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from the Tirst (».387 or Archives) !'rrx stresses

ithrt it is net vrlue "in genex i thit is kthe Lopic of hic investigastion

bul o cor.oCily,. ile ot N L Froceec ron the simplest soeizl
‘ Tora “in vhiech the arocuct of 1. bor
Ts-represenied in contammor: ry
voclety =nd tioct iu - PrEiCid v te T rnsdyse toe 1-ovter o oo wirt Izt
in the Jorm onich it . LEL e seees Aolrtacy rnrlyde of the i hter {ex.r
s we Ly 3. M. inoOm tiiv “Unoe dopm of coperrince, t, the 1ndependent
Iorni oi the g vzt tion Aedned dn oo ocormedity i velue, & oite
thot ¥ o ST w.er L ok Litler.s Yence T oupite cAL«rW". .
(e here guot I, 5.0 2 2i23%ell Doconse uently do not s ubdivid
Vaine i zener 1 ointo use v, o ong o, VYe~—o Lle zontir v concamts, in
QJCH Lt rlstr ot oconoeltl ws ceuc? 111 s dirnta--but the ¢
; ' ’ Ot _is_w ¢ric hend
) cince merely
L5 geonientd

furtier gives romoie eilicit explenrtion of use
siven auretoiosre when he zires
1T we wish to mnel “€ & coumoqm*v'-—tulk simplest economic
concrete uhunomanﬂu~-tuen Ve Rl ¢euve.3°1de il reirtions whieh have
nethigg in common with the ,iven vtjzet of the "nvlv iz, Hence what
is necessury to stite nbout & copmedity 10 the extent thet.it is 5 ouse
Yo I saild dn o fe.r words o on the, other hend T uncerlined the
i .
chrrecterigtic: ;urm‘lh Wnich the use Y., a procduct of 1rhor snd hence =n
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shject,cdn be ol uge” urOQuct oi hqn:r ilubor znd yet not be =
: comiodity.. ... Thrnks. to thig, 1 g n use v. or g’ 'Lummuulby"-w-
iteelf: wesscsnesia higtoric niy &n cxfic ch.znutu§}'~7n primitive v
communes in vhieh, ex, the Lernsg of existence ”erc procuced comznune-
like =np Gisiribuyied between the mewbers o1 tse nEune, .tbc seneral
nroduaet eiiofied thc noods of sich GEHEEr o1 aucic ‘y, oi' ecnh Pproduter,
By the social ch:rzeter of the roducl or use v. ig nere ineluded in
ine ;aner'llv—useluLLngpulncch itiicner) CﬂuT&CSE{L: '
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"As is cbvious irou the i-ove, it would be the sheerest
nonsense in Lic abelysis o1 o cuuuonlty—~on the beeis thet it is on.

the one Iind o use volue or guods cnd on the other n:nd w5 on 'valuet--

Lo tack on every type of beneol wrouments -e:-r?in' s¢ velue or znods

in geuersl, not related to tac suhers o3 ce.mociti 5, #s "stnte benefits“
"commune benelits", etc., As Lugner e s, SO tn

do, orregureing the buneiitsor-theilin yete,

Itselt is o capituiiz prouhcer, uu_ln.thu NN
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Then ilprsm brings Lhe coint home By insisting 1t the
it .
FEY Lo/all &5 not the 4wl form o the commodity, Gul the wurl form
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A4BAr e thrd huit tie GOrd UBe Ve CSSULLY t. tow sud neast wignificen
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€Epeet vince Jurplus Vedue 1tLil comes from the cpecitie UULVAIUN P I&'
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(pe393) "in tie other hund, vir obscurus iz s zlossed over
the Teet tunt alrescy in tic e Aysis of o cwimocsly i Irve not Bte, pO%‘
ul the cued-foru in whidh it 2000 but immeui‘te¢ nroveeced to the *
fret bhet 1n the duad aspiet of o Comwuecily is exaregsen thy dusl

~,cﬂar-ctrr et Yooaow priuuct of willeh 1z istewof unaful lohor, i.e,
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aongrene fapgzets el laboer, procuctive ol use v:lue auc cbstroct lzbor,

lubor ag :n cxvediture ot l.p., irrvspective of which tusefult form it

it expeancd Hpma {on this L:itter lp bused thwe wmcdysic of the process of
'_¢?S§§§Qproductiuﬂ}; thet in the ceve o@ the forw ot commadity wglus, in the

Visst ingnce, ils o T oLarw, ll.e. meney, voiue ol cne co.modity is

reorescited in the uge ¥ lue , i.e. in the necturoa dorm, of' rnother

comnotity; Lhrt surplus velue liscld Isinesugre resulis [ron tne specifie

Luse C 1, 0., chrrrcterictic envitslvesy ol Lie L etc; tont,

COLHLG .. v, witn e, Ume ve oligs b Lntireldy aif imporiont

rols Lo il eVious politiv: coneny tule-ing 1t oLy

trlre nete ol iknis--3i1 ente i ; nal;sls {betrsment) only ihen vhen

Ltk v oonnlysisflovs e rand olf 0l She wIVED ECOnERicT IOrLeT
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tred it wenid e "mecessnyy in cevince Lo shnow preel, thish is lnel

until now, proct i 1 Ly erecess ol cracuetion de felly

'as

possible without tre setiviity of privuale gaw

formation énd ~pulicetion o1 crpitol.”  LoTR pnswers: {pa384}):
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*Instead of demrndin, Irow ne ginil: & prool relating to the
future, Lir, sogner on the CoNwliuyy showkd howa, first o1 2l snowﬂ1
Ahet 4n nwiercuy Comadles, existing.previous to_tune pupeirece us -\-
copiteiists Longlent=Toadlon Sommng, Jugo-3tovie nommime, #te.) there
s no _gocinl DrOCEess of production --not to mention the process of

prodvction in jencril.”
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Since proof weg lrehing, .roulr insistec, thst the socirlist
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Cexulinction wrengly considered provit g 'ceducticn Yrom the workerd,
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to wh ich [ erx mmswerce (J05)1 . , .
o ’ mout iu oLy anelyois, Ttiee proiit of

4 the czpit-list in metuelliy” 5 not_ _"enly o ceduction or robhery of

) é} Liie worier.'.. . the coltrory, | geserive lov Cupltriist os o )

7. /nogessary unciionary ¥ Gipe prows e in o very detriled menner

a0t demonstrote whn Rt endy- Getudts! ortrubs! Lut Jorces the

GV roduction w1 purolus ¥oiue, consequortly hoelps crecte B + vhich A
Tz BUDJECLGE L0 GOAUCTLgNaesesossbll tll thik does not make "the profit
of tine cnpitnlist b eoncbituent! Jelement  oi vuilue but only shows
thot in the value "kubstitoteq!,“hot trom the labdor of ine crpitalist, |
there 1o - part which he crn o rouriste 'y right',i.e. without :
degtroying tihe right which corresponcs to commodlity exchrage.?

erx plresses Lhe oo, licction of velae to erpltelist

veletions ond not pn eppliention ox this theory of yrlue

gteto.tesss b iurbher,p. 396} llence our vir obscurus d.d nol even notise;
Cthad sy anclyticol acthon pregsecs ol frow men in sonerel “hut frow
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L “{ Lest writing of Larx found in his }giZDnotebook --Very rough tr.--fr)
rfyf pd
I

A. Vogner @ Altgemeine oder theoretische Volkswirtschaftslehre.
B.I. Grunalesung, 2. Auglese, 1879.
« 380
}  woneception of Lr. Jugner, "socirily-iust conceution(p.2)* finds
itsclf "in consonence with goubertus, Lence and shefilem p.2)
In tine funcsment:l voeints of his unzlyris he refers to Rédbertus &
Shefile, wven about pirmey, which exists with acny notions, lir.
Vagner spesks as of “"unorthodox methoa of aequisitiont, which,
it is true, is piracy only under thot sendition where "the
existence of a senuine jus ceutium {p.18,remyrk 3} is wresupposcd. "
e studies first o1 wli "the conditions of 8CV., life of society"
snd "in corregponcence witi them cetermines ihe sphere of the
eco. freedey of the individuui.'{o.2)

thery s

tne stoidfe for sstisfaction oi' neecs® "do oot roct  ond should not
wet as purely noturcl jorces, wut, like every striving of men, it
finds itsel!l under tie le:uership o couson sense cnd honesty.,
Therefore every azction Ilowing trom it is resnonsidble” and elwsys
velongs to morzl judgument, which, it is trae (t) is itself subjected
to histcericel chunges {p.9)

In spplication to “Labor™(p.%,Z)iir. wegner mekes no distinction
between tne concrete churccter of every iubor and _ine exvenditure
of l.ps, general to nll thece concrete usuects of labor., {p.9,10)

. In the opinion of Wugner, his.-just celegories are "sogigl cntggqrieg
-(p-lﬁ,ftnﬁ)** . : o .

. . .
_--'c-lll--l.'llcn.ll-o--uunb.l-unuo-.i.l.obl-.--ln-u.-l

2)ereeersees Vulue, In the opinion of Hr. Wemer Marx's.

theory ol veiue comprises Uthe foundetdon {rayeugolny) - -

. stone o his socirlist 5y stam M pydo] Since. I had never -
croeted o "socinlish system, tThis is no more than » ﬁhantasy
-of iagner, Sheffle ond tuttl gquanti, further: Marx, it seens,
"Iinds the gener:l sociul substrnce 0f ex. ve~~it is only the
. latter he has in mind nere--in labor, and t.ie_mcasure of b4e
€X. v, in the g0Cisiy-nécessary luobor timc gle. " (p.45)

I heve newherv spoken ghout the"gdnersl socinl substence of eXev,
but stuted thet ex. values (ex._ V. exiuts only in the existence

of mukezxerxsf tvuo vzlues) CApress mokhing something generpl

about both , something "entircly independent of their use valuest
{i.ecs of their matursl torm)}, that is, its "yoluer, Thus, for
cx, we read ""The gen=zrnl which ls. expresced in the ex.relntion
or Q. v. of the coumodity is its_vslue, The further course

ol investigetion will egrin lead s to ex, v, us the necessrry
mthod of ex reseion or the neces.ary form o. rnvenr-nce of
commedity vilus; nevertheless this Liet nmust be ex:mined agrin

v6 ouch, inds 01 this zoru." (2ug e, Pel3)

Hence 1 do not spatk that "lnboprn 45 o lie generul socirl
,§ubstunce ot %(i ve"; wnd since in u aspecinl division I anglyze
]1n deteil the form_ o1 vriue, fo. the aev;\gghgf;avz) then
& AL would be strengs to reduce U ‘Torm" Ato g ToRernl
Qr‘ @}juoeinl substunce”, tev linor. Algo M. dagner lorgets t hht my
~/ sublect is not "value® tnd not vex,y. " but o gommodity.

*(inzanov neote: angner aistinguishos two nspects of eco, crtogories:
1} purely eco." or "arely nolurcl*) 2)"historicr11y-just", or "gocial"
dngner, pold,Anmerkung 6) -
1901
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Further: "But tlhis theory (of larx) represents not so much o

univers-l theory of value s n Lheory oi costg, Tlowing Irom
ddeorcom(p.45) Ef Lr.idgner could heve, both from Cepital

-and frow the Morks oi giber (if he knewthe Rus. lmbguage) see
The diiiersnce vebweeu we :nd Ricerdo, wh of¥hiferested in
iabor oniy us w meosure ci iae ngisnitude of vaolue _=nd in the
force of which he find no link between his theory of value and
the essence 0 money.

IT re Jogher xzaki 5.5 U.out this ic not "o univeostol theory
of value", toen he 1o in nls v uncesstanaing vomrletely right
since under : gnersiyunivers:l) theory of vilue he understands
Liie recitation Wi -.:l-v\-f\-'.ua-_;—;. n..--‘\:n-o.;uu,u of thie word "V.‘_.lu&"l
this =lse gives hiw the possibility te rem-in in the treditionsl
\jv snd troditicnad gontusion BY the Jermuun projessors of Tex.v.©,
/ sl "velue? since toorr Jolh ©iutvy thée Cowatn word "wealue'.
i But when he furtner spotes thst this is & "theory of costs”
then this renerk either is reducee to & toutolory: co.meatties:
to the extent thnot taer -re the cssence of value represent
comething sceiel (humnn)l:-3or ond since the meonitude of
velue of o cowmodity it ceterminecd, in my view, by the mazmitude
of the i:vor time cowpriseqg in it, etc., i.s. by the normeri
cuentity o labor wilcn the subject cosiz prode; ete.; but lr.
segnsr dezonstrates ilie onposite view by this thet he aszures
us thnat this theory oi velue is not "genercl®, since he, iir.
Wagner, ‘holds & diftsrent view regerding "z universzl theory of
vi.ue". Or he asserts_guemething frise: 'Hieorde (after Smith)
confuses value gnud expenses of prod: I alrersdy in "4 Critigque -
of ~ol, heo." & glso-in the remarkk to Capitsl clearly showed
that velue snd prices of prod. (which only exrress in money the.
expenses of prod.} Go not  coincide. hy do they not coincide.
(n this account T hed “told Ur, wegner nothing,

L=

AT , | | |

Bésides I mact arbitrutily" since 1 bring "these nosts to the so-cnlled
Labor expenditures in the narrow sense of ihe word. But for this it

Qj§§$§ necesssry in sdvence to show proof, which is lneking until now, rmd

ot is proof of this thel the process ef vrudiﬁiulhrvo sible‘J*thout

pxxxxxxx the ectivity of private cunitelists, directed to the formation
and apullc't;un\prlmenenl ) of cepitcliipa.d )

tor ‘

Instecc o VZV&Alvat B me gimilgr nrooi rel“tlna to tne luture
¥r. Wapgner, on the contrary, &nould heve Tirst of 211 shown thnet
in numercus EB® conmunes, existing previous to the apvenrcnce of
gapitaelists {cncient-Indicn commune, Jugc-olavie Tens :ly communeg,
etc)the sucird precess of prod.--not to speek of the process of
prod., in generel--has no _plice. Lesides, Wegner could heve sixdx
cnid only the following: the expluitrtion of the wkg. cl=ss by the
class ol cupitclists, in - word, the chiurscter of cap. prod. is
cdescribed correclly by bhierxz, but larx ig mnistiken when he considers
this economy a transitionzl one as, on the contrary, ATristotlec was
in erorr wheu tec he did not cunscider slove evonomy trensitionn’.

"gn long s a simil.er prooi hus not been c¢ited (in other words, so
10iig a5 Sap. sc0. ofists) the p:‘C'ilTo o3 Gt.l.u.unlibt& in feet wlso
(here is shown the hoor or ewrs of u donkky) comprises a "constitient™
element of vulue wund not,as the goclulists think, only vychet or
rroLocry" "of the warhur" (p.4>, 46}, whrt is "wychet from the wkr,
¥§r§%§;,~VJcnet frem his skin, ete. it is impossible vo understand,
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85: Dut in my dealysis "the profit of the cepitalist in actuality"
is notmonly a deduction or robbery of the worker®. On the
contrary, I describe the cepitalist as a necessary functionary

i °f_Can prod. and in very detziled manner demonstrate that he
not ouly Ydeducls® or #robs?® bul furces the prod. of s.V., con-
sequently helps create thet which is subjected to deduction;
further I show at length that in commodity exchange when onlv

| eguivalents =are exchenged, the cope., @t soon as he has pd. the

| ¥kr. the resl vrlue of his l.p., with full right, i.e. with the
right wh ich corresponcs to this method of vprod., acquires S.¥e
But &li this does not rigke "the profit of the cup.™ "a_congtituent®

| element of velue but only shows that in the value "constituted"

¢ net frow the Lawor o the o pitidisl Lhere is o peri which he cen
ayrpropricte "by right", i.ce. without destroying the right which
corresvonGs to condodity exchonge.

|
]
|
|
f

"This theory is very orie-gioededly ex:mines only one roment
deteraining vilue.l)Tuutology. This frlse theory, since Wegner
hes in mond "gener:l theory of v:lue", wvhich diverts from it

& therefore "v:lue" of Wcgner is determined by the "use v."
wvhicn is proven by the nezgnitude of professorial wisk; 2)ir.
vizgner posses off for volue "the merket price of the given
moment or the price of s commodiily® which is something entirely
different froa wvalue,

expenses(posks, f1)  and nol on ioment, that is, the '
Tusefuiness, the dﬁEET—ITETZEE)does not confuse "vzlue” with use v.
es pryrozhdenik confused men a5 one ¥ainer wished., I+t not oniy
' does not correspond to the formetion of ef. v. in contemporary
ex. {he has in mind tne formation_ of prices which absolutely
changes nothing in the determingtion_of v.: in genersl there .
occurs the_formation of ex. V. in contemporary ex., of course, &3 .
is known %o every grunderu, falsificztory of commoditiss ete.,.
which nas nothing in common with the formation of v. UlLut closely
follows the slready formed veluss- ; besides, I, for ex., in
_the determination of the velue of l.n. procesd from this, that =~
' \\.iha_VQlue is %8 really peld in full, which factuglly is not true.
Q;ﬂk Mr. Sheffle in "Cgpitslism® etc. states tnut such o supposition
X ris. "magnanimous" or someihing of thesort, But this is unly =
duppowition, necessary irom the scientific point of wview, ‘
‘bat, es Sheffle excellently and even gefinitively (1) shows in
"yuintessenz® and especiadily in "Zozipler KorperM it dods not |
tally with the conditions which are necessarflfsx became formed -
in the lxien hypothesis of & soc: stgte.(Thus, the soe. state,
whichk Sheffle lovingly "formed" instead of me, hatc become
trensformed into & "hMarxien" (and not a "soc., state" attributed .
- to larx in the hypothesis of Sheffle. C(ne con show this
7586 convincingly in the ex. ol grain ete, , the ex. ¥. of h ich,
o under the influence of the fluctuating hnrvests under conditions
.4*‘"*> of unchenged demand for it, gven in the system of "socirl tax"
\

//f> v would necessarily be formed by another method than in relstion
S only to deductions™ Y.ere nre as many stupidities here as words.
A (Gﬂ? Pirst of =11, T have nowhere spoken nbout "socisl taxes" and
.<?5 ' \in the exrmination of value had in view {pourzéols rolatichp and
-ch i not an application of this theory of valug to a "s50C. sinlen,

S / ‘§;;u:§*hhich, besides wrs stated not by ms, Lut by Mr. Sheffls for me.

L //g&qvuﬁﬁﬁu" 3econdly, if under the circumstunce of a bad horvest the price’

Y

of curn is reised, then, lst of all, its value  is rapised since
a givon quentity of labor is reslized in less products ; secondly
to un even grocter degree the sule pries  or corn is raised.
ithnt relation hus thls to my theory of vrlue? To the extent

that the price of corn gxceeds its value, Lo that extent other
preducts, in the natural or money form, are scid below theiy v,
ong even in thot cuse whepe thelr money pr ce is not lowered.

The sum uf valucs remains the sene even if the uoney exprsesio n

1808
.- .:_E;,uuiéxﬁh
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of thisgw. of vrlues hus grom, i.e. if, gouording to the
terminology of Mr. Yegner the sum "of ex. v.lues" has 2rown.
This wpplies in thel case where we presuppose that the L1112 in
the nrices for the sisregute of other commodities does not com-
pensrte the rise in price  of corn {the excess of its price over
velue®{. Zul in tasl case the ex, v. of money h:s Tellen below
their value Lo the same extent; the sum of vilues of these cozmo-
dities remnings the s-me , but it is not ehinged even in its

ke

moner exnoess ifathe quantity oi conmocdiii.s is included maney.

RS P A LT

I'urtner: lhe rise in corn wnrices sbove the vrnlue o1 ¢orn vhich

s risen :$ o result oi no horvest will, in o soc. sinte®, in

@hy ccse, be less thon under contenpornry corn epeculators.
{rustovsiilochili; e sec. steie" wii: in cévrnee orge. prod.

s0 tirt anucl predlezieniye oi corn will oniy in the very

slizhtest e ree Gepenc on the Tluctusiions ol the h-rvest.

The wignitude of prog., denne aio consumption wiil. be rationally
rogulited.  Fineliy, does the "socirl tox-—even 14 we assumed

thet the pasnt: sy of wherile in this crse will be reslizede-sig-
nify «nrthing in &% favor or eiodnst oy theory oi volue?

As little as the Torcerul mensures undertoiun vhen theve is

er lngafiiciency un = shipy or in .o prison or curing the Fr.

rev.e etes--nersures wiich hove nothing to do with v-oluew-cron &ﬂ?rﬂ?
dQstroy the luws ¢ v:iue 0T cwup. (bourgesis) sbate®, hence ‘
alse the theory or vzliue! This is notihin. wore than childish
nonsensel :

R S ST F S

The =zane Uogner guotes with wpprovel tue words of deu: "To gyoid
migederstandings it is necessary exasctly to esteblish what is . B
to ve unierstood under vziue in general & in correscondence. ;

with the Jer. langusge it is necessary to chose for Lhis use v " pd6):

ine consclusiens frosm the cuncept of v. [

. according to the view of lir. Yagner, out of the concept of v.

it is necessary lst of 2ll to deduco UGE T G4 Trowm. Lie leiter) -

BXs Ve ond not a8 I heve dune from the concrete {orm of wo commodity. -
It is interesting to follow *hese scholmsiic excrciges in his -

pub. "Irundluge - S :

"Maturel sifife of man is included in this to lead to a clesr

consciousness end understending that reletion in which the inner.
3% hee~{blage) stand in relation to. his needs. This

-is-done witnd Eﬁijhelp‘of kxe gveluntion (BYA%dHEion of velue)

thenks to which riches, in part articles of the extornol

world, there is given it vplue snd the latter is aegnsured"(p.46),

% on p. 12 we read: "A.]l ndhd for lhe satisfoetion of needs

are called blesemyiwelfere].

If we wili now plice in the rirst supposition instend of the word
"weltnro® , &he lozicel content attributed to it by VWingner, then
the lst phrase ol the cbove-guoted Pesense reads:

"The noturg sirife "of mun® is comprised in this, thet in eder order
to_bring  that relntion,in which "the inner snd outer memns Tor

the settisfoction of his needs”, to grerr consciuugness and under-
standing". This pirase we con simplizy somewhat, omitting

"thoe inner meuns" etc., ns Mr. Vegner does in the next proposition
with the holp of thc words "in parte,

WMun"?  If herw we underetend the cotegory of "menm in general ™,

then he hes™c kinds" of needs; if sgsregate man is countarposed

to nuture, tic: it follows thut we wust exumine him na any ne-stadnoye
animul; 41 it 18 a mea who lives in n soclety of a eertnin Torme- :

v 1564
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end trnet is what Mr, Ungner sugpeses since his ‘man", eltho he
does not possess o university education, mrsters, in any case,
speech,--then es o point of deperture one must accept a
definite charncter of socini min, i.,e. g definite charscter of
gocliety in which he lives since hre prod., i.e. the process

of scguiring life's meing—-~ elre;dy has a socicl churncter.

fnt with the professor-doctrinarisn the relztion of wen to
nuture from the veoy stort nrise nob os krrelicri relcotions i.e.
brsed on rnetions hut as theoreiical cnes; in the Yéry first
porposition two relctions oi this sort pre confused: since in
tne followirn, propocition "outer werns fow the setigi-ction

oi nggds" or "outer welfire" are transtorse @ into "articies of

of the outer werld ", then tue first of the presumed rel:tions
zoguly es the tollowing wspect: mon finds himselfl in relation

o rriicies of the ouiter world ns to the uenns of sttisiying

nis nesds. Lut peovple in nowise begin from this that they

"stind in o theoreticel reiftion to the nrticles of the outer
worldé ", 4s other snimuls, they begin with this, that they ect,
drink, etc. do not "stond" in some sort of relrtion but zctively
particiomte , with the help of rotions master {nccuire) certein
objeclts o the outer world and thus satisfy their needs. (Con-
sequenily, they stert with rroduction.} Thanks to the repetition
-¢f this process, the cepucity of these zrticles "to satisfy needs”
of peuple sinks into their heuds, veople rnnd beurs hepmrexhrzamex
learnedxard "theoreticeily" to distinguish outer objects which
serve to setisfy their needs from pll other objects., On & cor-
tein level for fusther development, sfter : of people

multiplied and further develowed,fand the sopests of activity)
which THey are satisTtem;< people [ive sepurpte WEmes to

Wole clrsses of & égsé"nbjects rhich tlhay distinguisied from
. , o i ]

tae resi;of tne/werld by experience. That necessarily follows '
since in the process of prod., i.e. in the process of the segui-
givion of thede procucis, people zre cunstrntly finding themselges -
in a lsbor tie {werktatiger Ungeng) with each other end with

these articles and soon there else begins the struggle with

other people because of' these objects. But this atbilrary

{ slovesnoye) designetion only expresses in he form of o represen-
tation that which Xha repented activityhas turned into experience,
&nd that is thet people living in a definite so¢iml relztion

{end such = pePposition flows.necessarily from the existence of
speech) definite exteinrl urticles serv e for the satisf:ction

of their needs. reople give thése objects = special nrme nly
becruse they alrendy know the Ccupacity of these objects to

serve for the satisf.ctiovn of their needs and they try with

the aid of moreor less: often repeated netivity to ecquire them
and retein them in their bossession; they, possibly, crll these
erticles "welfire" or something else which signified that they

in prectice use these preducts, {hut the latter are useful to
them; they ntiributs ths ariicie the character or utility ns if
it were cheracteristic ol the crticle, although a bird hrrdly

would consider ILsRXE:MuEsfuldx the foct that it is used for
the food of man "a useful" churn:teristic of itself.

Thus; people storted feetuelly from thiz, that they acquired .
objects of the outer wurld us meuns for the sutisfoection of their
needs elc. etc., os 1 consequance of whichk they arrived at

%he coneluaien thot they slovssino begon o name them means for. oot

the satisinotion of their nueds--which they mere in actunml
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The'nntursl strife" of the Ger. professor of pol. eco. is come

prised in this, to deduce »n economic categzory of "velue" fruom

gome sort el MooncentW wnd thet iz roached Uy tnis, that that

wnicn is celled in pol. eco. Muse v." "ip conssnence with the

eraan utilizaotion of the word", is simply remsm=g renomed

fyeiue”, And ns soon as "walue in gener:l is foung, it, in its

Lurn, serves to deduce "use ¥¥  out of ™wulue in generel”,

#And Tor this it is nesessary wgain te add before the vord "yaluew
A

the here1ofnre-omitted"ﬁebrcuchs"(use";.

o-c'o--ror-a-onn---oo-----r----.nl-a--.o-----.--...---....co-o-
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One could aiso zry: man, counsidering the srticles aof the outer
worla which satisiy his necds, "welfrrew, "arices" them; by

that token the concept o1 “price in sener:1? would be deduced from
wne method of action of "men® :ng Lnegorzentxpfny siven ready-
mrde Lo the Jer. professar., .hriever the nrofessor himself cannoct
do he mzkes "man' do, vho, however, in Tcet, is none olher then
tae peolessorisl man  vwho thinks thit he nzs understocd the world
z.e he hazg 1o himsﬁlg dnder cbstract headings {rubric}. But to
the extent that "to*SWE™aiue 7 to objects of the externnl world
signifies here only =nother wo=d Tor the ztt.ibute of "welfuren,
We gull in no muznmer atyjRbute, as iocgner pssires us in o deceite
ful menrier, Pvalue" to the "welfawe" itself, ar a determinntion -
-which is distinct from ite "existence =g welfere,” Ve mersly

edd {podstavlyeen) the worll "velue® instead of" the word "weh¥are®,
{As we see¢, we could here write the word "pricen, ‘e could elso . .
write the word “treasure"(ichatz)since "man", stampting "welfarev’
on the “objects of the outer world" "tressures® them and thus his
relation to them is as to e"lreasure. " As we spe, three eco,
categories: vglue, price and tressure can at once and in e
volshebuym menner deduced b kr. Yegner. from "the nnbture strife

of man" in order to bresent the professor his limited world of
concepts (presenxations). But in Ur. %Wagner ihere lives_ the
confused striving to chose aut ot the labyrinth ol téutologies
tnG with the a«id of shrewdness to demensrate "something furthorn,
Hence the purase: "thanks to these welfare, in pert objects

of the Outer WOrld, vﬂlue is attributﬂd" 'QtC'_t--lo.r."l"!'.l.

.c.q.o--n--o----co---------lo---.---oc-.o-.--o.-o-n.‘-n.-------po.

1382 . )
Further conclusions from the zoncent of velue,

subjective end objective velue. Subjéciive welue or velue of
welfurs in the genercl megning ot the word equrls o meenging
which is"tiibuted” to welfare because of its utility .....‘3
This is_not an attribute of these things in themselves, nltho
the utilivy of things (consequently, has the prerequisite

tobde volue”) has vbjective prerequisite...Tn the objlective
gense ol the word under "vetus" , "volues" are understood clso
velfzre{ riches)vhich heve value  vihore (1) welfare cnd value

ff welfgfu and of ' value begome essentinlly identical concepts, "
p|46,47
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Arter dWogner simply colled "vylue in genersl® or "sonceplt of walud
tant which is ordinerily colled "use _¥v.'"he c:nnot bul remember thet

243: the REBrRREEax{KiXIRKEx "velue deducted (1) in this mronner { thus,

T Tthus!) is™use v."  alter hivingMuse v."  "concept of volue® in gener:l
"simply vilue¥, ne with hindsisht discovers thnt he only gorodit
NONESNGE Defr MO Muse vo ' rng in this thim “concluces" the EnlYoxingx
letter since in the present time jorodit nomsunse nd conclucde the
esuontirl Mion cssence! —-rre iwentic:l mentel ener Lions.  Dat in this

Il lerxrn vl cubjective circunst nce unites Wrgner with
Prat coniuzec "odjuetive® coucepis, He reverds » yeeret to us.  Hod-
sertus hes writuen cdw o Ilettur ==~ hich one ¢:n re o in "Tubtinger
sEltseniz® ¥ rov 26876, in vhich he exndeins ohy there cxists "only one
copecl v vielue", use vilaz,. "I L er) Marvo subseribec to thet
viesw, the weening, ol which T unceriined in the sciiion” {p.48). .bout
tize words of Liocbertus, .ogner rew.ris thus:  "Phis is eniirely correct
g endlls Yo ooelinge i tne oruinorily nep=-io5ic-l "(jivisicn® of
"velue Inlo use Ve o g3e Ve Wlita I Reve concloced clreccy in the
1zt eaition ;p.do, Tinote o) no Lhoe orue SMEr nlds we {(0.49, Tincte)
vo the poecele in whose opinien "Lsy V. sholia be "elininetdan
"from slicice." e
:Q‘ ]
il -this is "oncenss"., Fire Ly roint of dernriure
 Are nceptsr, conseguentiy not "tie concept of vilue® ang hence
o needoin the. "division® oY thelat I progeec T on' the simplest

SCCETOrL) in which the product ol laibor ig renrascnied in_cgonten orary \
1 the :
or

GLGE Woe Wil

+

G that i1s o "gommocitv". I enclyze tie latier ana fefs
firet in the form in which it apwerre. liere 1 find that, o one
A .. hand, n commodity in its metural foon is an article of use
#se V. & on ine other hand the Carrier ol ex. V.  and froy this point
. ol wiew is itsell Megx. vo" A Turther wislysis of the lptter s =~
paiit ghows me thet ex. v. is only "the form of gppeprcncen, the indepent
' form o1 tihie presentation conteined in & ¢ nmodity is walue, snd after:

4

AR thet T proceed to the anclysis el ihc iatier. ilence I nribe clenrly

on ».36 of the 2nd ed: "hen we at the begifining of this chepter said’

a ¢+ hes & use ve and wn ex. v., then, strictly speaxing, that is
incorreci. & coumocdity is « use v., or obj. of use, and o "volue'.

It revecls its duzl ncoture when its value assumes a form distinct

from its naturel form, thot is the form of apnearance of exs v etc. .
I'consequently do not subdivide vulue in; genercl  into use V. & €Xe Ve ~w
es V.e conirury concepts or which the cbstir ct concept of "velue" £rl1ls--
~ut the concrete socirl forn {vesteill of the procuct of laubor, 4 '
"commodit: ¥ is, .on the one hind, : use v. -nd on the other & "velue e
ang mot =n ex. Vi since merely the {forn ot its appearsnce does not

comprise It .enta.

Secondly, only vir obscurus, nothaving uncerstoud ¢ word in Cgpitsl .
could conelude: since Merx in one Tfootnote in the 1st edition of cap.
(Rizzancv her: remarks thit is not in Cepitel Gut in Critigue--fih-..
rejects the enitire nonsense o1 the <Ze. profesors regurding Puse v.* [/
in generul end sends the reuders wic whsh sowe information kbout the /v
re.l use velues to the “"ieauders in commodity tr.de®, then the use v. [
plays no role with Mrrx., It, of scourse, Alrya.nu-roke does not plry
the role of its counterpcsition, “"vzlue" which from the Tirb has ...
nothing in common, except the wa d "value®, with os much right he
couid have suid thet I leve eside ex. v. since it is only the form of
appears=nce ol velue snd not "veiue" itsell bYecuuse for me "value" of

a commodity is neither its use v. nor its ex. v.
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T ws wish to englyze o Tcoumoaity " ewWthis simplest economic coencrele

vLennmenan--then we must lesve rside all relotions which huve nothing

in conmon with the siven object of the enelysis. ilence what is necess Iy
to sey chout s commodity leo the extent tact i is n usc ve, I suld in

£ Tew words, snd on the other hind 1 uncderlincd the ch.racter*ut1c form
in which the use v., & product "of lgbor & hence in cbject xkixh

cer be of wse nnd p vroduct oif humen labor and yet wry not be n commodity.
e who satisfies his own neea by kiz a oroduct ol his lrbor crentes

only = usc Y., not @ comnogiiy. In order to produce # coummodity he

must produce net merely o USe V. but & use v. for others, n socinl lige V.
(r.15} (In tdlg is the essence of tsceird use v.° 01 Aodbertus)

11;' ne ”MML-J‘M"MW u:& ol "CGIaiond Uh K ";-;- itsel? ).uuuuuuuu
w hi 2333;n__ cijag chrxrcieln In prinitive communes in whileh,Tor
pEb ik Eelial L

%7, Lne Lic s Ll " Grnistone cibErRDRiEky (gewcinschaTtlich) were produced
C‘J:..i"ijn:'-li]f‘-': NG Cilstohenteg wetwoon Lot aclboro o1 the ch‘ﬂiiune, the
sener 1 ourofuct sotlivideo clroetly thc i1ife necves of erch menber of
sociebty, 0F coch producer wnd the socl:l ( mezellischaft 11cner)ckrrncter
of the wroducy or usc vilue 1o here includeg in iss zenerslly-ugeful
(gemsinschoislichier) gherscter. (ILr. zodoertus, on the contrary,
trensforms “the soei-l use Ve or - cemmodity - into = "sociel uce V.
in genercl and nENce sKy S NONEENse {neset che;ukhu}

Az is obvious frou the sbove, it vould Le sheeresi nonse® in the wnalysi
of » COLLOGLLYy ~-on the vesis thet it is on hg one hend # use velue

or blago snd n the nrnd 28 & "veluete—"to Yinkv (privyasyvat} every
type oT banzl srguments regerding use veluss or welfsre in genercl,

I ot reloted to the sphere of commocities, as "stcte bloga"™, Ycoamune

blega® 2tce., &5 Wegner Ger. sroiessors in bunﬁrql do, or rcénrdinr

the blegs . of "neslth®, cte. There where the state itsgelf is o “pitPliEt

pruducer, 5 in the c.se of the exploiiction of rudnikov, 10*31%, ete., ”

its.proguct is o "ecomsociiy" and nence pessesses itie specific character

of every oither commodity. )

Un the other hsnd , vir_obscurus hes ‘tlosseda .ver the fact thot slready
the anglysis of « commoult; 1 hive P;& stooped on the dusl form .
which it sppears; but jnmnedictely prdceed to the fect that in the .

R\ E§\\\GLJ1 significence of a commodity is expressed the dusl chsrsgter of
(;.\ labor, aproduct of vhich it isi~-of useful lebor, i.e. cuncrete azspects
of labor, crective of use’ velue and sbsirzel lobor, lzbor as anm expen-
~diture of l.p. : irrespective of vwhici "uscful" form it is exncnded,
het J

u

\"'-—..

X

on_this Iffjer 1 is_brBed—tie—deseripbion 67 the process 03 rrod,} £
fi the dev. of Lhe form uf cormodity value , in the lcsi™tmstance i

- money form, i.e. poney, velue of one 'commodity is representes in

the use ¥. ,i.e. in the nciurel form of gnother commodity,‘+hpt
v 1tSE¢1 is deduced {vyvoditsz) from the rneclflc use v. of lep,
Trcterictic exclusively of the litter, etec; taet, ~consequently
‘wlt me use V. pleys on entirely alfieruut 1mnort nt role than in’
previouu pol. €Co, but ~~ond it is necessury to note this--ii enters
betrucfi) only then when such an snalysis
we irom the E) s 0l 20, torms Y Gestrltungen), ond
a re»:tzl (ametrvoviny} reloting Lo cuncepts znd words
" 4 "vzlue." :
‘-.-_'—-——-n_ -——

Yherefore in the Qnﬂqu$b of . ccumodity, even then when it is =
quastion of its "uge v.", we do nol sive there detinitions of "cupitrl"
which would L2 sheer pbsurdity =t the time vhen we sre still
un_lysing tne elenwnils of . coumodity.

J[&ﬁn\w

) 58 o b gpllnlaimn Lk v 5
u“@“}vmew”f v
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M“E__But vhot dissatisfies Mr. iligner sbout my anslysis iz thet T do
noi sive hinm tie sstisfnetion wnd de not follow the n:tive Ger, progressor
"uiriving" teo cuntfuse use v. with v. Altho Ger. society ~-it is true,
with greci trrdiness--more cnd more Zoes over Trom Teudrl, naotursl economy
or, ct tezst, from preponder nce of such to cap. eco., bubt the professor
. /8tlll stundywith cne foot in the old navoz, which is antursliy.
Arom kresosinykh lnndovne;g_}hgi_hgzgggurned\into krepostnykh strte,
HeTTE Gur vir ohsoulus vinoe @id not even notice-thut™umy -~
ticsl nelhod, rreceeding 0ol Irow urn in_gener;l but from s~ziven
per. of society,|hiving nuthinu'TE‘CDmmon~with“ﬁEé'Ger—ﬁiofesssorihl
cthod 51T 1Tnking Toicepts Muith  werds disputes nre led, from words
systems sre crecied" (R. notes th:it inut is from Fausgt--f), writes: "Tn-
aeecorcinee with the views oi .aodverius :ng shefiie I XLox assert thaot
every veiug hos the chrrueter ol use v. wnd especizlly underiine the
BERXxxEIERY eviluation of usc v., since  the ev:lurction of ex. v. simply
does not opply 1o mony use volucsy (This makes him suy; conseguently,
] Ggyin e copacldly of o oservint o1 ine stric he feels himselfl obliged to
B/ S zonivse use v. with vrluel 5 for ci. to st te snd its functions,ns to
/ other reirtionc oi puulic eco." (p.<Y,ftnote)., (ThiGewssonsanoeal
' This vollovny: recuces itsell to iLhe tollowin,: 3ince meny uses{ blungz)
fnd precEsely ine ghtoie (Usel blr_o} wné its "funetionsg" (in portizsixr
the funcuiicens of 1ts professors of pol., eco,} arg not - essentislly
CPgom.ocitigs', thggﬂ;ﬂg,ggntvﬁﬁy;chsaz&lﬁ&j&ﬂégghof e onpoditiegw
themselves) (Walck besides wre clearly revesled in ths commodity form J
<D} _the prodict of labor) adEl Te-eunitsed-rithTron TIHCT o
In genéfﬁI’ﬁa@nér & U0. Could hrwdly heve showm that for them it is
mere comforteable that the "funciions™ shoula be priced according to
"use velues”, according 1o their objective "éontent®, than it
they were "evczluated"” pcceraing to their vYcontent" {in correspondence to
the "socirl tex" as Uagner expresses himelf) i.e. by their cost.

T 381 ’ C ’ ' ' :

R - (The only thing thut clearly lies =zt Lhe brsis of the Ger.
nongense is inat tie word “velue® (Wert) or simnificsnce (vurde)

\v/ were at first wpplisd to the wost usul things wnich existed in the Torm

' ‘of prod.cts of lzbor lon, befure they becrme commodities. .Bul with '
"seintific determinsticn of coumodity ‘"v:.lue® thic nrs =s little in
coumon &5 the circumstance thii tie word, gglt , was used by razient:
peoples for povarenoy sold end o5 « consequenfle from ihe timesof
Pliniye sugur ,etec. tela figures os vorieties of 501btereannass)

m - - ) -

'c--t'-ln---colto-oo--lonpl--.-----n-ca--.-ooo....--.-.-.......-.nco.....
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Let us procecd to the witness to which aur dark men (ignorent,thet isff) -
refers io Hobertus {vwhose articlie cne c:n see iu Tubinger Zeitschrift).
Our ignorunt men quotes tiie Tolle.ing frou Hobertis-~p.48 of texta-
"There is only one asvech_oif value rnd thut ig use VolUCesernoonaniens

..Illlllllll....ll'llI.n.iC.-I-!nl.-..lc- - 0 4 4 a8 5 e aw s rIA YR tar
400; '
- If Rodbertus--I will show vhy e coulr nat gee thet belew—-hod fiigw

ther snnlyzed the ex. v. of commoditics --for the lotter exist only

there wherc thare nre commodities_ in Lac plursd, verious runeets
commodities-~ne would heve found s t{Form of :vpeircnce of 'va

he further wnalyzed velue, he would hive Touna Lo thing,

appears {gilt) only as the materialisediohxbmxxatxex of humru lrbor,

28 en expenditure of on equrl smt. of hunsn 1. & hence the content
ropresents ilgel! as a prterizl chuarccter of _hings_, chorscteristic

of 1t itell us things wlthougn this materipiily does not spigsr in

its neturad fora (whieh, however, cells forth the necessity of o speciel
form ef vglue ). Longequeni. ¥y he would have found thnt the "rmlua®

of a commodlty merely expresses in »n Wigtorize.dy developed form thatl _
which exists also, altho in =a different f'orm 1909 iy
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in ri. other aistoricsl socizl forunstions, snd thot ie precisely the
soeinl cherrcetay of lovor, to the extent that the lilter exists ws =n
expenciture oi socinl l.we If in this menner the "value?® of =
coumodity is only the definits, idstoricel forw of somebhing thot

exists in &l socirl forw tion, then this reictes té  “"soclal use volue®
to the exteni thst it chrri.terizes the "use va' of ¢ commodity. Rod-
sartis touk Toc WSl Lo Liviuure Volue lrow fder rdoy bul oss little
Jierido he rnnlysed or unhél:uuu( L. very subsirnce of venlue, for
., "soci-l {zemeinc iaer) ciarrc.er 2 Lolor in pricitive co mune,
renresunling the gocirl dolinisy linkee belwsen erc.. other of 1:vor
porer :maé conseguently their irvor in te process ol expending

"'\
Lol e
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FUXENERAOOATAL soft OR Tig LLSUSGICE C. L, Ticr wi Wlo thRehe is
UNMECETS LIV e ‘

Tne mensure of ma.mitude of ViilG.

Here iir. urgner acceptc ume, but find, to hils surrow, that T "eliuinated”
"lgpbor in the formotion of cupitel." {p;58, ftncte 7 .

Tn the exchange, regul.ted by socisl orgens, the-determin.tion of
taxed value or laxed prizes must be formed (soobrazovats=) with this
moment of ﬁeductlon. {that is how he c2lls the quantity of lebor
expended if procuction} since this in principle held @ place in
orevious sdministrative znd tsekhovykh trxes mnc us it necessary will
Jagein neld o plece under sny new svtem of texss (a socinlist system

‘01 texes is here presumed). But in free exchan.e deductions are not
‘the only besis of. determinstion of exchunge velues and priras and

icannot serve as such under any conceiyuble secind structbee? Because,
irrespective of aeductlons, tne fluctuetions of use velue and needs
lthe influence oi waich on ex. v. & on prices éhanges ana nd. must change
fihe anfluence of ded.ctions® « {r,58) "This sherp {precisely this)
correction to the analysis of SGClLllgt theory of value is the service (!)
of ~nefr1pn nhn writesin Sozisler norper, I1T1.p.278: ‘"Under & Ziven
influence of s.2iety om needs the prod., guentitative znd quelitative
balance of al¢ needs with prod. cunnot nlw'"r ‘be preserved., But LT
~that is so, .hen the socigl indics orsoi expenditures connot simul-
tenecusly serrve as the nroporiidnsl socirl indicrtées of wse’ v.ﬂp.:-
footnote) That w1l this is rewucec only to the trivial- cdroumstTTve 44&U%~
sbout the rise and fell of anrket vrices higher or lower than velue £
nnd to the_pxggg&posltlon thot 14 & "socyd t%.oi Kerximlias
forg 8 theory of volugj-aeveloped-io oct"éﬁ&%asusrﬁty‘iﬂq
,“these phr_s bt ¥ 2R emonstrite: "They [prlcea) will temporszrily
“  move avey frow,more or less, them (expenditures), they will be
ri-ized for benefits, kErx¥.the use v. oi “hich decrensed. Only for
a lensthy period of time cen expenditures prove thneir action as
a decisive regulrtor etc. (p 59)
Low
Right. For = charactcrizatiov of the I'nntastic representntions cf our
vir cbscurue zbout the creptive in.luence c¢f luw on economy one
sentence, clthough i1t inciuces sn absura v1prpnint, is suiiicient,
he Gescribes it in meny places: “Tndividunl {yedindbchnoye) ecanonmy
hes at itﬁ.ﬁﬁ&&; &5 #n organ of its technicol and economic ectivity...
Boie kindipreuence in the capoeity of & legrl and economic subject.
Tt 15 not & PUTELly economic .henouenen but simulizneously depends
upon the charseter of law. Decuwuse the lutter decldes vho is
recggnizea nps tiae uuthority G, cunscguently, cuh stend ot the
hend o1 ths econom" etc. (p.bj)
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Nexng of communication and tronisoort

replacenent . )
Un p.82 " change in (notur:l) component prrts of the mnoss of benefitg
{of some kinc of economy ) crllied by “Wagner "change of benefits" is nre-
sented by him as "v soci 1 exchonge of things" of Sheffle {this, to
nosmrdler degree, one instince of the lrtter; T used this nomencl: ture
also under "rturnl' nrocest of precde in the sense of exchrngze of _
taings betweeh mwon o nd nr Lure); it is zecuired (zrimstrvoveno)by me; with
mc the exehin_e ci things trpenTs ot firgt In tae nclysis of JRCNG,
ana in the cwrther interruptions 2n Lhe cheiige 0F forus rre desizneted
a5 the interruptions in the exeln Nnge 0¥ things,

Thrt eblen ougner §07s tuertier | Loeul "Lhe inge- exci rge" either snbout
benefitls rownds in on. Lrrnel . Jroce dumet heo2nlls in oone "siugle
economy ) prrtly in the o pliccvion tu ileir "uge v Y, o rtly in spplicu~
seilr slue’ is likewise describec Ly me in the e lysie of
r5e el CHECydhirt U=l Dee L.B83.80.07 in swnitil, in the
%

[ 4]
ne end it is guid "our comnoGity ovmers thus cemenctrete
the very division oi linber which mikes ithen indensnceni privoie
¢ tine imiepeadant the process of socisl
rrod., wné their wseocigl relstionsVin thils  .rocess independent of them,
o ihot the inde_endence of persons one irom moiner 1s supplemented
by & sysiter of cll-around motericl depcndence. " (Crpitrl, p.87) ’
. | soods . '

Agregments for Llhe utilizstion of senefits by meriss of exchenge . Here
ot vir cobscurus Plreds 2veryihing on iis hecd. First thers exists,
according to him, riffit, then exchungefVerkehr): in actuelity the
action occurs the other woy ecround: First there is exchenge ond only
after thet there develops from it & lezpl order. In the anslysis of
coumodity exchunge I showed thut under g develcped exchange the
peféoné practicing exchange g%%ggtly recognize in each other equal
rersonalities end oimers of Benefits exchzriged by them; they 8o _this
already then when they offer ench other their goods and achieVea ]
purciase. - This fectugl redation; arising only thenks to this exchenge
and in the exchange rececive luter a legel foru_ in tre form of en
agreement, cte; but this form does nvt crecte meither its content,
exchange, $0V the relptiuns of people to erch other existing.in it
but the contrasry. In g contrery sense \pgner says:. -

ﬁThis‘acguisition {of Soads with the help of exchonge) neéeSSarily -
presupnoses o legrd order sr the besis of thich (4} exchang e is ncc ongp--
lished." etc. (p.84}

403:

Credit. Insteud of developiny thne significance of money os & mecns of
beyment, Weagner im.edistely frinsTorms the nesns ol exchange --toc the
extent thet it is accomplishesd in such o Term thet both eguivelents A
in C-M do nat counterpose ewch other simulatneously ~-into o_ecredit sdelks.
{p.85ff) and then adds thet it is oiten linked with payment of -
interesl money; this serves also tor this in crder to present as o ;
basis of "eredit" "demunstretion of conyidence® and thus "eonfidenaen,

‘ propexty

About "juridical concept of wedkth " of ruchte oand others, in nccordunce.
to whom there belong to the latiexr ulso debts se o nggntive componett
part _ {p.85, ftnote 6).

-5

"Credit" is either "consumption eredit" or "productin credit" (p.B6)
The Tirst predominates on the lover steps o1 culture, the lustter on
tne “highert,

{1911
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- deuvis .
About tbe cruses of zadelzinost (cuuses of peuperism, fluctuations
in hoarvest, military_éervice, competition of slaves) in nncient Rome
cf. Ysring. The spirit or Romin luw, erd ed.,p.232, v. II.

In the opinion of Mr. .spgner, at the “"lowest skex level™ "consumption
credit” reigns cmidst the "lower oppressed® and "higher spendthrifi”
classes., fnd in foct: in Inglend (né faerics "congumotion creditTw

bonksh  "In poorliculer preduclive credit reverds ilsuvlf ...m5 an

geononic foector in nition.l sconom, brsed on urivnte ownership of 1rnd

snd the Thuid crpitels wna cerpittin, fpree counetition. It is linked

with progrietory ownershin  rnu not with wroperty s ¢ purely economie

crlegory” and nience comprises only "lhe historiezlly-legrl category™ (1)
influences

The cewendence of o ingle econony wng werith from e actions of

ine extzoned vworld, ez .6oiiliy irem ithne influences of nrolionel economic

gonjunclurse.

1) Chenses in use v.: they become betteresd in seome crses thanks Lo
the flow ot iime es & cwunditicen of certiin processes of nuture
(wine, cignrs, mrtches, et¢.? "In the_unjerity .f crues they become
worsened ~-decouposed to its woterind component puris, sgeidents

of 211 sorts."” 'Lhe chenges® in ex. v. correspond to this, in
‘that dirsction "rise in value" or "decrease in vslue” (p.96,97)
Cf. zbout ggreements of loeng for buildings in Seriin.(p.97)

2) Chenges dn humen knowledoe ol the chrrncteristics of SO0GS:

thanks to this "wedlthl grows" in e positive instance. The eoplication
of coal to forzinz ol iron  in angilend asbout 1620 when the decresse

of Torest clrendy t.rectened iurther existence of iren wrod; chemiczal
discqverjies for eXs iodinel..-,l.OIIII."-'.I.'II.IIl-a.'llll'.‘il...q!lb‘

3) Conjunctures, Infiuence oy =11 externzl "conditions, "egsentially . -

_ inrluencing prod. of soods for exchsnge ", on "demsnd and spleV &
thius-on their "ex. v," wund £1s0 on ex. V. "sepurzted alresdy from . e
reaCr £00G5 s..alc completely or slso indepdent ~ of "exconomic subjectn:
or "ower" {p.95). Conjuncturex becomes the "decisive frotor® in i
the "system of free competition."{p.90) (ne person "with the help of  jj

the principle of private property" geins that which he did not "deserve" iy

and the other suifers » "Logs®, "sconomically undserved lcsses."® ‘ R

A R T T T T T T T,

It is necesssry "openly to c:knovwledge...thet economic condition of
an individusl or femily® "is esgenti:zlly r result of conjuncture",
ané this 'neccus:rily weckens ihe sigmnificence of personel eco. ref-

peneibilit; " (p.105). Hemce "if contemvorary orzenization of

404: notlionzl economy and its legel besis (1) privete property of land

and capitul etc. are recognised by the structazre, bzsice_ly not
subgest to chunge®, then there do not exist any mesns"for Lhe
elimin:tion...of the crusez" (i.e. flowing froo a conjuncture of
misfertune,..crisis, decremse in wages, ete,), ong conseguently

LA )

there are no meuns for ine elimingtion "of this evil its P
"puptoms" or "consequences oi evil" Mr. \sgner cunsiders/plsiible
to ellwminate, for ex., by "texes" on "eortjuncturel profits?, by
"retionel...cystem of s:vings" oouinst "economiculily undeserveg®
"logses” which are the products of conjuncture.

To this result --soys our ignorsnt mnn ~--arrive, il the contemporaryff

method of prod. with its "ley:l besis” censiderx are to bLe congideregd:

a3 "ot subjuct to chenge"; but his englysis, distinguished by the'

greater depth than sociclist doctrine, will penetratethe very .

pvas . ayr e A 4l dw o m Nou ETVON Hret iueir i which, m‘_““ : g
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raus:

Seperyte vrimary moments, formin. the

1) Fluciuaticn in harvest of bisic merns 0f _consumption under the
influence of weather ond politic: 1 conditions, for ex. disturbrnees
in the dewesiopmentzoxikhrresTin work on ihe errth under the influsnce
of wurs. The iniluence of this on proaucers rnd consumers, p.106,
(Cf. Bistory ui pruces wy Tooke; wbout irecce, bork, Stentshoushelf
dur Athener); wboul .oue - lehring, Jdeist)., The rise in derth rrte
agong lower clusses of cocieby unaer vvery insiymiiicrnt rise in
rrsz prices “indis utably shouws thi I'er ile Loss of the working clgss
LSS REXnX is radsc littie cbove oo sbsolulcesy necessnry "sum" for
iife's neceigitivs, o, iuiniense

Chonges in tohenisue; chrnges in ti ste; pol. cirnzes

.".".-.""""""“"""'"'--ooc--.oo-.ao--.-...--..-..--.-'c----a-
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srpenditures in o sirn, le gconony. Under Ml:Lorw, producing
"velue™ --To which el expenditures ore reduced —-it is necesszry to
remem-ey zlso “L.bor" in the correct broazd sense of the word, embrecing
every huamn tselesoznitelnuyu setivity, necesscry for the dobyvzniyva
income, conseguently slso Pspirituszl lebor of the lecder end getivity,
included in the formntion-eng avplicztion of Cepitsl™, - "therefore"
slso “mzeXix interest on Sapitel” which is in puyment of this setivity
reletes to vconstiiuent elements of expondituresh, "Thio view contra~ - -
diets. the sucinlist theory oi' value andg Expenditures gnad critiqque directedy
egainst capitel.n (p.111} - -

ind i

VRINE TS e

The 1gufespt maon zadEavy¥sgel wiiributed to mwe the nssertion that "g.v. :

proauced only by .krs, igxig incorlegggyigiagﬁf%eﬁo Sep. entréprensurs? -

(finote 3, p.114). I assert the contrary, that is, thst commogity

prod. at' & cerigin p.ut hecessurily becomes "ecppitalist® commodity

prod. snd that, in €Ori.,,ondence to the luw OF valys dominent ‘in it,

"g.v. " belongs (?rlch?t?‘tga) 10 ‘the ¢epitulist, nnd not the worker.

-/ Insteed of ellowkng himsell (|, similur sophistry, kateder-socirlist
.ehuracter of our. ignoresnt GBI levenled in the toll owing. benel :

~ essertion: "the induchktnble PP ents or socirlists" "ignore the meny
incidents of gxploitevion- when ne'v,

end expenditures of prod. in seporat@co@e ig distributed incorrectiy(l)

s [ IET .: r
are contracted to the loss of the”worke§$£2£i§£=- c.rezamernc

: S ne vencPometimes zlso for capitrlists:
ccushesuctechikn) copitel) tnd to the venefd a ap
_datele} :

LR I I I RN
see s aas )
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‘Marx's goted on ungner

From the first {(p.383 of Archives) Niarx stresses
thet 1t 45 not velue "in generwl" thut is hhe topic of his investigation

but o comuodity. lle stite (p.393) "I proceea from the simplest social
form in which the product of labor
is represented in contenporary
soclety =nd thut is o 'commoaity's I rnclyze the latter & gt that st
in tine Yorm which 31t upperTSeccesss A further anczlyds ef the latter {ex.y
shows me thut ex. ve i5 on the "the iform of upperrence,®,the independent
torm of the present;tion cortuined in u commodity is wanlue, & rfter
thot I prococd %o an amdysis of the latters, lience I write clesrlys..”
{He here quotes I, p.70, of unpitul.) I consequently do not subdivide
value in generrl into use v. =né eve. Ve--os the contrary concepts into
which the wbstr ct concept of 'vilue' f:1ls into~-buat the concrete
socini form o) the produci of Llrboer; =z 'conmuoedity' is on the one haend
\‘a use v. & on tie cther a 'vniue"-and not un exchenge ynlue since merely

) Gs since merely the focvm of its mppeuriice-does not‘cumprise 1ts contentld ™
l

Lors further gkves o more explicit explenstion of use

velue thon he hes given heretofore when he stresses (p.394):

"If we wish to anzluze a 'commodity'~-this simplest esonomic
concriete phenomenon-~then we must leave aside gll relstions which have
nothigg in;common with the given object of the anczlysis. Hence what -
is necessary to stute. about a commodity to the extent thet it is 2 use
ve I 8aid in p few words < on the other hand I underlinsd ths
charactaristic form in which the use v., a product of lgbor snd hence mn

i object,ofin be of use and the product of human labor and yet not be &

. .commodityg..-.Thanks to.this the usé value--as 2 use v, of a 'commodity"-
itself possesses’e _historicslly dpecific churactery In primitive
communes in which, for ex. the means of -existence-were produced commune-
like and distributed between thg members of the commune, the general
product sctisfied the needs of esnch memper of soclety, of eseh producsr,
~end the social character of the product or use v. is here includad in

"Ag is obvious from the a.ove, it would be the sheerest:
nonsensge in the analysis of & comnmodity.-on the basls that it is on
"the one hund & use vslue or goods and on the other hsand as a 'value'—-
to tack on every type of banal argumentis regerding use value or goods
in - general, not related to the sphere of commodities, #s "strte benetfits”

"commune benefitsn, etc., As lWegner « the (teér, professors in general
do, or regnrding the beneiits ol thealth',etc. There where the state.
itself ie o capitalist producer, as in the cuse ol exploitation of
mines, forest, etc., its product 1s a 'commodity' and hence possesses
the Bpecifio chnractep_or every other coumodity.”

Then Merx brings the point home by knsisting that the

it
key tofmll 18 not the durl fuorm of the commodity, but the dunl Torm

Lgbor and thut hers the word uce v. assumes u new mnd most aignifioant
aspect sirce Surglua Volus itself comes from the spucific ULEVALUE OF LP:

(pe395) "Gn the other hand, yir obgourus hsas glossed over
the fact that already in the analysis of a commodity I have not mtopped
at the dual foram in whidh it sppears bul immediutely proceedad to the
faot that In the dusl aepect of o commodity is exprassed the dusl
ghppgeter of labor, a preoduct of ghich it isi--of useful labor, :..a.

1914 -
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coneyrete aspocts of labor, productive of use wvolue and abstroet 1abbf;

* labor sg_sn expediture of l.,v., irrespective of which tusefull form it

is expended mgmx {on this lntter is bnsed the snelysis of the process of
production); that in the dev. of the form of commodity walue, in the
1ast insonce, its money form, l.e. money, wplue of one coomodiity is
represented in the use_wsnlue , i.e. in the nutursl form, of snother
commodity; thet surplus vclue itself fmxzsduced results from the apecific
use v. ol l.pe, characteristic exclusively of the latter, ete; that,
consequently, with me, use v. plaps an entirely different, important
role then in previous polilicsl sconomy but--and it is necessary to

tske note of this--it enters in the analysis (betracht) only then when
such tn anelysisflows from the analysis of the ‘givén economic’ Torms
{Gestaltungen) andnot from philosOphizingregnrdiﬁ”*concepts‘anﬁ words
tgue v.! nno 'vrlue!', '

It seems that wagner accused Lurx of scting "erbitrerily® in
reducing "coste to the socalled labor cipencditure in the nerrow sense
of the word." iingner demanded thet before Usrx hss & pight to do
th=t it would be "daceqsary in advance ﬁq show proof, which is lacking
until now, proof oi this, that the process of production £s fully

possible withoat the ectivity of priwvaie c_pltalists, diracted to the -

mation and application of cupital." larx answers: (p.384)
“Instead of demandins from me slmllar proof rhlating to. the

future,'mr. Hagner on the coitrary, should hsve, first of £11 Bhors,

.. that in numercus comuunes, &xisiingipregdous to the wppeavsnce of

N3y capitalists (oncient-Indian commune, Jugo-Slavic ommune, etc.) there

ﬁ%ﬁ

was no soclsl process of production =-not io mention the process of
Jproduction in general.® .

Since proof was 1acking, Jegner insisted, that thé‘socialisf

explanation_wroﬁgly considered profit as a "deductlon frow the worker",

to wh ich Lerx answered (3B5):

"But in my analysis, 'the profit of
the cspitrliat in setuelity" is not "only & deduction or robbery of
the worker.l.. On the contzggyml describe the capitslist sg o
nerERsery 1unctionary BT Cep. prod. % in a very detziled manner.
denciiBtrute—t: hﬁf’ﬁﬁ_ﬁbt‘vniy—*dedu 8' or'robs' but forces the
production of surplus value, conaequently helps craute thut which
ia subjected to deductionssss«sesBut all thit does not mske 'the prefit
of the capitulist” 'n constituent! element  of velue but only shows
that in the value "constituted", not from the lebor of the capituliat,
there 15 & part which he cen approyrinte 'by right',i.s. without
destroying the right which corresponds to commodity exchange."

—— -

i.arx stresses the application of value to uupitnliat syoiatj i
e i

only. (p.366):"in the exanminntion of wvalue(l) had in viethouxaaola__

relatione and rot an applicution of this theory of vague to & "sooiulistﬁ

b

stote.! ""(fur\her,paBQG)Hence our vip obscurus dld not
191 %0t oy even notice

snalytical method proceeds not from men in 5en";5; but from

a given sconomic periocd ol soolety. ® i
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ARGl Ve UF Gduws, Bk.#5, id. liazanav, toscow, 1430
( Laot writing of Marx found in his 1881 noteboock --Very rough tre--11)

As iegaer @ Allgemeine oder theorstische Volkawirtschaftslehre.
5,1, Grundlegl.mg, 2 AuE',lG.SU, 1879,

{jjbgcnoaption of lr. Wagner, "sogiclly-Just goncuntion"(p.2)* finds
itsclf "in oonsongnce with jogbertus, Lanze end Sheftlem(p.2}
Ir the fundume Lrl points ol his unslyeis he refers to liddbertus &
Sheltle.  iven -bout piragy, which exists with meny nntions, Lr.
Wagner specks as of "unorthodox method of ucquisition?y, which,
it is true, is piracy only under thot condition where "the :
axistence of a genuine ,jus_gentium (p.18,remsrk 3) is presupposad. "
lie studies first of rlli "the conditions of eco. life of scaiety"
enG "in correspondence with them deternince the sphers of the
gco. freedom of the ingdvidurd."(pe2)

Ay

~The strife for satisfaction of needs” "do not ret and should not
ret s& purely noturil forces, but, like avery striving of men, 1%
finds itsgelf under tue le:cersnip of coumon sense cang kenesty.
Therefore every rction flowing from it is responsiblc end elwoys
belungs to morid Jjudgment, which, it is trus (1) 1s itself subjected

%o historicul chungee (p.g!

7[39 tpplicetion to "ubor™ pe®,2)kr. ogner nakes no distinction
betﬁqen the gonerete churicter of every iabor .nd the expenditure
N we AT

£.sPe, genersl to eil these concrete aspects of lgbor, (p-Q.;OT a

"In" the oﬁinion of Wugher, hia.;Juat éaiegoriéé.are "aocinl-Ontegqr;esﬂJ

(Pal3,2t06)nn -

.""".'.."".""-'".I-.i-.v--o--oclnn.oooe!p.il."l!ll.ltl-,
~ *

pJOE . 2):..--....-.‘ Me_. In the opinion of . Ur. Wogner Harx!'s
theory of yelue comprises "the foundstion {krayeugolny)
ieg . Stone of his wonielist systemt(p.d5) Since I hud Rever
“erented o "gocinligt g stem", this is no wore then. g phantasgy
6 Viugner, SheffYe and tuttl quanti, Furthers Harx, it'seems,
"finds the genernl sociml gubstangs of.ex. Veo-it is only ‘the

latter Le hes in mind hore--in 1gvor, and the measure of tke
8Xs Ve in the soclally-necessary lobor tlue etcs” (p.d4s :

Pe383: I'have newhere spoken sbout the"génernl socipl substence of ex.ve"
but stuted that ex. values (exs V. oxists only in the axistence
“of mxknsxuxxef two values) éxpross mathing something genersl
bout. voth , gomething mentircly incependent of their usa vrlues”
 (faes0f their matury) form)), that ig, its: "volue®, Thus, for
8%e we rend ""The general which is éxpressed in the eéx.relation
or ecs vs, of the counodity io its value, The Turther course
of investigntion will aguln lead .8 £0 ex, v ag the necesanyy
‘mcthod of ex,ression or the necesuvary form o: smppenronce of
commedity volue; nevartiheless this laet mugt be excminad sgain
a8 gsuch, ind, of this form." (2nd ed, Pell) :

Hence I do not apetk that "labor" ig “the generni sociel

substoncs of @0. ve¥ and since in 8. 6pecial division I anulyze

in detnil the iorm ol vnlue, i.e. the dev, of exe v., then
it would be streng: to reduce this "form" Xto"a genernl

800ial aubsirnce", to lrbor. Alsc Mr. Wagnexr forgets t hht oy
subject is not "vulue" and not "eXsVe" Lut & gommogity.

*#(Riszenov note: vegner dlatinguishes two aspects of e00. outegoriess’ .
1) pursly ©00s" or ".urely neturwldy 2) *histortordly-Just”, .op ryoodaly:
kaguer, pel3,Annerkung 6) LAY
" .\I“:‘.'m‘- i . W i
T e
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" Pe383 TFurther: "But this theory (of Hurx) represents not so. much g
universsl theory of value a8 n theory of costs, flowing from
Ricardo”(p.45) X2 Lr.Wogmer could have, both from Capitul
end from the Works of zZiber (if he knewthe Rus. lohguags) see
the dirtorence between me znd Ricrrdo, wh o/¥fifsrested in
inbor only us o messure ol the pnepmmitude of value and in the
Torce of which he find no link between his theory of value and
the essence of money.

I re digner speke s:y5 b.at this is not "a universel theory
of volue®, tacn as 1s in his cwn unwepstrnding completely right
since under =« gnerrli{univers:l) theory of vslue he wnderstesnds
lie recitation {(umsivovrniyw nestchet; of the word "vi:lue"}
this also gives him the possibility - to remedn in the troditionsl
end treditionsl contusion by the serman profiessors of "ex.v. ",
and "value® since they Loth carrv ithe couston werd "waluao®,
Iut when he further sprtes thui this is a "theory of costs"
then this remark eitlier is reduced to o tuutology: co.nodities
to the extent that they .rs the essence of vrlue represent
sometning socinl (humen)lobor end since the megnitude of
velue of = commocity is determined, in my view, by ihe megnitude
of the lebor time comprised ip it, etc., i.e. by the normel
gumntity of lebor which the subjoct costs pred,, etc.; but Lir.
Wegner demonstrutes the opposité view by this that he assures
ug thet this theory of value is not ®gerersl?, since he, ur,
Wagner, holds A different view regerding "a universel theory of
veiue", Or he asserts_something.frlse: Ricardo {after Smith)
confuces velue and expenses of prod: I giready in "A Critigue
of rol. ECuo." & elso in the remarbk to Copltrl clearly showed
‘that yglue and pricés of prod. (which only express in money the
expenses ol prod.} do ngt coincide. vhy do they not coincide.
On this asccownt I had told ¥r. Wegner nothing. EI

Beepides I "act arbitraiily ", since I bring "these costs to the so-called

" labor expenditures in the narrow sense of the word. But for thig i =~
is necegoary in advence i¢ show proof which is locking until now, and
thset is proof of this that the process of-yrod??fulgypossiblé~wi@hdut
wriwpkwr the setivity of private capitalists, directsd ic the formetion

. end apolicetion{primeneniy) of capit:1"{p.45) '

. o
' . . 0

: . .for -
-Instead of vzvalivat mm me simllar proot relating to the Future
dr. Wagner, on the contrary, should have first of all showm that
in numerous EPE communes,: existiny pravious to the srmesrance .of:
savitalists  (‘encient-Indien commune, Jugo-slavic family commune,
etc)the socinl process of prod.~-not to spenk of the process of
prod. in genersal--has 1o place. . Besides, Wogner could have Ekudx
sald only the following: the orploitetion of the wkge cless by the
¢lass of capitelists, In g word, the sharseter of cap. prode is .
deseribed correctly by Marx, but iorx is mistrken wh&n he conslders -
this economy un/trnnsitiongl ona as, on the conrary, Aristotle was

in erorr whe?fbh he did not consider slaye ecuvnomy trensitiongl.
A YL .

"80 leng ns’p sisdlsr proof has not been cited {in GLher WOXds, 8077 1

long as caps ec¢o, ecista) thé profit of capitalists in fact slso

{here is shown the hoof or ears of & don¥hy) comprises s "gonstituent”
sloment of vulue and pot,ns the sociamlists think, only vychet on . -
"robbery" "of /the worker" (p.45, 46).  whot is yyohet from ‘the wkr, :.
vychet from his skin, etc. it is impossible to understand, - . . - =
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Lyt in my fdmalyels "thue profii of the cpopitelist in potuslity®
is notwonly a deduction or robbery of the worker"., On the
contrary, I describe the cupliulist ns & necessary functionpry

of cap. prod. and in very dotailed mmmner demonstrate that he
not only "decucts" or “robs" but forces the prod. of s5.v., con-
seguertly helps creete thot wﬁéﬁh iy subjected to deduction;
further I show nt length thot'in commodity exchange when only
gguiveients are oxchonged, lhe Cupe, as soon as he has pd. the
wkr. the real velue ¢f his l.pe, with full right, i.e. with the
rignt wh ieh corresponcs to ihis meothicd of prod., =20quires BeVe
Lut «1i this does not m:ke "the protit ol the cupn." "a _gonstituent®
glement of value but unl; oiows thot in the volue “gonstituted®
nol from ihe lobor of the ¢ pitilisi there is . part which he can
appropricte "by righit", l.e. without destroying the right which
corregponds to connodity exciiunge.

"Tnis theory Xxm very one-sicededly ex: mines only one moment
deterwining velue.l)Tautology. This f:lsge theory, since Wrgner
hus in g "gener:l theory of v.1lue", which diverts from it

& therefore "vilue" of Uzgner is determined by the "use v."
which is proven by ihe magnitude of profescorisl wish; 2)ir.
Visgner passes ofi for volue "the merket price of the given
comont or the price of s commodity, which is Bomething entirely
different from volue, devicting from velue that is on the
expenses(costs,fi) and not on rmother moment, that is, the
usefuiness, ithe need, i.e. it does not vonfuse "velue" with uge v.
o pryrozhdenik confused nen os one Wegner wisheds It not only
does not correspond to the formution of ev. v. in contamporary
8xs_(he hué in mind.ths formation of priceg which absolutely
¢hienges nothing in the geterminntion of v.: in generol there
ocours the formetion of ex, ¥, in contemvorsg 8x., Cf course, as
is kxown 10 evsry grunderu, felsificntory of commodities e6toe,
"whioch has nothing in common with the formation of v._ but closely
fullows the already formed vslues ; besides, I, for ex., in

the determinelion of the ¥elue of 3.p., proceed from this, thut
ths vaolue is is reslly paid in full, which fagtuelly is not true,
"Mr..Shéffle in "Cepitulism® etc. stutes thet such o supposition
is "mogneninous® or something of thesort. Iut this is only s
supposition, necessary from the scienbific point of view, '
bat, as Sheffle sxcellently und even definitively (1) shows in
"Ruintesuenz” and especianily in "Sozisler Korper" i1t does not
taily with the condlitions which are necessarilfme bacame formed
in the Uxiun hypothesis of n soc, state.(Thus, the soc. state,
"which Sheffle lovingly "farned” instead: of me, hrs hecome,
transformed into o "Mprxian® (and not a "soc. stute" attributed
10 ¥arx 1n the hypothesis of Sheffle., Cne can show this -
convincingly in the ex. of gruin etc. , the ex. v, of # ich,
under the influence of the fluctusting hnrvests under conditions
of uachunged demsnd for it, sven in the system of "sociml tax"
would necessurily be {ormed by gnother method than in relation
only to deductions® T.ere ars as many stupidiiles here us words,
First of oll, I have nowkere spoken about "sogiuwl taxes" and
in tae pxrmipntion of walue had in view bourgeois relations and
not an spplicntion of this theory of yszlus to & "soo. siute®,
which, besidee wus stoted not by me, but by Mr, Sheffle for me.
Secondly, if under tho circumstuince of u bad harvest the price .-
of corn is renlsed, then, lat of all, its value 1is raised since’
@ given quantity of lsbor le renlized in less products : sezoondly
to an even greater degree the sple prics  of corn 18 rulsed.

What relation hus thils to my theory of wnlus? To the extent

thet the price of corn exceeds its yalue, to that extent other
preducts, in the nuturcl or money férm, are sold below their v
and. even in thnt cuse wheme thelr momey pr.ce is pot lowerod,
The sum of yalucrs  remadns the gume evon if the wmonay esxpression -
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of thisgu. of ynlusg hos cromem, .e. if, oecording te the
terminology of HNr. liegner the sum "of ex. vilues" has grown.

This applies in that case where we presuppose that the fnll in
the prices for the aggregute of other commodities does not com-
pensate the riss in price  of corn (the excess of its préce over
velue®), 3But in thal case the ex. v. of money hes fallen below
thelr value to the same extent; the sum of wvelues of these commo-
dities reuesins the_ssme_, but it is not changed even in its

Luney express ifi.the quantity of conmoditics is included money-

S

Further: the rise in corn prices gbove the velue of corn which
has risen w6 & result of no hervest will, in e sec, otaten, in
any c¢nse, be less than under contemporary corn speculators.
{rostovsntchiki} “The soc. stute” will in advance org. proc.

g0 thut annusl predlozhenliye of corn will only in the very
slighiest degree depend on the Ifluctustions ol the hervest.

The megnitude of prod., demsnd and consumption will be rationally
regulcted, Fimplly, does the "sociul tax"™-even if we ossumed
that the phentssy of shefile in thie cese will be reslized--sig-
nify anrything in mx favor or egeinst my theory of vilue?

Az little as the forceful mesnsures uncerteken when there is

en Insuffisiency on e ship or in a prison or during the Pr.

rev. elc.-~-mensures which have nothing ito do with wvaslue--czn ¢
destroy the laws of vslue "of czp. (bourgeols) staten, hance
‘also the theory of vmslucl This is nothing wore than childish
nonsensel ) . .

The same Yegner gquotes with spproval the words of Rau"“To avoid .
mignderstandings it 15 necessary éxzcily to esteblish what is

to be understood under vzlne in general & in correspondsnce

with the der. language it 1t 4is necessary to chose Tor this use v.“(p46) 

J'heu'ccancll.us;pns from the concapt of v. (p.46.ff}

- Atcording to the view of Hr. Wegner, out of ihe concent of v,

it is necessary lst of all to deduce use v, &(from the latter)

8Xx, ¥ &nd not as I have done from the conerete form of g commodity.
It is interesting to follow these_scholastic exercisaa in his
pub."“rundlure "

Matural stfife of man is included in this to lead to a clesr
'consciousness and understandi_thhat reletion in which the iune inner
and outer riches {blaga) stend in relation io his needs., This

is done with the help of kxx evnlustion (B% i&a@ion of value)
thanks to which riches, in psrt articles of the externcl - :
world, there is given it value and ihe latter is mensured™(p.46},
& on pe 12 we read: "ALl mepe for the satisfection of needs
are called blagggx(welfure).

If we will now place in the flrst supposition insteud of the word
"welfare” , bbb logicpl content attiibeted to it by Wagner, then
the 1st phrnse of the ptove-quoied passeze reads: ‘

"The nnturdhstrife "of mgn® is comprised in this, thet in rder order
to_bring that relation,in which "the inner and outer meens for

the Batiafaction of hle needs", to gkear consciousness and under-
gtandingd. This phrase we can simplify somewhat, omitting

"the inner means" etc., us Mr. Wangner does in the next proposition
with the help of the words "in pari®.

"Han"? If here we underatnnd the category of ™"men in gensral®,

then he has™o kinds" of needs; if aggrogate men is counterposed

to nuture, then it follows thmt we must exmmine him ne any ne-atadnoy
animpl; if it 48 » mon who livas in & soaiety of n certnin form--
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ond th.t is what Mr. Wagner supposes since his "man", altho he
does not possess u university esucation, mnsters, in eny camse,
speech,--then as & point of depuriure one must eccopt e
dafinite chorceter of socicl men, d.e. 8 definite charscter of
soclety in which he lives since hre prod., i.e. the process

cf gequiring 1ifc's mewtis-- wlrendy hes a socicl chiwrncter.

sut with the professor-docirinarion the reluation of men to
noture irowm the very stirt wrise not as prrcetienl reletions i.e.
besed on zctlong but as Lheoretical ones; in the ¥arg first
porposition ‘two relationg oi ithis sort are conifused: since in
the following proposition "outer merns for the satisfrction
of neads" or "outer welfrre" are itransformed ints "prticles of
of the outer worid ", then tie Iirst of the presumed rel:.tions
acguir es the following ispect: man Linds himself in reliation
io rrticles of the outer world ns8 to the menns of sutisiying
his needss Dut people in nowisc begln from this thrt they
fst:nd in . theoretic:l relrtion to the nriticles of the outer
worke", As other animuls, they begin with this, thet they ent,
drivk, etc. do not "atgnd" in some sort of relstion but mctively
articipate , with the help of szctions muster (=zcquire) certain -
cblects of the outer world and thus satisfy their needs. {Con-
sequently, they stsrt with production.) Thenks to the repetition
of this process, the cepucity of these erticles "to sstisfy necds”
of peeople sinks into their heeds, pecple and besrs hEAnKeExhECRMEX
" leernegxxrd "theoretice.ly” to distinguish outer objects whioh
serve to satisfy thelr needs from oll oiher objects. n & cer-
tein level ‘for further developmeni, sfter the Hemands of people
" multiplied and further developed, and the aspects of activity
by which they are satisfled, pauple glve sepcrate nemes to.
whole classes ofoagégse_objects.which they distinguished from

the rest of the/world by experience. That necessarily follows
since in the wrocess of prod., l.e¢. iu the process of the scqui~
sitlon of these products, people rre constontly finding themeelpes
dn & lsbor tie {werklutiger Umgong) with esch other enc with '
these mrticles nnd soon there ulso begine the struggle with
other people beceuse of these objectss. But this arbitrary
islovesnoye) desigretion orly expresses in ‘he form of n represens
tation that which Xka repeated attivityhas turned into experience,
and thoet is thut people living in o definite sociazl relwution
{and such & papposgition flows necessarily frem the exisience of

speech) definite externcl erticles serv e for the sutisfrotion -
of thelr nseds. Yeople give thise objects & speclal urme .nly
becruse they alrendy know the cepecity of these abjects to
serve for the sptisf:ction of their needs and they'try with

the aid of moreor lesss often repested activity to zcquire them
and retain them in itheir possession; they, possibly, ocill thase
erticles "welfure" or something else which signified that they
in practice use these products, thot the latter are useful to
them; they attribute the article the character of utility as if

1% were cheracteristic of ine erticle, although a bird herdly
would consider risakfxfuscfukfx the foet that it is used for
the food of men "a wseful"” churacteristic of itself.

Thua: people started feotuslly from this, that they acquired
objects of the outer worid &s mesns for the satisfaotion of their
necda etc. etc.,, us r cunsequence of whichx they arrived at

the conclusion that they sloyeeno begon to name them menns for
the satisfuction of their needs--which they weee in aotunl

. 1920




388 K -6~

proctical experienceeslfesriecerrccesscaiiniciiiriiiarairiiiecnes

89: :
%ﬁ;"nuturnl gtrife" of the Ger. professor of pol. enco. is com-
prised in this, to deduce sn economi¢ categery of "velue" from
some sort of f“concept" end that is reanched by ‘this, that that
which is crlled in pol. eco. "use v." "in consornence vith ths
Jermsn utilizztion of the word", ie simply remmmed renamed
Tyilue®s And o5 soon as "value" in gener:l is found, it, in ite
Eu;n, serves t0 deduce  "use vI out of "vslue in genersl”.

And fur this it is necessary agein to add before the word "velue®
the heretoforc-omitted"@ebrouchs®{usch).

PN L R N R R N L R RN

580:

éﬁg could glso sey: men, considering the articies oif the outer
werld which satisiy his needs, "welfere", "prices" them; by

tant token the comcept o1 “"price in genersd” would be deduced fron
tne method of action of "pan” snd frexeemxepkxmfxf given ready-
nede to the Jer. professor. uhntever the professor himself cannot
do he meXes "man® do, who, however, in frci, is none other then
the wrofessorial men who thinks that he has understoocd the world
wie . he hus led himeklf under abstract headings (rubric). But to
the extent thet “to Zive value "-to objects of the externsl world
signifies here only snother word for the ntt.ibute of "welfare”,
we cwn in no manner attirbute, as Wagner assures us in a decelt-
ful manner, Pvglue" to the "welfrre® itsslf, as. a determination. .
which is distinet from its %existence ss welfsre." We merely

add {podstoviysom) the worll "value” instead of the word "welfare®.
(A5 we see, we could here write the word "price", ‘e could also
write the word "tressurev{Scinatz)since "meon", stampting "welfere®
en the "objects of the outer world" M™regsures® them end thus:-his
relation to them is s teo a"tressure." As we see, thres ego.
categories: yalue, price and treasure- can at once end in a
velehebnyn monner “deduced b Yr. Wegner from "the noture stirife

of man" in . order to present the professor his limited world of
cuncepts [presentationa). But in Lr. wegner thers lives the
¢onfused sbriving to chose oub of the labyrinth of tautologles:
end with the aid of shrewdness to demoisrate "somothing Turther™.
Henoe the phrase: "thenks to these welferse, in_part  objects ‘
of the outer world, value ls attributed” ,etCecessccevvcoronssns
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Further conclusions from the concept of velue,

-Subjective and objective welue., Suvjective walne or vslue of
welfure in the genercl mesning of the word equals s meanging
which isbtiibuted” to pelfere becuuse of its utility soeas
This is _not an attitbute of these things in themselves, althe
the utility of things (consoquently, has the praercquisite
f"abi. wvnlue”) hae cbjective prereauiasite...In the ogbjnotive
sense of the word under "¥yalue® , "yalues" sare undersicod rlso
welfers{ riches)which heve vslue where (1) welfare and velue
of welfcre ond of velue become essentiaglly identical concepts.?
(p.45,47) v
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After Wegner simply called "yalue in genersl®™ or "concept of valus
thet which is ordinerily cirlled "use ¥, "he commot but remember that
293:the faasxushmixickixthkuxx "velue deducted (1) in this menner (thus,
thusl) isfuse ve™ After huiving'use w." “goncept of velue" in gener:l
Talply v:lue®, he with hindeight discovers that he only goredit
nonsense regoroc:ng 'ues Vo znd in this them "concludes" the EakXowingy
letter since in the present time gorodit nonsense rnd conclude the
essentirl "in essence’ --gre identic:l ment:;l operetions. Bbut in this
cree we wiil lemrn whet subjective ciyrcumstince unites iingner with
prst confusen "objective” councupls. He revezls :. secret to us. Rod-
bertug has written him o letier --ihich one cun rewd in "Tubinger
seltgenift » for 1878, in which ne explains why there oxists *only one
sspect of vilue", use vilues "I iugner) "have subscribed to thnt
view, the memning of which I underiined in the edition® (p.48). About
the words of Hodbertus, .ggner remnrks thus: "This is entirely correct
rnd erlls for o chunge in the orainarily non-logicel "division' of
mv:due" into use Ve & ex. Ve winich I have concluded :lrandy in the
1st cdition® )ped4&, fiunotu 4) =nd the srne wegner udds me {pl.49; Linote)
to the peeple in whose opinion "use v." should be entirely "climins$dd“
"from sciencea” T

£11 this is "nonseuse®. Virst of 11, my opoint of depsriure is not
"concepts™, consequantly not "t;c coagept of velue! and hence I Lave
no need in the "éivision" of thelatier. I proceed f om the simplest
.sociel form, in which tae p;zduct of lubor is represcnted in contemporary
soclety, and that is o "commodity". I snglyze the latter ana at that
first in the form in which it appearzs. IHsre I find that, on the cne
hand, o commodity in iis netural form is an article of use or .
use ¥. & on the other hand the_gcorrier of ex. ve and frog this point
of view ls itsell "ex. ve" A further analysis of the lstter
394: Shows me that ex: ve is only "the form of vopesranse”, the indepsnt
form of thse presentation contu;nad ir s conmodity is Ig;ue, pnd aftexr
~thet I proceed tv the anslysis of the lgtiers Hence I write clearly
on p«36 of the 2nd ed: "When wo at the beginring of this chapter said
a C, hoo & use ve and mn ex. v+, then, strictly speoking, that is
incorrecte 4 commodity is & usc Ve, or obj. of use, oné a “wslust,
"It revesls its dusnl nsture whea its velue  assumes s form distinct
irom its natural. form, thet is the fnrm of ppnenrrnce of gge v etos
I consequently do not subdivide value i n_genernl  into use Ve & 6Xe Ve =~
y: &8 t.9 contrary concepts on which the abstrict concept of "vilue™ £rllse-

.ut the concrete sccinl form {QGestslt{ of the product of labor, 4
"gomnmodit:y ? is,; on the one hsnd, r use v. rnd on the other n "yeluo®--

and not sn 8Xx. ve 8ince merely the form of ite appearance does not
i gumprise its sontents .

Secondly, only yir obsourug, nothaving understood & word in Capitel
could conclude: sinte ierx in one feotnote in the lst edition of gap.
{ Rinzanov here remarks thit is not in Cupitel but in Critique--f£1)
rejects the entira uonsense of ihe Jve. profesors regarding "use v."

in genersl and sends the reuders who whish some information about the
recl use vulues to the Yleuders in commodity trude®, then the use v,
pluye no rele with Merx, 14, of gourse, mkwvmxnnxxek:x does not olry
the role of ita.counterposition, "value® which Irom the. firbk has
nothin, in oommun, except the wa 4 "vilue". With as much right he
gould hove anid thut I leve aside ex. ve since it is only the form of
appearance of vpluo ond not "volue" iteeli because for me "wnlue" of
a conmodity is nelther its use v. nor its ex. v.
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If we wish to snulyze a "commodity" ©0this simplast economic concrete
phenomenon--then we must leszve aslde all relatlons which have nothing

in common with the given object of the enslysis. Hence what As necessery
to sty cbout a commodity to the extent that ib is a use v., T seid in

& few words, and on the other hend I underlined the cherrcterigtic form
in which the use ve, & product "of lebor & hence an object xhkxh

cen be of use und a product of humen labor and yet mey not be a commodity.
He who sctisfies his own need by hk¥x a product of his lnbor crestes

only & use v., not o commodity. In order to produce a commodity he
must_produce not merely a use Ve but o use y. for others, & soclal.ige Ve

395: (p.;5 (In th%g s the essence of ®sociul use v." of Rodbertus)
o

J
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Thinke to this/ Vee=£8 & Use Ve 0f o "commodity"ss itself possesses
e historicaiiy-speciftic chrricter. In primitive communes in which,for
ca., the mecns of exisiercexefxsneiety {pgemeinschaftlich) were produced

counune-iike wnd distrivuted between ihe members of the commine, the
gener 1 product satisfied clrectly the life needs of esch member of
society, of ecch producer mnd the socizl { gesellschaftlicher)chnracter
of tiie product or use vrlue is herz included in its generriiy-useful

{ gemeinscheftlicher) cherseter. (Ur. Rodbertus, on the contrary,
trrnsforms "the soclcd use vo" of ¢ commoedity iInto n “"sociel uce v."
in gener»l snd hence siys nonsensc {neset che,ukhu)

As ls obvious frow the above, 1t would be shesrest nonses in the rnelysis
of = commodity --on the vesls ithut 1t is on the one hand & uss welue

or blago and on the hond &5 a "veluef--"to link" (privyazyvat) every
type of banpl arguments regerding use velues or welfere in genersl,.

not relsted to the sphere of comnodities, ws "state blaga", "commune
blzge" etc., &3 Wagner Ger. profeasors in general do, or regerding .
the bluga of "health®, etc. Therc wher: the state itself is m ocopitalist
nrcducer, &8 in the crpe of the exploiisution of rudnikev, Foreks, ste.,
its product is & "commodity" snd hence poscessos the spacific cherrcter
of every other commoditye. .

On the Dther hand , vir obscurus_ has glossed uvver the fact ithel elready .
in the snolysis of ¢ commodity I huve not stopped on the dual form

in which it sppears, but ilmmed@ietely proceed to the fuct that in the
duel slgnificunce of a commodity 1s expressed the dusl gharreter of
labor, wvproduct of which it isi--of useful lebor, 1l.e. concrete cspects
of lebor, crective of use value and absiract lsbor, lsbor as mn expen=-
~giture of l.p. , irrespective of which "uaeful" form it is expended

" (on this later is bascd the description of the process of prod.); that
in the dev. ol the form of coumodity walue , in the lost instance its
money form, l.e. money, value of one commodity ls representer in
the_use v ,i.6..in the “netural form of another conmodity; that

sv itself is deduced (vyvoditss} from the specific use ve of 1.p.
churscteristic exclusively of the lautter, ete; that, consequently

witi, me use v. pleys on entirely different importsnt role than in
previous pol. e¢0. but ~=znd it is necessary to note thig--1it entera
XhexXrkierx in the pcralysis (betracht) only then when such an snalysis
flovs from the enelysis of the given eco. forms (Gestaltungen), and
not from Zhkm & recitusl (umstrvoveny) relcnting to concepts and words
"use Va7 & "value."

Fherafore irn the onalysis of u commodity, even then when it is »
question of its "use v.", we Qo not jive ihere definltions of "oupital®
which would be sheer absurdity at the time vhon we are still

snulysing the elements of « commodity.
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But what dissutisfies Mr. Wagner about my anplysis is that T do
' not give him tie satisfuction end do not follow the native Ger. progressori
"striving" to conruse use v. with v. Altho Ger. societly -3t is true,
with greet tardinuss--more end more goes over from feudnl, nsturul economy
or, &t leust, from preponder nce of such to Caps €C0s, but the progessor
8411l stend with one foot in the 0ld navez, whici is naturrlix.
From krepostnykh lendowners they have turned inte krepostnykh stcte,
bulgo govt. Hence our vir cbscurus who did not even notice thet my
paalytical pethod, proceeding not from men in generrl but from = ziven
e€co. pezr. of guelety, huving nothin, in common with the Ger-profesasorisl
metnod of linking concepls f'with words disuputes are led, from words
systens ere crsuied” {Re notes thot thot is from Faupt--f1f), writes: "n
secordurce with the views of kodbertus end sSheffle T xkax pssert thot
gvery velue hes the cheracter of upe v, rnd especlally underline the
gEhimxtionx eveiuation of use ¥a., 8ince the evilustion of ex. v. simply
does not apply to many use velues, (This makes him s=o ; conseguently,
in the cepacity of = servint of the strte he feels himselrf oblized to
confuse use v. with vrluel ) for sx., to stite nnd its functions,ns to
other relations of public ecou.” (p.49,ftnote). (ThiSeeecesasenns) |
This boltovnys recuces itself to tie followin;: Since many usesfblege).
fnd prectksely the state {Usel bilzngo) &nd its "functions” {in partizxixy
the functions of its professors of pol., eco.) are not egaentislly
"oommodities®, then the contrary choructeristics\of "commoditics®
themgelves (which besides are clearly reveasled in the commodity form
of the product of lzbor) uust be-confused with-esch otherl-— o~
In genercl wagner & Co. could havdly have shown that for them it is’
more comforteble that the "functions" should be rriced sccording to
their "use velues", according to their cbjective "content™, than if
~ they were "evelueted" according to their "content” (in correspondence to
~the "social tax" as Wagner eipresses himelf) i.e. by their cost. -

397 - ' ' - : ‘
{The ‘only thing thst clearly lies st the busis of the Ger,

nongense is that tihe word "walue" (Wert) or simificance {wurds)
were at first gpplied to the most werul things vhich existed in the form
of products of labor long before they beceme commodities. But with -
sclenlific determinetion’ of commodity "vulur' this hns as little in
common es the ‘circumstence thut the word, gzli , was used by pncient
-« peoples Ior povarenoy 50ld end as a consequentce from the timesof
_ Pliniys gugar ,etc. tela figures ps varieties of B01ltiesescse)

...-o.lot--clcl..--.oololaot--'.ll-t-ooll-lt!.lcno-.l..--.onc-ooolnpc...

Let us proceed to the witness to which our dark man (ignorent,theut isfr)
refers to Robertus {whose article one crn sec in Tubinger Zeitschrift), !
"Our lgnorant men quotes the following from Robertus--p.48 of textx~
"There is only one aspect of value ond that ig use VelUBeesssnsneanee

‘.."...Il.“.-'l'.-'l.l...lll"...l!l-'.'llt' -u--.---.-?l-.......o..
. e

400;
If Rodbertus-~I w%ill show why 6 could not see that below~-hnd fure

ther annlyzed the ex. v. of commodities -~for the lutter exiet only
npodities , in the plurel, various aspects of
commodities--he would heve founa thet form of usppearsnce of "valusg", If -
he further snalyzed value, he would huve found thut hera a thing, "use v.n
appears (3ilt) only os the materializaliobrbaxxefxux of human labor,
as an expenditure of un equal emt. of humen laDs & hence the content i
represents itself as u materiml cheracter of ~hings_, charscteristic ‘ m
of it itelfl as things although this materieglity dees not  eppar in o
ites natural form (which, however, culls forth the necessity of a specisl
form of value }. Consequent.y he wuuld have found that the "value" o
of o commoddty merely sxpresuus in & histiovricaily developed form that
which exlsts ulso, althe in & diffarant. awm ‘ ‘ \ 1924
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devta
About the cuusgses of zadolzhnost (cuuses of pauperism, fluctuptions
in hervest, military service, competition of slaves) in sncient Reme
ef, Yering. The spirit of Romin luw, erd od.,p.232, v. II.

In tine opinion of lr. ingner, at the "lowmest ziexp level® *"consumption
credit" reigns smidst the "lower oppressed" and "higher spencthrift®
cvlasses. And in faet: in Englond cud Anerics "consumption credit”
became gsener:liy prevelent witih the formstion of . system of deposii
banksal "In 1 rticulsr productive credit revenls itself ...825 an
econouic Tzetor in nctlonsl economy bused on private ownership of icnd
nd tine fludd capitals und permitting; free competition. FHb is linked
with proprietory gwnership  mnd not with sroperty ws o purely ccunemic
cutegory” snd nence comprises only "the hictourically-legel cutegory” (1)
influences
The cependence ef a angle econony rond wenlt:. rrum ire petions of
the externcl world, especiilly from the influences of netionsl economic

con junctures,

1} Chenges in use Vv.: they beceme bettered in sone cveses thmnks to
the flow of time a5 =z cundition of cert.in processes of noture
{wine, cigrrs, mutches, ete.) "In-the_mnjority of cuses they tecome
worsened --decomposed te its uwterisl component parts, mecidents

of #11 sorts.". "The changes™ in ex. v. ¢orrespond to this, in
thet direction 'rise in _vwalue" or "decrease in value® (p.96,97)
'Cf, about agreeuents of loans for bulldings in Berlin.{p.%7)

2) Chsenges in human knowledse of the characteristics of cuods:

thanks to this "wedlth grows" in n positive irstence. The mspplication
of coal to forging of iron in Englend sbout 1620 when the decresnse

of forest slready t.remtened further existence of iron pred; chemicsl

discoverics for cXe 10QiNCasciasnrascsvnvsisirenernivrrerssasvniosncns

3) Conjunctures. Influence of sll external "conditions, "essentially
Anfiluencing prod. of govods for exchunge *, on "demaond znd sgle” &

thue on thelr "ex. v." =and 2150 on ex. v. "sepurated nlready from

ready 50048 ...are nompletely O glso indepdent  of "exconomic subect?

or "owner® (p.9¢). Conjunctures becomes the "decisive fictor® im - .

the "systew of free competition."(p.20) One person Ywiti the help of

the principle of privete property" gains that which he did not "deserve"

and the oiker suifers a "loss", "sconomically udeerved loases,"

L I I R L I I I I I R R I T N

It is necessury "openly to soknowledge...thet economic conditicn of
an incividuel or fumily® *is essentislly n result of conjuncture”,
end this "necesserily wsakens the significunce of mersonel eco. res-

-ponsibilit; " (p.105). Hence "if contemporary orgenization of

404: neticnal economy and its legsl basis (1) private property of lend

and cepitel ete., are recognised by the gtructrre, basicelly not
gsubdect to_change", then there do not exist wny mesns"for the
eliminetion...of the camuses” (i.e. flowing from & conjuncture of
misfortune,..crigia, decrceve in wuges, ete.), and consequently
there arv po  weuns 1oy thé ellminuation "of this evil itseli™;
"puptoms” or "tongeguences of evil" Mr. lingner considers/piskible
to eliminate, for ex., by "taxes" on "conjunctural profitis", by
"rationel...system of oevings" vseinst "economicnlly undeserved"
"lospsec" which are the products of conjuncture,

To this result --says our ilgnorant nan --arrive, if the contemporrry
method of prod. with its "legul busis® xenmidaxrx are to be consldered
as “not subject to change"; but his enelysis, distinguished by the
greater depth thnn socinlist dostrine, will penetrstethe very '
*esuence of things." Nous verrons , precisely in which menner?
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