Deaxr J:_

- Thies letter will he full of *explenations”.  The reason’
for this 1s that X wanted te write my notes on.tha Tirst oh,::

of Capltal, from thz new dilalectionl view or 1lt, wlthout recourase
on the. one hand, for permiselon from Grace ©o make the perallels
to Logle; and, on the othar hand, polemic with everyhody from
Ricardo through Engelz- %o Troteky. “What I.try to 'dc in-thege:
notes, then, 1ig to,ﬁoint Yo the new "dlsgcoveries" rather than -
argue about tham, Here they ares =~ - T e DT e

_ _ {1) The contrast betwwen private and. sgeipl in~
Ch, I is not hetween private{propdFiyyand. sccisl/ but batween’
prlvate or individual lab r‘&ﬁ&iggg;__-;gporiﬂ* % is.not
only -because of the two~TnDld charagter ef “labor; to-valch we'
. have alwoys pointed, since that 1s, in turn; ‘"caused” by the &
- soeial form of production. It is this tatter form: which . -
lmparts the sccial fornm.to labor and-i% does so- by reduoins
all kinde of labor to ‘abstracyt labor. What Harx‘is:ﬂc&pggghen:’
ie showing the allenation of the individus) lsbore ~hisl sube

sumption under the Torm of produstion, Property hﬁg’ndthiag{g-
%o do with'lt, Yeou might say we always knew. that, -But we. dldn'g
it 1s impoesivle "td know before you knew* and until we knew -
the contradiction between private ana socinl lsgbor, polnting tor
production relation va, preperty form meant violenee %o the aet
dialectical development. T LT T e o
L . {2) Exchenge value now turne out to:be- the gnly
‘form of value able %o expreseing. the true nsiure of itg content,. -
- abetract laboyp, Previously-welcounterpased-?alue,to,forn;{,f'ﬂ-A_
thues degrading easence 1tself to’essenceless being". . The inter-
~penetration of esaence and form, their indlescluble ‘connection::
is-the only thing that can impel the movement of one intoithe.
other, and we rob ourzelves alsgo of abllity to ses the. development:
cf form to bave a=z deep olJective world. sonneations as-that of .- .
‘eontent. -Here, again, then knowing that: production relationship -

was the essence of the aconomic category gave it an outaside

evclution instead of an Antegral development out of the social
Tform of producticn. : R S : LT

' {3)Xt 1s this social form of production, which, -
-when contrasted by Marx to other forms of - production,” that bpings
out the mere ghow of independence, even when we are etil} only -
in the market, of laborer bthat arises from the equlvalsnt form
cof yalue, and hide=z the depsndenca of -the: laboper, -1t 2a tme
AT is not s psrsonel depsndence sa under slavery§ serfdom: ;-
but 1% is dependence all the same,Tcf what thi.s new soeslal Lorm -
. of productlon, with its value form, hides 1s that &t 1s a FPorm .
worthy of the content, the matewry of procers of produstion over
man, : : : - .

) Ag ona example of the eignificance ot development
of value-form 1= the bridge 1t gibes Marx from which to Jump
rrom gena¥eral volue form_ to  speciflc social character of

~human labor, (I.P7,ed,p.37} . . . B
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- ... S different type ol explanation ia needsd for
another thing I txy toido in The notes, and that corcerns the -
boldness{but not reckless, I hope) with whioh I.draw perallela
to Logle. What gave m2 the necessary courage is the feeling <
“that just as Dialecticnl Hesson includea Bnderatanding, ao it - -
ig imposeidle to mupxihx restriet the development- of - the' sommodity
‘%o’ the development of being, It Ls True that Engels said thet
the devalopment from commodity to productiscn raralleled. the
development from Belng to Eagenscs in the Logle, but outside.
of that relationship fo preoduction " the development. of Commodity -
involves the yholg of the Logie and since I have Lenin'a
~approval for that generalization, I trust the pardloplar - .
"applPeation” hae n10% been far amisa, FEere.is vhat I tried to~
do: .. . TR ' : L

" - {1) ¥arx begins with the sppearnnce of wealih aoa -

an’ svcumulation of commodiiles., Oyt of the apparent identity -
of wealth and ocommoditles we wlll have the opposition:of. the

one and the other, and the opposition in each, yet something
willl persist through sll ochanges in mpeasrancs, ¥What:HEegel -
calls the Law of Appesranga 18, it.seema to mé;.Earx?s’Lgﬂ;g§.¢.
Value. “You have no idea w%ht it does to @2 as an "economist¥

- to. 8o degrade the law of value; that 1s sll the mors reason - - -
why I feel I am right in doing.. We start, then, not with-Being, -
but with tae Appearance of Essence, . I shift to Ground.and stay .
there throucgh Form and Essence, Form and Matter, Form and: Content
but when 1 rsach the Geneval Form of Value, i% seens 'nscsssary:
to-reiurn. %o Dostrine of. Being, fow Belng~for Self and Geperal.
‘Form of Value are parallels, A nd yet 1%t .is the"riéstateasnt® -
of General Form of Value aa Universal form of Value whish .
brings us, and not violently, to theNotion iteelf, MFrst, I = -
feel I have Marx with me, (It i1 important that the 5th, Ksunky
edltion, which togk in 21l of Mserx's notations in'his own velume

P e _ . . . o N o LEIERT
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Du T % of Value ngs uea And I am trying: tc .
hold on to Hegells statemant: "On %the one hand it ennnciatea-thgp

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

- other that the form does not supervens upon matter from. without,
but as a totallity involves the principls of matber in i1teelf, = -
This free and infinits form will herszfier come bsfore Y- ST
the notion.” (3L, #128) ' : o e

‘50 here goes -

Thie too should be cdneidered'ae

pari of the other] some day som
.:i%gulaap cut or all_theseyrouggthing
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NOTES Gk CH. I OF MARX'S CAPITAL:/yREXASIOH ro musEL's loGIc

"It A1a lmpossible to grsap complatsely
" Marx's CAPITAL,and especially its
first chapter, it you have not. . -~ .
“ .o . atudled through and. understood the .
<. whole of Hegel's Logtei®«<Lenin .~

o Aopesrance and Form :
H Y *"‘W - ERR s : O s :
_égk‘fuzﬂ%rnghe'angesrangg_of.capitqlist”wﬂaltq,aa'ﬁun iAmmense -
- accumnudetlion of commoditiee®, 1ts elementary form belng a’
single coamodlity, msrke the opening of CAYITAL, Singe
" appearande is gseentia; existence, it becomee Xssassary tlo.
_examlne a single commodity., . . .. . b
Marx, however, no gocasr begins his anslysle of the
two=rold natura of thls particular form of appesrance ol a '
product of lsbor than the act of exchange, to realize the
commensurabllity of various kilnds of ocommoditiesn, sbetracts
*rom all useé-value, . In noking an abetraction: of all use-
value, an abstraction 1ls thersby made from all useful kinds
of labor, . All major contradlctions of ihis-gpegific gvelal - ..
. fora of produyction ars thud present in-gmbryo-in: the singls . .
commodity. s Yhbeik : End B2 s
-ﬂ:?gﬁxyfsgj“_giﬁ.:.
1g BT - AT Y v <
vary OOROTERY. unliv.obhsc vt A
_?fg;¥#ﬁu;ﬁ%¥&#gﬂﬁk“”u..Form:and%Esaencg’ A
. %arx.hegan'with the!Form, 'exchanges value, to get. .~~~ =
to the Easence, value. ' What appears however, as a ' quantitative
.relationship shows Ltself to 'be the phenomennl form ef something:
" that 1¢ both scntained in the -sommodity, and gommon to -all
‘other commoditize, and yet something that 1 distinct, and -
different from all other commodties, The something common
turns out %o be not the gubstance of sl wealthxugxexTsisEn
regardless of the soslal form of productlon-=uge . valugg~—— -
but a spbetance specific only %o the ¥alue~form of wealth—= .
human labor in the abstract, - Thus what charascterized previous
socletlies hecomss subordinate here, the wmers materlal rspository
for valus, or congealed labor, Were.we, however, to stop.
2t the mere aight of essence, we vould merely gounterpose
Lasence to Appsarance, thus Tailing %o comprehkend Thelr

Anterpenstration in & single vommedity. : _

Essense mugt appear and the form of its appearance’

reveale not only the inherent contradictlon but the hiatordesnld
“origin and development, . Dirsct barter, tha patural form of
‘exshange, both impelled ané had to give way to snother form .

once the use-valiue became transformed into a commodity gonerally.

On the otber hsnd, thie substence or this cause, hed this offect -
because the form of what waa effected was itselfl undergoling no
process of development reflectiwn of the roolal relzatione between: --p
“producers and thelr producta,. ’ - o )

9226




Bl B

Ha.‘!;tel‘ﬂlezm and Gontent ERE |
e ‘reduction of varlous kinds of labor ‘to abst 3% - hum [
labor 1ghz'£§venent from privats, ipdividuel langstqflgg,g?gég;__
form, This gpoeifis sosial form of labor as,;p.%sﬁsﬁggﬁ e
Tniversel is 4he ailienstion of prlvate 1gﬁnra"pnt1'“b:.th37"~
%Eaepandentlv. It beoomegﬁtha:ugecifigg__;gferghek%ﬁaigsdiﬁ o
capitelisiic, form of production. In revealing otlon . HEPrL .
.11§t Tof the form of ‘labor wlih ‘the form or.nggggtfn %iéhingl
‘ “'y?ﬁhatTthp'agbgtgggeaofivalue_has but ome dls J'Bx”t'“mare”
Ehﬂgﬂn and that 1is that. it is Duman. -Just ae in ﬁggbe%y%beGsi
a:i"giams but & shabby part, so in :heégagét;iégzétzng:ignt” _
it 1a not thg laggreroﬁhﬁisiigﬁzg;gggéé,; But;ln;ﬁ%e&var:gqxﬁgn?
__t?g meria;or izzamxnx chieatifisa itssll, beaamaﬂb"§§§g€2f§37~,
gr;;?gubjeotﬁto’gubstggca; znrylabor\is_nos;:?pendgr nt 8.
void but into  soze patsrial forg,, “An_gibels RSa

Form and

{2

TR :
o . o P A I N T Ralatt R P SR T Ly | v

s Formed maltter ig qontent, or . materinlirzod labor,. L
%Gontent,ﬁ'wrota;Hegel,;“rirst_haa one Form and one Hettor which
balongs te 1t and are eassential to 1t} 1812 their-unity. Bug
Mhils unity is sleo torml 8 or poeited unity, and thus it -
-atands oppoeited tc¢ Form.,.. . 11,82 The "posited unity”
is the commodity,’ the *thing" ¥ith which Marx etaried his L
anglysle of oapltslisi production. It vae not & thing-in-itaelr,
an ‘empty anetractlion, but somethiig conerete.posited with' - Lo

. @lfference ‘and oppomiticn., The unity of uee-value and value g
in“&-wingle Torm demonstratod its oppesitlon to this rorm ino oo
the struggle between form and eseence, Torm and matter, torm and
‘content, ' ¥rom this opgosition form and 1%s other, we wmuat now -
turn- to the opposition Withip form Atgelf, AT She eame time -

"we ahmrll see thnt "the aotivity of Form is squally the propep  *
movement of Mattor itaelf, ® . . : o R

. Daberminatiom o th Form of 3 wer o -
| 1% Yigmentary or Accidenfal; (2)Expnnded; ,

3} General and {4)Univeraal

.- Marx states that"The ¥hole = mystery of the form of value.
lies hidden 4n thigz g%gmgn;gry form,” (X.P,ed,p,18} At ths IR
same tiﬁa the very polarity or the exprassion of thg'elnmentary;;

. Tpro=--which, ambodles within 1% both the relatiy _and squivalent

3Hrﬁ%ﬁzuﬁﬁﬁsﬁiﬁg?‘gn”éérm;f&_;”md}BrgﬁaﬂfiaﬁfgfiﬁﬁETE? capitaiisn
: The complete collapse of secloty in 1914 gave Lenin such

2 view of Harx's analyeis that he wove tightar yot the connog-
tion betwaen the“emﬁgn and -developed form ns wall se between the
objective world development and the notlons, or sonapta, man :
Torme of 1t, _Wha% he wrote 13 of the essence nlso to Marx's e

-own development, or rather development of he analyels, *Just as -
the simple value-form, tha individual act of exohangef a given B
commodity with another already inoludes in undeveloped form R
all  msjor contradisticng of capitelism-~no tha aim lozt general-
Azation, the Tirst pnd simplaat forming or posicona Judgmentes,

‘ayllogiems, ate,)signifien the ever dasper knowledge of the

H

. tlve world conneoctiona, ‘Hers it 4= NECEARATY Lo 826K the SN
1 v ¥eal senge, aignificanos and role of il Hegelinn Logig. This NB, "
v . . [ . ] .

S S gz27
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. Put the gpotisn of the reistive form of value Marx hed.no%
singled out as a apecial gategory until the writing of CAFITAL .
iIn the Critigue of Political Esonoumy, the emphasis 45 on tha .- -
gquivalent form. Yet 11t is the geptent ol the relative Lorme-— . .
though thet formWally dspends on 1ts rg}gtibqgh;ptc1523;%31,64;;'
which dleeloses both ths trath of labor and the mysiilieation
inherent in the commodity: *Huwan iaborepowsr in motion, or’ S

‘Humsn labor, craatea velus, but is not iteell value, "It becomeas
_Valué'only.in its congealed state, when embodied: in the form =
of some obJect. In order %o express the value of linen ag a. . .
conigelation of human labor, that vaive muel be exprasasd as
having %oblective" exiatence, ae being a something materlally
dirrerent rfrom the linen 1tself, and ¥ei something common. %o
the linen and all other commoditles. The probler is already’ -
solved.” (IP ed.,p.19) o ST IR :

co The diptinction between labor poder and lzbor,. l.e.,

: the notion that Adlseleeed cleareat the aoiual okiectlve ecalec—
tion beiwsen,and diatinotiorn from, the value of the prodicke.
of lsbor and the valie of labor power, 1s hera tiled in with the -~

. Pobjedtive® show of velue as an “attrilbuie" of the commodity, o
Thue, along with .contalming, in smbryoc,; the dislectlcal transi-
tion from value. t0 surplus veiue there 1s contained here the
germ of the fetishism of thy commodlties Ainheront in the ghow o
of value, It is clear Xkem sleo that the development.of relative
form of wvalue refleste also the movement from direct barter. .
of individusl use—values to thst of sgoclal use-values and hence
the tranarormaslon of producta into commodlilesa. The davelopment
‘of matter cannot he aeparated from the: deveiopment of value ToFEg.
Yhile the moxmmmnEciwomyihexsximtdun interdependence of the. .
relative and squivalent forme omphasizes the polarity. ’in the '
expressicn of the ¥glue of one product. in the gge=valug of @ "

" another, the commensurabllity, or equivalonce of differeni kinds
o use-value, brings forth & nev megsure: lobor-time, - i it

o Reverthelesn, the eauivalent form of the sypresasion. of
vplue 1ls more than a merely quantitative relation. R The’ truth
being that when a [e] 2 A . antitative .
t r itas ¥ a reaglon,"® (Empheais in. Ger.original
Thiis form, in fact, contains 3 distinct peouliaxias, asch and .
all of which. are grounded in the truth, that the £ o i o ¢
_tion is oppoged to the easence manlfested, thus: - :

pagomes_the form of m?nirggggnion, the _phenomrenal fown of Aty .

opposlic, waliuer" (2 gonerate labopy becomeg the forn upder

5 a r i H
&G 194 "uns iavor of privabe-individusis lakes the fora or-

. '4%s opnosite, labor dirsciiy soolal in its form." {¥mrhasks 1n
'Ger.or;ginuls : : S : -

: . But there.is nothing accidenial in theao opnositions.or

in the opvosliilon inherent in Tne elementary form of Yalue ag a
vhole, It %8s trus thnt the slemsntzry form of walue firat shows
4tgel? as accidpntel but the neceznity concealed under tho
pamblarica of Gontingensy &ppsars in the-development of the

value form itsalf from elemaniary te expanded or total, The
action of the world of commoditice atirngts many commolitles :
to sct &8 egulvalent, Thers las, howaFer, & defoet in the todtsl’ '
or expanded form since the seriss 1e interminnble, The aotivity.
of form now rspelg as wall as attracts. In the battle the contine
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:genoy 1s o#erdoﬁe'L"Th;5§$ntihgent'lrdﬁlhl“: TR R
‘ B e - : . ppesakl NN T
.?gg ;ﬁib gqgn% of 1%a baing not in 1;qe1%“bgt‘gnfsoggih:%fggzz”‘
BL, #14D)%. - Yo omd gpr actypd off o' sfage.zmgaa_:.;ne_f;_-;ont:.néancy:".".'
o Now the neaess fj:édnoéaledkihxihm e DT e
_ £ Led e . : the eontingen '
7:&2#:2::;1 fﬂimagf'ngg%ctiﬁg,requiras,an exelusgve?zh§§§§2?; 
oy 1equ. valeni. This & riret in the general form ..
Ber‘:‘ag:lvgagﬁ:" o R e vin mcts.as equivalsnt, This
nera ra. ~Tora. G o emne. tima the fradustion.’ £ R
g&#@::giﬁiggﬂx-acpgglrlgbcr;t¢ their{qommnn;charaétgalgiﬁ%ﬁiug‘[ 
munan Tunor Gonoral, of being tne'exponciture of minan Lamer

. Now see the m.}:m whic-hiié at-.'tﬁe";gg;" A .
7?etw§qn the value-fora and;scgigl’orﬁ@:a-“fhe geie;§§€v§ ue
5tgzgg"g?l:ﬁdfg§§5332:BtaélﬁPrOductE of labor as mers congela—

O . entinted huian laboxr, shows b 358 ¥erY. 68t :
EE?E;EE&E-&E;if th8+souial resume.of %he-wbrldyofagoggggigzgﬁo"
;g:u ;Eia-uu"suqucnily.make:ait 1nd4 gputahly evident thatfin-q .
of.b:gng hfr uo?:ggities‘t?a qharaoteripossesﬂéd by alil dabor ©
'IP;ed;p.gé%%g'.- r 9095§Ltut;n 1?s.apeqiﬁic_§ncigl character.” "

The Money Fomm of Value énﬁ the Nﬁtiﬁﬁn E

fIn this ayllogiam?the-syllogtsm'

of exlst&ncﬁ}thefﬂﬁtioniie”at;j

tha very haight ofgelf-gstrang
o pent." SL#LES ST
oo The trangition from the generalféqu;valentftqﬁjha S
. universal equlvalent~occura*$hen1the exaluslbn-of;ongﬂcommodity'H;
from all others.tu”aot‘aagtheir,equivalant[hgs attalnedﬁcqnsimé‘j
tency . and Fgeneral_sooialgvaliﬁity;“ That speoisl -sccial func—_
tion has boen monopolized by monay;_the}ideality;oilthe? RS
commodl Ly torm;-'Hegel'haa;straaead_theiabstractnasa;orﬁsuchf_
a roasulti "The 1aeSlity'or'Baingvroreselr:as:totality,thuﬂ,“ L
first, passes lnto reallity, -2nd into the most fized and ebstract
of all, into One.® (LL,.XI, 177y e S

: : “The egotism and emptiness of this Being-for-Sall or .
‘money, in the noley market.world, develope into . the sLrangos
and most illuaoxy notlons;Z“Indopandance;hhvinglreaaheéfitﬂ' 
‘guinteanence in tha -Cne which. la for ltself, 15 absirsct and
formal, dastroying-itselr;-it_la'ths high@ssJana“msst~stahharn-
error, which takes 1tuelf ror the hisheat-truth;-appearing,_
more oconcrataly,an abstrach frecdom. ..." (LL, I,p.185) .
;?hn“highast-and a the bourgeols. -
theory. of money. Marx ‘me-the bourgsols - -0
theorlat staya-with-thin“dazzling ¢ommo ‘an indsependent
Belng-for-8elf, so-%0=opaal, he repaliia hlindad to ite true
asgenct whioh oan only b= gattﬁn_bsrraturning.tg,the'aimple-
sommod&ty form as the - germ of the money form. Refusing 6 -
poturn to its polint of nistorical origin, he misses alro all
';tradaltlana;'acnnccticns”anﬂ;sﬁ3565 of davelopment end himself.
becomes & victim of the glitteruot'thefmonay'and*thug'famaine¢'~
%t the height of sslr=astrongement,® - : 9229




CAn integral part of thie 3alr-estrangﬁment 1c the

of ebatragt freedom; So cverwvhelming a foree-1s show of
exlatent .that even clegaical politiesl economy which has
muxawwd tho epachal diccovery that labor is the source of value
mexXixnEAxRianek are vietins of the fetishlsm of ecommoditles
and hence could not dlspel®the cbleative noyr o7 the sooiml
character .of iabor,” and continued to consider valae &5 an
attribute of the commodity, Henoe the eguallity iIn. the markat
of commoditiesg, Tthat in, of gongalations of human l&bvr o

it mistook for egualiiy of lgxggg lgbor. 'Hence 1t- eontinued to
" pee fresiom where reduction & alil kinds or labor to- unifonm, '
‘siuple, =Terase lzbor, unhder-which: the 1ndividuni, privite
1abor, wae completely mubsumsd. Henes 16 faiind to poe thy
o 1 of mocial labor under this ¢pecific Corm of the
‘‘maolal process or mode of production,. where ita *zosial® fora”

“is attained qnly through She medliuxz of .exchange, or %the med 1nt10n
of an gutslde, not human, Poroe. The egusllsy of labors of o -
diffarens 1ndiv1&uals pehicved through allienation: or,their f..

private persons could have been nistexen for freed DALY - by
. bim vho had so abstract a concepntlon of 1%, ¥l _ & 1
that he himael? wag the victvim of g procoss of nroduction that
hpd th g mostary over men and thus mlaged ull the linka thav ﬂhof

form of walue had to The tarm gf_aq.gg_a.&_m&‘és.éﬂna.

" Marx leaved this mist—enVeleped world and returne ue to -

the-beginnlng firat of the commodity-form, then of form of

EPngg} Of. e gtresses thet the cemmodity form is a mqeterious
thing 'simply because in it the scolal charactler of men’s 1abour
appeers to them as the obj)ectlive character slamped upon-the
product of that Ilabor, becauas the releticn’ o?Jth-.ﬂﬁoduusrs .73
She sum totcl of thelr cw¥n labar iec presented to them as 8 cgoplal:
relation, exiegting, not betuaen themselves, but betwoen the :
produsts of thelr labor.* {I.F,ed.,pp.42«3 \'?le fantastic form \q
that the eoslal relatlon betwenn men ascunag & 1r 1t wol'e B,
‘relation between thingari g&gﬁ
18 fantaatig, besausd-unrszi tn-the-mrrket; e

m::m&——-
13_;9 an gnggg » ;h t-is-pot truly social. 55 a re ;gtiog betwang

© That the fanuaqtic tovm Ag_jhg,&zg&h or the 1nverzed
relatione in a soclaty where the procaes of productien Laa the
raatery over men Marx atnotes in unambigusus uerme when: he oo
writes that they gupoar vhat they paslly aret ®,,.the relations
connaotlng tha labour of one 1lndividual wilth that of the reat
anpear not as direct soclal relations betwaen individuals at
work, but ss what they raally gzg, zakerisl relstlons butwean_
l.)ﬂz‘i.'u.uha &id RQQ‘.B-‘ E‘AEW Lk Ee ide :’.Gapp.'!‘i,
empliasia 1n original Garman ed.
. and abstract freedom
Marx goes on to orcvn that categoriss of value/are only
she "rorne of thought expreasing with gocial valldity the gondi- ..
tions “aad -blﬂtlonp of thls hiastoriosally—Adatarml mode of = -
Eroduction by contraeting it to gthep modes of prooution whare
Personal dependanoe hers characteriace the roolel relaticns -
of nreduction Juet sr muoh ax 1t does the other gpheran of 1life
“arzanirad on tha brels ef that prodvetion.®  And he stroessscat .
*3ut for the vary reamson that personal depeadence forma the
groundworlk of soclety, there ie no negeeslity feor iabsur and its
producta o assune n fantastin faria girforent from thelw redkity.”

(I.F.nd,pp.48-8) " ‘ - A 92'%0




: t g .ack of gggggggL cependancs then under capitalism:

.uhioh lenﬁa the Tantaatlc form to the. prodnot af’ 1nbor¢ It
=EuEm the. 1ndepaadanoa 1 11lhigory BeAErrt eI A B OTRaT T dn

: -gha- mgghigs TurexE¥s e complate’ nastsr of him,

At this stage An ghe development of hia analysis; :

“-iebor . prosesge, and heicd the- msabhine, hag not: yeéic

i own, Narx must siate the question-‘only’ negatively: ! ,

-ia’no’peraonal: dependeénca undsz. capitalism and s praduct :of:

- ianbor doee have a’ fantanstic: rcrm.. But uhat w81l beJazpl QL

s analyzéd ‘An the actual process or. preduction. 15 very AmpiAat
‘present hers, | And to:wmsphasizae-thrs ‘nes forthér’ 'discovurie

CWill: gtrlp ‘thHe veil:iof the. fetishism of commoditisp-the -
dlasovary. of olaaaiaal eonony was epoch&l enough. without‘an—
oomplishing any’ auch result’ since it ie an achievesent not’ .
within'-the reach of men *for whew:the predustion of samQBQities
1s the ns plus ultyrs of huaman frésdon and: Andiviédusl’ 1ndependenca~1

hé.ﬂa_.z.&

.Harx ntress_ea that ‘enly freely gesoslated. m.sm.g__

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

Until then the -gggi‘igg g;rfgrgntig of the value-form
.;remains a ‘ssoret aven to a Ricardo, Jjust as rush as ths

gquivalant form remaslned 2 seorat to an Arietotle who 1ived 1n -
- B Greex poclety founded upon slavery.. How. osuld it be otherwis
' when the most unnotural and Tantastic form: of ail~=tne fmls’;
. ompgdd ty=torm of labor, labnr powsr, is ucuepted by this scaiety
“an & matter-cf gourse?

TR L
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Cot.12,1949

Dear Grace?

T - This ‘is pot a commentsry upon your Notes on Sukharlin,
whieh I have juet racelvad and have not yot had a chanoe to. study
It 1p o brief question mark to ong of The concapts:you doal wigl
. =wthat of law——snd that only because I sense whes appedrs to me:
2 wrong dirastion in the davelopmani, or porhepe I should say =i~
rather o’ sarsain impatishce Yo have done with Aigards and:-the .-
“law of value, I, on. the othsr nand, am B8eping away Izon any.
“polemic against Ricards for I wish to desl-with him only after
I have rers=ad the vholc of Ceplizl and-Theories plus.Ricardo's
ovn work, - That is becaupe I wish fc miss none of the Sranaitions,
which i8 ohe resson for my notes on Ch, I boing so cumbersome—
I wae feelling my way by a reetatement of the- -fundamental pointe’
in terms of ihe determinations of é&asence and of Form, and linking¥
. %ha ocne to the other as tlghtly as the particklar is dinked to -
the universal in the reaba of motion. = - o

Haturally, all of ou® notes are Juat notes and there -
will be fuller development as we go along. But you put a terrific
- gtress on-the fetishism of law whan you say 'Caplial ‘cannot be.
- understoed without this concept of Hegel." Hegel, however, had
-not only that concept, which Lenin“both emphigized and slso'wvorrie
' mbout, but Akso tha concepl of law as sscentlal relatlon, You
will recall that Lenin right afiar quoling Hegel on Appaarance
as agalnet law belng the gotslitﬁ,,remarked: . - :
: 1But, further, although 1t ig olear, it is -
’ acknowledgad, it seems (pp.L360T)that lav
can overcome this inadaqusocy, inolude also S
the neggtivejsidet_and Totalitat . dor Erschslnung. | .
‘Husat return hepre!’ L T A L
R : ' : . . Rigardo's . ~
: . Marx osrerully leads the attack against/ignoring of’
form under which value bacomes exchanga value, on-the- onse
end the reduetion of private labor.-to social labor, on.the .
cther hand, fou writa: "in Copltal, what Herx attacks in. Saith.
and Rlesrde ig preclsely. the redustion of the form of ‘value with .
1ts contradictlions and transitiong into opposite to the law of o
valne, or determinatisn of value by labor time." But it is not '~
that they reduged the form of valuws .to wvalue} it is that thay - -
~"trgat. the Tore of values az & thing of no importance’ and thus.
_ "overlook that which ia the diffeventis specifice of the value -
" form, .. %  And that preclaely bsoauss they had slready ragugsed -
‘laber to 1%s soelal form, without aven knowing that they had -
done so, It is not that coneatousness, or knewing, would have -
golvad the riddle, But 1% ig that they hséd approached Egsential-
Ralation with value concept and_staévped  there, (Hegel may -
also have atoppesd there, ond this may prove an izporiant transi-
tion vnoint from dizlectloel 1dapllsm te dlaleotlis matsrlialism;
of, esp, Harx in his Critique of Hagelian Dialestlic, tho section
where ha apeake of Hegel having tis stendpoint of clasatcal o
politiosal moonomy.) Harx, on tha othor hang, Lsugaf Uhera,. -
That la why, whare the Hlcoardlian law of volur wza & simple
queatlion of determination of value by labor time, and n violent
abatraction of averything that contradicted that lsw apparently,
Marx's law of value is pariited to undergo n =39V X
vhich has 1t reach to the "general absolute law” of the reesrve
arny of labor, IRFXOXRXREARRRAR ' : 9232




- In other worda, in the law of walus, rx% Glacerns the .

law of motlon of sogiety as a whole, .He bagen with the radya
of private labor, that i1s the indlvidunl dlaborer, to'a sogial

‘form brought 'about not by & 'sopial relstion but bty 'a mSterial:
relatisn, by the mediaticn. of exchengs.’  He Lonelndes kia 0
analysl s cr}qapataliat'praduction.by-th@'dggggggg;gg§prxthe.1abdre

cas an indlviduel and &8 2 wmaca to N anusndsae-of. T PR

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

- 8o slow and akip non= of the ateges.  In my letter to' J I merely
“mentlioned that have conelulsd thot The Law of ¥alue in Marx. is

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

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

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

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

——

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

Isursy,

9233 .




