which wants commOdi
~ but not money, Above all things Oo~nunism must rid itself of 
this 1false brother.'" . 

And he tells l!:ngecs tlw.t i:f he is to revie\·1 his Crl tiqya "not to -

forget: 1) that Proudhonism is cleetroyed at its root, 2) that 
in its simplest form, in the :forr:1 of e cci:nmocli ty, ·.he . speoit'ioi ty·. · 
and not at all the absolute character o:r theial bourgeois production_: 
is analyzed.. 11 (7/22/69, Rue. ed., p,??) 

the 
This concrete catego:oy/commodi ty in general he had not 

found till the end ot' 1858, As late ae April 1858 he t~ote Engels 

an outline ot' how he intends to begin h1s Critique.xXlk Value waa 
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H;~ 
to form the first chapter, and he still arl!;ues against those who .. 

··."· .. :; 
.··~· 

. oppose it from the poin~ of. v.ie1·r of pre-Ricardiana. "!'though an 

'ab.9traction, this is an historical abstoract1on ~rh1ch could only bs . 
aC.opted on the basis of a particular economic development or· oociety •. : 
A"l objE>cts to this definition of value a.r.e oither derived from ··i 
J.ess developed cond1 tiona or production,. or are based on a confasion 
by which the mere concrete economic determinations •.. are set u) in 

1

( 
opposition to value in this abstract undeveloped form." (4/2/58 .. 

by October 1858 he makes the leapJ'iias against the generalization;· 

v"'.l.uce-, he finds the ooncrete--c-;,_teg;~y, commodl. ty, wh1 cil "in genera~•J 
·pervades Rll of capitalist prod,,ction and contains in germ all. it~ · J 

contradictions because it embod.ies in its material form th~·: .. )'U 
abstraction value. :JAs-agai.iiat 1847"(i/~ge .. LaboZ."&--c&p·na:rr wl'iere ·~ 

· saw OhlY. 'the llllllll!l particular col!liDd'<Jity, l:Uimz wage-labor, he noW:· ·;;,; 
,I' .··;..•/ ·,'.'·~ 

. th:P::::::::-.Y-7aP~~~s;;n ~~~-c:;~ant ;o·:~t:~-~- ··Once ·he ~:~ 
· '·· ix11:~11: develops the conception of the oommodi ty thus fully, a~~:' what ·., . 

. took him an entire d.ecadP. of amassing material, wri-tlng monogr~:>phs, Jj 
. >ll'i t!n~· out drafts and introductions end ·discarding them, t~es ll~t--~~ 
three short months to >rri te. '!'his rapidity of >lri t1ng despite . th~ .. J 

.. .-.. , 
., 

I 
fact, a~ he explinas to Engels: "the first (chapter) of these, 

Commodi tv was not Wl:'1 tten U!) at all in the rough draft, and the 

second, Money, or simple circul9tion, was at hand only in the form 

of an enitrely brief draft .... " (11/29,58, Rus.e::l.,p.71) 

He had finally discovered the order or treatfile'lt, and '·this I 
1 

order, >:ill remain the one :t'or Can1tal. Bu;; 1'1e need only"-'compare .. ·~ 

the chapter on Co!!lJJlod1 ty as >rri tten in 1858 and that in t~·e d:t'ini t1ve 

eid.tio."l of Capital, 1872, to see ti1Bt tix!l!luc:u that lt!5B boArs the ~1 
.... 

same r.elationship to 1871 that, on a··highe!' historic stagP >:111 :;l 

repeat itself in Lenin, in his 1914 Essay on Marx, the eection I 
'l 

. ' deellng 1·rith dialec~ic, and ltlllat section On ilialeotic 'IITitten in 191fj 

ths t ie the difference bet1·reen vulgar and d1alacticel matet•ialism. J 
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The very fl ret thing t!~t etr:tkee us in loo)';ing at the 

. chapter on- Comii:odi ty ir.·· Cri tiaue and in C~pi tal 1a that. the two 
,' ~; 

factors -~listed in the first ~ use-value and exchange value, 

while in• the letter H~ ~- "'" u8e-v@lue &.nd ~. This_ is 

not e. simple difference in ue~·ge of >lords and the difference cannot 
1 

ba g'otten ·i.'id of by stating the fa<:t that Marx ir, 1859 used exchange i 
value l.n the manner in which he used value in 1867. The concept 

that this ie all thPr~ is to it is at the bottom of the vulgariea

'i t:l.o~-e .o:i.'. both a Kauteky and a Luxemburg, and up to 1915 all-of the' ,_, . -.· " 

·· .... Merxhte, including Lenin, ·l<ere brou:;:ht. up under tha'!; 

·Limindid not hee1 tate in 19:c5 to state that •nope :of the Me.rxiet'a', 
--.;;--,,·,_, __ ,,,._ .. -"'· --- ' 

... und~i;stciod Marx in the past half century)! 11 l:lo the.t the truth .that' 
·:.:··_":, ,·. · ' . · implied in 
· ·-!'t.arx in 1859 II:JU!li:/exchange v~.lue e.ll that he meant l~_ter implied 

i·e wholl:y incidental, The ·truth that is pivotai h: that· 

Mai:o:it used value and exchange value: interchangeably as clael:icai 

.nolitical ecor1o!EL.had done. "o long ae he 

out .the distinction between the one and tile 

and !ts manifestation, so long had he not yet fully transcended 

-Ricardo. "hen he does tran•cend him in Capital, he Hill be_ me·rc:U.eE 

against him pNc1sely on thiS sco,.e: "It i<. one or the chier tail-·· 

ing or uls.ssical economy that it has n••ver sucoe~ded, by mu'l.ns ot: 
its a.1alysis of commod1 ties, and 1n particula_r of their value, '1n 
dXecovel;'ing the form under which value becomes exchange v&lue, ••• • 

He will fu:other point but that to see Pn identity 1<here e ditt11rence 

exists c..<n only lead to retrogression end led to a "reetored mer-

cantile system (Gan1lh .;, Co.) which sees in VAlue nothing but a 

socie.l form or rather the unsubstantial ghost of that form, 11 (pp,52-3 
!.P,ed.) 
Marx used exchange value >~here he mennt ve:ue preciMl.y beoeuse--

parp,doxical as t!wt may sound--he had mot y~t worked out the WJ!! 

of vnlue, or 'exchange value. 1·/e >Till deal 1·.'ith this ~1hole question 

11870 of form in a separate chepter. Here >~e merely note it as s tact, 
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The second and quinte·ssential difference is th~A failure 

in the Critique ·"expressly and lYlth full consciousness• to b:reak· 

l~l' the ~a tegory, labor, while. in Capital this break-up . r;of labor 
'• into ! t·u t1·1o-fold nature is held to be "the ,pivot on wtich a 

cleal" comprehencion of poli t1cel economy tUl"ne 11 • 

The failu!•n to accomplish this spl1 t in the ce tegory of 

·labor, or +.a make it in pri:sein;; only, !nevi tably led to looking 

at ROciety inetead of at production for the distinction between· 

individual or private and social labor. In fact, in. the·Criti'qcte. 

concrete and abstr.-..ct labor a···e uaed. intProhangMbly ~tlth indiviau.a~;q 

and social. !{here in Cepital the ~XIImltbll~ cont~adiotion bet

,:·:een ccnc!'ete and abst'i•act lebor· is wi t}.J.n the ind1v1du(ll W(lrl~er.·'~:"1 
... that opiiosit!on 1n Cri tigue ·is an exte:•Ml one, thf' result of 

•a ·certain organiz.e.tion or so·ciety 11 x!drl!.ilxn«L~n:a%:l·. =eJm:x:J::~:i:te.IIU:.xa:zaE:t#,;l 
: i:l::!!tXltdl:.,;;xJt :· "The condi'tions of l,nbo:r';. 1·1hich c1•eate exchange 

P.a shotni• by the analysis or th~ lettor, e.••e socief conditions··or· 

or eocif!l labru:. 11 

In Bapi tal, on the other hand, Marx 1dll ~rritE>: 
. ,· 

"The t11o-f'ald social character· of' labor o:f the !.nd1v1d.uu~~a:~l:m~:P~:~~~;:~ 
to him, when reflected in his brain, only under those .,. 
are impressed apon that lnbour in ~veryday practi.ce by 
Cit P"Oducts. In this ~<ay, tho character that h1 s ow:: l~bour .. 
nossesiies o:f being soc1elly usr.:ful takes th~ for1n of the cot>.J.1 t1on, ·, 
that the product must be not only usaf'ul, but useful f<Jr others, 
and the social charactezo that h1£1 particular lllbor• has of' being 
the equ~l of Pll other particuln,. k1nt1s o:f hbor, ~ekes the f'orm . 
that ".11 the ph>·sically d1:fte~Pnt r.zotl.c'.es th~t aJ•e the products of'. 
label:', ·ca,re one common qual1 ty, Vl> .• , thet of having value." (p.45IP 

What Me:"X ic ~O~-ng ~.r; CI•i ti(Jue ls AXtjla1n1ng hOl-T exchange-· 

Vl'.lue ie determined:u ~To undAl•stand hoH e:.:chll.nge value is 
determined by labo:r-tim~, the folli'ing main !luin~e must be kept 
1n mind: fhe reduction of labor to sl.mole labor, devoid of' any 
qual1 ty, eo to sperk; the O;Jacif!o l11lJ'S end .means, by which 
exchange--value-creating, 1. e., colllffiad1 ty prociuciug labor becomes 
social labo.:; finally, the d1:ffo~Pnce bet~reen labor &2 the 
producer of use-vnillues, Rnd lnbor as the C''eP.tor o!' exchange 
( p. 24) 
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~ote that ·the :first matter "to unde1•stand11 is tlie reduction J ... ! 
o:f skilled to.unskilled. And he 1·.1.11 :further emphasize thi.·. point:. i, 

' . . 
11 'l'his is not the pbce to c~~>~ider the la>Is regulating this red.U:ot1~1' 

(p. 24i) · B•lt in C8pi tal he will hardly pay more attention to this. .1 

point than to the "dull and te,ltous q~arrel .over the ;;art played 
J 

by Nature" (p.54 IF). The t·;hole point t-.1.11 be dismissed \dth little:' 

moroe tl"..a!'l one eentence: 11 Slmple average lRbo~,, it i.e true, var1e·s 

in character in different coun~ries and at different times, ·but in ~r 

,a particular aociety it is given." (p.ll IP) 

.. The entire ~xplanation in :fact he tdll in Capital 

£>.~tribute to olaasicel economics "Political ec~nomy ha,s indeed, 

::a_r,·a:l~-i'Li_ed, · however inconipletely, value and 1 ts mo.gni tud.ef ·end··has . .... 

i'• 

<. l!Arx-1 a contribution is n:ot this at all. It is ~lh..'tt ·classical 
· n~t incom:,>letely, but .. ,, 

economy :failed/entirely to do: "But it has never once .asked· the·. 
•··.· 

.... :: ·question t·;hy this content assumes that form, why labor ia 

11872 

by the' value of ita product Rnd labou1• time by tr.e magnitude o:f 

value. 11 (Ger. ed.) 

In the Critique, ho1-1ever, ~a:"x has so little worked out 

the fetishism of conunodities, that he attrib11tetl the :fantastic 

:form o:f production relatic;ns sa if the:; werG relations between 

tillnes to labo!' ins'•ea.d of to the commodity-form! "Labor, which 

ere a tea excr.e nge VRlue, 1 s :finally, choractenJ.zed by the :fact 

that even the social 1•elation2 of men app9nr in the reversed :form -

of r social relation of th1 ng s. 11 In CA:p1 ~al, on t~:e 00n tt'at'y, he 

>~ill state that since individual labor asserts it3elf as social 

labor only in tl:e mar)<et, it eppesrs to tl::e p1•oducere that •the 

relations connecti:~g aPe a: !'elations b~twMn thl.ngs beoPuae 
d:rtall[xa:mlllti:lQt-'CiQlallxxXJ:xd:lt. the producj;, of th~i r labor illut 
the_fQ!:!! ot a cora.-nodi ty,. I'G ls true thrt t.he ch~racte1~- ot 
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lllbOr dOAS not 

. pres~frst of 

assert it~elf until it gets to the market but it is 
t· 

all in prvduction for it is therP. that concrete labOI'• 

is transformed into ab~tract labo!' e.nd the result is self-alienati'on 

not al18netion tht,'ough an outside force. Because or the la~ter 

l1mi t~tion, l~e.rx in Critique merely states the contradiction 

. be~lreen ttse-vnlue en<!. ve.lue but th .. n proceeds to speak of 

and r~!!Qf only, neither seein~ the relative form of value 

er.tagon1stic movemont bet11een IMterial >1ealth a.nd tall in 

cnpi tallst or VBlue l<ealth, But from the very start in Capital 

this w.Ul be aesertad and the cormection of that to .the t.wo-fold 
-li' _1\ 

__ · cha±-acter of la.bor made inseparable. (p,l3 IP) 

:c J\lthot.~eh in that :f'iret· ch.~pte" in Capital where Marx 1~-'"'--!',::!"';lki
<:·--:-~ 

the ·market W!" nol'lhere see the oapi taliet l<orkshop, it is 'so ··al~~.: · 
;·.:",\ 

• C!.o:Oninant that .:we feel fr~m the start that it is llhe mechanism ·ot. ,; 

the work in the division. of labor ln 

.llhich creates the. self-estl·angeme.nt, 

the factory and no~ in society 
. ,;.'..L· ·-· ~-

. •- ·, r, • 

>Thile in Critique we remain 

in the market not only phyeically but conceptually. The _ra_l!.'.!lt _"-!'-~'-~ 

thAt in ~:-." _ U:::ol tlgue Marx finds it necessary to d~vide the-.kXK:i111li;Pr·c;lf 

theory from the practice and supplement the chapter 

of the theo!'y, 11h1le in· Capi tsl Marx finally b!'eake the bac-k of 

the bou~eoie conception of th~o:::oy and state that the classical 

economists could not strip off the veil of the· fetishism of com

modi ties despite thai!' dl. scover of lebo!' sa the sou!'ce of value 

b€'"fi_I}~A! 
11 Th!' life yrocess o.f society, >~hich is based on the pr<:>cess 

ot material pl'oduction, cl.oes n<:>t strip off i te mystical veil'until 
1 t 1 e tre.eted as production by freely associated men, and 1 e con
sciously !'egulated by thom 1n PCCO!'dance 1·1i th a settled plan. 11 (51 
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