Use-Vaplue as & Cppltalist Category
and "Dead expenses of capitalist production®

The crucial concept of use~value in the Marxian zcualysis 1sg
of course, the use-value of labor power which preoduces the
surplus veluea. It is that which dominates 211 of capiltalist
production, and the minute vou move awey and try to apply
other categories to explain ite motive power you are loet.

The second focal point of the anerlysis of use-value is the
panper in which the natural form of e product, and hence,
surplue produot, can be uged in reprodugtion, without benefit
of the market; that ie how the entire volume 2 which was

to deal with the circulation of capisdl, beceme subordinated
to0 the reproduction of sccial ocapital as merely pomething
ingtrumental in effecting that aizeuixkierx reproduction.
Juet as in order to understand surplus-value, we had to under-
stand the uge-value of labor power, so in order to understznd
expanded reproduction, we must understand the use-value of
means o:i preduction. It is thet which permits their reentry
into further production; it is therefore not value but the
material form, or rather the comparison of one end the other,
which presents the difficulties of Vol. II erd for which pur-
pose the distinction of sccial production into two major de-
pertments was made; the emphagis iz on the fzet that_all

of the commoditvies of Dept.I, regerdless of their value con-
etituents, are for productive consumption; and all of II for
personal consumption, :

I# we get it firmly into our mind that all that is not for ..

personal consumpiion is, din & value soclety, o5& 1tallst
produotion, we will now further understand the foilowing
neceesities of capitaliat production, which can be put under
Mdead expensee of.productiont: (1) expenses of ocirculation
‘ 2} production of gold

{3) militariem .
The stage of militarism follows the stage of production, from
the discovery of 'gunpowder to the ro¢cket bomb; the production
of gold hletorioally likewlse developed along wikh capltaliet
production. The expenses of circulation, from the orimitive
InGian bookkeeper, to the highly centralized banking cystem
expenses, offers a. perfect example of the Marxian snalyels
of capitalist production and creetion of surplus value and
for that reason I will now append the various quotatione
both on that and on use~value before I progezd to-analyze
the new-fanzled "means of degtructlion® me if it were opposed
to or gounded the death-knell of caplitaliem.

Vol.II, p.169: "The general law is that all expenses of cirou~
lation which arise only from changes of form,
do not add eny value to the commodities. They,

are merely expenses regulred for the reamlizetion of value, or

for 1ts conversion from one foTﬂiintotgnezggr. The cagital )
invegted in those exsenaesginoiu in e or employe it
belonge to the EXPEN of cgg% eltst produotion/" (my em.)

Vol. II, p.154: "These commoditles performing the funotion of
of money do not enter EITHER into productive
or individusl oonsumption. They represent
social lebor fixed in & form in which it may

BeTVe ap ¢ MERE MAGHINE in ciroulation.
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Apart from the fact thet a part of the social wealth ie tied up
in this upproductive form, the wearing cut of the money con-
stantly Tequires ite reproduction, or the conversion of more sod
cial labor in the form of producté, into more geld & silver.
These expenses of reproduction are considerable In capitalistenl-
1y developed nations, hecsuse there 1e a large pert of the wealth
tied up in the form of money. Gcld and silver as money~commodi-
tieg represent SOCIAL expenses of circulation due to the SOCIAL
form of production. They are DEAD EXPINSES of commodity préduc~
tion in general, and they inorespse with *he development of this
production, especially when capitelized., They represent & part of
the pooial wealth, which must be gacrificed in the prooess of
circulation. * (my emphaeie)

11,p.499: "The difficulty, then, does not conesist in the analysis
of the social product in velues. It eriges in the
comperiscn of the componeant parts of the yalue of the
gocia) product with it o meterial elements.”

Theories of 8.V.,II,2,0.170: "The question therefore, can & part
of the 8.7V, be directly trancformed inte c.c.
- 1g reduced first of all to the question, c¢an
part of surplus proguct in which the s.v. is explessad, enter
directly ite own sphere of production as meens of production
without preliminary aliocnation....psrt of the gurpluve produoct 1s
not gold but directly {or by means of exchange with capitalicts
of other specialization in the seme sphere of. preduction who
scoumulate in the seme manner) again be included in the .reproduc-
tion as means.of production; thus accumulatlon and expanded xe-~
preduction here directlyucoincida.-‘They must everywhers goincide
- but not in such a direct method...{p.17l) We see from this how
important 1z the determination of uge value in the determination

of econcmic forme. "

Archives, Nptes .on Wegner, V, p.395; ‘“with me use-value plays
entirely different end ‘important role
o . then it did in previous political econcmy
but-—gnd it 1= necesssry to take note of this, it entere in the
analysie only then when an analysls flows from the anelyele of
the given economic forms (Geetaltungen) and not from philosophiziig
g&regarding concepts and words, Tuse-value' and Syalue!t.® )
Y : .

f . - ~
¥inally, back to Vol. II, for one note ro oommodity, Merx empha-
gizes, p.133, that {I) that commodity is not the cheracteriatio
mark of capitalism since it existed under other forms of produo-
tion; (2) certain results of production are not ocommodities;as
for ex., & railroad, and (3)the various forme of it do mot tell
its utility. p.59: JThe tarm industrisl applies to every branch
of industry Tun on & caplitalist basis.

*Yoney~ocapital, commodity-ocapital, producive
capital are not, therefore terme indiceting independent ¢lasses
of capital, nor are their functione prodesses of independent and °
and separa%e branches of industry. They are herc used only to
indioute special functiona of indus¥rial capital, assumed Dy it
seriatim." .
psB63.%Now transportation as an industry sells thig:
change of loocation. Thie utility ie inseparably connected with
the prooess of traneportation, which 1s ¢he productive procesg of
traneportation...®he wtility of transportation can he coneumed
only i{n thle process of production. It doeg not exist ap a use-~
value apart from this oprooess); 4t does not, like other commoditles,
perve serve os & oommodity which olrvulates sfter ite process of

produotion. The ex-v of this utility is determined, 1like that
of any other commodity, by the velue of the elements of produotiont
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Now let ue get back to "means of destruction®. What ie ite
value content? ¥eterismlized labor. Whet is itg"uee«yalue"?
None, you ansewer triumphantly. Or, on eecond thought, you
might answer, to deatroy, and then Xke point out how the main
point of Marx'e Theories wes to prove that meens of production
are so valuable because they zo into further production,
forgetting very conveniently that you were the very one who,
when he first looked 2t th: transformetion of m.p. into c.¢.
denjed it ocould happen without & market; forgetting, further,
that you were the very one who snid it must be a "commodity" %
or it ien't capiteliem; and forgetting, finally, that

Ult terial form or the division of the soclal product into/degd!'ts,

decisive in s "profit" economy where everything was wroduced

only for profit.

~...are definitely not for perasonal consumntin-
Insofer as means of destructica/ will you permit me to put
them into Dep't. I?7 You'*re afraid not? N,w that you suddenly
see the light wf¥ "preductive®™ consumpiion®, you cannot see how-
they are productively consumed. Angwer.me, then, how was gold
productively congumed? Yet Marx refused to make a separate
division in the social product for it. Why? Becruse Marx con-
sidered that, despite the tremendous importance of productive
consumption-in an explanakion of the expansicn of production,
the prime mover of caplialist production wae the production of
surpluz velue, and i to get thet prime mover into motion,
capitaliste needed to wesfte part of the social worklng day to
do so, it simply would have to be done and the weight of it be
‘geen-in the expleoliation of the worker for it etill remalined a
faot that a day hed only 24 hours, that part of the day bed to
go into production of the means of coneumption which could
reproduce the leborer, and the surplus value produced in the .,
remeining portion rould be all there was of B8.V.; you could not = !
Wgteanl"any mors from L.p. and hence from dep't. 2, and conseQuently
it wmust be placed under Dept. I TO EMPHASIZE THAT THE END AIM
- OF CAPITALIST PRODUCTIOK IS NOT COHSUMPTIOH,m—quO .

The wisdom of 'the division of .scclal’ production into two major
dapartments wag not to o into the many sub-divieions of thesse,
" from luxury goods to awful militariem, .but so ag to be rid of
21l these confusing subordinste phenomenz and stiock %o production
in a olape society "in ite fundamental simplicity". The naturdl
form of o plue. ¥ plus 8 permits you to see how socimsl reproduc-
+ion is effeoted, not way. For the why you must return to surnlus
value, that is to unpa lebor, thet 1s, to the division of the
social working day into necegsery &and surplus or unneoceseary
labor time, irrespective of the particular degree of thaf .
unnecesgsarinesa.

Now it 1s the degree of that unnacessariness which bothers you
when you speak w%tﬁ suoh emotion of "means of deatruction. Who

neasures that degree in a oapitalist scolety? Surely not the
worker. And the capitalist meosures it onoce again by means of
values. Henoe the ooggtant destruction of valuesg lonz tefore
"means of destruction scame oo a2bhorrent to ue. If too much

is produced to make a "profit", coffee is dumped in the oceans
that that whioh 1s "eold" may cede a "profit". Is thehnological
revolutione have made the means of production obasolete, the
destruction of these values proceeds rsgaxdlesg of the "use velue!
of these means of production in producing *upe valuest If canltal
will not cede that surplus value, it will net be lnvested, but
will lie fallow. 'That too is destruction of values although
these values had not yet been born. If all thie is abhorrent

to you, there is only one road beside that of the revolution, that

is to fall back 1nto the 11lueio
whoe
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and from that it's only natural to esay that fescieim can "plan®
for capitelism egince it will in advance know the narrow confines
of congumption and planning will avold. crises even as 8Stalin haas
avoided them. What fools! Is the prefient holacust & orises of
capitalism, including Russian, or is it not? Op, you can say
with Luxemburg and the retrogressionipts, thet capltalism will
"ravert back to ite private or individual form*. If you reject
the aggregate cavitaliest ae cavitalist, or rather the apgregate
cepital as velue pregnant with value, you must fall back to

u

et

se-valuesg®.

Thees "means of degtruction", after they will have perved their
purpose of destruction. whet prevents the inventions from :
returning to their pure £5rm of productive foroces and be used
for construction? It is not that they are meens of destruction
an end-in-itself --but szain beosuse it will be a question of

be division of +the socizl working day into paid =nd unpaid
iabor, with & estigfactory or ungatisfactory numerator about the
24 hour denominator. :

The independence¢ of value will aseert iteelf over all these revo-
lutions 4n and destruction of value -~or 1t will not end then 1%
will not be because of the "meens of destruciion' dbut becauss of
the only velue-~oreating element, living lahbor power. There iag -
the nub. - . e
’ : o 5 L O
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" Take labor,poﬁér; 'The'last'yéar oT two have seen such,antinoreﬁsewf

in productivity that praotiocally no new laborers were hired, tho "™
production wag lnoreaged. Ag for pre~war levele of produstiedty,
the comparison eimply dwarfs the need for lsbor power to keep-

the machine in motion. Labor power within the process. of produg-
tion becomes a cheaner commodity the more it produces. Labor
power alpo suffers all the viclesiltudes of the other commodities
algo on the "market’ --competition (women and children added to
men; Negroeg and Jews added to Angle-~Saxon; pezsants and white
‘collars added to regular labor army). Why caen't they produce

for peace 35 they heve for war? Becsuse they don't hive the :
Houstomert<~-but the Peal Youstomer® wasn't tkm Uncle B8anm but the
workera, those who died on the tattlefield and those -who live

to pay the "debt". Thet's right, eaye Beveridge, therefore,

keep them working, even if it oniy meang to plck up leaves off

the ground and put them near the trees) aiter all, there was no
more "use" to the bombs either and it was destructive heside.

¥hat they fall $to0 aee 1s just the only thing thet moves capidlieks
surplus value --which @astroyed values for the right of producing
them for the whole world and, unfortunately, the "means of.
destruction” have not destroyed the competitors hecause they have
nat degtroyed the world merket and unlesp the market becomes
synonymous with production, the system is done. To the extentthat
it w#ill find these synonymous, cepltalism oan continue to expend.
I+s economic end, howsver, ia the failure to renroduce lahor
power; st shfz- tha¥ pover @gdeetroy them ; 1% W not negate

iteelZ.




