Deaxr J:_

This letter will be full of “explanntlgna‘;'fThe.reason
for this la that I wanted to write ay notes on-tha fiyrst oh, "~
of Capltal, from the new dlaloectionl view of 1t, withou%: reoccurse
on the one hend, for permiaseion Ifrom Grace To make the parallels
to Logle; and, on the other hand, polemlc: with. everybody from -
Rigardo througk Engels to Trobeky, What I %ry to 4o in. thoge
nctsea, then, 1s to_ﬁoint %o the new "dissoveries”- rather tha
argue about them, ars they are: T e

. . (1) The vontrest betwwen private and. . sgeisl in "
Ch. T 18 not hetween private propor 5 A1 but batwean:
private or individual labor and mouisl labor .. t is.not
only because of the two-Told charaster oL ‘labor,; to which we! -

“have alwnye pointed, oince that 1s, in Lurn, -"eaused” by the
soclal form of production, It 1ig this. latter form which©™ '«
lmparts the =csial forn. %o labor a&nd- 1% deed” so-by, reduainr
all-kinds of labor to abstract labor,  What Marx. ig doipg then
ie ghowing the alienstion of the individusl lsborer; his sub-
sumption under the form of produstion, Property has nothing . | o
to do with 1t. You might say we always knew that, ‘ But we dldn'g
1t 48 impoaaible "t& inow before you know" and until we' knew -
the contradiction between private and soclal lasbor, -polnting to -
production relatlon vas, preperty form meont vlolonce %o ths actual
dialectical_ﬁerelqpment.- E TR S

o . (2) Exchange value now turns out to be- the only ./
form of value able %o expresﬂing'the“truo_natnre?oftits'con:pnyp

abastract labor, Froviously we:counterposed-?alue;tqiform;xa

El

thue degrading essence 1tsalf to"essencelesas being®, - The inter

- penetration of asaence and fTorm,  thelir indissoluble ‘connection
is the only thing that can impel the. movement of ‘one intgithe. "
other, and we rob ourselves 8lso of ability to ses the doveiopment:
of form to bave as deep obJective world sonnestions as-that of - .
‘euntent, - Here, again, then knowing_thatrproductionqulationship_
wzs. the esasence of the aconomic category gove it an outside :
evclutlon instead of an integral development out of’: the 'gsoclal
form of production. R A P

_ ~ {3)It 1s thie ascelal form of production, which, .
.when contrasted by Marx to other forms of . production,” that bwings
out the mere ghow or independence, even when we are etill only
in the market, of laborer that arises from the equivalsnt form

- 2f yglue, and hides the Gependencs of -the Labopsr, . 1t Ls twea

A% is not a pergonal dependence =g under alavery§ serfdem: - © . .
but 1t is dependence all the same,fof what this new soolal Torn -

. of produectlion, with ite value form, hides 18 that it is'a forz -
worthy of the content, the mafery of process of production  over o
man, e : S B

: As one example of the significance of'-development
of value-form 1 the bridge 1t gi%es Marx from which tc Jump
from geneweral vnluae form to " speelfie socisl cheracter of
human labor, (I.F.,ed,p.37} .. . ' o
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. ... A diftrerent type ol explanation is needsé for -
another thing I txy toido in The notes, and that conrcerns the -
boldness{but not reckless, I hope) with whioh I.draw perallela
to Logle. What gave m2 the necessary courage is the feeling <
“that just as Dialecticnl Hesson includea Bnderatanding, ao it - -
iz imposeidle to mupxihx restriet the development- of - the' sommodity
‘%o’ the development ol being, It Ls True that Engels gsaid thet
the devalopment from commodity to productiscn raralleled. the
development from Belng to Eagenscs in the Logle, but outside.
of that relationship fo preoduction " the development. of Commodity -
involves the yholg of the Logie and since I have Lenin'a
“approval for that generalization, I trust the paridloniar = - o
"applPeation” hae n10% been far amisa, FEere.is vhat I tried to’
do: .. . TR ' : L

" - {1) ¥arx begins with the sppearnnce of wealih oa -
an’ svcumulation of commodiiles., Oyt of the apparent identity -
of wealth and ocommoditles we wlll have the opposition:of. the
one and the other, and the opposition in each, yet something
willl persist through sll ochanges in mpeasrancs, ¥What:HEegel -
calls the Law of Appenpranga 18, it.seema to mé;.Earx?s’Lgﬂ;g§.¢.
Value. “You have no idea w%ht it does to @2 as an "economist¥
- to. 8o degrade the law of value; that 1s sll the mors reason - - -
why. I .fael I am right in doing. We aiart, then, ‘not with Being,
but with tie Appesrancz of Essence.’ L-shdft to Ground and stay |
there through Form and Essgence, Form and 'Matter, Form and:Content;’
but when I reach the Ceneral Form of Value, it seems necessary. =
to-reiurn. to Dostrine of Being, fow Belng~for Self and Geperal.
‘Form of Value are parallels, A nd yet 1%t .is the"riéstateasnt® -
of General Form of Value aa Universal form of Value whish .
brings us, and not violently, to theNotion ltself, Mrst, .I.
feel I have Marx with me, (It il important that the 5th, Ksunky
edltion, which togk in 21l of Mserx's notations in'his own’ velume -
P am - . n an Ny o " Tz

RN 3 1 2L Arkdii¥N S .

n % - - ‘Seg, .
Du T of Value ngs uea And I am: trying tc. -
hold on to Hegelis statemant: "On %the one hand it ennnciatea-thgt

mattari as such, has no independent subeistence, and on the

- other that the form does not supervens upon matter from. without, -
but as a totality involves the prinecicle of matter in 1teelr, .~ .
This free and infinits form will hersazfier come bofore ae ST
the notion.” (3L, #128) ' : o e

‘50 here goes -

Thie too should be cdneidered'ae

pari of the other] some day som
.:i%gulaap cut or all_theseyrouggthing
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NOTES Gk CH. I OF HARX'S GAPITAL' /;ﬁ.F:T:é 9’&’; 'ro_m-:GEL'.s_.,‘_l,.oexc_

"It L 1mpas:¢b1e o grasp nomplately
" Marxfs CAPITAL,and especially its
tirat chapter,. ‘1t you have nobt .

. atudied through and underatood- the
who;e 01 Legel's Logic. —~Lenin SR

Abgea rance ﬂnd Fo"m

;;k‘w”*'g 7¢The anpesrance of capitalist waalth as “an 1wmerae
- accurudetion of commodities®; 1ts slementnr; Lorm belng a’
single commodlity, msrka the opening of CA¥ITAL. _Singe"
"appearande is gseentia; existence, Lt becouee ﬁaceaaary to
examine a aing e comn. odity. c ) T
Marx, howaver, no sooner begins his analysia of the
two=Told natura of this particular form of appesrance of a
product of lsbor than the &ct of exchange, to realize the
commensurability of various Einds of commodities,: shetracts
fpom all ugé-value, . In making an anstraction of all use~".
value, an- abstraction 1e thersby made from all useful kinds
of labor, . All major contradlcticns of this-gspeeific. gonial”
. form of production ara thus present in- ombryo-in: the sing lan:
commodity.E )T TIEYN 1 - :
..'F:.‘%’vrw T R o TR,
1g .n - AT Y <
vary OOROTELy. T ANl T ;
; =umahﬂuw$£§¥““ Form. and w-aencg L STt
%arx ‘Yvegan with the; Form, ‘exchangs’ value, “to. ge : ‘
to the Zgsence, Value, What appears however, as.a: quan*luative
_relationship shows itself to be. the phenomennl -form ef aomething :
- that 1g both scnialned in the: commndity “and eommon to al;
other commoditisze, and yet: aomething. that 1s’ distingct,
‘dAifferent from all other commodtiea, The something oommon
turns out to be not the gubatancs of all weal thXAREKEXEAERER
regardless of the social form of production--use . values—- -
but a spbetance specific only to the ¥alue~form of wWealth—=' '
human labor in the abstract, . Thus what characterized pravious
scoleties begomss subordinata here, the mere materlal rapository -
for valus, or congealed labor, Were.we,. however, to stop. :
at the mere aight of essence, we would merely ceunterpose
Easence to Appsarance, thus failing %o 5omprehend Thelr

;gteggenetrgtion in = sjngle uommodity.

Egsenco mugh nppear and the form of ita appearanoe
reveale not only ths inherent eontradiotlon but ths 1storicg;
“origin and development, = Direct barter, tha gatural form of
“exshange, both impelled ané had to- ‘glve way o sanother form
once the use-values bescame transformed into a commodity ‘generally.
On the othsr hand, thie substance or this cause, hod this olffect -
bacauee the fovm of what waas effected was itself undergoing mo -
process of developmen% reflectiwn or the sooial relations between:
produocre and thair producfs. o
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Form nd Matier ana Forn and Costent

: reducti - >f" lator ‘te' abstraet human .
‘reduction of varlous kipds of labor 'to’ absirsct. E
labor 1ghz';§venent from privats, ipdividuel labqgstgﬁlzg,g?gég;_
forn, This gpocifis soeial form of 1abor as,;p.%sﬁsﬁggﬁ aRE
Tniversel is 4he alienation of prlvate 1gﬁnra"pnt1'“b:.ths5 e
%Eaepandentlv. It beccm&gﬁtha:BEecifige"';gfarghe*%ﬁdiﬁsdiﬁb:"5
capitelistic fovm of production.  In revesling the indissolub-
.11§t Tof the form of ‘labor wlih ‘the form or.nggggtfn %iéhingl
‘ “'y?ﬁhatTthp'agbgtgggeaofivalue_has but ome dls J'Bx”t'“mare“ N
Ehﬂgﬂn and that is that 1t ie Duman. Juest ae-in ﬁggbe%y%beGsi h

a:i"giams but s shabby part, so in :heégagét;iégzétzng:ignt” S

it 1a not thg laggreroﬁﬁﬁisiigﬁzg;gggéé,; Butlln;ﬁ§e&var:gqxﬁgn?_
__t?g m:ria;or izzamxnx gblestifisa itsoll, beaamaﬁb"§§§:€2f§97~,
gr;;?aubjeotﬁto’gubstggca; Tor labor is not. zpendgr 1to-a. _
void but into.some patyrial forgm, .. .

e A TR .||“ e :- U e By e e

T T TPormed matter ig eontent, or materialized labor,. L

- "Content,® wrote: Hsgel, *firat has one Form and one Hettor which
balongs te 1T and are eassential to 1t} 1812 their-unity. Bug
Mhils unity is sleo torml 8 or poeited unity, and thus it -
-atands oppoeited tc Form... . 11,82 The "posited unity”
is the commodity,’ the "thing" ¥ith which Marx staried his T
enslysle of oapltsliss: production,, It;wag-not*anthing-in-itaelr,

Z:aniempty'anstraction;ﬂb:t-something concreta. posited with'. . Lo

» @lfferance -and bppoaition...Thaiun;ty“qr.usa—vnlue and " value .
in-a-eingle form. demonatrated its oppesitlon to this form in: ..

the struggle bhetween form and eseence, rorm and maiter, torm and

8
An_ _gubalonec e

‘content,  ¥rom this opcosition form and 1%s other, we wmust now -
_turn-to the opposition Mithip form itgelf, AT the came time .. "
~we shall see thnt "the agtivity of Form is squally the propep -

mevement of Matter iteelf, ™ e
. . Daterminstign of the Form of Valus: = ¢
' 1% Elementuxry or Accldental; t2)E_J(:pam:i.ezﬁ.;_=

3) General and {4)Univeraal

7 Marx states that'?he'?hblé '_myétéry of the form of wvalue
1lies hidden in thiz g%gmgnggrw form,” (X.P,ed,p,18} At ths IR
same time the very po arigy of the exprassion of the elementary

[ ZRrEcsuhich ambodles within 1t bath shn oit tive and equivalent
&&;%%EZ:EBﬁsﬁiﬁg?‘gn”éérm;f&_g”md}Brg%aﬂf?ahfgfiﬁﬁETE? cupitalisi

: The complete collapse of sacloty in 1%14 gave Lenin auch
2 view of Harx's analyals that he wove itighter yot the connog- -
tion between the emb¥wa and - developoed form ns wall se between the
objective world development and the notlons, or sonapta, man .
Torme of 1t, Wha%t he wrote 1s of the essence 2lro to Marx!s = ...

-own development, or rather development of Mg anglyels, *Juat ag
the simple vslue-form, tha individual act of exohangef a given
commodity with another alrsady inoludes in undeveloped form ' o
all major contradiocticns of capltelism-~a0 the eimplogt ganeral= "

-dzatlion, %the Tirst and simplast forming or nosions Judgments, o
ayllogisms, atc,)oignifien the ever desper knowladge of the .

. tlve world.conneotlona,. iHere it iz necoanary bto seek the -

1. v ¥erl- senae, gignlrlcnpna and role of the Hegoelinn Logig. This HB,*

X - sz2ev
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But the notion of the relstive form of value Marx hed no% -
singled out as a apscial gategory until the wyiting of CAFPITAL "
in the Critigue of Political Esonoumy, the smphasts 15 on tha .. .
gquivalent form. Yet 1t is the geptent of the relative Lormeg= - .
though thet formwWally dspends on 1ts rg;gtibﬁgh;pﬁc<QQQE%§R,¥if:
which dleeloses both ths trath of labor and the mysiilieation
inherent in the commodlity: PRuman labor-powst in metion, or’
‘Humsn labor, craatea velus, but: is not iteell valua, "It becomes
_Valué'only.in its congerled state, when embodled: in the form = =
of some obJect. In order %o express the value of linen as'a. . -
conigelation of human labor, that vaive muel be exprasasd as
having %oblective" existence, ae being a something materlally
dirrerent from the linen 1tself, and ¥t something common. %o

the linen and all other commoditles. The probler is already’
solved.” (IP ed.,p.19) o ST IR o

o The diptinction between labor power and lubor, L.e., =

;. the notion that Alseloeed clearest the actual ckisctlve ecuiec— |
tion betiwsen,and diatinetiorn from, the value of the prodicke.
of lsbor and the value of labor power, 1s hera tiled in with _the’

. Bobjective® show of value as an *attribute" of The commodlty.. -
‘Thue, along with contalning, in smbryo, the dislectical transi--
tion from value. to surplus veiue therc 1s sontalned here the :
germ of the fetishism of thy  commodlties inhereont in the ghow -«
of value, It is clear %wew sleo that the development of relative
" form of value refleote also the novemsnt from direct barter. .
of individusl use-values to thst of spglsl use-values and hence
the- tranaformasion or;productg'inta-cqmmoditles.f"The;davelppmqnt
of mabtier cannot be separated from tha development of value TOTmEg
Yhile the moxmmmnEcxivomxihexsximtdun interdependence of the. . .-
relative and squivalent forme emphasizes the polarity in the -
expressicn of the ¥glue of one product. in the gge=valug of @ "

" another, the commensurabllity, or equivalonce of differeni kxinds
0f use-value, brings forth a. nev messurg: loabor-time, - “oio

o Reverthelesn, the eauivalent form of  the expresalcn of
volue .1s more than.a merely quantitative relsticn,  *The truth = ..
being that when a 1o o Y . antitatiye - -
t rits v e reaglon,”® (Empheaeis in. . Ger.originalj
Thiis form, in fact, contains 3 distinct peouliaxias, esch and ..
all of which. are grounded in the truth, that the £ o i
_tion is oppoged to the easence manlfested, thus: -

pagomes_the form of manil tion 1 l f : :
onpoaltc, vailue;" (2 WM
% ; :

and \ol) ~ohe. lavor of pri}ats"in&ividualeﬁﬁak&ﬁ the. form OL- -~ -
. '4%s opposite, labor dirsciiy soolal in its form." {¥mrhasks 1n
'Ger.or;ginuls : L : o

: . But there.is nothing mccidenial in thesae opnositions.or

in the opvosliilon inherent in Tne elementary form of Yalue ag a
vhole, It %s truz thant the slemsntzry form of walue firat shows
4tgel? as accidpntel but the neceznity concealed under tho
semblanca of Gontingenoy appsars in the-development of the

value form 1%self from elemsniary to expanded or total. The
action of the world of oommoditics gitrngts many commoditles _ .
to sct &8 egulvalent, Thers ls, howaFer, & defoet in . ths total ' .
or expanded form since the seriss 1e interminnble, Tha sotivity
of form now rspelg as wall as attracts. In the battle the contine
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-gaﬁdy is b?eécome'3 ‘Tﬁé $;nt1hgéﬁf'.ro¥ h1‘E:"::i:ﬂl:iH-g‘ o
& 8 e _ . speaking, is wi 2
?gﬂ ;?25 ﬁoyn% of 1%s belng not in ipael%”bgtégnfaoggihzg“:E:: LI
(L, #1: ... the oma 7 acthﬁiqﬁ'tpjﬁbgelhngaa~t&efbntingency:;.'
o Now the neoesa fj:édnoéaledkihxihm ingeney La that.
_ E _ 2 i : the contingen N :
f:ggi:ggiil foimagf' rgdusiion Tequirss an exelusgve?gﬁ§§§§2?; 
~uaivers 1equ. v ‘enzﬂ,:%ﬁis:' firet in the general form -
‘seﬁag:1v$a§3:~¥§:: ?ésigg%glnommcdity aats,as?equivalsniﬁvThiﬁ'°
neral value-Iorm. t the same. Vime the "radustion’ T B
g@?d;:gzﬁigyﬂx-&cpggl—labcr;t§ thei¢{qommnn;charaétgg{ggﬁ%ﬁimg‘f 
ﬁgﬁgr:" gep??gu, °f-b?}§Sfth9EGXPﬁnd%F“??fPf'h#?§h515§9?j:"

) ._f o?_éee the &ngp.;ggﬁ whiéhilé atftﬁe*;agsf“hff.-y;ustT*'
7?etw§qn the value-fora and;scgigl’orﬁ@:a-“fhe geie;§§€v§ ue
5tgzgg"g¥l:ﬁdfg§§5332:BtaélﬁPrOductE of labor as mers. congels— g
O . entinted huian laboxr, shows b 358 ¥erY. 68t :
ture that 1t 12 th3+800131 reosumeg - of %he-wbrldyofagoggggigzgﬁo"
;g:u ;Eia-uu"saqucnily.make:ait 1nd4 gputahly evident thatfin-q .
¥o of conmmodities the character possessed bj'ailfliﬁbrf":'ﬂ

of bteing %%%g;_lgbor congtitutesn 1ts specific soclal character.” ' .

IIP ed,p.

The Money: Form of ¥alue and the Nﬁtishn E

"Tn this gyllogiam?theisyllogtsm'

of existaneﬁ}theﬁﬁﬁt;on:le“atgq

tha'very.haisht.orjqelraastranged
oo The_traneitlon_rrom.t_e generalféqu;valentftqﬁjha S
. universal equlvalent~occura*$hen1the exaluslbn-of;ongﬂcommodity-y;
from all others.tu”aot‘aagtheir,equivalant{hgs attalneaﬁcqnsisé'j
tency . and Fgeneral_sooialgvaliﬁity;“ That speoisl -sccial func—_
tion hse boen monopolized by monay;_the}ideality;oilthe? RS
commodl Ly torm;-'Hegel'haa;straaead_theiabstractnasa;orﬁsuchf_
a resulti "The 1aeglity'or'Baingfroreselr:as;totality,thuﬂ,“ L
first, passes lnto reallity, -2nd into the most fized and ebstract
of all, into One." (1L, X, 17?7) - ST e

: : “The egotism and emptiness of this Being-for-Sall or .
‘money, in the noley market.world, develope into . the sLrangos
and most illuaoxy notlons;Z“Indopandance;hhvinglreaaheéfitﬂ' 
‘guinteanence in tha -Cne which. la for ltself, 15 absirsct and
formal, dastroying-itselr;-it_la'ths high@ssJana“msst~stahharn-
error, which takes 1tuelf ror the hisheat-truth;-appearing,_
more oconcrataly,an abstrach frecdom. ..." (LL, I,p.185) .
;?hn“highast-and a the bourgeols. -
theory. of money. Marx ‘me-the bourgsols - -0
theorlat staya-with-thin“dazzling ¢ommo ‘an indsependent
Belng-for-8elf, so-%0=opaal, he repaliia hlindad to ite true
asgenct whioh oan only b= gattﬁn_bsrraturning.tg,the'aimple-
commod&ty Torm ASB the germ of the money form. Rofusimg 6
return to ite polnt of nistorical orlgin, he migsea alro all
'Ltradaltiana;'acnnccticng”anﬁ;etaaeﬂ of development snd himaelfl

"beocomes a viotim of the glitteruaf'thefmonay and ‘thus Femeln -
%t the height of aalr-—ast_rqngement;“ : ‘ - 9229




- An integral part of this pellf-esirangement ie the.
of sbatrret fresdom,  So cveruhelming a fores-is show of
_exlatent that avsn elsgaical npolitiasl esonomy which has BaAds -
" maxaww® the epochal discovery that labor is the sgource of value
x% are viatims of the fetlghlimm of eommoditles . .. .
and hence could not dispel®the cblective ghoy of the soolal .~ -
charactsr.of inbor,* and continued to consider valuwe &s an Lo
attridbute of the commodity., Henoe the eguality in.the market . .-
of commeditisz, that in, of gonpelations of human lebory = " .-
41t mlistook for equality of living lavor. 'Hence lt;eontinued'tq
see. fresfom whers rpfuetion 4T 21l kinds of labor to uniform,
gimg _BTeD “1lgbey, under which. the individonl, private - - S
iabor, was. completely gubsumsd. Henge 1t failed %o pee Sha . . -
. 1 “of soucial lsbor under thisz epecific foram of the
‘mooial process or mode of produsticn, where ite *zosisl® form - _
“1s attalnsd anly through the medium of .exchange,. or ‘the medintion™
of ‘an gutside, not human, foroee. The sguslliy of labore of '
dirfarany individnale achieved through alienstlon:of- thelir - -
private persons could have benn niataken Tor {reados only
him who had so sbstroot a concepticn of 1%, VREESHRE ; ‘
that he himseelf wag the vietim of g nrgeass of nrednction that.
bpd the mogtery over men, and thus mlased all the 1inlka that tha
form of value had te the trorm of soeind preductien, =~ -

“ Marx leavea this nist-enveleped world and returns us to .
the beginning, first of the gommpdity.form, then of form of -
rod ion. e stresses that the commodity form l1s a,mgsteriousf
thing "simply because in 1% the scolal chzarecler of men’s labour
appears to them as the objJectlve character stamped upon the . =
product of. that labor, beocsusa the reletlon of thz grodussrs s
the .suz totcl of thelr own labor' ie presented te them as a rcoslal:
relation, exigting, not beftween themselves, but betwoen the . -
produgte of thelr labor.* (I.F,ed.,pp.42-3 \'?le fantastic form f).
that the soolal relation betweon men asoumes &a AT it woe &, 7
relation between thingerin gtho ~of “mear " the gonmodits g

is rantaatio, becaudp-unrazirin-—the-mirket; ki beeags 17"
N LW T

" 4% le_nn unreal, thnt is-pot truly socinl. se n remiation betwesy - -
nohs - : C - o R

X -7 That the fantastie foris la the truth of the invertaed .. .
relations in .a.scclaty where the procese of productlon Lga- the
paatery over men Marx atotes in unambigucus Terme vhen he - -
writes thut they gnpear what' they paslly apret ®...ths reletiona
connsating the labour of one individual with that of Sthe reat
anpear not as divsget soelanl reiations betwaen individuals at
work, but as what they raslly are, majerisl relstions batwaeen
T persons il goolsl peLabtionE baide i T ® (Ao Fe G, padtd,
empliagia in original Garman ed, N
N o ) Lo . . and abstrast freedom -
Marx goes on to prova that categoriss of value/are only
the Yferms of thoughti expreasing with gocial valldity the condl- ..
Ctlons aad relasione of this historisaslly—datarmingd mode of © - =
Eroduction' by contraesting it to gthex modes of proeution whare
Peresonal dependence hers choracteriasoe the rocirl reolationa
of nreduction Just sar - much ax 1t dcas the other sphersn of 1life
arzanired on the barels of that production.® And he ctressoat .
28ut for the very remeson that pevrsonal dependence forma the
.greundwork of soclety, thers ie no pegessity feor labsur and its
producta to mssung a fantastino fori dirforent from thelr redility.

(I.P.ed,pp.48-0) o : - 92'%0




t 18 lack of persopal cependﬁnce then, under capitalism
.which lends_ the Tantsastis:Ffora to the. prednot ar lnborg Iut
Xtaxm ‘the - 1ndepaadanoa iz llludory SercEmteTIaXEEYRRRS A0
: -gha- mgghigs TurexE¥s e complate’ nastsr of him,
At this stage An ghe development of hia analyais; :
“-iebor . prosege, and hehsd the- msabhine, hag not: yeéic
i own, Narx must siate the question-‘only’ negatively: ! '
-ia’no’peraonal: dependeénca undsz. capitalism and s praduct :of:
- inbor doee have a’ fantanstic: rcrm.. But uhat w81l beJazpl QL
s analyzéd ‘An the actual process ofr. preduction. 15 very AmpiAat
‘present hers, | And to:esphasizae-thrs ‘nes forthér’ 'discovurie
CWill. gtrlp ‘thHe:veil:of the. fetishlsm of commoditisp—the -
dlasovary. of olaaaiaal eonony was epoch&l enough. without‘an—
oomplishing any’ auch result since it ie an achievesent not’ .
within'-the reach of men *for whew: the predustion of samQBQities
s the ip plus ultre of Luman frésdom and indiviéual 1ndependenco~1
.Harx ntresssa “that Qalz_mg_mamymm mmmmm

. i ‘”Ths 11fe-pracaaa of aooiety, which 1s. base
procaas of materisl production, does not atrip off its’ myltical
vl until 1t La treated as produetion by fresly’ aasociated nen
and 15 conncioualy regulatea by them- 1n accordance mith B settleﬂ
plan.

R 1 = I R then the gggi‘igg g;:rgrgntig of *ha value—form
.. vemains a searet aven. to a Ricardo, Just as. mush as the - :
ggquivalent Torm remslined =2 seuret to an Arletotle who iived. 1n
- E Greek poclety rounded upon siavery.. . How oould it be . otherwi
" when the kost uanstural and Tantastic. Torn of all-- e
. ompgdd ty=torm of labor, labnr powsr, is ncuepted by this scciety.
“an & matter-cf gourse?

TR L
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Cet,12,1949

Desr Grace:

T " Thie is pot a commentary upon your Notez on Sukharlr,-
whieh I have juet raceivad and have not yot had a chanoe to. study
It 1p o brief question mark to ong of Ihe concapts:you deal wisl
. =wthat of law——and that only Decause I sense wheb appedrs to me
2 wrong diraction in the: davelopmani, or porheps I should say:
rather o’ sarsain impaticnce Yo have done with Aigards and:the
“law of value, ‘I, on. the othsr nand, am-keeping away Izom any.
“polemic against Ricardo for I wish to desl-with him only- after
I have rer=ad the whols of Cepltsl and-Theories plus. Ricarde's
ovn work,  Thet is bocaupe I wish ic miss none of the Sranaltions,
which is ohe resson for my notes on Ch, I boing so cumbersome—
I wae feelling my way by a reetatement of the-fundamenital pointe’
in terms of the determinations-of &aaencs and of form, and linki
. %ha ocne to the other ss tlghtly as the particular iz dinked to
the universal in the reaba of motion. = - oo e
Haturally, all of ou® notes are Juat notes and there
w11l be fuller development as we go along. But you put a terrific
. gptress on-the fetishiam of law whan you say 'Capltal ‘cannot be. .
- understoed without this concept of Hegel." Hegel, however, had
-not only that concepi, which Lenin both emphogirzed and slso'vorrie
“mbout, but Akso the concept of law as ascentlel relntlon, Tou
. .will recall that Lenin right after quoiing Hegel on Appearanace
- &8 agalinet law belng the Eotalitﬁ,,remarked: e S
' - AByt, further, although 1t ig glear, it is
: acknowledged, 1t seems (pp.Ll36LT)that law
gan ovaercome thip inadsquacy, include also . - .
the negﬁtivejsidet_and Totalitat.der Erschsinung, -
Hust return here!’ T A ST
S : ' : . . Rigardo's . ~
: . Marx ocarefully leads the attack against/ignoring of
form under which value bacomes exchangs value, on -the- onse
end the reduetion of private labor.-to social labor, on.the . -
cther hand, fou write: “in Copital, what Herx attacks in. Saith.
and. Rlesrde ig preclasely the redustion of the Pform of ‘vaiue with -
1tas contradictlions and transitiong into opposite to: the lsw of i
valne, or determinatisn of value by labor time." But it is not
“that %hay reduged the form of value .to value} it ie that they -
Mgpaat,. the form of value as & thing of no importance’ and thus =
 "pyerlook that which 1a the differentis speeificc of the value -
" form, .. % And that preolaely bsoauss they had slready radugsed -
‘labopr to 1%s soclal form, without sven knewing. that they had .
done so, It is mot that coneolousness, or knowlng, would have - .
golvad the riddle, But 1% ig that they hed approached Eesential
Ralation with value concept and_staévped  there, (Hegel mey -~
also have atoppesd there, ond this may prove an izporiant transi-
tlon noint Zrom dipleoticel 1darlilsm to dlalsolio materiallsm;
of, esp, Harx in his Sritique of Hagelian Dialestlie, tho sectlon
where ha apeake of Hege! having tis stendpoint of clasatcal Lo
politiosal moonomy.) Harx, on tha othor hang, sl Uhere,. -
That la why, whare the Hloardian law of volur wza & simple
question of deteramination of value by labor time, and n vlolent
abatraction of everything thnt contradicted that lsw apparantly, .
Marx's law of value Ar paralited to undergo n f=devels :
vhich has 1t reach to the "general absoluta law” of the xeeerve
arny of labor, IxxmkEXRRMKERR ' : 9232 LT




: In other worda, in the law of ¥alue, rx dlscerns the.

‘law of mo%ilon of zogiety ne a whole. -He haggn with ths red:
of private labor, that i1s the indlvidunl dlaborer, to'a sogial
‘form brought 'about not by & 'sopial relstion but bty 'a mSterial:
relatisn, by the mediaticn. of exchengs.’  He Lonelndes kia 0
analysl s cr}qapataliat'praduction.by-th@'dggggggg;gg§prxthe.1abdre

cas an indlviduel and &8 2 wmaca to N anusndsae-of. § 11« PR

Andilt ie tha,grawth,of,misaryé*degra&atiqn,uelgVer »that bring
about- the growih of revoll, etc.”elo.  That is why L want to go

- 8o’ slow and sXip none of the ateges.  In my letter to' J I merely
“mentlioned that have conelulsd thot The Law of ¥alue in Marx. is

the Law of Appearance ; but I @1 net develop the point, and I -
don't want to as Feb.  You oan LT you wish, of geurse, but -

. there are pitfalls, . For example, .on P46 of the I¥ 8d.; where
Harx speake of the dlacovery af labor ns sourge of wvalue,*while"
renoving all appearanceé of mere seaideniellly of Yhe determins-

" tion of the magnitude of the values of piroduets, yet.in no way .
‘al2ers the ‘ms¥erial form in which that determine tion® Takea place,®"
ou raomark: “Ladlr —~theory makas nacessity out of contingency.®
hat len't true,  The necesslty was enslosad or hidfen in the =
ecntingency as its further developuwent showad, ¥oei the *Labor ‘
theory"® of Ricarde falled was precigely in not shoving how it{ex,v.
: ATS developed out of the olementary form of valus whigh

" from the atart besed iteslf on the oppesitlion of uee-value to
valua, ' . . L

o I have Bukharin's Hirtorlgal Materialiem and will
read 1% along with your BEXmREx commentary, which I:am lookling .
forward as I note it 1a not concluded. One thing that hes mo.
concerned 1s 1n what form tc put my nctes on Capital, 1 note R
with great Jeslouay that Harx never allowsd himsel? to be involved.
in an abatiract debate, and inslsted on the oonsrete, “beginning
with the concrete commodity, the conerete rovolutles. - Luxembarg,
Bukharin,Bogdanov et al, hewever, all hegan abatractly: what is
polltlnai gooliomy?. what 13 its history? etec, ate. and landed in -
an awful abyes; you should Jjust see the moss Luxenburg 1a ine- - -
there is nothing in her book on Psolitiecal Zecomomy but anarehy on .
the alde of capltalism; plan on the.side of gosdalliam, Absolutely-
nething else, I would appraciate theraefore suggestione from you
(and naturally J) as to the rarm {without cuotetion marke) thazg o
rotes, aven ad hoo onos, should be Sast in. Or should I walt. .. 3
-t11) my desper comgrehension of the world abjeviive connnotlone
give the content the proper . forat B : ST e

Isursy,
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