o Thn wrkorn in the 1860'¢c ware no socaer on tho rarch than o now
é;‘ap-: sainllectunls cams up with noew achm '!mt vith ald concapts of tha
p#uéﬁu_ vole of thn mauses, Ferdinant Lassalle m_n an entirely naw type of
intellectual in the scngs that he had associated himgelf with Marx, a.p:ao_a.lod‘
dfreetly to the working closa to form ita ova faflspsndent polities) rarty and
wie & rowlationury. Neverthalesy, Marx had to separate himmsif fron his
"-pm-'mn progaw}. born at the turning point in nadern hutory - 1848 - uhm
g ﬂght apeingt absolutisn unitad Sor o Lrief h.l-taric moment “ the 'bouraao!.l
demmt and tho prolateriua revolutionary, The 1848 rmlutions underi_l.tnpd
1:: rlma of 3 od the irrenoncilability of thout two class fcroos. vhers
‘?Ne.dhon tt'!.ed for conp—ami.lo batwnen t.hn ‘wo, I.nul.lo tried = uhurt cut to

saciu.nnm“ thnough the stato «« the Eruanian landownery nbrolutist state vith

'*ha Iron Cha.ncollor, memrck. at :u;a haud _

N ‘ It wue not a q'uaatinn of pot \mdﬂntnndilm tha clags nature of the
“'.'s'lr‘.atn. It sne n q\mstlon of the old coneeut of labor aa the au‘.‘fsring clana.
) vﬁ?.l_'.but sne iota of 'undorat.nnding of tte -hiaotig'c inltintive. riospita tho

_:'.-._'-gloéioun'pt.\ga it wrote in -.lg'th cent,;xry hi;tury. Whan the ‘c'lnan atrup:gloa

B onm_: ugx:g_ ggnumd open and violent ahn:oe. Iasﬂ».‘!'.'.o conceived it %o ‘be hig

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

of tha ago waa avidentily L:corporntad 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 cuaehl concaption of the rols of tho mtallectualu o

© .. "How n it tuat the mtddle classes huve km come fc b n fngntanad
: o:‘ ._‘fsh; t.;:on_mon _paop‘.lgl‘ Louk tack to %-'n_rch and April of 1848, Have you forgottan
. hmr .thi'nks vera thon? ‘i‘hs police force izwtant, ‘.’I'hn goma-n waple amming
f-lu!\g the ltreota. The ntrm‘.’.# znd tha .'oeo'v'le. thrwae'lma u.nrie" thn nm.v of ‘
mthinklm qs;itutoru...rouph ignornnt ok thrown uy by the ntom.....ﬂmra were
shn :intnlltctmln ‘thent whara werae you. "lnnt‘lmon?....\'ou nhanld thanlc thono ’
sho nra'mrldnp,- to bridge tha gulf batween tho thinknra nnd the meesng who are

pul‘ing d.o'am th« Ir.rriﬁru Yetuesn tho uourrr-ois..a nn:. the prople,’

Sch éw: mi frou .tha ‘bourf.'eoi-aia. \-Inqtoml I-a.usnlle -nropenad thnt t!m vurk_

t';";:* h}leh proéucnz'u' mommtiug with "Btate n..‘.d. uoAY tumurh th‘l.s meant- treati.n&

- hM L-hmlln netually tho\u:h’c 8n. Bn. But once he did.n't baliave ln thl

er.-\ld force Blamarck to do ro citee tho nassee fought hard for universal mffrase
a!‘d this covld ba used aguinet Bismmrek's othor enemy, tho democratic bourgeoisla.

I-aasalle'n cansa of rasl »Holidice ulsz lad hin to search for n
in

cnlhnhomtor #a/thn royal Prussian ;»:ovarnmnntul socinliet nnd economie theorottciu;_

. Earl l_in;i‘bortus. He nctually dié at firat gat Hodbartus! ammrowval for his plan
of :;r's(’.':xc'ers' cooparativar with stnin n.id. although tha latter's concapt of how

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

11861 Tmup,. ea. on the okhar hend, wanitod ancinlien "guick” =« within the yery 11 pontbl"

Yﬁt Ay strong wra the orponic ties betvasn intcliactunls wio hova s cartnin

ek Teas e b a o e L T el
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'.mmpt nf labor. tha* thay found thomnnlvon o be colls borators for a

.. [
€ o --ola.-l

- ,2,-;-....- e -
}lnr-.. on the olhar hnnd..;'broka off completely with Lassallae, whom
Em cnilad 8 “Bompn.rt&st The diffm-anoo ‘vetwesn Marx sand Lnssn,lla 1« the
. o diifma:m hutwen the rmuoml intanqu;untnia uz;.i tho uroletnnan rmlutl.onur./. .

,a Hw a.:-iesec.-ﬂ

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

_wnmuc aid to tha wnrh'urs vha would octa'blish theix- own factorien mannt
n.crt.‘.w ﬁgﬂmtiou amng tho vorkera, T.a.u-,u.ne iasuad this appanl: "

nm uorldnp chn .mst oatab" ish M.rmlf as an independant -polnlee_

:party end mn!m Ate alagaa and ‘ﬂazmar ~= Univercal; Fqual and Divest "uf"mgs....
?o uaxa tie working elsas its own employer, thut is the sy, the only way, _by
\hwh thin crusl and iron law {(of unchangeablo minimun waes) ran be set anids,
Ono. "~hn vorling class 1s 1ts own aoployer, tha contragt bat aon wages und
:proﬂt disappears. It 1o therefors the tuek of the State to fucilitat the

b .
s graat. mu_’n.ﬂ

Lot A e e P Y i

Thousands of worksre reaconded to the call and tha formal organiration
. nf the Genoral German VWorkers Assccistion wan fowmded in Hay 1863. In June,
larsalle 'aent thke stotutes ndopted (unbsknownst to the workers, it nead hardly
'bo added) to RBiemarek with the following note: ",,.this will be anough to show
‘-yon.hou true 4t iy that the working clase in instinctively. inclined to dictator-

R ERET T L SRS PN E Ry S

i ’3 ahip 17 1t faelg thni such vi11 be erercised in the working class interests.*




. . Nov Itumlln wis ho ordlmu-y traitor. He could not: l'uwe bﬁen 'bou.tght.
_‘Bo znw;ht for his urineiplua. went o prilun for t.hnn aml <auld h..ve been- ready
"co e for ‘then, But ho ofnzly ws incapable of thiuklng ¢n% thay {the ubrkers) -
k cwté m.n;. ‘To hin., thoy woro o mb. He thoup,-h% go in 18&’ Hhtm ths Sileatar

4
s

' w.'h-ra 'ravo.s,taﬁ und ha wag 2uly & ptudant and fe)t the utn.tq moum roatom
"oz-enr u }Ia d.id nst chanee his conoept whien, in 18168. tha unrlmrn were 'brrmciug
‘wp ‘mst the mdlinm m tha bm:rgnoiu ordsr, vhich ho approved and -:.houa victimn
!ot- ha noutinuad 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

ba w0 gnod ae t;; und such on him to parliamant,
“Kiu attitudu." wrote ’4a.r:x. 47 thet of o futuro worbera' dzctator.

39 ronoln- tho qunntinn tetwanan lu'bot' and capitn.‘l ne mmi.ly [0 play. 'I‘ha

~ ;

I

wrlcara ara t.n m:itato for un.tn"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 tho stats will put up ennital, and by ani by thase

amtthmtons will embrace the whole country...."

qua' wrote thin, not 'boca.uao he knaw of Iasoalla's mchim;tinns with

Sz u*'.,‘;‘_‘..'..;.p;_-.'.:'.‘\w;......'.‘ WiE

3temorel, but hocauna ha know 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 vepresanted "salence and the wrf;-lmr" for scionca

ves surnly 1ncormrntud in the intellectual, the '_l_l_ﬂ._ﬂﬁ,_ ‘-""f-i‘arx. on the, atha'r hand,

' rejacted this “'_auarila stuff," in ha rejected thae bnurp'ooia cnnceptinn that this

11863 wiz tha oge of "science and denceracy.” mo he rejectod tha adatraction of
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II;The 18'503--}?9&1*\3 of Reactlon,end Proudﬁoni 8m.

The perio’d ‘rollowing the defeat of the

o . "The French peasant, French cobble
ne che.nt ‘seem. “to him (Prouahon) something that has exiatg

A e

mmemorial and hence their existence must be shielded, “Bi pat:
{occupy..myeself with. this mess, the more I am convinced ' That?]
; 1 reform and,: consequently, (liquidation) of the propris

‘swinishness based on it must become the alpha and omega of X
riai':g." (Marx'tc Engels, 8/14/51 Rus, ed., p.3‘?) :

opment of Proudhonﬂ.sm, Marx amaeses a great amount of mateﬁia],

tniainly on tehcnology, sgronomy, and monsy from Engléni, Germs'm.f

lF.‘:_;ench and Ameri'can scurces, But nothing finlshed results rrdn{ﬁ

2ll the elaborate monographs, although as far back as April 1851_

he had thought he vould finlsh his sconomic work in "five weeks v

More than a yesr pesses and he firet then (September 15, léﬁé)':‘hdpé '

"to get away for two months to hikx finlsh" his work on: -
Gritique of Political Economy,

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

e A % RTT E  RT E & LAT L STURA DY E

Three more years pase and we find hﬂ.‘m rereading his notebooks “nbt

vith the aim of working out the eubject hut in order to master the
materiel to be ready to work that out." y/lS/J’J" 11865

£ e

s .




=10~

1857 ¢risis approasches without Marx

But ndthihg shapes up, and the
having written anything fundamental on economic problems,
3 The 1857 crisis gives greater urgency to his dealve to
finlehk with his economic‘studigs and opens the second part of
this.period.- In april 1857 he writes the chapter on Monéy,‘and a.

plan for the entire work. The vlan 1s mentioned broadly in his

Introdubtion to . the Cfitiqué of Political Ecbnomy. When two years'

1gﬁer the Critique 1s rinally published, he tells us in the Preface: " %

T OM** g -genarel introduction whieh I had nrepared; as on eecond [
hought any participation of results that are stlill to be proven, -
seemed to me objectionable, and the reader who wishes to follow me
gt all must make up his-mind to pass from the specilal to,ﬁhe gemera

Thie s true. Both as a revoiutionist and aa a dial=

ectician Hxxx 1t vas characteristic of Marx to atart with theﬁ_

“ rather than with the general  But there is, fron the ViBW-Oaﬁ.

resenn purposes of trzeing Merx's own development a greatar_

in lor the diacardment of ‘that justly famous Introductlon that needs
to bs‘develoned hare. This brillisnt statement of historical '
matprialiam remains a critique of pg;l;;cal economx 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 clase struggles, and has thue not glven thie gifted intellectu&l f
thé conerete form of attack. Even while he states capltal to ferf E@J

"gll-dominating economic bower of bourgeols soclety", 1t le boungeoiéw

ggg&et , not bourgeols production which he 1s critieiring. After
maki;é that ass-rtion he goes, not into an analysls of caplital,

that is production relstions, but into the order c¢f treatment br,the-:
question of national wealth, countering his goncentlon to the concebt
forms in the minds of bourgeols economiste., Once it remains on

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

fully to transcend Ricardianism. 11866




4'g‘fore that 1n his gonception of the order of treatment of national

~11-

- Thus the greater'part of

fion ve, dlstribution theories,

“tion of distribution": "The entire history of production anpears to
a man like Carey as a malicious perversion
‘on the part of govprnments.‘ (270) -

"...the derinite monner of partlcipation in production determines
the particular form of distribution." (2a4)

But a8 conelss and of the essence as his forzulas sre and

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

ncoverg of glaaaical goliticgl economy, 8]
:; g gicgl economlcs with the “consgioggness of. tge vesults of its‘f

‘own gnalzsis“ wvhich it had never reached. It ig 1nev1table there-

h5mealth he revers back to "general abstract derinitjons“, thnt 13
' value, ‘wlth which he intends to begins his Critique. When ne dis-'
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. 18567, however cloaes'

it

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

rereading of Hegel's Loglc: "I am getting gsome nice devalonments.
For instsnce, I have thrown over the
whole docirine of profi% as 1t has existed up to.now, In the
method = of treatment the fact that by mere acaldent!I have agamn
glanced throuzh Hegel's Logig hiue been of great service to me,.,"
t1714758)

RTINS e e

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

11867
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tions. Thene 16 ao doubt tbat the overthrow of the theo"y ot prorié';
ana the mefhod of traatment of surplus value nin general“ withqut

1ta eeparate fragments of profis, renu, and Interest ls what will
zxxxxxﬁxxxx meke the definitive bresk w*th clagsicel economics R

and the creation of Merxism as we know 1v. Marx himselr'will cgn- 
Bider this one of the two "best polnte" 1n hls Capitel, But 1t
1s also trﬁa that he worked this fully out no¥ in 1855 buﬁleS?
anq‘iﬁ[tpgf period there was th Civil War 1anmer1cé_and the

‘.feﬁtﬁblzshmEntuor the First Infernationaliin London. That 1s'ta-s 3

"surplus Value, Landed Property remains in his conception as a

'Teeparate "book", that ig, a =epa ate edition of. the revolution,

. .an azficultural'rpvolution

tlon is also destroyed of the Proudhonlsm socialism now fashionable
in Frence, which wante to lesve private property in existence bu}
to organiee the exchanze of private producte; wnich wants commodi-
ties but not monsy. Above all thinze Communism must rid 1tself of -
tThis !'false brother, ! _ . ..

And he tells Engels thut 4f he 18 o review his Oritiqy "not to-

forget: 1) that Prouchoniem ig destroyed at its root, 2) that alreedy
in its slmplest form, in the form of a2 commodliy, ‘uu» gpecificity--
and not at all the abeolute character of #heiasl bourgeois production
is analyzed." (7/22/59, Hus,ed.,, p.77)
the
This concrete category/commodlty 1in genersl he had not

ﬂound t111 the end of 185B. As late 2e April 18858 he wrote Engels
an outline of how he intends to baoin his Critique.wkzk Value wap
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to form the f¢rst chapter, and he stlll argues agalnst those who

0pnose 1t from the nolnu of view of pre-Ricardiana, “L’though an

abetract*on, this 1s an historical abs»raction vhich could only be

adopted on the basle of 2 particular economlc development of aociety.
A'l objecte to this Gefinition of value are clther derived from "
less developed condltions of production, .or are based on a confasion ;
by which the more cencrete economle deoerminations...are set u i
oppoaition to value in this abstract undeveloped form,."{4/2/58) - |

LBE’ 1856 he makes. the lear f ;_ :

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

: i--

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

afhhe commodity xhk in_ general .
T ——— e et '“"'-— - L
It is specifically canitalistic in its dominant posluionn n0nce he,
xxn&x deve lopsa the conception of the commodity thus fully, and ‘what:

took him an entire decaap of angssing material writing monogrephs,;*

writ‘nu out drafts and intreoductione end -discerding thenm, takes but

threa shcrt mornithe to vrite, This rapid*ty or vriting despite the .
fact au he expllnas to Engels: "the_first (chaoter) of these,
Commo;itv was not written un at all 1n the rough draft, and the

second, Money, or simple circulation, 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 treatme:t, 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 drinitive
cidtlon of Capltel, 1872, to see that kixbeaxx that 1858 bears the -
same relstionship to 1871 that, on a highes historie stege will

repeat 1tself in Lenin, in hig 1914 Esgsay 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
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The very first thing that surikes us in loobing at the
_;chapbb” .on Comitodity 1p Critique and in Capital 19 that. .the two

: Vi ;
factora.ﬁb listed in the first so=a use-value and exchange value,

while in: the latter g@fig.ﬁﬁé%za;ag use-value end value, This is

not = simpié'dirférénce in uszge of wvords and the difference cannot

ba gotten. rid qf'by stating the fant that Marx in 1853 uged eichangg
félue in the manner in which he used value in 1867, The conéépt e
_ 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 uast half century"“ S0 thet the truth that
: : “implled in. .
Me x 1n 1859 xxx&/exchange value o1l that he meant later implied

; *n value 18 whol;y 1nciﬁental The truth that is pivotal-ia‘that"
=J'Aarx used value and etchange value 1nterchangeably as clgebinal
1£political 8cono my -had. done. 5 long ae he had not yet worked
‘out . tne distincuion between the one and the otner, betWeen essinca
'and 1ts manifestation 0 long had he non yet fully tranacanded,

“- Rieardo. : ' ‘
“‘against hiﬁ precisely on this score: “It 15 one of the chlef 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 & "reetored @er-_u_i

cantile system (Ganilh & Co,} which sees in value nothing but a :
gocial form or rather the unsubstantial ghoet of that rorm."(pp.sz;sﬁﬁ

L.P,ed,
Marx used exchange value where he meant value preciaely becruse--

parsdoxical as that mey sound--he had mot yet worked out the form
of value, or’exchange value, We wlll deal wilth this whole question/

11870 of form in a separate chapter, Here vwe merely note it as 2 fact,
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The second anu quintessential . dirrerenca is the railure
in the Criticue “exnresaly and with rull congelousness” to break-
up the category, labor, while in Cagital thie break-up of labor
“into ER two-rold hature 16 held to be the pivot on which a
clear comprenencion of noliticzl economy turns”,

The failuras to accomplisn this split in t;e cetegory of

“labor, or to make 1t in paselng only, Anevitsbly led to looking -

at pociety instesq of at production for the distinction between
indivtcual or private and scelel lahcr. In fact 1n the Critiqze

anﬂ gocial, - Where in Gpgital the dxxxknnxtnx contaadiction bet-
"een ccnc“ete and auSuTBCu lebor i witnin the individual worker

; thst oavosition in Critigue is an external one, the result of

8 snown'bj tue analysis of the Lettar, are socipl congitiong'or'lab

'ior goeial labor,! . ’ : -

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

*“The two-fold soclal character of labor 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: lzbour .
nogsesses of being soclelly uenful takes the form of the condition
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, sakes the forn
that 211 the physleally aifferent priicles thet are the preducte of .
labor, ‘have one commcn Quallty, viz., thet of having valye.! (p. 4aIP)

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~-valye- creatinb l.e., commodity produciiiy labor becomes
Boctal labor; finally, the diffo-ence betveen lebor &z the .
producer of use-vamues and labor as the creator or exchange values. "

(p.24) -
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ote that the first matter 'to understand” is the reduction
of akilled to unskilled, And he w11l further emphasize thir,point._,
“This is not the plsce to cOnaider the laws regulating thils reduotio

,-,35 -."_-......2_.__;,.....,;«“-
o .

(p 2G) But in Capltal he wiil hardly pay more attention to this -
pointrthan to thg "dull and tedious quarrel over thewuart played
bvxﬁature“'(§.54 IF). The wholes point will be dismissed with 11t*1d"
‘more than one sentence: 18imple average labor, 1t ie true, varies

in cnaractgr in difrerent couniries and at different times, but in

vl

‘4a:paﬁticular society it is glven,® (p.11 IP)

-.The entlre sxplanatlon in fact he will in Gapi al
'fsttribute to "lassical econonice "Politieal ecanomy hasg ;n@eedaﬂ

‘vaeu, however incoipletely, value and 1ts‘magnitude4“an&=has

';5£_dlacovere ‘what lles veneath fhese'formai“ What will bacome ﬁil

QHarxks contribution is not thls at all., It 1s what clasaical
L . not incomnletely,but R
economg failed/entiraly to do: “But 4t has’ never once aaxed the

value." {Ger.ed.)

| In the Critigue, 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 social
labor only in the market, it sppears to the producers thet *the

relations connecting avre x relations botween things beocauae B

rayrhaxEosRadkER Rarmxxkt ek, the product of thelr labor ikx takes 93"
the_form of a commodity,. It is true thet the character of "




-in_caﬁitaljst or value weelth But fron the very start in Gagit

-7

 1abor dOPH not agsert itself until 1% geus to the marhet but 1t 1s
;presﬁﬁairau of all in grauuctlon for 1t 15 there that concreue labor
‘15 transformed intoc abstract labor snd the result is selr-alienation
‘non alienayion through an outsiue rorce. Because of the_la:ter

' liﬁitstion Marx in Critique merely states the contradiciion A
. bet tween use~value &£nd value but th-n proceeds to sueak of eguivalcntsii‘

ard ra* .08 only, nelther seeing the relstive Torm 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)

ﬁ:wnich creates the’ selr-estrangpment while in Critique we remaih )
- _1n the market not only pnyeically but conceptually. The reanlt_is 
‘_that in thc Lﬂltigu Marx finds 1t necessary to divide The. hxxxﬂx,x

of the theory, while in- Gapi*gl Merx finally breasks the back of
the bourgeols conception of throry and state that the classlcal
economlets could not strip off the veil of the fetishlsm of com-
. modities despite their diecover of lesbor a8 the source of value
_bacpuga? o
"The 1life nrocess of society, which is based on the process
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 thom in nccordance with a settled plan.'{51 IP)”
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