"’1_“1:';5":'_iﬁng‘?{ gasrllet  Stute Socimliwy
o 'mn wrkorn in the 1860'e were no nocmr ocn tho rarch thun o new

aroy ¥ 2aiellectuals cams up with now uchm 'Imt with ald concapts nf the

_pal-al:\'_nr role of thn m_nges. Ferdinapd Lasgzlle ug.n an entirely new type of

tnhlleatu:&l in the sonse thut he had associated himol_!’ vith Harx, aprealod

dfrectly to the working cluss to forn its ovn fndapandent polities) marty nnd

wie & rowlutionury. Naverthals:y, larx had to ssparato himnelf from his
"-pm-'mn progaw}. born at the turning point in nadern hutory - 1848 - uhm

g ﬂght apeingt absolutisn wited Sor & Lrief h.l-taric moment “ the 'bouraaoil
demmt and tho prolaterian revolutionary, The 1848 rmlutions underi_l.tnpd

1:: rlma of 3 od the irranoncilability of thout two class fcroos. vhers
‘?Ne.dhon tt'!.ed for conp—amile batwnen t.hn ‘wo, I.nul.lo tried = uhurt cut to

'*ha Iron Cha.ncollor, memrck. at :u;a haud -
N ‘ It wue not a q'usatinn of pot \mdﬂntnndilm tha clags nature of ths:
Al'.sﬁata. 1t WnE n qurmklon af the old conceut of labor as the nuffsriug claaa.
v.t%hout sne 1ota of undorntnndine of ite hicotirc .'mttluth'o. dosplta the
glox'i.ouu poga it wrote in 19th cantnr:r histury. _Whan the class utrur:gloe
: oncg more ggmmod opan and violeut ahu:ue. Ian».!'.'.o conceived it to be hig

duty to Horidge the gulf Getwoen the thinkers u.m! the maess,’ All the lcifmcc

of tha ago waa avidentily Lacnrporntad in @t hin and he would have to brinp-
thnt gelanca to tha “irnorant In hie defanse, when on triel fur 1nc1t1n¢;




tho msua. ba nhoad ha had A r.uaehl concaption of the rols of tho mtallectualu:'
"How Sa it that :ha miﬁdla elpascy have Wm come Go e 8L fnghtanad

o: f:ho conmon paonlel' Louk ‘bac‘f %0 }'.nrch a.nd April of 18R, Have you for'gotenn

T S A T

hmr ‘:-hinzs vera than? ‘I‘ho police force 1z-mtant. The cona-n wenple swarning

r;lung tlm u"aroota. ™he atrmtn and thn -;ro'ﬂe thnmael'ma undar thn nmy u!‘

s,

mth{nkln.q w;nuturu...rourh ignarant nén thrown up by thne ntom.....ﬂmro vare

“

shn :intnlltctmln ‘thcnt hare werae you. "lnnt‘lmon?....\'ou nhondd thanlc thono

sho nra'mrldnp,- to hridge tha gulf batween thn thinknra nni the zmesng who are
pul‘ing d.o'am th« Ir.rriﬁru Yutvean the Tourpnolsis nnd the prople,’

' Bsca.uaa thia w8 hin concuotion of the mansas, his thnoratic concapt

Sch éw: mi frou .tha ‘bourgeoi-aia. \-Inqtoml I-a.usnlle -nropenad thnt t!m vurk_

e‘iz* aneh producaru' coonemtiveg wit.h "Etate n.id L tumurh thn mennt - tr&mting

ha.t kumlln actually thour,h‘r. gn. Ho. 'But onece he didn't ‘baltava in thu

m\“lﬂ. force Blamarck to do ro chee tho nassee fought hard for universal mffraze
zmd this could ba used aguinet Bismmrck's othor enemy, tho democratic bourgeoisia.
I-aasalle'n canga of rasl politice nlsc lad hin to search for a "
cnlhnhomtor l:?t!-_-:':'cynl Yrussian ;»:ovarnmnntul socinlint r}_nd-aeonomic theorottciu;;_
L Earl l_ingi‘bortus. He nctually 24d at first gat Hodbartus! amwrowval for his plan :

of :;r's(’.':xc'ers' cooparativar with stnin n.id. although tha latter's concapt of how

long .hu mrin!!.at tranaformntion would take mumharsd no leas than 500 yenrs.

11861 Tmur.‘ ea. on the okhar hend, wntod ancinlien "guick” =« within the yery 11 polsi.h)..:"

Yot a0 atrong ara the ove-nie tiuu bot-asn intsliactunls whio hove s cartnin




'.ocaccpt of labor. tha‘ thrny founrl thamenlven ¢ be coll: borntors for a

C L amadt paria,’
Marx, on the obhow hand. 'bro)'a off completely with Lassalle, whom
Eu cnﬂsd a “Bompartist The dii’fﬁromo vetwaeen Marx nand Lnasa,lle in the

. - difsfmnm hltuaen tan rndioal intanqu;antnia und the proletnrian rmlutlomry.

s

4 4187 no mtrm hlmol.f to mum mmr. " Ha w.s 1nstrumnta1 m '

mnmlé aid to tha worh'srs uho muld qntabnah their own 'actorian mmn.‘.
n.e%h;u nglte.tiou amng thn uorksra. T.e.u-n.lle S.ssuad t,h B nppenl- '

" "fhe: workine chn Tust datablish {tnelf an an Sndapantent politiest
:party end mn!m Ate alagaa and ‘mmar ~= Univercal; Fqual and Divest "uf"mgs....
?o uaxa the working clsas ita own employer, thnt is the sy, the only way, _by
\hwh this crusl and iron law (of unchangeablo minimun wages) ran be set anids,

Ono. "~hn wvorldne oclass i3 its own amployer, tha contragt bat aon wages und

:proﬂt disappears. It 1o therefors the tuek of the State to fucilitat the

£
7 graat enuse,"

Thougands of worksrs resconded to the call and tha formal orpanigation
.t the Genoral German Workers Association wan foumded in Hay 1863. In June,

larsalle 'aent thke stotutes ndepted (unbsknownst to the workers, it nead hardly

A

~he added) to Piamarcl with the followinr note: "...this will ba anough to show
“¥o1 how trus 1% i3 that the working clase io instinctively. inclined tc dictator.

i ’3 ﬁl'd.:a 17 1t faels thni such vi1l be exsroised in the working class interests.*




Nov Iq.lmlln i no ordi.nu.ry traftor. He could not: h.vwe Iren bou.ght.

' ﬂo xcmght for hu nrinei'ploa. went o prﬂ.-on for thau .un:!. “auld h..vn been renﬁ.y

_ to d!a i’or thm But ho ninplr was 1ncapabla of thinklng that __1}51 (tho .uurkcra)
' na*‘lé ru.n.. ‘Ta- h:lug t.hsy wovro o mb. He though% so0 in 18!&' uhm the snasw

A
5

' wm--rn 'ra'ro.»taﬁ and ba o 2uiy o student and fert the utum mmld reatore,
"oz-enr u }Ia d.id nst chanee his conoept when, in 1848, tha unrlmrn wBre ‘brrmdug
‘wp ‘mst the mdlinm m tha bourgnoiu ordsr, vhich ho approved and -:.houa victimn
!ot- ha rmutinuad thinhng of thon as o ‘mobY mder the sway of
“un%h!m agitatnrea..thrnm up n;' tha storm.' Things 414 not chanm. 1n

éal lad upsn the masang to c:-gnni:a un ind.onondent

‘39 ronoln- tho qunntinn bn woen lu'bot' and capitn.‘l ne mmi.ly ns play. 'I‘ha

~ ;

wrlcara ara t.n m:itato for un.l.va'sal suffrege ani then ‘aend oropla 1iks himalf
ni'md with the shining sword of solscce into Parllamant. .na,r wJ.lI astablish

: .fvor&sra' f#ctorien.‘;_!‘:w which the stats will put up capital, and by ani by thase

s i e e 2R it 1

amtthmtons will ambraece the uhole country....”

qu? wrote thin, not boca.uao he knau of Laaonllae's mchim;tinns with
3temorel, but hocauna ha laow of Lxxsaulln'a"coucapt of labor. Lansnlle suffered
“from the $1lusion of the myra: "clasnlessnana’ of sciente. Such an attitude mde
it prtural to think thut he vapresanted "salence and the wrf;-lmr" for scionca

ves surnly 1ncormrntud in tho intellectual, the '_l_l_ﬂ._ﬂﬁ,_ ‘-""f-i‘arx. on the, atha'r hand,
rnchtud this "mnrila stuff,” An ha rajacted tha bqure'ooia concopuan that this

l 863 wiz the opge of "ncience and donocéncy." no he rejectnd the ahatraction of
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II;The 18'509-—,Year‘s of Reaction,snd Proudhon &m,

The peridd ‘rollowing the defeat of the

o © UThe Franch peasant, French cobble
e che.nt ‘seem. “to him (Prouahon) something that has exiatg
rﬁmemorial and herice their exlstence must be shielded, 1t 5.5he
{occupy..myeself with. this mess, the more I am convinced ' That?]
; 1 reform and,: consequently, (1iquidation) of the propr
‘swinishness based on it must become the alpha and omega of the

riai.'zg.“ (¥arx tc Engels, 8/1-4/51 ‘Rug. ‘ed., p.S‘?) i

opment of Proudhoq:\.sm Msrx amaeses 8 great amount of mateﬁial

tmainly on tehcnology, sagronomy, and monsy from Englipi, German‘

French and American scurces, But nothing finlshed results rr_dp{

ell the elaborstie monographs, although as far back as April 1851_

"to get away for two months to hkx finlsh" his work ont

BGritique of Political Economy,
"Oritique of Soclalism, and
"History of Politieal Economy.,'

Three more yeare pusce and we Tind h:'_.m rereading his notebooks “nbt

tith the aim of working out the eubject but in order to master the. -
materiel to be ready to work that out." y/lS/J’J" 11865
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1857 ¢risis approasches without Marx

But ndthihg ghapes up, and the
having written anything fundamental on economic problems.
g The 1857 crisis gives greater urgency o his deaire to
finlehx with hie economlc studies and opens the second part of

this perlod. In April 1857 he writes the chapter on Morey, and a -

plan for the entire work. The vlan is mentioned broadly.in his

Introdubtion to . the Cfitiqué of Political Ecbnomy. Yhen twec years _
1gﬁer the Critique 1s rinally published, he tells us in the Prefacg:“'ﬁ
T OM*T g genarel introduction whiceh I had nrepared; as on secon&
hought any participation of results that are still to be proven

seemed to me objectlonable, and the reader who wishes to follow
at all must make up his: mlnd to pass from the special to,ﬁhe general

“ rather than with the general  But there is, fron the view o; our

nr the discardment of that Justly famous Introductlon that needs
tc be‘develoned here. This brilliant statement of historieal ‘
materialism remains a critique of polﬂtical gconomy , and has not
riseﬂ to the stature of & critique of the very mode of production
:which has given rise to thig political economy, ?he production
relations at the moment are quiescent, have not burgt‘rorth into
open classe struggles,

thé conerete form of attack,

"gll-dominating economlic bower of bourgeols soclety", 1t le boungeoibl
soctely, not bourgeols productlion which he 1s critliciring. After
maki;é that @ss-rtion he goes, not into an analysls of caplital,
that is production relstions, but into the order c¢f treatment of the
question of national wealth, countering his goncentlon to the conceb:
forms in the minds of bourgeols economists, Once i1t remalns on

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

fully to transcend Ricardianism. 11866
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Thus the greater part of the essay 1s a derenee of produc--f

tion Ve, dieuribution theories, He argues agains "the shallow concepz
" tion of distvibution"' "The entire history of production anpeare to .
a man like Carey as a mallcious perversion
on the part of. governments.‘ (270)

"...the derinite msnner of partlcipation in production determines
the particular form of distribution.' (284) ’

But a8 conelss and of the essence as his formulas aré and

a8 profourd as 1s his analysis of labor as a simple category and

ncoverg of glaaaical goliticgl economy,
:; g sical gcoromics with the "consgioggncss of the veaultg or its

‘ ‘OWn gnalgsis“ which 1t had never rsached, It is 1nev1table there—
' Tore that in his gonception of the order of treatment of national
L*mealth he revers back to "general abstract derinitjons“, thnt 13
' value, ‘wlth which he intends to begins his Critique. When ne diEA'

cards that Introduction in 1859, it %s not only because to antic*pate

"asults s undia’ ectlcal but also becauge he will not follow the
first order of treatment, that is he will not begin with the general-

iy, value, but wlth the concrete, Commodity. 1867, however cloaes:?

T

vith the first concenilion,
1858, or the third stage of thile period, ovens with his

reveading of Hegel's ngic: 'T am getting gsome nice devalonments.
For instsnce, I have thrown over the

whole docirine of profii as 1t hasg existed up to.now, In the
method . of treatment the fact that by mere acaldent!I have agamn

glanced throuzh Hegel's Lozic has been of great sertice to me..,"
%1/14/58)

ST AN

E

Here we see the value of dlalectics and also 1ts limita-

11867
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tions. Theﬂe is no doubt tbat the overthrow of the theoﬂy ot prori
| and the mefhod of treatment of surplus value in general“ withﬂut
1ts eeparate fragments of proflt, renu - and Interest ls what will
zzxxxxﬁxxxx make the definitive bresk w*th classical economics

and tke creation of Merxlsm ae We know 1T, Marx himselr‘will cgn- '
Bider this one of the two "best polnte" 11 his Gapital; But it -
1s also trﬁe thet he worked this fully out no¥ in 1856 buﬁfIBSV

and 1n" thaf period there was th~ Civil War in America and the

‘.5eﬂtab shmcnt of uhe First Intsrnational 1n London, That 13 to é 3 5

o

. surp1ua Value, ‘Landed Property remains in hls conception as a ;

'f geparate “fhook", that iz, a separate edition of the revolution,

a,aﬁ aériculturai revolution a bourgpoiq revolution thnt needs. 531"
“to bes finished -and hs remsins very much mreoccupled with Prcudhunis;
YWhen the work 1ls finally publiéhedfhe pointe out to Weydemeyer.

’ (2/1/59) the value of the work: "In these two chapters the'founéaf

tion is also destroyed of the Proudhonlsm socialism now fashlonable.
in ¥France, which wante to lesve privete property in existence bu}
to o“ganie the exchange of private products; which wants commodi~
tieg but not monsy, Abova all things Communism must rid 1tself of
this !falee brother,®! _ ‘ 3

And he tells Engels thet Af he is to review his Critiqy “not to-

forget: 1) thet Proudhonism ie deetroyed at 1ts root, 2) that alreedy
in ite simplest form, in the form of a gcommodli iy, ohe gpecifiolty”
and not at all the abaolute character of #helisl bourgeois productlon 14
is analyzed." (7/22/59, Hus, ed.,hp.77) -
the
This concrete category/commodlty 4in genersl he had not

ﬂound t11l the end of 1858, As late se Aprll 1858 he wrote Engels
an outline of how he intende %o begin his Critique.wkzk Value wap
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~to form the first chapter, and he étiil argues against those who

~

-opuose.it from the ﬁcint of. view of pre-Ricardiana. "2"though an

abetract*on, this 1s an hilstorical abs»raction which could only be |
adopted on the bagle of 2 particular economlc development of aociety.
A"l objJects to this definition of value are elther derived from i
leas developed condlitions of production,.or are based on a conrgaion H
by which the mocre concrets economlc deuerminations...are get u !
oppoaition to value in thie abstract undeveloped fornm,"{4/2/58) - |

LBE’ 1856 he makes. the lear f ;_ :

‘Vﬂlue*, hF finds the concrete category, commodity, whicix "in general“l

perVadea ali of capitalist production and containe in germ all 1ta iii

afhhe commodity xhk in_ general .
o, SO »

- e g "'--.._

+It 15 epecifically capitalietlc in its dominant position, nOnce he..

xtn&x deve_Opa the conception of the commodity thus fully, and ‘what
utook him an entire debade of' amassing material writing monogrepha,
writ*nu out drarts and introductlons end -discerding them, takes but 5
threa shcrt mon the to write,

fact au he expllnas to Engels: "the first (chaoter) of these,
gg@gghagx was not written un at all in the rough draft, and the

gecond, Money, or simple eirculation, wae at hand only in the form
of an enltrely brief draft...." (11/29,58, Rus .2.,p.7l) ;

‘;
He had finally dlecovered the order of treatmeit, and thie
b%dér vill remain the one for Canitel. Bu%t we need onJygcompare
tqe chapter on Commodity as written in 1858 and that in the afinitive
cidtlon of Capltel, 1872, to see that Lkixbeaxx that 1858 bears the o
same relstionship to 1871 that, on a -highes historic stege will

repeat 1tself in Lenin, in his 1914 Essay on Marx, the eection

deeling with dialecile, and ¥¥at sectlon On Dialeotic written in 1915i
that 1s the difference between vudgar snd dlalecticel materialism, j




“l4-
The very first thing that aurtkes us in loobing at the
;chayuu“ on Comizoddty 1p Critiaue and in Capital 1g that the two

L ;
factora-&r-listed in the firet ze=e use-value and exchange value,

" . N . . ‘.
while iq;the latter bgigg-ﬁgé%ig-ee uee-value snd value, Thla‘is

‘not & simple difference in usige of words and the difference cannot

ba gotten. »id of by stating the fart that Marx in 1959 used eichanga
félue in the manner in vhich he used value in 1867, The conéépt
_ that this 1s all thers is to 1t is =t the bottom or the vulgarisa—
:tions OL both z Kauteky and a Luxemburg, aind up to 1915 all-o? the

'Herxists, including Lenin, were brought. up under tha. vulgar noncept

“Lenin diu not hesltate in 19.5 to staue that “none of the Marxiets

,understood Marx in' the nast half century"“ S0 thet the truth that
"implied 1n ' .

in value 18 whol;y 1nciﬁental The truth that is pivotal-ia*that
wiuﬁarx used value and etchange value 1nterchangeably as clgesical
;&political sconomy .had. done. 2o long ae he had not yet worked?
'and 1ts manifestation 80 long had he non yet fully tranacended
“- Rieardo. : ‘
“‘against hiﬁ preclsely on thié score: “It 15 one of the chief faile:
ing of clesslcal economy that 1t has never succeczded, by ‘munns of
%8 analyele of commodities, and in particular of their value, ‘in
uiscovering the form under whicb value becomes exchange value,,,."
He will further voint but that to see #n ldentity where a difforence

exigts cun only lead to rétrogression and led to & "restored mer-

cantile system (Ganilh & Co,} which sees in value nothing but a

social gorm or rather the unsubstantlal ghoet of that form, "(pp. 52—dtl
T.P,ed,
Marx used exchange value where he meant value precisely beceuse--~ . ?

-
K3

paradoxical as that may sound--he had mot yet worked out the form ’){
of value, or‘exchange value., We wlll deal wlth thisg whole question/j

11870 of form in a separate chapter, Here we merely note it as 2z fact,
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The second and quintessentlal. difterence ig the rsilure
in the Gritiaue "exnressly and with full congelousness” to break
Gn. the category, labor, while in Capital thie breaknup of labor
“inte 1%s two-fold neture is held to be "the pivot on which &
clear comprenencion of noliticﬁT economy turns®,

The failure to accomplisn thie split in t;e cetegory of
“labor, or to make 1t in paselng only, Anevitsbly led to looking ‘.f
at pociety instesq of at production for the distinction betweeﬁ-‘.l

).indivtcual or private and scelel lahcr. In fact 1n the Critiqae

Q‘thst oavosition in Gritigue is an external one, the result ot

igku;txtiazxk :'"The conditions of lator; which ereate exchange félue,
"_esfghbwﬂfby the analyais of the lrtter, aﬁe socialrconéltiong”gfl_ab

-

or .gpeial labor. : -

In ﬁauital on the other hand, Marx will write..

*“The tuo-fold soclal choracter of lahbor of the 1ndiv1dua1 apnears

to him, when reflected in his brain, only under those forms which
are- 1mpressed tpon that labour in averyday prectice by the exchange
of products, In this way, tho character that his ow: Lszbour .
nogsesses of being soelerlly uenful takes the form of the condltion
that the product muat be not only uaeful, but useful for others,

and the soclal charscter that his pnrticuﬂar ldbor has of being

the equ=l of 211 other pertlcular kinds of l=bor, takes the form
that 211 the physleally aifferent eriicles thet are the preducte of .
labor, ‘have one common Quallty, viz., thet of having valye.! (p. 40IP)

What Merx 15 doing :n COritique -is nxolaining how exchange T

velue 1s determined:zz "To understand how exchange value 1g
determined by labor-time, the foll¥lng maln noilnie muet be kept

in mind: The reduction of labor to simole labor, devoid of any
quallty, eo to sperk; the gneelfic ways end means by which
exchange~-value- creatinD i.e., commoddty produciiig labor becomes
soctal labor; finally, the diffo-ence betveen labor &y the
producer of uee-vamues and labor as the ereptor or exchsnge values. '

(p.24)

11871
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‘ . ‘Mote that-the first matter-"to understand is the reduction
of skillad to unakilled., And he 111 further emphasize thir,point._:'

“This is no% the plsce to cOnhider the lawe regulating thie reduotlo

(p.ZE) But in Capital he will harély pay more attention to this '
point’than to thg "dull and tedlous quarrel over the-wvart played
bycﬁature“'(§.54 IF). The wholes point will be dismissed with litﬁiéﬁ
‘more than one sentence: "Simple average labor, it e true,‘varié;‘ .
in cﬁéractgr in difrerent couniries and at different times,-but:in:
 1a;§aﬁticula£'societv 1t 4s given." (p.11 IP) - '
: ) -.The entlre sxplanatlon in fact he will in Gapi al
'fsttribute to "lassicel econonice "Politieal ecanomy hasg ;n@qeda
X ‘vaeu, however inconpletely, value and itsAmagnitudei“ané=hﬁé
i;=¥{diacovere ‘what lies teneath fhese'forma;“ What will bacome hi:_
fﬁnarxks contribution ie not this 2t all. It is what clasaical

: . not incemnletely,but N :
economx failed/entirely to do: “But 1t has never once aaxed the

value." {Ger.ed.)

| In the Critique, however, “‘arx hae so little worked out
the fetishism of commodities, that he attributed the fantastic
form of production relations as AT they were relatlons between
things to labor inastead of to the commodity-form. "Labor, which
creates exchenge value, is finally, cheractetized by the fact
ﬁhaﬁkevan the soclal relations pf men appear in the reversed form -
of » social reletion of things." In Capital, on the contrary, he
will state that since individual labor ascerts 1tzelf ar soclial
labor only in the market, it sppears to the producers thet *the

relations connecting ere &« relations botween things beocruse

~“xthxxaxxuﬁitxﬁianmxhirxuii.ube product of thelr labor Lkx takes
the_form of a commodity,. It is true thet the character of




-in_caﬁitalist oY value weelth But fron the very start in Gagit
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‘labOp dors not gegert i;self until 1% gets to the ‘market but it is

'fpresﬁﬁ%ifst of all in Qrouuction for 1t ia there that conerete. labor
‘is transtormed intc abstract labor end the reault is self—alienation
non alisnauion through an outside rorce. Because of therla:ter
‘limitation Marx in Gritique merely states the contradicilion .
. bet tween use~value &nd value but th-n proceeds to sueak of eguivalcntsii‘

ard ra* .08 only, nelther seeing the relstive form of value nor the

“&nta onistic movement between m~terial wealth and rall in

thiﬂ wiil be asgerted and the connection of that to the twa-rold
{character of labor made inseparable. (p,ld Ip)

ube work in the division, of labor in the factory and not in society
'fwnich creates the” self—estrengoment vhile in Critique we remaiﬂ'ﬁr
_1n the market not only pnyeically but conceptually. The reault_is_

 that in thc L“itigu Marx finds it necessary to divide the. hxxxnx,x

of the theory, while in- Gapi*gl Merx finally breasks the back of
the bourgeols conceptlion of throry and state that the classlcal
economlets could not strlp off the veil of the fetishlsm of com-
. modities despite their discover of lesbor a8 the source of value
_bacpuga? :
"The 1life nrocess of society, which is based on the procass
of material production, does nnt 8%rin off 1te mystical velil until

1t 18 trected as production by freely asesociated men, end ls con-
sciouely regulated by them in nccordance with a settled plan.'{51 IP)"
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