Produetion for Production's 7Sake
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ERRREAAS oA s ot

STATEMENT OF THE SEORLTARTAT ON
"7 THE JOMNSON ARTICLE

. . A8 1s evident from the introducticn he writes to ™is article

~in this issue of the Bulletin, comrade Uohnson is insistent upon
making his 2rticle the subject of an artifieial internal pelciiecal
dispute. This being the case, the essential facts should be availe
able to all. . ‘

... 'he Politiral Committee did in fact endorse the deelsion of the
Editorial Board of the N,I, not to print the following 2rticle by
Johnson., The three¢ main ressort then given to the author were as
followst ) :

1. The artiele is inordinstely long andi, for its contmenta, its
length does not warrant the space recuired for ¥.I, publiratlioa, As
pointed cut in a letter to Johnson,thls w28 not the main renson for
the P.0,. deeclsicn, Its validity, howaver, azy erzily be cenfirmed
by the rezader, Furthermcrs, by 2 long-staading denision of the P.C., -
appeeved by Johnsen vhen it w s adorted a propos of one of his polem-
leal oppenenis, no discussion article may as.a rule be printed in the

wmagrzine whiekh exceeds a maximum of four pages ... a size considerably
. surpassed in the present case,. : ‘

. 2, The artlcle does not deal with the question in dispute,
; .Johnson opened the dispute-in his letter in-the April 1942 New . ‘
Internatlon, on two:pointa: a) whether or not Trotsky wasright :

in saying, in 1970, that the formulame of extended  reproduction in the

‘spcond volume of Marx's "Capital”. applied to a capitalism not iimlted-
by national boundaries: and not to a nztional capitalism; z2nd b)..vhe~
- ther .or net the same formulas (or formulae) anplied to :ussia today,,

- chararierized by the party as a bureaucratiec aollestiviat stsie, -
Johnson demanded: an offielal varty ("authoritative" ) statement on . .
these points, a demand whic .did not raveal a very:alssr:idea on his™ -

~rart of 2 Markisan party's relaticnship to such theoretical guastions.,

: aaturzlly,  "heparty, being the serious revolutionary orgzaizztlon tha

“that 1t is, tsok no such "stand", it ernnot aad wil not, Having
~yolunteered to 4o zo, Z2rter's propog~l to answer Johnson in his. own
‘naie; snd 28 one of the editors cf the ¥.I, w°s aceepted, and his .

drgwer printed with fohnson's letter,  In his rebuttal, Johnson simply
rdoes not roturn to the ouestions he originally raised, ' Moreover, re
st2tes unecuivieally-that he is 10t iaterested in vhat Troteky.wrote

on the foermulae of extended reproduction spplying 6 “national" or

‘Yinternaion:1" capitalism, thet is, he is not interested now =nd was

,mob, interssted then in the pointe about whienh he presumably wrote his

- firet letter and demznded an offi~lal peeitlosr by the party. e do

“onob pretend to understand sush procedure in Ifruitful theorsitisrl Jdis-
ausslon, - However, there 1s no:resaon why we sould promcte or acadeae

~11.on the pegss of the %.I., vhevro therela some ohorece in the zatter,

JIfTIt 18 to balorinted ot all, . thon.only in.a party bhulletin 20:d ‘upon
‘the demend of a party member, as:was pointed out to Johnson vhen it

... W08 suzgested to him that he make such a renuest,

The artiele 1s, as stabed in the original deaision of ihe'™
: tee, obsiruse; to put it mepe . aimply, 4% .18 move or less.unins
. ible, ""e have no risht to arrange for nuhlination in the W.I,
. icle that would be incomprehensible to not-less’ than ninety:




e puresat of Ll rasdire, On this p,¢nu,fﬁtu Secretariat feels:
Av need to eirhorcte, irn-inieh -u-it won be zafoly left to overyoie
gho rexds the article fo Judge Tor bimseld,

It ls unfertunate that in.fallin to talks tnese points into
congidars tion, aourade Jolmeon, as shown b his intrcdunicry stote-
6:11%, n5din fallaea to understand the esponsidlities that go with

rarty le~dérshiv,

Seatetariat of the P.C.

3/23/43

‘ITYTRODUITORY LITTTR

This artlele wzs submitted in December 1942 in comment on the
article writton by Zarter and published in the New Infermstional of
April 19'2, It willl be remembered that this article, over. three .

_pages in lenrth, was written in reply to = short 1ett°r that I wrote -
to:the Wew Interuutional in which I asked for some authoritative
statemeat on thd interpreétation of paaasgas in ap srticle by Trotsky.
‘puriished in the’Archives, The delsy 1 i iitmitting my answer to that::
WBS due to: (ab important” praatival activity which allowed nothing '
‘0186 "to intrude upon-it; and:(b) 1llness, The P.C.has endorsed the .
decislon of the Editorisl Board which refused to publish my articls =
in_the ¥,.I. berause 1t is "abstruse" and "because it does not Adeal -
wlth the- question," .These astateme1td I deny, I think the policy -of"
‘the P.C. la false; However; sinde I am denied the poaaibilitx of ...
gﬁtt;ng my views on the guastion whinh I ralsed, before the readeraﬁ
2 the L.I., I now. submit it-at’ Tebst to the me"bership..«

J,R. Jphnson
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PRODUSTION FOR THE SAK OF PRODUSTION .~

A RTTLY TC CJARTER
BY J.2. JOKUBON

Tor the first time in its exlistence, The New Internaticnal
(April 1042) hes ezrried a theoretiral aritlele deailng with 2 funda-
mental problew of zrxian econcmle theory °6 expounded b+ Marx hlm-
self, Tais, oal the o ~rarter of J=rter's artiels, diectate the
metiod snd anntent of my =ply,

Anyonc vho even seans Capltal will aote the vencm with

whieh itepx abioars Adam seith for dividing the annval produect of =«

a couatry intc v, workers - wsges, and s, profit, "Inrvedible

abberation", "fundanentally pervorted analysis', and a dozen otrer

denun~iations: rwel worss than ~he% S-rter says of Johmsen, RG1:-
 Luxemblrz thought that Harx devoted so mush LEme to this seccndary
“igsue tiat Volume II missed-the point entirel—r. 3he w~s grisveusly

Wrongi oo : : - . ‘ :

. In Volutie I ilarxz reduced a2ll rapital to valus, the worth
JTof aagthing, uhe ancun¥ of sonlally neaessary l-bor time resulred
_.for its produition., He Tound in sny piece cof indivifusl eapitenl -
- a distiartion, v,-veriable espital, or wages, and n, .coiastant
" capitel, that wbich bought v or nrocessed caterizl,  He shoved
that any surplus or preflt, s, could come oaly. from v, Henece hls .
‘formula for the anaual produnt wes not v +8 but cives,. For lizrx, :
- pupll of Hegel, the distinetlens ‘eould o1lr be a prelimiaary to- .o
“the discovery of their relation, in 1ts developient, He concluded’” -
v ~.4hat the compelling aim of capltalist progurtion is to extiact as
" much <is possible, from ¥, whinh it does .chiefly by incré-eslag o,
‘igarter speaks ahout a whele serles of formulae, ‘Let ua wateh this
-single one, erv+s 2ad their mutual relestion, Above 211, let us
“keép our aye on o, S ‘ ‘ oo -

,
a

Ya'ue 18 an bstrastion, Marx wiil now trace how value .~
_manifests itself in the mzterial form of products, Wolume II .
-~ p&ses tals wrohlen 28 the produstlon, reproduntion rdn axtension
‘7 (taeresse) of the ann 2l preiuct,” ¥arz, agelin diatingulshed
2 ths ganual nrodunt into twe parts, mezns of prodution(l) *nd
_ meang of anhmuption(II), Of. this division Leailn aporoviagly
. cuotes 2z wsalz !srxist as saviag that it h~s mcre seige than.
a1l the discusslons of previous economicats aBrut the morket pub
together, Thus, when we 2ay I z2ud II, ceors, Ve ore taliling atogt
the heart and hoaes of Iorxian cccnomie thecry, Now, what Harx
drev. from bis stulv of msterial form is surmed up in the phrasei
‘produntini for tha salte of productlion, “ho 18 not. owpressively
sware of 4hot a2l ®~t it means ean be a good revolutlonist but
he chould cerhew writing on ranit~lise -nd Sapital.

Lenin and Volume IX

Lo youume 1LL 2ppesred in 1893, and from it aa oid Aussldn
. eontrovery sunked sustenance. The Harodniks nrlaimed that tre

* elopents of Sorialiem alveady existed in the Tusslan agrinultufﬁl
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_eommunz, Lenln insisted that Russls was making a progressive,
cnpiltallstic devnlopment., The zrgument now esntersd around the
interoreration of Velume II, and on an allsged asontragistlion bo-

tfeen II 2nd TII, .

The eapitalist nloss put its eapital into produntion, The
workers produced thelr subsisteqce aad a surplus-value. The wor-
kers with their limited subsistence nculd not consume thia surplus, |
Therefore, arsuanl the Nercdniks, thore had to be some third nlass
of people fto romeume the produrt; or the napltalists had to go to
forelsn ccuntries, in ordsr te be able to p2llise their surplus-
value, wt Lt vt g commonplace that Marx was working +within an
*pabtra~t rcanli=list soclety, self-cenbtained, consisting only of
capitalisis ~nd ~wortors, tThe Narodniks elaimed bhat within thie
scheme surnlvs ¥ilue ~o:ld not be realized at all, Lenin tireless-
1y expo od their Hluader, They 3id 2ot understand the slguifiaznce
of ¢ in e«vs+s, The total vroduct s realized not only by vorkers!
subsisteice aad capitslist luxuruies. & large pert of it went into
¢, eoastant eanital, Hence Marx's obsession with Sniths' mistake.

“If you Sivided the anmual produet only into vs, the road was cpen
_to the Saagorous theoretinrnl coaclusion that "the worker czanct huy
“oack the produnt,” Apnlying thilg formula in its development- Lenin.
‘ghowed how o of I lacveasiagly absorbed wore of- the anwal procdunt -
than any other sgatien, and thus -from the logleal thecry he ex- . :
splained the higtorieel mission. of repitalism, - o0 T

s ¥Yet, althourk sperifinally cepltalistle, this formula illu-
munistes all types of goricty, "The bourgecis sociot;,"says Marx,
.~ "1s the most i+t ly develcped and most hiphily differentisted his-
~toerical eorga~izetion of produaction, -"he categories.w hileh serve as-
the ex—~resstion of 1ts eonditicns and the romprehension of L1ts own,. .
“rganization-and conditions of nroduetion which had prevailed undsr |
r11 the part forme of soclety"® -- and, I 2dd, all future ones also, .
The Lérmg of tirse fermulae are ork's own Tondzmental e-tegories, -
| An intelligent :-rxist ezn apply thom,” te a slave soeiety in 1860 -
‘8,5, and 18%0 3,7,, to & fevdal.soeiedy in. 930 A.D, and 960-A.D.,
‘140 Amariean eapitalism ‘n 1014 =nd 1029, In 2ll of them, v weouid:
| be pratty much the-same' the second time as it was. the first, dut .
.41 the graph. of the capitnlist socioty, ¢ would shoot to the skles,
fierohy shsrply ALff reatiatiag it from the others, Smith and
|~erticulariy Rinsrdo, devoul hourgeois, saw this and. though they iid
ldot elearly 4disentangle e from s,.they used the goneral result, . . -
S-1tw to belamor mercantilists and Rieardo the landlords, . "Truly’
2% wonderful," seid sarx, the pupil of Hemel, "but don't look at
tho rekult in its identity, gentlemen, sep~rate ¢ from s 2nd look at
the devaloping ng;g&;ggg,%—and,ha, on behalf cf the nroletariat,
smes ed ot tha hourgeclaieé. As long as the proletariat is not
emanaiupated thet relativa 1s its theoretleal weapon, It neod no
1ot er, I eniiet cowelve of o form of pont-hourgeols -sonlety so

WGritiguoof Politicsl Wosdomy, py 300,
WL B o 3 -t S o . e R
??qrganization enablo it at tho sane time to mein an-insight into th




~"highly differsntiated" from bourgeois sorlety that the categeries ™

" a® not he vsed, With thet formuls there is -othing else to political =
rgeonomy excent dinledtical materiaiism and technlque, vithout it ’
you have the morasscf eprawling data, caprice and trifling non-
scase whish ths medorn b "easnomi®" . Let

Marxists for God's sake suoid "economies.'

Lenin, Luxembul'g aﬁd.gg;gme IX

It may sawre trouble and will explain much to cuote not
Marx but Lenin on Marx;

"It is imposaible to undorstend (Marx's theery) unless

‘you undorstad that the total produnt is divided into e+v4s and tho
material form of this division is means of produrtion and means of
consumpticn,” # C

And for the histovliral aignific-aes of the loglezl theory!:
"In the development of these fwo Jepartments .....disproportlon is
inevitabie. The fart thet means of production zrcws faster than.
means of roasumption corraespohds to the.‘histeric! missicn of =
eapitalism 2nd 1ts speeifis soclsl strustarg: the first cosists
‘precisely in the 3evelopment of. the productive forees of soci-ty .
“(production for the soke of production), ihe secoad excludes their .
utilizatiow oy the wussaes of the people,’#* . : -

fhat is what tWe abstraet formuls - ls intended'to show con~ & v
eretely, 4t the end of volume II Marx coaeretized the formula’'in '
some dlfficult diagrams which-2lso illustrate this among otner .. -
. themes, s RET R : PN o

. 3 N : .
 I'4m not acguatinted with the antusl writeing of the .
 darodniks execent through Lenin's and Rosa's guotstlons, but some
years after Josa Luxemburg in her study of capit~list aecumulation

found. hersif far dlosor to 'the ¥arodnike then to Lonin:

L " e. who Teali 2zes the o stantly expanding surplus-value?
- The disgrams snswer! the-aspit-lists thoewanlves aand only.they, .- 0
. gt then 4e ther do with tnedr aoastaatly expanding surplus-vaiue? - |
*'"The diapgr-ms -nswer: they utilise it for the ev:r pgrester'expsnsion. -
0 of trelr preductlion. These. asplitaligte the: appear to be fomaties 8
expanding production for the sake of proﬂuntion.,They‘buiklnew mechihesa-
. in order with them to huild again new mechines, What this umemmvxxx.
. amounts to is not accumulerion of rapital but expsaslon of the

e

oy

_means of production without any eim,.," #¥##

Rer{ e 8 Wi o A

LY

e e

“#Notes on_the Theory.of the Markot,

¥¥iownrde the dharech-rization .of Toonomie Romentisism - .
Theee twoc passanes hove beca translated for me frem the original
" Rwussian, In Lonin, Soloctnd Works, Vol I, pp 225 and 376,

- Lenin's cone usions are given in English, His srguments are
omitted, in an edition of 12 volumes, <0 low everywhers is the
gtatus of Marxian eccnomin theory, The moterial is eas!ly scoes-
“iblé in Gorman. Publigation in Inglish would be a serviie. |




It sounds devastating. 3ut Lonin, though perfertly aware
‘of the formuic’'s ilimitetions, nus snswored a similar attack years
efores :

"¥arx knows that cspitalists aand “orkers canmot roisume all
that is produced, From 3m*th to Marx they divided the proiuct
into vas, hut Merx into arves and that surplus «oes back into pro~
duntion. “hon thersfore we correct that mistake and e realize
the tremondcus velkae of tho ma=1a of produation(that pert of the
surplus produnrt ~hiloh coas not for individuul but for productive
uo*sumﬁtiaﬁ et <) 5] a8 t b
eopital) thon the vnole theory falla to the grocund, #

2t L G i i

)

It is no%t zas siple as it looks, though both positions are
there Teirly well summerized. Sut all Lenin's artincles show how
c10=r1y he had srusht the motlives banind I~rx's cndless supposi-
tiona ~nd abstraetioas, the dsooistration that even vndar all
imegiacble ecocaditlons, eenitalist produnticn @ ould ohieatively re-.
mein nrcﬁuotion Tfor the sake of production. Rosa ~greed nomplete-
Sy that "wader the abstract condlt ong Merx's dia“r .ms permit of no- .
- other iaterpretation thah wrodurtis. for the snks of production, #*
“Phat is ~Wrt Marx meant by the fermulsc, she ssid, and he vas wrong'
Eecause actual capitnlist socicty is not like that ~That is vhet |
Harx meant, s=1id Lenin; 2nd ho ws ”i"ht berasuse capitli.at.
.oogocleby 1s 1iks that, Selh Xnew Harx's sncond thesis on Feuevbechi
S "The guestion whethor chjeactive truth 18 -nattributeof human K .
" thought 35 10t = theoretia~l But = practieel cueation.,. The dis-“
- pute cver the reallty or ﬂon-faflity of thinking tﬂ4t is isolated
~from practice-is purely scholastic question., -

aip it

Gar*or and Volume 1T

" How listen to J2rter:

. "fhe forrul: doseribss a neo cssary coadition for o Qltalist
accumlation caly if the terms are wctusl ecapitelist categorics -e-
constant ecapltal, varieble erpital, surn-lua ve.lue. Therefope ‘one

" cannot Drbfn thnt, e.3. Hussian ecc1omy iz 5 cepitallst system --

vas Johneon sgoxs to Ao ~= by showins that the formula deseribes a-

. 1eceasary cepant of 1ts nreeess of —noumulﬂtion. :On the contrary,.

~ one murt prove thed the terms of the formulq, t‘ ‘soéizl relations
af production, sre in faet erpitalisi" ’

IRAP are in = differeat world

First, tno forrula, as I hzve shown, represﬂﬂts in Fnrxist
" theught no g.ﬁeﬂcseﬂﬁ" appect, hut the spoeifie, immutnblo zspect
of 3 aronlit=1list s nrumulvt‘on, produotion for ths sake of productlon,
So7ut (T ~m ospe tineg here only of wmethicd) i€ svan Irsn sncv that the :
) spsnifie, 1ﬂmutﬁlbe priacinls of tW11ni t secumiimiionsis production
S fpr the s2-a o v-;-nn-‘lnn‘:ifu':l I Utill _\rncrr‘lins te "nVl+Q1ﬂ.n o RS
T losie muct e hoet nwd nreve et the tomme noe ﬂnnitﬂlist. A
© pove:ling veouest, ‘o h-ve left the vorld of Loain and Rosa =nd y
“pre heall 11 the ¥1ddle 4A+es, analysliong God in terns of rmu-dntting
. angols, proving terma 11 torms of terns, Ho'r e~ I or anybody Wi

*Lenin Taonomin Romiaticism (My -mphasis):
Felusomburs nooumul~u =n Qf "ng;pgl_ h puer ESW
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"prove" vhat Carter asks? If not oqu E\r‘.'tat,o'c,lca but Heogel nlso
camo baek with nothing else to do, they novidn't do 1t, Tarms
9xis6t for ocae purpose =- proof, Proof does not oxist for terms,
- foree 18 measured by exnrossion, means.by ~nds, ceuse by effeat,
2nd terms o mensure”, 1,e,, valid:ted by proof. That ls the
Hegelinn intorprotation of opposites in ccntrast with the mota-
physienl sunsrstition whick to tiia day dcmnﬂa or Zarxlsts for
instraee, th-t ther, first or "in faet® "prove” tho labor t-cory
of vrlue, Hoécl th e boutiecis, settled ﬂoncunts *1th surh long
2.60%, and ok mercly repozred dAomol ¥, Yo 28 narxists are heirs
“to a tradition ~ud uad elorify tho - ntinuity. I have donfi my :
full ah~re of that, I, in fret, 1asi-ted on 1t, “ut the kind cof dis-
putatlon “nrter wuts vea 1loft bA 1ind with the mediaéevsl schoolmon,
Toelr subjort-rabter compelled them to use it for so narrow
wag theolr roalation “i*h nnture tiact Shoy disputed 2bh~ut J03 and
ang~18 “Minn eculdn't be tasted <nyhow, VMe h-vo other things o
prove z2nd thereforo cdher motoda of proof, Today, 7-rter's type
.of nrcof 13 pessiblo waly L1 mathorniyee sl very formal logid,
-1t ran ﬂOV’r bo awnllad ia 117z snd scelely. “he proof of the
Smuddiag is-in tha oqtung. Tho proof &f the lnbor L,earv is in-
fact thet “or¥ explzla~d and pvcdintcd the movement o eppitalist
. seelety by it, Ths prcof of tho 2nnliraility of iarx'a n-tomo-.
‘ries to 3talinist. dussia 18 in tho posibive. results and 11lumina-
_ticen you, set, As l-'n:x ocnvluded- "all else is drivel." =11 olse
13. o . v A , . . LI N .
I say that in eny *lass sooiety within the hlztorical environment
the compelling motive of produetién will be suplus labor, ‘T Bay-
thet thurafucu produdtion will.be objectively’ for tho sake - of - produnt
. produeticn.’ I say, not to Jsrker, mut to the ‘sele+tifio Mp,
- Burnaem (*nd 1l “is co-dlsccverers) " 4all it vhat you ,
© please, Win you paper vintorics lnroving shov. your 'terms! differ, -
-In the histerienl result, production will be mainly foripapital .

¢ and cilv iacideatally <or people, with its rending. noitradioti ns_

betosn uso-value and v=lue,. constant erises in produntion, and-
0ﬂiﬂlism or harbarism =e tho 1mmod1~to hﬂstor ﬂul alterQﬂtivce.r

Thrt is what. Yarx ﬂennt *niho uuwistak:b1y said 86, .

'3‘dirﬂvt1v ~ad nn“ireﬁtly. Ho would. not have heeon B8O atupid ag to -

- try to provo ~aything clse, ™hig, »~nd t-is ~lone- (but how wuch

-4t 1s) is the predintive power of the 1aw of value, deniocd or.mis-
‘undorstood "y so mray Marxiasts and anbi-Merxists This is whet,

“in our world of todav, is crying ocut for continuous, many—sided

. axposition -nd diseussion, Russis or no Ruassila, In 191#, 1a the
'‘minds of millions, politlezl domoeracy wma at.stnke. Today, .

undisﬂuiaol by aay 1elitious or politiazl fetishism, the cenrcnomic
b*om l1twelf is helag 1214 bere for the nomster that it is, "

an merd than ever, ve nced to tnke it -2prort and -@Xposo it tiro-

“;essxy not ¢aly in lta manlfestations ‘hieh people éan des, bul,

in 1its iunnrmost Ho*nr For ocnly thus ccuiwe eduesta tho advained

. workers in m~tho ~nd ronfuse the petty bourgo-is ac-fusionists,

© oxpaelally. those with seie1 ifin or napxist proteonalons; only thua
s.een we show whet must 1qa"1tﬂbly 1se from the,p"esﬁﬁtravail

: ‘«Wilqoma e
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Rut Cnrter’s scholastic approach to Marxian economics not
onIJ innibits the saientlific snzlysis ol gociety bul whai 15 Pros
bably uno snme thing, pravents any understanding of tho theory
itsclf. GSorter acu.n_l; ’ﬂvsthat 'the Iorrulao are notbsuppesed
1o ‘ﬁpn1v to A acn~veie renl c"p*tﬂlism. e forpulne in and
for thepgclvas e nhetract and thercrere deau. As Marx "posed
and dsrelsred" ihea, vho 'y are for no other purpese than to show
how 2 »or- acn-mong oozl ;sh works. For GCarter the formulao do

not exich Jemaval L zasicty exlsts for the Tormuloe.  To :rt
fefﬂ“ 8 oolu i s wi11 rew 534 sitmtraciion for o ahstraction's:

seko, Or ook ar saedn rod wbLipansions for ard's sako, I
caor 23 Vprove® thad rvr’ct L T tried hard cnougia

o ipontn . fon 4510, When I os21d,I, ves, pust
be grautﬁL Shor, 2T, %y r“c’v <Camiiltiod the formblnin the form
I ghall nlwarsuse, +'.. Of ne S+xlia, Carier or no Carter, :
'_sivrl‘ ‘rv'“a LA razatlon, How wasl to dresn that whoever
- ,t .n13 “ousd Sormula in any othoer way Lhan,- )
: 5 roving rel:tion in a Living Asoniety; sacondly, the
do reloplng nistury of the fﬂrwulaitsﬂlf° For obviously, aftor
Lenin.and Rosa 1hux¢n*uﬁbd vith it, the Tormula, as cverytn;ng
thet 1s rcu absirant, i,e. dnad, had itzelf developed.. Trotuky I
oxeluded at the sterit, by seyiﬁg- “Mhetever construﬂtion Troteky
‘pay have pubt on this sontonasz asit stands, it ean givo rise £0,.."
Garter aceuses Tie of saying that "it followa fron Trotsky s non-—
uenulon...uhat the worKers- cannot buy back...‘ I wnsnot digous-
-8ing. Trctmky sconfention,,I didnot say' LG folliows", Jistond e
3 wpste: "The rosd is opon to.,.", which is a very “different
thing. I i=zter relterated that 1 would not desl with 1 otsky and
T'snwd wh" Once =oro I sound tho sirsn and. ratse nv amplificd
veiee, I A NQQ_D“HAIJQQ#IEQISKL Oarier a:nlgnn“,es me with
Ginlin AL PALTiT L. o Battint ~fonce be S0 his shode 1Bratint 1s
‘ag mich to nw as I wes bto. Bustint; "ﬂd sineo when pray,. 14
nBﬁstlﬂ* 4nd 3tnlin "poso mnd dovelop’ formulzne as:Mapx?# (Move
TERIE erinping 'ncupﬂriuy to’ d*scvss any uhing cxcegu in'terms of
' S‘b"lip mnd Trot slcy,, = . :

”"rfﬂ- psyoho— naljscs mo to prove thht I didn't know that .-
«1gea of the forpmla were nbstraet, thnt I misunisistood ov-
Sa That disecussiocn he will win by ay defauit, Thrse things
Viomeelyos er 7o tpﬂSm in the end, I skepd ny Whier Lo .
Slrny neos dofindte 011 101, “for peenle ave alvrye 4ﬂk1ng posiilons
Len M &"'s funnencntal thcories vhothsr they kaew it or not, vnd
oat 0T nll uuun Bry €3n“ now it, I siid »rovoeatlvsly
SEATIOAL hnla goamiin you. eermot nvoid hourgools concepiions of
cesnonica, “Rosn 3’ anrouulon 15 cgssenbtially bourgocls, Tvery day
"ts 1.hernn1s r-r-aw and who’ rcnacns for this nnd its significanece:.
{Qbwminble. neaslring. . Rnagla wag not ¥

v
oL ..\,L vznu : R A PEREER AT L

roczEsary- o JY points, thcugh in ay p*nion 1nv11unhlo ag 11lus-
urﬁb1on ona way nr the othora A domonstrnticn :of how tno iormulu

*a clevcr 1011t1n1nn "ould hmva awid‘ "Of courao I Tmov. that
: M Por, thosc who' dn +hn+'90ﬂt-of thing
Y . %




" applied td Gormany for instence would have been suffieient, 411
Pozds lead to Romo, 3t it we3 not my cheosing that the formuln
"hed turned up sudidnly in artieles on the Mssinsn gquestion, Ob-

vicugly I wnz fighing, but the fich that hit weg very small and

~
I Sy 4

swims only in the homo shall-ws,

Hexeol, Morx 4 Charter
TR T
: "ﬂrtn" fin~lly nolds up my ignor"nca of profit to the
light, cfit, ne s~yag, is “the Uﬁculiﬂr nopitnlist form of -
suﬂn;us v"'ue or 3 valua 8 _1-bor," 1In ntrisi tpoory, tho HAsis of
vaiue prcdu*;nﬂ Tsurulic-valuc 48 o mras of ~eeumuloted lhbeor Ane
the form »f machincey 2nd selentifie orgonlzation domin~ting thn
exeronvlalel workcrs Iin 2wy Ln-ob is oabtirely difMrent from
slsyery op f(rudnliem, vhore Lhe technle~l nmosns of uroduntion wore
80 Ainmpls aad oapa hrndled by the worker r hims2l?, It is fhc Tawe
of tnia velolica ihot It-rx expounded ILPSt in Volume I, Jinrx
knowy thiege laws f"irlj errlv, Yet a8 l-te B Janunry 14, 1858 vre
find hig woriting to ingels: ".,.I h-ve thrown over the vhelo
© doruring of nrofit ng 3t has existed up to now, In tho zethod of
“troatnent the fet thet »y nere aeeident I heve agin ol“ﬁb”d .
nhrrugh Hegel's Lowio has voen of araat srrvine to me,,." .

) The historv of tho doctrine would tﬂhrus too fur. But. .

T ptorts’ guotation must be showsn Tor wimt it is, aond Al serve
ip an t1lustrntion 6f Marx's wole mothod, The quotwtion isvin
Volume IXIT,.pp 1028-1028 =nd onde: "Profit then appears hclo ag .
the min Irntor not of the distribution of produrts but of: thcir
proiuﬂtion 1+sell . ag o part in the distrvibuition of eapital and

“lavor among the various sphores of productiocn,” And there. Corter.

- atops ~-well - enseonced withiny+" the most superfleisl .of oapitallst
roncoptions, Bostiat mlsght heve stoppod  thers but I doubt.even if -
3t-1in would, Two lines later Marx seys, not what the prim~ry
Tnetor opponrs to e, he says what in eggonce it is, "But it
nriues primarily from the developmont of" n.pitﬂl in its c~pnnuiky
‘ng 1 se¢lf-exnz1ding volue, ereating surplus-value, it eriscs frou
this defeinite aoeinl: fovm of the pravailing n*oness of produnticn,’
In ather wonls, besk 4o living 1-hor domin: fed by a mmgs of seoum-
lnted 1rhor, °n11yvcd jun Volume I, Why docs. iarx so sh-rply -

Ysepar-te °r’°-rxn”n11ng prlue Trom capiltrlist apportioning, onpitﬂl
Spd roeedustton Tor pro”it? Simnly beﬂauae it was his mEdson in

311f: to do so, . - Lo

+ ¥er sol¢-cxp"nﬂinr value he usap the tern verwertcndcn.
I* is in tho full Hagelidn tradition, Hegel believed tha® the’
“seli-dcveloping idea axpraessed -itoelf .in nﬂturo 2nd soniely,
. 'dheteting the no"41+1cns and limits of wom's ~etivity, “honox-
‘p;'*ﬁn& Briefly. Mozt seons to be talking noaszenge, In remliity’
Alita Iaet rad mrentast of bcurseois philosszpuners stood like Mocee
OW 1=""ﬂh cwitii ke aliimate secrst of humﬂn‘kno"locge sprond he-
w8 tort weas o stand Hegel's principle on its foo
i %ho dimuntion iun the hands. of thonede of produstion

" “Ain Tne roncepn or v Lue; "1nls“1s c&pltnila»;
,nciOuy ko arilad tha solf-deveioping velue, ‘verselfatandiunr,
arn 1ifiod bedily {rom Hemel, The preflx yver in Hogel- anJna .
anb a e 1sformntioﬁ at the root; sometning that, transnnuaa. :
. raby. ooﬂtr inlory
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The trnnafornmtion may °ppear to be the work of something olse.
tegel nnd Marx spent their llves providg thel It w8 noli The
very torms, solf-develping iden, s@lf-developing valuo, aelf-
axpanding nﬂnitﬂl reuud1a+s t*e import~qae Corter givea 0 Tis
-votation “hore the juitiative or prime movement 18 definistiy
given to the erpttelists, Kers is here huilding his structure

on suhterrainca foundnti-ns the on2lyslis rosting on his philose-
oy of hi-zzry, his estimnte of the ovimin, dﬂbelopmcnt and
dostiny o nm L."hc contrardiciton 1e in noture itself, betwoon
man, ecrar’ (& avture, 2nd me~ns of rvrrvduction, "ppronri ted

M aehr . Top wroveos In privizus snal "oy, oilag to the low tach-
nolorienl lovel, e.-,  men »nd ho2, the nontraﬂtlnition U8 S NATFITH -
rosroand lichle eapadle of deovelormens, now, ovwing to the. complete
sevorance of thc man of labor from the wezns <f lavor, ihe contra-
diztion 18 so sharp thai the dovzloyneny ic roapid and poverful,
Owing uO he 1Lﬂhhu o the wa;klrr any (wn"si;a) and ipe phygiel-~
ogical Tinltaticns of ‘man fclc“iSu:v and Livisgy), value :ould ‘

not expind ltself indefinitel ¥ Ly proLoasing ciic izebor the Jork-
O Ang-day {ahselute surplus-value!, whebzupon “it brcke bhab l¢mi+a-,
- taon by expanding itself through ithe only way now open to- L1y, by
“inereasing the other factor, tne guan ty of the. acsurul~iad
L200r; the machinery, that functioned within the working-day
relatlve surplus—value)c The *wo active fadtors in p“oduonlon
.mh_oh ve ‘soe ners Merx calls momeobds, another Hegelian term. fThe .
“chaptor vhere Marx eatablishes the dﬂvelopment of niative surnlus-‘l
'valuef he signifiecently éntitles "The Cerncept of Relrtlve Burplus-—
- Valua",  The word he uses for concept is qu_;ff ‘which Marx beins;
" who he is, could be more modeinly and preclisely translated by por- n
" haps the famous vord in philosophy, the Hegalinn term, "The LT tion"

‘0; this notion Hegel 3ays: -

. "The Vatvro, the peculiar 1nner Being, the veritably 8% gr— :
nr.l And substeniial element in the multiplieity and continscnov of
;,hp phenomenal “nd paasing outward is the Notion nf the Thins 'g

It sounds outlandiah. In rnality it is very, siwple. Hegel
 paye that in the theooretinal mnalysis of 1nyuhins, which Tor nim
.mewns-a study of it in its self-development and Inev.itable aelf-

sransforustion, do not do whzt Carter deées eohatantly, check off.;
& i%st of ifems, in. other words  "the multiplieity 2nd conti ngency
ol u“e Wn.nonnnzl" the ever-changing outward historlcal forms,
. e orres seuk 1ts notion, ‘that immer relation from whiech ail. ax—.
S e Lnal deVLlonmenta must flow.until this *nnar-uoqtrqdintlcn is
Lo abnll shed, Marx roduces his anzlysis of eepitalist uroduntloh
- tc en ever-wonderful miracle of notional simplirlty, rinred.
of £11 nentingenav: less end less of the dey's lsbor m011¢ to the
o vavkar, more 2nd more soing to the other moment, or attive fastor,
L oae wnrninuvy. This 15 the mark of asplinlist nrod:nt*on and -
vhe. Carter quotes Marx to show that I conluse all tyoweos oz ao\~o-
L ‘3aLiaa with ‘doep, concern the ‘Fulf that seun““tcs s
Ruas¢¢, but on historical m2téerialism and Ca 1tnl. ror oit
debnte on _“ussin ia undorstandahle, it is am Barnbie bu

T nassame 18 to be -found in the .Preface to, tho second v;;utlon e
2o iba Lopgle, Tr, Johnson, nd otruthers, P 45, bu; I aw #
Arom: ﬁe"ling'"mh : 0'0u~0f
t .
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whon you h-ve to stop to explain that thie shorp relation witkin
the workins-dny hes nething to do with, e,.f. feudnlien, That
,rapidly Aavzloning rel~tion and its lows fornm for kherx the “inner
niture® of eapital, ~nd the conseouences wore analysed by ¥ rx
with a loglanl diroeticn, n nestery of hismaterizl ~nd 2 vivid
coneretansss, esurlled novhere exeept 1n the arrogance and obtuso~
ness with vhich it is i7nored. The. soelf-expanding velue crpands
1t321f ~encrdiag to ite "notion”, 2aceutul-ted lzbor devouring
1ivinzg 12 -or. Marx was suprerely acnfident thet he had fzund
hore ihe notlen of tho “striet proeces of production”, the
shetrant loziezl relaticn ~round whose dovelopmont all future hls-
totinnl soecioty would revolve (as it 4id pot revelve in the past)
until 4he noslitisa of tho ezpitniist system of produrtlon, For
the ~ord aholition, aufhebuag, Marx wont 2g2in to Hegel, to show
gquito cle2rly whnt he hed in niad, Ayfhebung 15 second in
He1elirn inportanee only to Begriff. Aufhebung does not mean |
mern nou-existeren, or wbolition ~s wvou ~bolish » not dog or wipe
some nhnlk off a2 hoard, As Herel explains ~t length,® it neans
- for him transcendoheo, raising of oue moment or aetive f~elor
from its suboriin~ite position” in the dialectieal contradietion
%0 1t vighiful -ud predastined plees, supzraeding the opposlitae
safient with whieh it 18 interpenctrmitc, i.e. inseparebly unlted,
in this erse relsine Iabor, the b-sis of 211 valuoe, to 2 dominant:
 position over tho oth-e moment, the nmes of ~ceuaulated i~bor,
. “Therehw self-developing humanity te%es tho place formarly held by
‘ gelf-developing anlue,. The re>l history of humanity will bagzin,

_ And where av~ the cepitalists in all this? Nowhore,: Just
novhere, Gapital and lsbov arg the noments, The papitalists :
... are not moments, 1,e.dotermining zctive factors in'production,.

. They do not determinc. They are detcinminod,  They seo that the
. _gerk is well done, They pocket as much of the proceeds 08 they.
cen, They are, 28 Marx vearisomoly repeats, merely the azeEnts .
. n¥ceapital, the embodiment In'will and congniousness nf eapital,t#-
" ‘hey obey its inner nsture, Thus 2ll eapitalistactivitics ard.
. in ronlity (on the klstorical senle of course and conplicrtod by
. the ciasa stiugszle ote,) strietly limited, It 1s 028y for us to

see politierlly thnt enpitalist nan azunot abolish var, toe

and we laush b 21l their pe~ne conferonces ~nd p~ets ~nd leagues
and chorters, Lt 18, tho s~me when 2 anpitalist (or = enpitolist
elnss) iavests nwpiinl hero oo doosnot do it thers. He is merely

#Lowle, Tr, dohnson ~nd Struthers,’ Vol, I-p. 120 L
#5854 deep in thg 1hor process did Mhrx boze his analysis thet-he
vieusd men ns an "impersonction of ledor-power' (Vol. I p 225)
leber pouwer belng "onergy tronsferred to o human organism by menns
of anurishing mothar™ (Vol, I, p. 239,n.). But whoreas hoving nmu”
grid +his he rarcly returned to it, beeruse it didn't ronlly mat-
tar t¢ hisg. eoanlusisrs he han-red avey.nt the frel that thoe

~aableiilst wns. s v an. 272nt, Ho hnd to, tor his whelo noednt. ..i. ..

- ¥
was that the ~rtivity of tho tvo deternining faetors, the .rtorur
-pd “he n~ss of nerumulrted labor, produced the lows, =E inrices.
t2%a os lnws of n-ture, whleh tho ~geats oboycd, From ancther
peint of view, his philescphy of ‘histery, which, with hiz, s |
ansoredent to politienl cconamy, his close aseociatlon cf ZSor .
%5 .0 forac.cf natw b dn_of, fundamentel tmpoctenee, Theb hov=. o
(R @g_beyondzus. o . ‘ ’ .
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obeyving the laws of self-expznding &alie and nowhere 8o much a8
in reletiosn of means of production to me~ns of consumption, If
ne doos not, he s firnd,12. he loses his o=pltnl. In nhestrnat
logie, production Tor the sake of production 13 an abpurdity.

30 far Rosa wes right. But in dislectical logle it 1s tho gront-
est good sense in th~t it conforms to the laws of self-axpanding
value which rule the world,* Onee tnis mass of accunulnted lebor
dominates the l-borar in ghe process of production, nobody is
frec, noither the workors nor thé eapltnlists, Capital, ~nd
~bove +1ll o, is the boss, 3Burnh~n belleves that his menajers
will ha.ve freedon. A potty~bourseois fantesy | They too will be
agents, The only greztor reedem they could have ia more froedom
chase more surplus-value ~nd produce. more for the s=ke of

more preduction, vhereby they «ill shrrpen the e~pital rel-tion
to surh 2 dnarer thet tho 1-at stote of zn will be werse thon
hiz rirct. From that ncecssity, 5213 Mirx ~ad Engele, follering
Hegel, the only freedenm weqs Socinlisn, Only iheo sgrinlist
workinm als3s nna Rulo nen's eorseious -ndavitiss the nnin .
freter in geomomie life, Tuls, 2 diffioult taxng to grasp cnbire,
45 eroringaingly more diffiecult to wnjatina in the pervalding
Lowivseols environment, and the hictowry of M woyolutionney nove-
Cmert, thazowetiesl and practienl, is fon lowg porieds the his“cry
¢r uaw some of its grantest letders tzes suditasd fhoan tals con-
éapi, tha bentings ¥4 Rl 4o take and Lhe casusditics 15 suideod
befors 1% wes Aviven bmek, . Luckily nilliens of workcrs hrve mwqe
the ravolution ~nd will mske it ~gnin without Herx and Hegsl.
Thovy lc~ra dirset from iac seli-exponlng vnlue. Bub tho tranrit-
denl roprosentooives of the wovensal have this insldious Zangor
to fight alwsys, hefore, during ani -t v the revolutlon. Ho
lvhov is tac mreat, no probing too deen, nor avn we cvay for a
romant rost in the stiuszle to maXe that ns notural to us as .
breathing, If we don't, wo poy i '

' Hegol had mestered the idex and metno@ (he sald thoy wors
4he aame) of prosenting the myrlds of roucrete -~etlvities and
thoughts of men ~& datarniaed by the noncosaitiesof one universal
lav of salf-doveloping movomeni, A~vx lonraed from Hegel and
in gener~l outline ~nd dotaill rollowed the Hegellien method very
elosely, In T-at, Zapital is hullt on the Logle an@?ew ntoei-
lecis ean pnstor the ono cxcept to the degroc that thdy master
the othcr, *# Ionno it is of the emsence of all Marx stood for
vhen he soys tht napitalist ~ctivities sppenr as the main [actor
and forth»ith arlls immedi-te ottention ne he h~s done in page
~ftor v23e 40 the self-exprnding walue, cranting surplus value.

P m——— T

#Nocdleag to s~y 2o0on, in ny viow, did not just make n nmistakol
ngédi ai~nt Mmixist ﬂlundors, 1% -i8 usually owlng to shgogg?

historiasl propsurc, It ls tho bugsiness of thoory to Tin Lgéﬁd
Oniy thon is the rorrackbion nssinil~tod, and anothar weapontnﬂ 9
to the armervy of Acf-nne ~-rinst the aovor-ending ilnvostmen ﬂfd
infiltretion by bourgeois nothodololy of the narrow Mrrxist rond.

; | 3 1 11T

##The problon of the contradietlons botwoon Volunes I1 Qn:’ .

to whieh Roan ndded tho chrpe of sontredletion botwoen 1\;nd Ii,

18 colved without tha slightost diffieulty whon szol in terms 0 .
‘the Logie, Fven Lenin was not ne aloar ns usunl nol,

, . 238
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depivative sunsr strusture cf

12

T2 are not arademicians

and must porlerse cpend most of our time there, But the founda-

tions ond the Lovrsr fosrs arss pn“m nwne:

mlored building
antor if v 2Ll in gelidnds anl lasve in gilence, T}ﬂet‘ hava
en shrirss Loo leng. T need ";: thro them epng B0 u?sr‘!ves

1?{‘\‘1 f""\

d to oux public, .Jounmon is e 3hall osne.
t I ofller myseld a3 the hovmavsr Inb
ook polenics, a pory t}*r, Some spot,’ and

"Luniptﬂha'blon o
. nghter be & neai tJ \_LL*P‘JGI’ our knov r"\‘s(J Se
idens, dence oy le-t.’c,er3 Yence my opening sen-
NCe TY Wholz arti '
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