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Abstract

This thesis is an exploration of +“he category
of praxis in llarx's philosopnhy. By means of this it
is suggested that the category of praxis is the central
category of larx's philosophy and that it provides
a means by Which the developmen® and unityv of lMarx's
worlt may be analyzed. The method of exposition is
to discuss the definition and subdivisions of this
s
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ory as found in lerx's works.

In the first chanter it is demonstrated that the
category of nraxis results from lMarx's synthesis of
Hegel's idealism and French materialism. Praxis is
defined as sensuous human activity. In the following
chapter the category of praxis is defined through
an analysis of human activity. The distinction of
human activity from animal activity is showm to
exist in doth liarx's earlier and later writings.

In the third chanter, I develop three sub-categories
of praxis, i.e. lzbor, consumption and useless
activity. This sub-caterorization is argued to be
implicit in Marx. I argue that thinking was also

considered by lMarx to be a forn of labor in this




general sense. In the fourth chapter the divisions

cf the category of praxis which exist in the
capitalist epoch are discussed. The purpose is to
demonstrate that these distinctions form the basis
for HMarx's understanding and his critique of
capitalism.

In the fifth chapter the result of the category
of praxis, revolutionary praxis, is discussed. The
possibility of changing the world for humanity is
grasped and a moral obligation noted. In the final
chapter this discussion is reviewed to suggest

possible further areas of investigation.
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Introduction

This thesis is an exploration of the category of
praxis. As such it forms part of the discussion con-
cerning the unity and development of Karl Marx's
philosophy. The purpose of this thesis is to analyze
the category of praxis. By means of this analysis,
it will be seen that the category of praxis is con-=
tained within Marx's thought and thet it forms the
central category of his philesophy.

If this thesis is successful, the category of
draxils would provide a structure by which an analysis
of the development and unity of HMarx's work could be
made. In outline this would be that Marx develops
the category of praxis in his earlierp writings and
later develops the implications of this category both
in terms of the revolution of society and the develop-
ment of humanity as well as in the critique of the
capitalist system. Once this is done, it woﬁld be
possible to examine the historical developments since
llarx to see in what ways the category of praxis

could still serve as a philosophical basis for the

understanding of reality. The criterion of truath,
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which would be u
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ed, is itself contained in the
category of praxis. This is the context within which
this thesis is the attempt to establish the category
of praxis and its meaning.

The problem of this thesis is that Marx never
explicitly discusses the category of praxis either as
his central category or in its divisions. That the
concept of praxis is central to Harx's thought is
accepted by many. _However, its interpretation and
exact divisions are disputed. This thesis is an
attempt to discover and define the category of praxis
implicit in Marx's work. As such it is an introduction
to this interpretation of Marx's philosophy.

In outline this thesis will progress in the
following way. In the first chapter it will be briefly
demonstrated that the category of praxis developed
from a synthesis by Marx of the idealist philosophy
of Hegel, the French materialist philosophies, and
the French and English political economies. Praxis
is sensuous human activity. It is shown to be the
result of a synthesis of the above philosophies.

The implication of the category of praxis is seen
to be revolutionary praxis.

In the second chapter Marx's distinction between
human activity or praxis, and animal activity is

analyzed to clearly define the category of praxis.




It will be seen that this distinction is contained
in both the early and later works of Marx. Human
rationality is seen to be the distinguishing feature
of praxis. The interconnection of praxis and nature
is discussed as well as the development of praxis

in human history.

In the third chapter an attempt is made to
develop three sub-categories of the category of
praxis. These are labor, consumption, and useless
human activity. This results from an éxtrapolation
of the general definition Marx gives of labor, the
role of consumption in the produetion process, and
Marx's distinction of a useless commodity. In the
discussion of labor I argue that thinking is a type
of labor. This is important in understanding the
unity of theory and praxis and is supported by Marx's
discussion of the historical development of the
divisions of labor.

In the fourth chanter the divisions of the
category of praxis which exist in the capitalist
epoch are discussed. The purpose is to demonstrate
that the distinctions ilarx makes in praxis form the
basis of his understanding and critique of capitalist
society. The division of capitalist society into
two classes is seen to be based on each class's

relationship to the means of production; the praxis




characteristic of each is different. The distinection

between the two aspects of labor provides the basis

for the labor theory of value. The surplus theory

of value and the process of capital accumulation are
seen TO be based on the distinction between necessary

and surplus labor. VWage labor as alienated labor is

analyzed and demonstrates the human need to supersede
this form of production. The discussion of the three
major types of labor in the capitalist system clarifies

the role of each in the process. The labor and aliena-

tion of the capitalist are discussed to show their
role in society. Useless human activity in capitalism
is shown to have specific characteristics in this
society.

In the fifth chapter the result of the under-
standing of the category of praxis, revolutionary
praxis, is discussed. The possibility of changing

the world for humanity is grasped.




Chapter 1: The Category of Praxis

This thesis is an exploration of the category
of praxis. This interpretation of the philosophy
of Marx is based upon the idea that Marx developed

a new philosophical Weltanschauung during his early

life. The new philosophical basis was a result of
Marx's conviction that the conditions in the world
needed to be changed and made more human. In looking
for the way to accomplish this Marx read the German
philosophers (especially Eegel), the French materialist
philosophers, and the political economists of France
and England.

From these sources Marx developed his new
philosophy. It was a synthesis of these different
philosophies. Reality was the material, concrete,
'everyday' world. But not the world of the materialist,
vhere the human was conceived as a machinel and every-

thing functioned according to strictly deterministic

1. This refers to La Mettrie's work. See: Nathan
Rotenstreich, Basic Problems of Marx's Philosophy
(New York: Bobbs-Merrill, 1965), p. 27ff.




laws of nature. Although Marx accepted this view of

1y,

nature, he rfelt the human being, although a part of

nature, was in him/herself not strictly determined

by the laws of nature. The actions of individuals

as well as the development of the human species could
not be determined by an analysis of the laws of motion
of natural bodies, but rather an analysis of human
history and socio-economic conditions would provide

a general answer. That humans were by means of

their own labor in the process of creating themselves,
a self-creation not strictly determined by nature,

is the idea Marx adopts from the idealist philosophy
of Hegel. TFor Hegel the spirit is "defined as
spontaneous, as a free self-determination".2 The
free, self-determination of spirit was returned by
llarx to the human beings. HMarx rejects the abstract,

ideal realm in which the idealist conceived the activity

2. ibid., p. 32, where Rotenstreich refers to Hegel's
Encyklopadie der philosophischen Wissenschaften:
Samtliche Werke, vol. 5, par. %83. Rotenstreich
suggests this as one interpretation of the active

side of praxis in the first thesis on Feuerbach. That
the process of self-creation implies an indeterminism
for Marx, I interpret from Marx's discussion concerning
human activity (see chapter 2) and the theses on
Feuerbach. It could be further supported by Engels'
letters where he suggests that Marx had been too
deterministically interpreted in his work on histori-
cal materialism. Also research might reveal a connection
with Marx's doctoral dissertation which concerned
determinism and his later adaptation of this part

of Hegel's philosophy.




of man.

Marx succinctly presents this synthesis in the

first thesis on Feuerbach:

The main problem of all previous materialism
(including Feuerbach's) is that: the object,

the reality, sensuousness is grasped only

in the form of the object or the perception
(Anschauung); not, however, as sensuous human
activity, praxis; not subjectively. Hence

the active side was developed abstractly in
opposition to materialism by idealism - which
naturally does not know the real, sensuous
activity as such. ... He ((Feuerbach)) does

not, therefore, understand the meaning of =
'revolutionary', 'practical-critical' activity.”

The active side of human labor in developing the real
concrete world is introduced by Marx into the objective
material universe of the materialists. The basic

idea of materialism, that reality is material,
objective and concrete, is correct, but this universe
must essentially include the active subjective labor

of humans in their interaction with nature. Iabor

is active by affecting that upon which it acts. It

is subjective in being partially determined by the
subject. Labor is the object of the will of the

subject, where this will is not strictly determined

. Karl Marx, Thesen ad Feuerbach, in Texte zu
ilethode und Praxis, II: Pariser lManuskripte 1844, ed.
Gunther Hillmenn (Reinbek bel Hamburg: Rowohlt, 1968),
pp. 190-192. All texts quoted often will be noted

by a short abbreviation; a correlation of abbreviations
and titles appears in Appendix I. This text will be

TF followed by the number of the thesis. Normally

a text abbreviation will be followed by the relevant
page number. All translation from the German will be
mine unless otherwise noted.
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by natural laws but influenced by social, economic
conditions. The process of reality is influenced
by human activity which is an objective, real, con-
crete part of reality.

Praxis is sensuous human activity. Sensuous
means concrete, material, as opposed to a super-
sensuous, other-worldly, or transcendent of the con-
crete, material world. The category of praxis %
is the category of human activity. Humans are
material natural beings as is their activity material
and objective. Praxis is, however, active. It
affects the objective world actively in changing it.
Although praxis must act within the bounds of natural
laws, it is able to interact with nature subjectively.

On the other hand, human activity is not simply
capricious. The human being is not an isolated
individual, but an individual member of the human
species, a member of society. Praxis is within the
social context. Human history is the history of the
development of praxis. The individuals act within
the historical situation and are influenced by it
(TF 3). There are laws of human history which are

different from those of nature. The historical

4. The term praxis was not a technical term for
Marx. It occurs rarely in his works and means,
usually, simply human activity in the actual world.
It has become a term with several meanings in later
discussions of Marx's philosophy.




development of humanity is based upon the relation-
ships among humans vhich are formed by their mode

of production. That is, the productive capacity of
praxis in producing their means of subsistence, their
way of life, determines the social structure in

which they act.

In the social production of their lives men
enter into specific, necessary relations in-
dependent of their wills, namely relations

of production, which reflect a particular
stage of development of their material powers
of production. he totality of these relations
of production build the economic structure of
society, the real basis, on which arises a
legal and political superstructure and which
reflects a specific social form of conscious=-
ness. The mode of production of material life
conditions the social, political and mental
process of life. It is not the consciousness
of men which determines their being, but,
reversed, their socizl being determines their
consciousness. At a certain stage in their
development, the material powers of production
of society come into a contradiction with the
existing relations of production.-

=

The importance of the economic structure in understanding

P

the rezlity in which humans act was the result of
Marz's critical study of political economy. The
structures of political economy are not eternal but
in process. The process is dialectical; by means of

the development of a contradiction a new social structure

2. Karl Marx, Zur Kritik der Politischen Ukonomie,
in lMarx-Engels Werke, Band I3 (Berlin: Dietz Verlag,
1961), p. 8-9. "Hereafter K-rO.







The philosophers to which Marx refers have been

unable to actively change the world, primarily
because they only interpreted the world, but did not
act to change it; presumably because their philosophies
either did not incorporate this possibility or the
philosophy was a false interpretation of the world.
Marx's philosophy allows for the changing of the
world. Its possibility is inherent in the category
of praxis. Not only is it possible to change the
world, but to change it, improve it, is the point,
the conclusion of Marx's philosophy. The way to
change the world is through revolutionary, practical-

critical activity, revolutionary praxis.
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Chapter 2: Human Activity

Human activity is distinguished by Marx from
those actions and reactions found in the rest of nature.
The course of human activity is not established by
nature but is open to control by human beings. The
course of action in the rest of nature, whether the
reactions of chemical elements or the movements of
plants and animals, are determined by nature. Human
activity, on the other hand, is not predetermined
by the nature of the human being. This is not to
say that human activity is in no vay influenced by
nature. There are natural conditions which do
determine human activity in some ways. The important
distinction is that in a significant way the activity
of a human being is able to be determined by the
choice of that being. The human may decide to act
in this or that way, whereas this choice is not pos-
sible for the rest of the beings in nature. This
difference is essential, for it allows for the
possibility of the development of human activity in
the individual and in the species. The development

and perfection of humanity is not predetermined by nature



but must result from the active choice of the human

individuals involved in this development, although
this choice may not be consciously aimed at the human
species development. This entails, where the human
is conscious of his/her role in human history, that
the human is responsible for his/her actions and the
development of the species. The development of
humenity itself is, however, a process of gelf-
realization within the realm of nature.

The freedom of the human being from a deter-
mination by nature is an idea Marx inherited from
his historical situation.l It found expression in
his earliest writings. At the age of seventeen Marx
wrote for the required Gymnasium German essay:

Hature itself set for the animal the
range of influence in which it should move,
and the animal peacefully completes this
without attempting to go beyond this range,
without even supposing there to be another
one. The Godhead also gave man a general
goal - to ennoble himself and it, but it left
to man himself the choice of the means through
which he would accomplish this.

Humanity has a natural end which is the ennoblement

or perfection of itself, but the way to this end must

1. See the introduction and first chapter of Isaiah
Berlin's Karl Marx, His Life and Environment.

2. Karl Marx, Betrachtung eines Junglings bei der
Wlahl eines Berufes, in Harx-Inzels Werke: Froan-
zungsband: Erster Teil (Berlin: Dietgz Verlag, 1974),

P 9L,
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be developed by the human beings themselves. This

basie idea remains in all of Harx's work, although

13

u

nany details are changed an developed. The good of
humanity becomes the truly human society, the communist
society. The path to this end is founded upon a
scientific analysis of the conditions of historical
change and the present stage. The immediate task is
discovered to be the struggle for the proletarian
revolution. Godhead and religion are dismissed;

human beings have developed in nature.

In comparing the activity of animals with those
of the human being, Marx develops this distinction.
Taking the examples of spiders and bees, who in their
particular activity are far superior to their human
counterparts, the weaver and builder, Marx points out
that what differentiates human activity is that there
is a plan in the human mind which not only indicates
the end of this activity but also the process through
which the intended result will be achieved. Both the
weaver and builder could explain what they intended
to do and also change their intention if another,
better way were shown them. The spiders and bees
can only proceed according to their instincts, they
cannot control their process or change it. Nature
itself in its development could change these instincts

but not the spider or bee. 1In the first volume of




cussion of the simple labor process which we will

analyze in full later.

presuppose labor in the form which belongs
lusively to man. The spider perforns oper-
ons which are similar to those of the weaver,
the bee puts to shanme through the building
of its wex cells many a human builder. However,
right at the beginning what distinguishes the
worst builder from the best bee is that he had
built the cell in his head, before he built it
in wax. At the end of the labor process there
appears a result which' in the beginning was
already in the imagination of the laborer,
therefore already ideally there. Not that he
Just causes a change in form of the natural,

he rezlizes in the natural at the same time his
purpose, which he knows, which is conditioned
by the ways and means of his action as laws,

and which must be subordinated to his will.

And this subordination is no singular act.
Besides the exertion of the organs which work,
the purposeful will, which expresses itself as
attention, is needed for the total duration

of the labor, and all the more, the less it
carries the laborer away with itself by means of
its own content and the ways and means of its
execution, the less he enjoys it thereby as the
play of his own bodily and mental forces.,?

\" e
exc
i
d

It should be noted that iarx's distinection is not
based on either the quality of the product nor the
efficiency of the productive process. In fact, the
spider and bee were chosen by Marx precisely because

they were more efficient in their work, with special

5. Karl Marx, Das Kapital Band L, in Marx-Engels
Yerke, vol. 23 (Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1962), p. 193,
Hereafter referred to as Kap I: Band 2 (vol. 24) as
Kap IT Band 3 (vol. 25) as Kap III.




organs eand natural powers specific to their production,

and because their products were more refined than

those of many of their human counterparts.

The essential difference for Marx lies in human
rationality. Only humans are able to imagine the
results and the process of their activity before

s was first run through

3
)]

actually acting. The proce
by the mind in the imagination before the builder
began to build or the weaver to weave, Theat human
rationality plays an essential role in human activity,
allows for the possibility of choice of means and ends,
and so a choice of the way of life. Iot only do we
run through the activity first, we also decide whether
or not we wish to do this. Does it fulfill our
purpose? Not only can we change nature, but what is
characteristic of human beings, is that we can reform
nature in accordance with our desires or purposes.
We may realize our purpose in nature.

llot only does consciousness play an important part
before the activity begins to be realized, but it also
continues to be actively involved during the process
of realization. Thinking and acting are united in
& continual process of information exchange and self
correction. The more serious and difficult the taslk,
the more intense the concentration. The less involved
and self aware we are of our selves as creating, the

more we need to concentrate in order not to make mistakes,
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larxz assumes this in Das Xapnital when he begins
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Tthe discussion of the simple production process. It

is an assumption upon which Ilarx elaborated in his
unpublished manuscripts written in Paris in 1844,

dere we find the philosophic basis for this assumption.
In the following nassage Marx uses the same dis-

tinetion.

The animal is directly one with its life-
activity. It does not differentiate itself from
it. It is it. lMan makes his life-activity itself
an object of its will and consciousness. He
hasg conscious life-activity. It is not a deter-
mination with which he directly comes together.
The conscious life-activity differentiates man
directly from the animal life-activity. Only by
means of This is he a species-being. Or he is
only a conscious being, i.e. his own life is for
him an object, only because he is a species-
being. Only by means of this is his activity
free activity.

The anizel and its activity are one. The essence
of a bee includes its activity of hive building. This
activity is part of the nature of a bee established
by nature. The bee is not conscious. It cannot have
its activity as an object of its will. The human,
on the other hand, can make his/her activity an object

of consciousness, an object of will. That this is

possible for human beings characterizes them as a

4. Karl Marx, Ukonomisch=-Philosophische Manuskripte,
in Gunther Hillmann (ed.), Texte zu Methode und
Praxis IT (Reinbek bei Hamburg: Rowohlt, 1968), p.57.
Hereafter O-P MS.




species different from other species. The species~-

characteristic of the human being is its free, conscious

ivity (O-P 1S 57). Huaman activity is s=aid to be

free because it can be changed by the human as a

conscious agent. It is not established by nature,

but by the human species itself. Marx continues the

discussion:

The practical creation of an objective
world, the reworking ((Bearbeitungi% of Tin=

organic nature, is the verification of man as

a conscious species~being i.e. as a being who
relates to the species as his own being or to
himself as a species-being. Certainly the
animal also produces. It builds itself a nest,
a house, as the bee, beaver, ant, etec. It
produces only that which it directly needs for
itself or its young ones; it produces one-sidedly,
whereas man produces universally; it produces
only under the rule of direct physical need,
whereas man himself free from physical need pro-
duces and first truly produces in the freedom
from these; it produces only itself, whereas

man reproduces the whole of nature; its product
belongs directly to its physical body, whereas
man freely faces his product. The animal forms
only in accordance with the standard and need

of its species, whereas man knows how to produce
in accordance with the standard of every species
and knows how to apply everywhere the inherent
standard of the object; man forms therefore

also according to the laws of beauty (O-P MS 57).

It is not production itself which makes the
difference but the method of production. Animal activity
is established for the immediate needs of itself and
its children, i.e. the species. It is a one-sided
activity which is inherent in its nature. Human

activity, although also conditioned by direct physical




needs, may transcend these and become free. Human

needs transcend those required by the human as a

physical organism and become universal. The human is

capable of changing the natural environment in which
he/she lives in accordance with his/her needs. Truly
human production, that most characteristic of its
essence, is production aimed to satisfy the desires
and needs of humanity which transcend the realm of
pure physical needs and are needs developed by and
for humans. This is not possible in animal activity
since animals are not able to divorce themselves from
their activity and products. The animal acts in
accordance with its species, that is, by those species
instincts established by nature. The human may act
in accordance with not only the direct species needs
of man but also with the needs of all species, the
inherent properties of the natural objects, and so the
universals, e.g. beauty. Humans may discover from
the rest of nature ways of acting and producing.
e may discover the beautiful and the good., In fact
this is our historical task of self fulfillment - not
only may we survive but we may live well.

The human being is a member of a historically
developing species, a species and the only species
in the historical process of self-development, self-
realization. As such the human being is realizing

its own activity, its way of life, by means of its
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owvn activity. Human activity, therefore, is itself
in the process of becoming its own true self. That

is, human activity as truly human activity - the

activity of the human who has realized his final
species form - is not the same as human activity in

this historical process. The process of the development
P P

of human activity itself becomes an object of human
activity. Human activity in general is characterized
by being free, conscious activity. Yet, both freedom
and consciousness must be viewed as continua. It
may be more or less free, more or less conscious.
lloveover, the development of human activity is
dialectical.

Human activity involves more than just the human.
It necessarily involves nature. Nature is the object

of human activity; it is that upon which the human

acts. It is not possible that human activity not be

ased in nature, that it could be purely idea. Marx

O
0

makes this clear in his criticism of Hegel where he

states:

If the real, corporal man, standing on the
solid well-ronnded earth and breathing in and out
all forces of nature, posits his real, objective
forces of being by means of his expression as
foreign objects, then the positing is not subject;
it is the subjectivity of objective forces of
being, whose action, therefore, must also be
an objective one. An objective being effects
objectively, and it would not effect objectively
if objectivity did not lie in its essential
character. It makes, posits only objects, because




-

it 1s posited by means of objects, because it

is at home ((a part of)) in nature. In the act
of positing it does not, therefore, percipitate
out of its 'pure activity' a creation of objects,
but its objective product verifies only its
objective activity, its activity as the activity
of an objective natural being (0-P MS 116-117).

Here Marx is criticizing Hegel's position that
the human essence is self-consciousness, that it is
this self-consciousness that 'posits' the objects of
human activity outside man as objects, and that there-
fore the objects are not real, objective ones but
subjective ones which appear as objective. For Marx,
the human is a real material being whose objects are
the results of real objective activity. The human
is an objective being in nature, the human natural
being. The act of positing does not prove the
subjectivivy of the objects but rather the objective
nature of man as a natural, objective being, a being
in the real, objective reality of nature. "As soon
gs I have an object, this object has me as an object.
But a non-objective being is a non-real, non-sensible,
only thought, i.e. only imagined being, a being of
abstraction (0-P MS 118).

The human being as a natural being has natural
powers which enable it to live. These natural powers
enable the natural being to satisfy the needs which
the being has, i.e. the need to appropriate a natural
object. This is the case for all living beings.

The human, as a natural being, has natural powers




which he or she must use in order to appropriate those
natural objects which it needs. These natural pOwWers

include such features as our muscular system, our

specialized hand, the abilities of our sense organs,

and especially the ability of our brain. By means of
these we come in contact with natural objects and
appropriate them for our own purposes. Because of this,
that nature which exists outside of the subject is
necessary for the subject. It is in this sense that
Harx speals of nature functioning as the inorganic

body of the human. It is not part of the human

organism, but its object, hence 'inorganic'. It is
however necessary for the organism, hence '"vody'.

All natural beings live from nature, but the human
aore universally since the range of nature from which

1
!

he lives is that much greater.

n

s , air, lizght, ete.
, 7 a pa of human consciousness,

% 3 bjectz of scienc partly as objects
of art, his mental (geistige) inorganic nature,
mental means of life, which ne must first
prepare for enjoyment and digestion - so they also
build practically a part of human life and
human activity. Physically man lives only from
these natural products, be they in the form of
food, heating, clothes, houses, etc. The uni-
versality of man appears practically Just in the
universality which makes the whole of nature to
be his inorganic body, in so far as they are
1) the direct means of life, and in as much as
they are 2) the material, the object and the tool
of his life activity (O0-P MS 58).
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In comparing human and animal activity, we see

that both must act upon nature in order to live, but




the extent of nature which is available to each is
different. Animal activity is set by nature through
instincts, reflexes, etc., whereas human activity may
develop to encompass so much more, for human activity,
since conscious and free, may discover new objects

in nature for its activity. HNature is the substance,
the basis, for human life. Human activity, whether
thought activity or physical activity, finds only
those objects which exist in nature as the basis for
its activity. HNature outside of the human exists for
him/her as an inorganic body in two ways. Firstly,

it is a direct means of life which allows the human
organism to survive. Secondly, it is the basis for
development of human activity. It provides the matter,
objects, and tools for all activity. In this second
form nature provides for the distinetion between
animeal and human, since it opens to the human the
possibility of being able to create in a great variety
of ways. It allows the human to actualize him/herself

by means of his/her activity in a universal way.

[

llan mekes his own his a2ll-sided being in
an all-sided manner, therefore, as a total man.
Fach of his human relationships to nature, -
seeing, hearing, smelling, tasting, feeling,
thinking, observing, experiencing, willing,
being active, loving, in short, all organs of
his individuality, as the organs which directly
. in their form are social organs, - are in their
objective relation or in their relation to
objects the appropriation (Aneignung) of them

(0-F 115 78).
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of Hegel's Phinomenolorie
the dialectic of negativity

as the moving and creating principle - is,
therefore fl_gt that Hegel grasps the self-
creation of hhm&nlt” as a process, the objecti-
fication asg opnosed mhuvo11.1catvor, as opposed
expression and as supersession of this opposed
n"n*~:”1o“; that he, therefore, grasps the
essence of lxbor, and unﬂcrernuo the objective
bumw“, because a real human, as the result of

its own ldbor (O-P 118

113).

The human being is not created by nature in its
completeness but must create its own final beins in
the historical develovment of humenity. This process
Oof human develovment is the development of human
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activity. It is the development through human activity
of humanity. This demands that human activity itself
can expand in the realnm of nature, which it appro-
priates, as well as in its owm organization and method,?

This can only be a historical development of the

&)

pecies-powers in humanity, for the human being is

not merely a member of the species but essentially

a species-being, i.e. he/she can be human 6nly by
being part of humanity. An individual separated from
his/her fellow beings cannot be a true human. Part

of the essence of being human is being with other
humans in a united whole, 1In being in society, the
individual is conditioned by the particular social and
natural conditions of that time and place. One lives
within a Horizont and yet is not completely determined
by it. The other important point Hegel makes is that
this progression is a dialectical one., The progress
to human self-realization goes through self-alienation

and by its negation and positive supersession arrives

5. For Marx this expansion in the appropriation of
nature is uncritically accepted. Today, we see the
possibility of destroying nature itself through
irrational expansion. It is, however, clear that Marx
recognized the humans' dependence on nature; it is

our inorganic body. Another form of appropriation
which would not destroy nature, yet would also not

serve humanity, i.e. wasteful appropriation of nature,
could be considered under the sub-category of useless
human activity (see chapter 3). The problem is in
deciding what is useful, i.e. truly useful for humanity.
This is further complicated, from Marx's perspective, by
the fact that we are not vyet truly human.




at its true self. It is the total alienation of
human activity in the capitalist sceiety which provides
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upersession of alienated labor in

the following historical epoch.
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In Das Xapital (Eap 392 n 89) Marx approves

-~

of Vico's (Giovanni Battista Vico, 1668-1744) distinection
that human history is a product of humans whereas

natural history is not. It is clear throughout llarx's
work that he believed that there were natural laws

which controlled natural history and human history in

as much as these could not be changed by human activity.
Human activity c¢an only reform or recreate nature by
beginning with nature and through activity change it
according to the possibilities inherent within its

[4Y]

S. Han cannot creste ex nihilo new nature or new

Hence larx ridicules those idealists

natural laws.
who thought this possible in the following allegory.

Once upon a time a valiant fellow had the
idea that men were drowned in water only because
they were possessed with the idea of gravity.
If they were to knock this notion out of their
heads, say be stating it to be a superstition,
a religious concept, they would be sublimely
proof against the illusion of gravity, of
whose results all statistics brought him new
and manifold evidence. This honest fellow was
the type of the new revolutionary philosophers
in Germany.®

6. Karl Marx and Fredrick En els, The German Ideologv,
ed. and trans. C. J. Arthur, %New York: International
Pub. 1970), p. 37. Arthur's revised translation.
Hereafter G-I.




grees with Benjamin Franklin's definition

tool malking anina an I 194), not because

auman thouzh nroceszses were not the
distinguishing characteristic of human activity and
so of man in general, but because the historical
result of this human characteristic is that humans

developed tools in order to improve their environment

and their appropriation of nature. "Men can be
distinguished from animals by consciousness, by
religion or anything else you like. They begin
To distinguish themselves from animals as soon as
they begin to produce their means of subsistence"

(G-I 42). The difference is that human activity

[€)]

is distinsuished from animal activity in being

free, conscious activity, while human activity

f from animal =zctivity when it

4

distinguishes its

1))
m

begins to produce the human's means of subsistence.
To produce is opposed to a passive consumption of
what is naturally available. The humans organize
themselves in such a way as to produce and so to a
greater extent control their means of subsistence.
To do this, however, it is necessary that human activity
be what it is, a conscious activity which allows for
the development of a plan, etc. which would make new
forms of production possible.

another important point in this theory is that

not only does the progress caused by human activity
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change nature, it also changes the form of human life
and the human being. "Production produces, therefore,
not only an object for the subject, but also a subject

for the object."’? "The education of the five senses

=h

1s a labor of all previous world history " (0-P MS 81).
Human activity creates a new environment through its
production. This new environment induces new changes
in the way we live and the needs and desires we feel.
We live in a different world and perceive it from

a different perspective. UWe have ourselves changed.

In summary, human activity is the distinguishing
character of the human species. Human activity is
free, conscious activity. It is praxis in the category
of praxis. It is free in the sense of not being
determined by nature but rather in part by the needs

and desires of the human being. It is activity con-

trolled in part by the choice of the human being.

I

t 1s conscious activity in that the human being
anticipates the manner and form which this activity
will have. It is the expenditure of human energies,
i.e. of the natural human forces. The substance of
human activity is nature. Through this activity the
human being actualizes him/herself in the real

objective world. Human activity is also an historical

[+ Karl Marx, Grundrisse der Kritik der Politischen
Okonomie (Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1955), p. 6-=9.
Hereafter as Grund.
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activity which develops and expands as the human

being develops and changes. In its historical develop-
nent, hunan activity contains the potentiality of
realizing its final essential nature, in the realization
of the truly human essence. Historically the develop-
ment of praxis is dialectical. Although the productivity
of labor increases, the expression of human activity
becomes increasingly alienated. In the capitalist
stage, the alienation of praxis has become so obvious
that its supersession is desired. Human ‘activity is
always social, although in examining its characteristics
it may be viewed as individual = it is the individual's
expression of her or himself as a member of the human
species, of their species~being.

Having distinguished human activity from animal
activity, we can now discuss those acts of humans which
are based on the fact that a human being is also a
natural being and sometimes reacts as any other
natural being, from those actions which are human
activities. HMarx does not make this distinetion, I
raise it as an area for further discussion concerning
the category of praxis.

fcecording to the definition elaborated above, these
non-human activities of the human would be those
established and controlled by nature instead of by the
human. They are neither conscious nor free activities.

Examples of these activities would include such acts




as the internal actions and reactions of the body,
che autonomous nervous system, and reflex reactions.
Another area would include what we call the human

instincts, e.g. the survival instinct. The aging

]

might alsoc be considered in this set.

proces

n
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The problem we face in this distinction is that
human activity is itself in the process of development.
what at one time was 2 natural activity of man as a
natural-being, may now or- at some time in the Tuture
become a human activity by being the object of our
conscious free intervention. ZFPreviously the heart's
activity would have been characterized as a non-human

activity
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influence, yet today we
are able to make this activity an object of our wills
by using certain machines, The choice of using these
ineés to prolong life is now our choice; we must
responsibly decide what actions we wish to take. The
question is then what actions of the human really lie
beyond our eventual control?

With the historical development of human activity,
we can see that in the beginning when the human first
learned to produce its means of subsistence, much of
the activity was still controlled by nature, i.e. the
human was still an animal to a great extent. Yet this
activity was potentially human activity. Human
activity, as free, conscious activity, needs to be

interpreted very broadly. The degree of consciousness




involved in human activity may vary greatly. Marx's

examole of the builder or weaver shows that what is
important is some conscious planning in that production
process at some point. The weaver does not have to
nlan ahead, to think out in advance, each time she or
he sends the shuttle through the shed. There is Just
the intention to weave, this is not thought each
minute., This activity has become so well Mnown that

it is routine. One¢ knows how to do it, has le

rned

b}
H

how to do it, and now no longer needs the conscious
concentration involved in the learning process.  This
shows that Marx meant to include all such activities
as routine movements, habits, conditioned resvonses

as human activities. They involve either in their

|
-

.earning or development consciousness, and later
presuppose this stage. Socially conditioned behavior

is an examnle on the social level.
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hapter 3: Labor, Consumption, and Useless Activity

In this chapter we shall distinguish three types
of human activity.l Labor is human activity which
produces 2 useful product. The labor process ends
in a result useful to humans. Consumption is the
human activity which consumes the product of human

activity. If this is a useful product of labor. con-
J ?

'

sumption is the satisfaction of the need or desire
which led to its production. If the product is not
useful the attempt to satisfy the desire will fail and

consumption will not be a satisfaction. Consumption

is for HMarx a part of the labor process. Useless

i

human activity is that activity which results in a
useless product. In a sense it is a waste of human
eénergy which indicates a failure in the human's attempt
to produce something useful.

In the introduction to the Grundrisse der Xritik

Ak

der Politischen Okonomie (Grund 6-9) Marx warns the

o

ceader that one cannot speak of production without

l. Although Harx does not explicitly make these
distinctions, I shall attempt to demonstrate that
they are implicit or congruous to his thought.
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referring to the specific historical forms of production,

Production and labor exist only within a particular

historical stage of production. There is no existing
labor-in-itself nor are all the characteristics of
labor or producticn in one particular historical

or all case

M
4
0

gpoch tru . ilarx accuses the political
economists of making the mistake of seeing the laws

of capitalist production as eternsl laws and not just
applicable to this historical epoch. Thereby they are
unable to understand the historical development of the
production process (Grund 8-9). However, it is
possible to speak of the general conditions of the
labor process, i.e. those conditions found in all
concrete cases. This is a useful abstraction to make
in discussing the problem, yet it must be seen as

an abstraction and not a particular concrete reality
(Grund 9-10). In our present discussion we are disg-
cussing the types of human activity in this generalized
sense. Later we shall examine the concrete forms of

human activity in the capitalist epoch.,

Labor

ilarx characterizes labor in this general form,
being independent of any particular social form,
thusly:
Labor is then a process between man and nature,
a process in which man effects, rules, and con-

trols by means of his own action his material
exchange with nature. He stands opncsed to natural
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matter as a natural power himself. He sets in
motion the natural powers which belong to his
body, = arms and legs, head and hand - in order
to eppropriate the natural matter in a form
useful for his own life (Eap I 192).
rabor is & human activity. As such it is free con-
scious activity; in labor this aspect is seen in the

laborer's control over his actions. The choice is
made to interact with nature in certain ways using
the natural powers inherent in the human. He or she
sets in motion her/his hands and mind. Labor is

essentially a process between the human and nature.

[¢51

Although involving in most cases more than just one
person, the labor process is viewed in this discussion
as a process between man and nature (Kap I 199).

What distinguishes labor from other human activities
the appropriation of nature in a form
useful for humans. It is an eternal, natural necessity
of humans. The labor process is "purposive activity
for the making of use values, the appropriation of
the natural for human needs" (Kap I 198). The
appropriation of nature is the making of nature one's
own, in the sense of it becoming the means of life for
the laborer, not only for the direct physical life,
but also as that by means of which the laborer finds
realization as the person he or she is. Labor is
purposive activity in that the laborer works in order
to produce something which he or she sees as the thing

which will satisfy a need felt. The product or result




of labor is this value or useful thing.
"The simple moments of the labor process are
the purposive activity or labor itself, its object,
and its means" (Kap I 193). The objects of labor
are separated into two groups. Those natursal things
which are found in nature without having been in any
way changed by human activity are called objects of
labor. These are, for example, fish, wild animals,

the wood in natural forests, and ore in a vein. The

O

ther type of objects are called raw materials.2
NE d

3

-

These are objects of labor which have already been
prepared by means of human labor for use as objects
in the labor process. These include the fish which
have been caught and gutted, the wood from a cultivated
forest, and the ore already separated from its wvein.
A means of labor is defined as a thing or group
of things which are used by the human between himself
and the objects of labor as an extension of his
natural powers. That is, some property of this
means of labor is used to increase the laborer's own
natural powers of action or the powers of a thing may
be allowed to work for him/her. For example, the

natural property of the hand is increased by the use

2. This is Marx's definition (Kap I 193); developed
perhaps from the fact that most production processes
begin with material already formed by human labor in
some way.
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o) ole with a cup cn the end of it to nick fruit
high in a tree. Marx quotes Hegel here (Kap I 194 n2)
to show that reason's cunning lies in its abilitr to
discover these means of production and put them to

use. Not only does the earth provide many objects
which may be used as means of production it also is

& means of production in that man cultivates the soil
to grow crops. Animals as 'beasts of burden' are
similiarly means of production. “£11 tools are as well,
The means of production also include those things
which provide for the place of the labor pProcess. 30
the earth as a place to stand may be considered in this
way as a means of labor. Ilarx also mentions buildings,
nals, and streets as other means of production by
providing the place for the labor process.

The labor process ends in a product.

The process ends in a product. His product is

a8 use value, a natural material which has been
appropriated for a human need by means of a
change in form. Labor has combined itself with
its object. It is objectified, and the object
is worked upon. What appears on the side of the
laborer in the form of unrest, appears now as

a restful property, in the form of being, on the
side of the product (Xap I 195).

=

he product of labor ig the objectification of
This human activity, human labor power. It is the
realization of this human energy in & concrete thing.
As a realization, it is a synthesis of this energy,

the labor power., and the substance upon which it acts
I ) P




in the process of reforming nature
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t should be noted that although the product of
labor is usually thought of as a material obgject
outside of the lzborer, such » the product
of labor may also ineclude such things as are actualized

during the process itself. Transportation is a. labor

activity whose product is the trangporting of the

T 4- +=T 2 e my e 1o oo o > o5 o
0bgects thnemselves. The objects are chanzed in as
mucn as much as their place is changed; this takes

numan energy and this energy is objectified in the

new place of the 3b3ect.5 In a2 similar case exercising
is a labor activity which is realized during the process.
The product is the improved condition of the body.

This is, in most cases, the laborer's own body, although

it could be that of another, say in a hospital where
the body's subject is unable to exercise itself,

‘he labor process may also be viewed from the
standpoint of its result. In this case the object of

labor and the means of labor are called the means of

. IHarx's analysis of transportation will be discussed
Later,



roduction whereas lzbor itself is called productive

labor, ' since it is labor which results in a product

which satisfies human needs dir cectly or indirectly
If directly, the product is subsequently consumed by
the producer or another human in satisfring one of

The product may indirectly satisfy a

in that it is needed in another labor process

produce a directly needed product. In this
second- process the product funetions as a means

vools is & gmoed exanple

of products
materials of a

products of

form the substance of the later product or be used

~

in part of the process without becoming part of the

m
H
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f the vroduct.
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ce a thing may have several properties which
might be used in production, a particular product

nay function in several ways in later production
processes or may itself be a final product. So grapes
may be eaten, directly consumed to satisfy our need
for food or desire for the taste of a grape, or they
may be used in the process of producing wine. The

product of a labor process, a use value, may be used

4. HMarx uses 'productive' in two senses - here as

simply productive of a use value, later he means

uscrjf]cqllv labor which produce capital. Bee Kap I
21 ff.
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28 & raw nateriszl, a means of production, or as a final
product, the object of need or desire.

When the product of a former labor process
functions as a means of production for a later process
this product loses its character as a product and
functions as an objective factor in a new process.

In one sense it does not matter any more that it is
[ a useful product of a former process, in as much as
it funetions. However, if it does not function properly
! it becomes quite clear that this product is the result

' of a labor proce which was in some way faulty.

6]
w0

Marx is indicating here the importance of the useful

character of the product. If it does not funetion one

ot

sees that something was wrong in the labor process
I since its result turns out not to be useful. Only

in its successful use in a labor process is the

| usefulness of the former product realized if not
consumed directly. "A machine, which does not serve
i in a labor process, is useless" (Kap I 198). It is
| only living labor which can realize the use value or
usefulness of a product which is not itself directly
consumed as the satisfaction of a human need.

The product of all labor processes is a use value.
#ll commodity production is a form of labor, though
not all labor is commodity production, since all

commodities must have not only a use value but a social

use value, a use value for another. Engels clarifies
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this in the fourth edition of Das Kapital by explaining

that Marx meant by a social use value that the use

value was exchanged with another use value of another

person (Kap I

5n 1la). However, a thing nay be a

0

produet of human labor yet not be a commodity. This
is the case when the product satisfies a need of the
producer and is consumed by her or him, or when it is,
gay, given away, etc., i.e. not exchanged. 4 thing
may also be useful to humans, have a use value, yet

; not be the result of labor. These are objects of

nature which involve no human activity in their

production; nature produces them, for example, air.

Therefore, that a thing has a use value does not

¥ indicate that it is the result of labor.
! Un the other nand, labor can only result in a use value;

labor is useful human activity. If the result of

wnhat appears to be labor is useless then this human

activity is not labor (Kap I 55). ohis is useless

unan activity and will be discussed later.

M

+Nnose examples of labor which are clearly con-

tained in Marx's concept are those human activities
which begin with some sensible natural thing and
reforn it by nmeans of this laboring activity with the
1elp of whatever tools, natural forces, etc. (means of
labor) so as to end with some thing useful to human
beings. For example, a woodsman who plans to build

f=]

& sawhorse and has a plan in mind as to how to do
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this, collects some branches, his objects of labor,

which are useful yet provided by nature. He cuts thenm
aw, a tool, a means of production, which is
a result of another labor process. He bring thenm
back to the place where he usually cuts wood. Here
the branches may be said to function as the raw materials
since they have been cut and transported, i.e. already
combined with human labor, if one were to divide this
process -into several smaller processes. Then with
another product of labor, another raw material, some
rope, he lashes these cut branches into the form of
a sawhorse. The sawhorse is the product of his labor;
the objectification of his human energy in this form.
Wnether he uses it himself or gives it to another to
use does not affect its character as 2 product of
lebor. What is important is that the sawhorse is
used and usable in cutting lumber. If it is not used
by any human to satisfy some need, then the energy
expended by the woodsman does not constitute labor,
but is useless human activity.

£lthough this is a relatively simple example in
comparison to the labor processes which build cities,
intricate machines, ships, etc., it involves, never-
theless, several other labor processes which resulted
in the rope and saw. He coculd have 'cut' the branches

by breaking them with his hands and knee, and found
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some sort of vine to use to bind them to make this

process very simple. BEven these simple examples
involve careful analysis. Was there a path in the
woods which our woodsman used? Was it an animal

nath or one formed by humans for their use? Vhere

n

was he working; did he have to clear a place in which
to work? Of special importance is the question of
where or how he came to have the plan for a sawhorse.
Was he told by another? Did he see one in use?

In summary, labor is the human activity which
results in a use value by means of ‘the reformation of
nature through the natural powers of the human, which
may be augnented by the use of other powers in natural
objects. HNature serves as the substance of labor.
Labor is the objectification of the human energies

expended in the labor process in a useful manner.

w0

3

The usefulness of the result of labor resides in its
ability to satisfy a human need or desire either

directly or indirectly.

o

The Thought Process

Let me digress at this point to consider whether
and to what degree the thinking process of humans
is a labor process. If it is we should be able to
identify the characteristics of labor in it. The
laborer is still the human being as subject, the

thinker. The object of thought, the substance of the
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animals, stones, air, ligh', etec., build theorectically

o

& pert of human consciousness, partly as objects of

-

science, partly as objects of art," (0=P M8 56).
Hot only are these things the objects of thought,
but also their qualities and interactions. Many
objects of thought may be termed raw materials in
thet labor itself is already incorporated in them.
We live in-a world which we have to ' sone extent

already produced. In reformning nature we creaté new

Y

objects for our senses and thought. &4s we thereby
also change ourselves, we zre the product of our own
activity. The savhorse is a human object and an
bject of thougnt; it may be thought about and in-
proved. The thought process itself uses hands, head ,
nuscles, nerves, etc. Not only does the thinker use

1

his ey

4

f;

s, ears, etc., his natural powers, as natural
means of production, but also he or she may use other

o o -~ - " = = o~ -t - ~™ - EETE R G ~
tools develoned by other labor processes, such as

and so on, as further means of thought production.

llot only those objects which we term material entities

uscd as means of production in thinking, but also

D

theoretical structures, the results of former thought
processes, are used. Geometry, as a theoretical
product, is used as a means of production of thoughts

=<

as well as in the process of building bridges. The
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dialectic, itself, as a result of thinking, is used

as a tool (we spealk of theoretical tools) in many
thought processes,

50 we have identified the object of thinking
labor as well as the means of thinking. Thinking

itself is the expenditure of human natural energies

In fact it requires a good deal of enersv to think.

(T9)

"Truly free labor, e.g. composing, is both most

extreme seriousness and most intense effort” (Grund 505 ) .2
Composing is a typne of thinking whether it be musical

or mathematical. If thinking is labor, what then is

the result of this process? The result is a new thought

or combination of theuzshits, a new theory. This thought
could bpe as sinple as the idea that flint is bester
than granite for use zs a spear point because one has

- = 3 -5 E 1 o s s =% 2 = — 3 - 4= o
realized in the unity of thinking and practice that

llarx's thought that the whole of the previous human

history is the history of class struggle.

A% this point most disagreement begins. The
question is whether or not the results of the thinking
process fit the criteria for the results of a labor
nrocess, That is, are new ideas and thoughts the
resulv of the reformation of natural objects, the

objectification of human powers? Adolfo Sanchez
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v tical activity is not a form of

praxis. e

defines lMarx's concent of praxis, in general as

"human activity aimed at transforming nature and

society" (8V 92). Human activity is characterized

by the active intervention of consciousness vhich
functions in planning the action to be taken (8V 150).
"All praxis is activity, but not =2ll activity is
praxis" (8V 149), and this holds for human activity

as well. Praxig is defined in this way:

What is distinctive about practical activity,
however, is the real objective character of the
material on whieh it is executed, as well as

~

f its results or product. ... The product of

tivity in this sense is a material object
which subsists independently of the process of
1Ts gestation and whose own substantive character
is affirmed in the eyes of the gubjedty ses
it takes on an existence independent of the
subjective activity that created it (3V 155).

For Sanchez Vazguez it is essential that the result
of praxis be a material object separated from the
process of its production and the producer. The
sawhorse of our example is clearly one example of
the independence and materiality of the result of
labor or praxis. This is called productive praxis.

It produces material objects by reforming natural

5. Aldolfo Sanchez Vazquez, The Philosophy of Praxis,
trans. Mike Gonzalez (Wew Jersey: Humanities Press,
1977). Hereafter SV.




objects or other results of productive labor. The
L i

human clement or society may also be the object
of praxis (BV 156). In this case praxis is political

or. revolutionary praxis. This results in a change

sanchez Vazquez makes an important distinction
for his discussion between cognitive and teleological
7. The former only explains the immediate

reality while the latter refers to an as y7et non-

existent reality (5V This is important in that

cognitive activity cannot be considered as a reformation
or production of something new whereas teleological

! activity, since it aims at sonmething new, contains
within itself a demand for congrete scétion. This can

then be a form of praxis while the cognitive. activity

cannot.

Both in the formulation of ends and in the

production of knowledge, consciousness is

rest W'CTﬁ %D its owvn frontiers; its activity
2cene objective. Thus

ujougn b;. cfs are types of
activity, 3 ; in any sense, objective
activity, or praxis (3V ljg).

Although theoretica: ractice' may transform
percention: representations and concepts

this way specific products called
crie 3, laws, etc. none of thenm

ty as thej do
1cal conditions as far
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ihe rezl problem in thinking labor for Sanchez

<

Vazquez is that the objects, material and results of

the thinking process are not material, objective ob-
J€cts, but are rather only psvchic ebjects (3V 162).

For him there is no real reformation of natural objects

There is only ideal production, the production of non-

objects, and no real existence in psychic objects.
Sanchez Vazquez considers, however, both artistic

activity as well as experimental activity to be forms

of praxis (SV 158-159). Artistic production is

praxis since it has a material basis and the art object

1s a material object; it is formed and created.

Although the need satisfied by the art object may

not be a given need, it is considered useful in that

it carries on the process of the humanization of matter.

This is clearer than the case of scientific experimenta-

tion which is considered as praxis since it involves

the production or rather reproduction of given material

phenomena under special circumstances. This is

supnosed to satisfy the criterion for mat

[}
H
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objectivity in praxis. However, the results of
experimentation are not material products in the sense
used by Sanchez Vazquez. He writes that the object

of experimental scientific activity "is to test and
prove hypotheses and to satisfy the general needs

of theoretical research (SV 159). To satisfy a text

and to prove hynotheses are not material objective
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sense he used to discount thinking

Torm of praxis The

ihe thinker as we saw may well use

(‘,,
L

material means in the production of thoughts; so this
cannot be used as a criterion for the inclusion of
experiments and the exclusion of thought.

The solution to this problem will be discovered
in the alysis of thinking and the unity of theory
and praxis. It seems that Sanchez Vazquez considers
thinking as completely separated from its material
basis, from the practical, historical environment
which is its basis. For him thought is non-material,
non-objective and ideal. This is what Marx does not
accent.

The oroduct of labor is labor which fixes itself
in an object, has bren made into a thing; i

is the objectification (Jer*e”enetqnd11 chune)
of l“uO“ ine res 1zatlon of labor I8 its
objectification (0-P IS 52).

t
&

Is the result of thinking found in an object,

a Gepenstand? How is thinking objectified? Gegenstand

is that which stands against or opposed to the subject.
It is primarily used to refer to those real material
things identified by the subject as existing outside

of itself. HMarx uses Gegenstand as meaning a real

existing entity. However, we can see that one's own

hand is also a Gegenstand, as well as oneself, as
an existing concrete being (O0-P 81). We saw that

being human was to have oneself as an object as
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powers of mobility and strencth in our bodies

zlso ab: €CTs 0 0ur consciousn 238

1T a thought or theory is not a Gezenstand then

wnat is it? Clearlv a non-object. If one accepts th

aicacvony of the subiect and object, then the answer
CC The question ig the 'subjeet'. DBut Marx did not
accept This distinction made in some earlier philo~

sophies and would apree with Hegel in claiming there

o

is no real distinetion. Marx differed from Hegel
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For Liaryx "a non-objective (un \ferenstandlich) beine was
e . ¥ 2 R i ~ Y Fe e b el
AGN=Jel g c rsd 118), =0 9€ 8n obhjecti
3 A o 1 _— " R S

DEelnlr 1 D R 8 0D, E8 LGEIXE (e

- r @R r ) " ~ 1—‘-j r N =~ 8] [ ""‘r = (‘: “r"‘("-‘i‘
= i DU O L vIill i = 1t 9 188 The 2 R il <
sbject. sLlnan 1s an object for other humans and

is for them and itself an ob Jective being. One can

[
Ll
O
o
]
(@)
For)
U )
C
5]
C
C

~

The essential powers (Mesenskrifte) of the human

are as rescl, as Zegenstindlich, as the light is a
natural power of the sun (0-P7 I3 117). Thinl zing is

.

one of the human's natural povers, 1ts distinctive one,

@8 well as seeing, hearing, ectc., not to forset the

Even when I am scientificall ly active, an
activity which I can seldom perform in direct
community JJLH others, I am socially, because
as man, active. Not only are the materials of
my activity - as language itself, in which the
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concrete life of humans as they nerceive

it, and not the other vay around. "Thinking and
Seing (Sein) are, therefore, certainly different,

but at the same time in a unity vith one another"
(0-P !5 79). The unity of thought and being is
essential for lMarx. Neither can exist, for us,
/ithout the other. Thought has being for its object
and interacts with beinsg. Being is what it is for
humans as. it is thought.. This does  not mean that
either being controls thought, for thought may ereate
new forms of being through the activity of humans, or

that thought controls being, since thought depends

on being for its basis and truth. Ther exist together
in a unity of theory and praxis.

One sees how the solution of theoretical con-
tradictions itself is only possible in a practical
w2y, only by means of the practical energies of
man, and their solution is therefore in no vay
only an exercise of cognition, but a true life
exercise, which philosophy cannot solve, Jjust
because it grasps this only a3 theoretical
exercise (O-P 1S 82).

The solution of the contradictions experienced
in life as reflected in consciousness are, therefore,
clearly not solvable in only a purely conscious manner,
i.e. as a theoretical exercise. This is so since they
are clearly the result of the real concrete world.
If philosophy comprehends these as only theoretical

problems, then it seeks to resolve them in only a
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theoretical way. However, when phileosophy has become
s

contradictions and of the power of human activity,

the real concrete basis for these

4

elf-conscious o

then, at this point, philosophy will understand that
the solutions are only possible by means of both

theoretical and practical work., It will understand the

-
0

unity of theory and praxis.

The question whether objective truth comes to
is possible for)) humen thought - is not
& question of theory, but a practical question.
In praxis man must prove the truth, i.e. the
reality and power, the this-sidedness of his
thought. The disputes concerning the reality
or non-reality of thought -~ which is isolated
from pgaxis, - is a pure scholastic question
T-F 2).

The question concerning the truth of thoughts

cannot be answered in just examining any particular

(ol 8

)

ne answer will only come fronm

=]

theory of knowledge.
an examination of the practical interaction of humans
and nature, i.e. the interaction of theory and praxis
in the objective world. The truth of a thought can
be proven only in the practical interacticn of man
with nature, it cannot be proven by a theory. The
reality of thought is its correspondence to the

objective, concrete reality of the universe.’

6. BSee Hao Tse-tung's analysis of this unity in "On
Practice.”" in Four Essays on Philosophy, (Peking:
ToreT o o —r e

Joreign languages, 1966), pp. 1-23.

r

/« llarx's theory of knowledge is a form of the corres-
pondence theory of knowledge.
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1t the human may interact with nature to reform

it, consciously grounding his or her action on this

1 _ - _ " 1 S R e~
Loug i1 Ernst BlOCH C.J/'-l~_> 4ES Taat for Marx a
LNoUENT 18 not LETEQY TTrue becsuse it is ub':lul,

0
cut zince it is true, it is useful."® The thig-

sidedness of thought is the range or sphere of that
contained in the thought, i.e. it is of this objective
world, -as- opposed “to‘a that-sidedness which would be
a fantasy or ideal world.

narie b

~Lherelore, tne thought procsss must he
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in con-
tinual interaction with the objective world. This

process 1s not simply based on nature as its objeet
of labor, but must luring the process itself return
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to check the development
0 the thought. The thinking process does not result

in a subjective thought, but in an objective one. The

sell expressed in
an objective manner available to some other thinking

A8 We 8¢

’ 4}
AW, T

the Thinking process itgelf is a
social process, since it uses the medium of language

which is a social product. The res ult of the thinking

. Ernst Bloch, Das Prinzip Hoffnune Erster Band:
<7ﬂ“n11Ufi Suhrkamp Verlag, 1959), P. 321-322.



8 is not just th bjectification of labor in

that thing, but this thing is useful, is an object
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an active subject. 30, just ag a dress becones

& True

D

product when it is worn, the thought becomes
& true product when it is uged and to be used by

another it must be
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expressed in
language. E The thought expressed in language is the
product of the thinking procesg, the product of thinking
labors, © A8 ‘such this product satisfies the conditions
of a product of labor in being an objective concrete
thing. The usefulness of the result. of the thinking
process, ites power, is seen in the unity of theo Ty
and praxis, in the actions of humans. Just as the
artist objectifies his or her human energy in the art
object and the weaver in the woven product, so the
thinker in the expressions of his or her thoughts,
whether this be by the spoken or written word.

4n objection might be raised against this analysi

based on a passage in the Grundrisse where Marx is

discussing the opnosition between capital and labor
in the capitalist system. In supporting his view that
the use value of labor (labor power) is realized by
capital only when this labor power is used, llarx

writes: "It ((the use value of labor power) becomes

first real, when it is solicited by capital, set in

9. DBased on Grund 1%, where the examnle of the dress is
given.



ject is nothing

-

ty, with whiech we are not

here concerned" (Grund 178). That is, the use wvalue

of labor power does not exist in the mere being of

1 It

labor power but in its useful consumption or in

the production of a useful obisct. If it is not
B T a1 1A T sy BB £
sed 1n reiorming nature and solidifying Ytself

in an object, it has no existing use value. DThe
only. possible exception. ilarx sees is the useful
activity of thinling which is useful even without

. . - 5 T A aTr & 51 A~ o wnn i anag o 1 it = = f
an cpgect. iHowever, arx uses tne word, 'at most',

4

0 me signifies that even in the case of thinking

labor there could be an object. Important to note is

—at—

that even without determining the object of thinking,

o " oy A et S Aalrs s 2 - g dn & xpet 4=
18 Tecognieged Tthat tninking is a useiul QCUTLVLILY
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The strongest evidence for supporting the
argument that Harx saw thinking as a form of labor

in his discussions of the historical development of

i}

labor and the division of labor. Thinking or head

labor began in its natural unity with hand labor.

.

In as much as the labor process is a pure
individual process, the same laborer unites all
the functions of this, which later are separated.
In the individual appropriation of natural objects
for his life-purposes, he controls this himself.
Later he is controlled. The single man cannot
effect nature without the use of his own muscles
under the control of his own mind. As in the
system of nature head and hand belong together.
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the labor process unites head labor and hand
labor. Later they separate themselves into an
antagonistic opposition (Lao I 531).

Thinking and doing, the unity of theory and practice
are naturally united in all labor. Each depends on
the other. In as much as one person works in the
appropriation of the natural for his or her own life
needs and desires, this unity is preserved. Hewever,
in the development of the labor process with the

introduction of a division of the labor process among

practice 1s separated into activities of the differen:
participants. "Division of labor only becomes truly

such from the moment when a division of material and
mentel labor appears. (The first form of ideologists,
priests, is concurrent)" (G-I 51). With the division
of labor some of the laborers give up their thinking
activity to another group of persons who thereafter
hink for them. In doing this the hand laborers give
up their own natural power and this division develops
to the point of an antagonistic confliect between the
two groups. It is clear that all thinking cannot be
given up. "The separation of the mental potencies
of the labor process from the hand labor is complet ed,

as pointed out earlier, in large industry which is

v

built upon the basis of machines" (Kap 446). VWith

the development of machines the labor of the machine



operators has been divested of most of the thinking

labor involved in the labor process. This thinking

has been done by a special group of laborers who

design the machines; furthermore the designers them-
elves have been told by another what to desi

The ruling class, in the final analysis, controls

le thinking labor of a society by means of its

economic hold over those who perform thinking lzbhor,

iny develooment of  the productive power leads back,

in the last instance. to the social character of the labor

used in activitv; to the division of labor within

society; to the development of mental labor, namely

the natural sciences (Kap III 92). The development

of the productive nowers of labor lead in the end o

iigsolution of the social structure which provided
the basis for this development. Through the ensuing
conflict s new sccial structure is develoned from the
0&g13 ¢l trhe new nroductive poyers of labor (fianp I1I

S0-091). In the communist society the antapgonistie
opposition of thinking labor and hand labor will be
overcome; the unity of thought and praxis will be

realized in truly human production of human needs.

In a higher phase of the communist society,
after the slavish subordination of the individual
under the division of lebor has disappeared,
and thereby also the opposition of mental and
bodily labor has dloavpedred after labor has
becomc no longer only a means for life, but

self has become uhe first life need; after
the productive vowers of the individuals with



tneir all-sided developnent have zrowvm and all
springs of communal riches flow fully, - only
then ‘can the narrow bourzgeois horizon of law

be Co’ulﬁbelj superseded, and society can write
on thelr flag: Eacl uCCO"'WW” to uhelr ability,
To each according to their erlﬁ’1

'hatv llarx considered the thinking process to be a labor
process is clear. Uhat is imvortant is to understand

how this is. This we attempted to demonstrate in
the discussion of the similarities of +he thinking
process to the clear examples of the production
bjects, means and results
of thinking the seme as the labor process, but the
:1Ts were seen to be ugeful and neces ssary to the

development of humanity

.
Consumntion

I
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1s defined as that human activity

which produces use values by means of the cbjectifica-
tion of human energies, then consumption is the human
activity which realizes the use values produced

by labor by using them. Cons sumption is the human

activity which satisfies the need or desire of the

humans in general which caused the production of this

10. IKarl Marx, Kritik des Gothaer Programms, in
harx—$nwe]u Ausgewahlte uvhrwitrn Band I1: 6Berlin:

Dietz Verlag, 1952), bp. 7-28; p. 17. Hertecafter as
I{-GP.



use value. Consumption is the realization of

any use value (Grund 13).

In the introduction of the Grundrisse, Marx

discusses the unity in the labor process between
production on the one hand and distribution, exchange,

3 3

he other (Grund 5-21). Production

Q0
'
K
@
Q

nsumptioa on

[

s the useful employment of human natural DOWEr in

)

poropriating nature in an object which will satisfy

§

human needs.” "Production appears as the beginning of

(@)

the labor process. It is controlled by mnatural laws
in so far as they determine the possible effects
human labor could have on natural objects.
Distribution is the means by which the results
of production are allocated to the individuals of
a society. This is determined by social laws or
customs and is not set by natural laws. Exchange is
the means by which the particular individual comes to
obtain the particular product. Distribution and ex-
change form the middle part of the labor process.
Consumption is the actual using of a labor product.
It forms the end of the labor process and for this
purpose the product was produced. Consumption,
however, influences production in developing in the
human consumers new needs and desires.
Froduction is itself both subjective and objective
consumption. The producer consumes his or her own

powers, the labor power, in the act of production.



the subjective consumption in the labor

process. In the labor process the means of labor are

also consumed in production - objective consumption.
vonsumption, however, is at the same time production,

sinceé in consuming one is able to live - produces one's

(45}

own life. Without oroduction there can be no con-

O
=ty

(excluding those products of nature which invoelve no

ut” consumption there would be no

~

production, since production would then be useless,
T AN EMETRFES Al .

~onsumption produces production by realizing the

oroduct in its use and in creating new needs and

desires in the human and thereby new production,

Production nroduces consumption in producing the

cbject of consumption, the means or manner of con-
sumption, and subject of consumption. The unity of

production and consumption is seen 1) in their immediate

s danty - as beinz the other zas cpem ahawvaes )
laencl y EE2C velllp UE Oouner as seen above; 2)
in their each being the mezns for the other, the
S e o p T B ] Z : 3 2 - =) A
interdepencence of both; and %) in their each being

in their realization the object of the other , -

the result of consumption is not only the satisfaction
of a desire but the development of new needs or desires,
the basis for production, and the result of production
is that object consumed.

The important point here is to bring out that,
although one may observe production and con-



sumption as activities o
individuals, they appear

moments of & process, in
the true bewlanlng point
the enco :pMPS‘ug momernt.
necessary need, as need
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standing the totality, since t

erentiable moments and unde

f a subject or many
nevertheless as
which production is
and thereby, also,
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is itegelf a2n inner

ivity (Grund 15).

n as. well -as the

and distribution form
he encompassing nature

s. the. production process
are important in under-
he totality is made up

rstanding of

the tovality is an understanding of the parts and

their interaction which forms

the parts and the totality mus

In consumption Marx diffe

individual and productive consumption.

consumption is the consumntion

2 use value in the satisfaction of a need

which that individual has. This

social consumption. Pr

consunption of products in a further labor process

i.e. where the use value of & product is

the totality. Bott

o

t be grasped in under-

rentiates between
Individual
by the individual of

or desgire

would include

Productive consumption is the

Dy Qs } ]

consumed

in the production of another product which in the end

will serve individual consumption (Kap I 596-599).

We have differentiated hu

man activity involved
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in order to emphasize that labor is that human activity
which results in use values while consumption is the
alizes this use value in

satisfying human needs either directly or indirectly.
Useless Human Activity

Human activity which is objectified in a use

vzlue is labor; human activity which uses or realizes
2 use value 15 consumption. 3oth areé usefu) human
activities. Humen activity, the expenditure of human
enerzies, which is not useful to human beings ig
useless human zetivitr. That is, human activity

1ich is neither lzbor nor conswaption is useless

human activity. It is a waste of human energies,
whether this is primarily a thinking activity or a

loing activity. The human has consumed his or her

% B 25 Y Apap P A e e e TS S ¢ S o " 3+
oWl energy I10r no purpose. Tt has not lead to the
5 -a £ r.4->i IS decire or need nf J-—‘“h hiimsr or
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humanity. "Finally a thing cannot be of value without
being an object of use. Is it us eless, then so also
is the labor contained within it useless, it does

not count as labor and builds therefore no value"

Human energies used in the production of a product
may be a useless expenditure of energy in two ways.

+he product may not be usable in the satisfaction
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of a human need. On the other hand, the product

Hh

nmight be u

(03]
D

ul yet not actually used. In not being
used the energies of the producer or producers have
been wasted. Ilere the failure of the production
process is not in the production of a useless thing
but in the non-use of a useful thing. This later
case hapnens most often in the case where the product

should be indirectly consumed and is not.

=

There are several important points to arify
with relation to this distinction of useless “hHuman
activity. First, there is an assumption that there
1s no human activity which is neither labor nor
consumption yet is worthwhile or valuable to the
human being. This points to the broad usage of both
labor and consumption. The question is whether there
are any conscious expenditures of human energy which
are not used in the satisfaction of any human desire
or need, but which are somehow proper for the human
being to perform. IMarx seems to think that there
are none. This does not mean that humans cannot be
nistaken about the usefulness of their expenditure
ol energy. This clearly haopens. The point is that
one would not choose to do something for which he
or she saw no value.

Another point is that the determination of the
usefulness of human activity can only be finally

made at the end of the production process or processes



Only in the consumption of the labor product is its

use value realized. If it is not realized this has
been useless human activity. The problem faced daily
by humans is that the results of the expenditure of
their energies cannot be completely determined in
advance. We can only predict with differing degrees
of probability whether the production process will

result in a useful and used product. We clearly make

1
"
w
ot
W
e
Y
M
6}
.
H
5

is in the practical attempt that we
learn whether our energies have been usefully consumed.
The interaction of theory and praxis forms the basis
for our choices in the expenditure of our energies,

iiistakes may in themselves be useful for the further

determination of our acts. The problem is then

€Laer or nov tnls nas been a useful expenditure
Ol €energy. 1n one sense ilarx would say tHat this
1s useless; the production of a saw which does not

cut would be an example. However what he would
mean is that the product is useless and cannot have
a use value. The process of discovering a mistake,
however, is valuable and a necessary part of the
development of humanity. The use value of a mistaken
production process lies not in the product but in the
realization of this mistale

A final point concerns the needs and desires
which are the motivating force behind production

and satisfied in consumption. Both the real needs



' ~ comnodity is at first an external object,
a thing, which by means of its properties
satisfies a human need of any kind. The
navure of this need, whether it comeg from
the stomach or the fantasy, changes nothing
in this consideration (Ean I 49).

Human activity s labor is motivated by either

rezl human need or

involved in its production are usefully consumec

when the need is satisfied. An imagined need is one
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tnat 1s thought to be & real need. The guestion is
how an lnagined need is satisfied by the predudct of

labor? TIs it not much more the case that in the attempt
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Cigfy an imagined need we discover it not be a
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ak of an imagined

[ satisfaction, for this surely exists. Ve may discover
only later that there was in fact no real satisfaction.

vwhat is important for ilarx iz that there is the

attenpt to satisfy the need whether real or not by

-he consumnption of the vroduct of labor. This jtself
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production process. If it turns out
that there was either no real satisfaction or that the
need was only imagined this does not effect the
discussion of labor, although it is important in

considering the development of humans and their needs.




summary

Labor is that humzn gctivity which results in
the objectification of this activity in the form of

T

a use value or useful produect. The labor process

1s an interaction of humans with nature, which begins
with a natural object or raw terial and, by means
of the expenditure of human natural powers (which
include the thinking power, the sense powers, and

the bodily motive powers) with the added help of the
mnesins ol production which have been developed

results in the product which is a useful oblect.

S we argued labor includes the thinking process as
as the building process, lead and hand labor,
these are actually a combination of both
differentiated only in the emphasis in each of thinking
and doing. Hand labor involves the thinking process
not only in the planning of the project but also
during the process in the form of attention. Head
sical movements of the human in
its collection of information and in checking it with

reference to the actual world, not to mention in the

expression of its results.

Labor, in this discussion, has been a generali-
zation of those aspects which are present in every
form of its concrete actuality. Labor includes the

potentiality of its own historical development.,



The needs of humans which are satisfied by the

results of labor were seen to be both real and
imaginary. The development of the human needs and
desires is part of the historical development of
humans and conditioned by the interaction of labor
and its development - the satisfaction of some needs
leading to the development of new needs.

Consumption is that human activity which uses
the products of labor and is an integral part of the
labor process. The consumption of a product is the
realization of that product. Consumption is the
attempt by humans to satisfy the needs and desires they
feel which motivated the production of those products.

Useless human activity is the failure of the
labor process to produce a use value, either directly
or indirectly useful. A product was useless when
it satisfied no human need, real or imagined, or if

it could, it was not used for this.
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Chapter 4: Praxis in Capitalism

OJ Weayr A
e nave ai

cussed the category of praxis in
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1 general, a-historical divisions of labor
sumption, and useless human activity. We shall now
discuss the characterizations of praxis in the specific
historical epoch of capitalism. It should be noted
that this historical stage is a stage in the historical
progression of human society. It developed from the
earlier feudal stage and will develop into the future
stage of socialism after the proletarian revolution.
For this reason the distinctions we make in praxis

for the capitalist period have historical roots in

the previous stages and will exist in the future in
their superseded form. The distinctions we make
presupnose the capitalist system; they are not

however eternal.,

According to llarx's theory of historical develop-
ment, the most important element in analyzing a parti-
cular social structure is the mode of production and
production relationships in that historical period.

A particular stage in the development of the productivity
of labor establishes a particular mode of production.
This mode functions as the foundation for the type

of society characteristic of it. The super-structure



soclety is developed from thi
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e of production

tion in capitalist ciety is
the production, reproduction and increase of capital.
canital is accumulated abstract social labor. It
1s the exchange value inherent in %h products of
labor, dezd objectified labor which needs living

DoT in order to inecrease itself (Kap I 247). It

is increased by the surplus value created by living

labor. The capitalist mode of nroduction is

)

characterized by the faect that capital itself controls
the means of production - capitael is one necessary
prerequisite for its reproduction and an increase

1
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the total aim of %the production Droces

U

Since the capitalist mode of production i1s the result

¢l &n earlier nmode of procduction, we can state other

nts for it.

Une is that the productivity of labor has increased

to such an extent that labor itself produces nmore

valueé Than is required for the existence of the labor

oo Yoo o POTSR e 3 - P S s 2
process, that is, a surplus of valiue is created. This
surplus value foras capital itself. There must

l. See Ernest Handel's concise discription of
capitalism in: Ernest lMandel, An Introduction to
Harzist Economic Theorv (uew York: Pathfinder Pr ress,

1970).



accordingly be a surplus product, that is the amount

&/

produced by labor is more than enough to allow for
the existence of the needed members of society.
Another historical precondition of the capitalist
mode of production is thet the division of labor has
developed to that stage where only scme of the
menbers of society are required in order to produce
the surplus product and that some members of society

who could work, do not and are able

XToduCers., Lhe Jmeans 91 producvion hatre Qeen concen-~

whereas another class of societv
economically, i.e. if ther wish to survive, to

exchange their only means of production, their labor

power, for their means of exis

cr

CriCce.

I!I"h

he history of all previous societr is the

the capitalist mode of production, who are in conflict.

One is the bourgeoisie or capitalist class? who own

2. TYarl llarx and Friedric] 1 Engels, Hanifest der
ﬁonwwrﬂi"“iscﬁc: Partei, in Harx-Engels Lussewanlte
behriften Band I (Berlin, Dietz Verlag, 1951), p. 26.
Hereafter lian,

8692, HMarx sneaks of three classes; here
and capitalists are considered together.
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tne neans of production. The other is the proletariat

wno do not own the means of production but are forced

to work for the capitalist class if they wish to

survive. The proletariat is forced to exchange its
ovn natural power, the individual's labor power, for
their means of existence, since they do not possess
the means of production necessary for either the
production of their own means of subsistence nor for
the production of another use value which they could
exchange for their means of subsistence. The struggle
of the proletariat is with the capitalist class over
the control of the means of production.

The capitalist class needs the living labor, the

labor power of the prol

(¢}

tariat, in order to exist,
i.e. to obtain their means of subsistence, without

themselves working in the production process. The

cepitel or means of existing which allow thenm to wait
out a crisis, when the proletariat does not work,

until the proletariat, forced by impending starvation,
goes back to worlk. The strike situation is an example.
econdly, the proletariat itself inecreases due to

its natural increase and the addition to this class

of members of the capitalist class who have been
forced to abandon the means of production they once

owned. IHence the competition among the proletariat
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proletariat's advantages are their control of living
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he possibility to work divides them. The

labor and their larse numb
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rs. 30, if united, they
could stop production and seize the means of pro-

CUctl

®)

n.
In addition to this there is the econoémiec

instability of the total capitalist structure due to

the conflict of the historically developing productivity

of .labor and. the social (i.e. capitalist) structure

founded upon this. This is the crisis of ovep—

production.
Concrete and Abstract Labor

In the capitalist mode of production the labor
brocess results in a commodity, A4 commodity is a
thing which has a use value for another or social use
value (Kap I 55). Every useful thing may be viewed
as having a qualitative and a quantitative aspect.
The qualitative aspect of a commodity is its natural
properties and these are what make it useful to
humans. Since these properties are useful to humans
the commodity may be said to have a use value. The
quantitative aspect of a commodity is an amount or
quantity of itself, which is measured in some socially
agreed upon scale which is different for various
groups of things. The exchange value of a commodity

is the amount of one commodity which is exchanged



or determined equi to a certain amount of another

commodity (¥ap I 50). For this to be poasible,
lMlarx says, there must be something which all commodities
have in common which itself can be measured (Kep I 51).

It was lLristotle, Marx notes (Kap I 74), who saw

tha: in the exchange relationship there must be an

equality relationship; for this to be possible there
must be something in each which is measurable. This
something .could .not. be any-of the physical properties

o : ~ o 4 - oo N e L ey oo . ey b
ol commodities, since these were different in each.

Each product, however, was the result of labor. The

7]

e £
LS &

problem was that labor apnears
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different;

inds of labor oroducing different products.

“hat wae seen to be the same in each type of labor
was TNatT 1T wis tThe expenditure of human energies,

% L1858 Was only & partizl golution sinece the eneérgies
. A P .

expendeq py aiiierent individuals annears as different,
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1 veras oI Tae productivity of that energy. The

colution was found in abstracting from the individual

to The social, tnat is the soeial average productivity
of labor. This could be measured in terms of time and
50 satisfies the conditions for an exche nge relationship

between commodities.

L i o

t« There is some discussion on whether Marx is success-
ful in discovering an empirical, measurable quantity.
This problem is further complicated by the distinction
of s mplo and complex labor which I discuss next.

FPor a WU>1L]J@ digcussion see the last chapter in Ernest
landel's MHarxist Economic Theorv.




~11 lebor is on the one hand, the expenditure
of human labor power in a physiological sense,

and it builds with this property of equal human
or abstract human labor the value ((exchange

value)) of the commodity. 411 labor, on the other
hand, is the expenditure of human labor power

1¢ purposerul form, and it builds
with this propertr of concrete useful lat
use value of a r (Kap I &1),

in 3 snecifs
n 4 Specli

£11 labor, therefore, is to be viewed as having
two properties at the same time. One property of
lsbor is called concrete useful labor. It is that

necific form of labor which produces specific useful

products, e.g. sawing, weaving, thinking. It is the
t7pe of work performed by the individual in making an
exchangeable commodity. It produces the use value of

a commodity. Since these are different they provide

trie reason for exchanging one use value for another,
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felt for a different useful. thing.

abssract labor. 411 labor is the expenditure of a
certain anmount or human enersy and taken socially
this is the gsme in 1 forms of concrete labvor,

Ihe amount of social abstract labor is measured in

time. The same amount of social abstract labor produces
the same amount of exchange value in the commodities
produced (Fan I €1). The exchanre value of two

commodities is the same when the amount of social labor
in each is the same. This allows for the exchange
of commodities. The exchanse of commodities is the

exchange of different use values each of which has



the same exchange value.

Simple and Complex Labor

i farx makes an important distinction between

simple and complex labor after

£

)]

iscussing social
abstract labor (K'P-0 19; Kap I 59). 1In establishing
the concept of abstract labor, Marx remarks that he
has only been considering simple labor, which "is

the expenditure of simple labor power, which every

normal person on the average, without special develop-

ment, prossesses in his bodily organism" (Kap I 59).

and different cultures, but iz the same in any given
one. '"lore complex labor is only more powerful or
rather multiplied simple labor" (Kap I 59). A

maller amount of complex labor produces an equal
amount of exchange value as a greater amount of simple
labor. The proportions for the reduction of different
types of complex labor into simple labor are set by

a socilal process; they are not eternal or natural.
Some types of concrete labor are complex labor. Just
as Marx uses the average socially necessary labor in

establishing the exchange value of

a product of simple
labor, this process must also be used to establish

the average socially necessary complex labor in a

—Sartd Al ar Fema AF ~ee-
dfvIcular T7rDe oI con




rent examples of complex

[

apor later in Das lapnitzl. One is the labor of a

=

Jjeweller.

Labor, which counts as a higher, more compli-
cated labor, is the expression of a labor power
which 1n*fo1vcu higher education costs, ”hose
production costs more time, and which, there-
;O“C, has a higher value than simple labor
»"" el ) o
(Kap I 212)
This passase is important in showing that what counts
as complex labor is any labor which in its production
costs more and takes more time; in this case the
factor of educational or development costs are mentioned.
The other example liarx notes is that of a Hindu
7r.ose lobor is considered complex since this
weaver inherited a special talent or ability through
the generations of weavers in his family. "ind
because of this, such an Indian weaver performs a
very complex labor in comparison to the majority

of manufactural laborers" (Kap I 360). Complex labor

can be said to be those types of labor which involve

}

L
4]
pa

a special training or educational process. 2 It

appears that the extra time involved in this process

is what gives complex labor its higher value.

5. In this connection Marx uses the term Bildungskosten,
which could mean specifically educational costs but

alco more generally the costs of producing. Natural
abilities do not as such cost more, but the development
of these surely do.




complex labor. in order to reduce the costs for

the production of complex labor, the educational time

needed 1s reduced by educating a person for a specific
ask. The labor process is subdivided so that as

mach of the work as possible can be done by simple

labor. By using machines which involve only simple

labor to operate yet perform a difficult task
production costs can be saved since no one need learn

tnis more difficult work. With theé specialization

o~ - . 1wy 3 R R R R
of laboz 3 I person need on be trained for Ghis
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wage Labor, lecessary Labor, and surplus Labor

characterisiic form of labor in capitalisn

is wage labor. Jdage labor is the historical form

10Drn

(G}

labor tazkes when the labor pover of the laborer

4]

b

their natural power, becomes a cormmodity in an
exchange process between those who work, the
proletariat, and those who own the means of production,
The capitalists. Vapge labor presupposes this division

(&

9

of society into these two classes. Labor power

as a commodity is both useful and the result of human
ictivity. It is useful and necesgssary for the owners

of the means of production in order to produce;

it is useful to capital

m

[

s the only means whereby

it may increase itself. The human labor involved in

et

producing labor power is that activity of producing
& human being capable of work and keeping him/her

(that is, the class) alive. As the exchange value

of all commodities is determined by the amount of

6. This is not to say that vage lzbor is the only
form - it is the characteristic economic form. Two

important exceptions can be mentioned. First is
unproductive yet useful labor (discussed later),
where there is often direct exchange and no wages
involved. The other is the labor of the housewife in
the typical family structure. In this case there are
0 wages; often the wife functions as a slave to the

sband and as such receives a means of life. There
ire, of course, great variations in this situation
which can not be analyzed here.



production,

so the exchange value of labor power is determined.
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~w A8 Tie Db&sls 01 The VWaT nald To the lzborer for
nls/Ler laplor DpoOwer, nence Tne Term wage LaDdoT.

The essential feature of labor power in capitalism

1

is that its exchange value is less than the amount

O
=

social abstract labor which it objectifies in
the produects it produces, i.e. the exchange value

of the results of wage labor is greater than the

)

exchange value of the labor power.
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This fact is the basis for Harx's theory of sur-
plus value. The difference between the exchange value
of the laborer's labor power and the exchange value
of the products produced by this labor power is surplus
value. In any particular period of time, say a
workday, the laborer, in working for a certain amount
of time, produces the exchange value equivalent to
the exchange value of his/her labor power. This occurs
in a shorter period of time than the total workday
because of the productivity of labor power. In this
amount of time the laborer perrTorms necessary labor.
It is the amount of time the laborer must use his
labor power in order to produce the exchange value
of his labor power for that total workday.

The part of the workday therefore, in which

this reproduction ((of the value of labor

power)) happens, I call necessary labor time;
the labor expended during the same time I



In as much as the laborer works for more than
thes necessary labor time, he or she produces a
surplus value, i.e. more products whose exchange value

constitutes the surplus value. This labor is surplus
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6 cepitalist, 'O 1 TNls Drocess whne capitalist

owns a certain amount of capital. Part is constant
apital which is the pr portional amount of the exchange

production needed in this

—

I value of the means of
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roduction process. The other part is wvariable

capital which is used to exchange for the laborers!
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labor power (Lap I 22%-224). The process begins when
the laborers start working. It eads when they stop
and have produced a certain amount of products.

During the

the laborers work, their Living




lScusg1on. 45 concrete labor this living labor
transfers the exchzange value of the means of broduction
to the products produced. Lo sscial abstract  ls alhor,
ey s $A Yo triaey e a Py fied
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in the products (Fap I 215). Since the exchange wvalue
produced by this abstract labor is greater than the
variable capital (i.e. the exchange value for the
laborer's labor power), there results & surplus value
2d in The products. 5o that when these
producvs sre exchanged by the capitalist, their
exchange value is greater than the constant and
sariable capital which the capitalist advanced

at the beginning of this process, i.e. the original
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amount of he increase in capital is equal
to the exchange value produced by s rplus labor.

This is the surplus value.
capitalist does not appropriate any of this surplus
value for his own uses, which, of course, he must in

order to live, since he does not work



rlarx radically breaks of

categories of national
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the laborer glienate

1 the product of his/her labor.

Leb is the abjec

7, labor pow

he product, Tt

to define and
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of labor found in the eapitalist
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examining the conditions of
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this systen Jage labor  (Zrwerbgsarbeit)® is alienated

labor is an alien or negative form

zbor could be. In doing zliensting labor

es nim/herself in four specific

nstance, the laborer is alienated
The product of

tification of the laborer's human
>r, which he used in the production

he laborer puts his life into the

et (O=P L3 53%3). The alienation of this product

. The radical break in Harx's manuscript is seen

n the format of +
ategories o
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such a u1v1310n.
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e Illore research
wiy Harx uses the
Mill's work, instea
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s discussion lMarx writes without
see footnote B, page 194-195, in

the reason
in discussing

re labor, which
slear, however,

his works. It
fer to the same thing.



does not belong

217, The laborer loses his product
and they become a foreign power in opposition to him,
This puts the laborer in an alienated relationship

o

only the products of his labor but to all of

to not
nature which exists as a necessary means of life for
the laborer. This alien relationship is seen in the
act that the laborer receives not only those objects
of nature which enable him to exist as -a physical

y but che very means of production whnich allow
him to work (O-P 118 5%)., The laborer is in a relation=

S £ - » o~ ~ - T s 1 - ~ Tm e 1 v e e TeTal - " =3
21p of slave to ruler, the rule by his products or

n
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1
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(O-P [I3 52). The tragic height of this

elztionshin is that he lzborer can exist as a
1Vin xeing onlx as a leborer SO 11l OTUEE ©wa eX1sS

at all must increase the power of his ruler.

In the second instance, the laborer is alienated
from his/her productive activity, labor itself. The
product of labor can only become alien to the laborer
if the labor itself has become alien to him. Labor
is alienated from the laborer in thaet it does not
belong to his being. Alienated labor is forced labor,
not freely done. The laborer must work in order to
survive; it is a means to an end, instead of being the

free choice of the laborer to develop and express
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and mental energies. Thisg

anathema to the worker.

not belong to the laborer,

taligt. This

deprives the laborer of any initiative in the labor
process. He or she is directed and loses any sense
of self-direction and creation. One loses the sense
that one can decide and control in some measure one's
own life.
Vle have considered the act of the alienation
of pr%cticcl human ac >tivity, labor, in two
\f's. 1) The rPT tionship of the laborer to
the product of labor as a foreign obiect with
ponur over nim. This relationship is at the

same time the

external
foreign
relation of

a

within labor.
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himself as a member of +

:t which characteri the

es characteristic, is free,
hunan activity as we discussed

only realize his/her species
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ones which must be

elopment of the human

The human being as wage laborer is alienated

from his/her speéies being, sinc

labor and the

laborer, and thereby it is impossib

affirm himself freelv and consci

[

chioice in how or what he will pr

e the products of

labor itself are alienated from the

ously He has no

oduce; this is deter-

mined by another. What should be the laborer's
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being, his human being.

4) A direct consequence of
alienated from the product
life activity, his species

alienation of man from man

species- cua city,

into a being

ign to him, into a means of nis individual
sten cc. It alienates from man his own body

J 3
im, as his mental

this, that man is
of his labor, his
being, is the
(O-P M5 58).

The fourth instance of alienation is the alienation

of one person from another. One's

relationships to
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orneseli, One's actlvlie;, and one

5 mroduct is first
objectified or made real in one's relationship to
another and their activity and products. If one is
to be alienated, one must have given one's own powver

T

to another. If the products of labor, labor itself,

and one's own species being do not belong to oneself

they ¢an only

yelong to another person, for these can
- ) 9

— ~

only belong to pecopnle (0=P LS

o il 8y

person who controls one's labor, owns one's products,

[

non-worlzer (U-F 3 €0). The worker is actively
alienated; the non-worker is in the condition of

alienation (0O=P [I3 63).
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rlari concludes this discugsion by stating that

ron examining the movement of private
nDronerty as 1ts result, alienated lebor is actually

1

n these two

wn

‘ivate property. £4nd wit

concepts, all other categories of the political
economists can be explained.

er 1&44 larx rarelv uses the term alienated

abor to describe that form of labor typical of the
capitalist system, rather he uses the more descriptive

term wage labor, since it is labor done for wages
which is the basis for capital accumulation and

the alienation of the lazborer. In larx's own notes



Grundrisse, he

characterizes one section as "the alienation of the
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working conditions of labor with the development of
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((Verkehrung)) )"
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(Grund 715). Gbarx's discussion shows that the

alienated condition of the laborer is the result of
the historical conditions of production in the capitalis

4
system whereby the laborer in worlking increases the
over of capital, i.e. objectified, dead labor, over

nimself. This power is a Toreign power peloaging ~to

= ooy b gy Vo y * s oo T ¢ = o S
in Yas manivel, the Tour i1nstances of alienatiocn

sent although discussed in different terms.

.
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ne alienation of the lsborer is discovered in the

o5Lf j. The
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I'etish character of the n as the power
~ 1A e 1 e - oy al
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over the laborers. This is the oripginal power ofi the
laborer given to the product of his labor which becomes

nis enslaving power a

c

{2

(6]

pital. Just as in religion
one's own power is alienated by being given to
another (Xap I €G). The power of capital over the

worker is the turning around (Verkehrung) of the

relationship of the laborer to his product, activity,
and himself (Kap III 55

The laborer's activity becomes a means for

ing existence not his expression of his own



1

laborer must

lubor power with the owmers of +he means of produc
in order to survive. All control over one's life

activity is given another as well as the control over

toe results of this lebor. In so doin nz the laborer
is alienated from his/her o species being.
my

he alienation of man from man, especially the
laborer from the capitalist, is seen in the social
relationships of The exchange process (Kan I 87)
Humans now relate only as things and their relations
are controlled by these things and their own movements

(Fap I €9). Capital and capital's drive to inerease

m

itself, personified in the capitalist, control the

social interactions of humans (Kap III 888),

30)

In the labor process generzlized from gpecific
historical situations, productive lubor was what we

have called labor, that is, the production of use

lues for humans. In the specific historical epoch

of capitalism productive labor is defined as that

labor which produces surplus value or capital.

On the other hand, however, the concept of
productive labor is narrowed., Capitalist
production is not only the production of
ommodltles, it is essentially the production
of surplus value. The laborer produces not
for himself but for capital. It is no longer
sufficient that he just produce. He must



produce surplus value. Only that laborer

is productlwe w“o produces surplus value for
the capitalist, or serves the self-utilization
of capital (Zap I 532).

The productive laborer can only be a wage laborer

mo performs surplus labor as well as necegsary

laber, for only surplus labor produces the surplus
value appropriated by the capitalist. The self-

utilization of capital means the increase of capitals

Capital 'increases only by adding surplus value to
its previous amount; this can only be produced by

surplus labor.

ning of the workday beyond that

the laborer would have produced the
equiva or the value of his labor power,
and the opriation of this surplus labor

by me&no of cc 2pital - this is the production

of absolute surplus value. It forms the general
foundation of the capitalist system and the
beginning point of the production of the
relative surplus value (Kap I 532).

The length
point Sy

Productive labor exists only where there is

rplus labor. In the Grundrisse (Grund 212 -213%),

riarx discusses the definition of productive labor,
with reference to the broader definition (i.e. labor).

Productive labor produces capital. His example is

0f a piano builder who builds and sells pianos
The piano player, no matter how necessary he/she is
in consuming the use value of the piano, i.e. by
playing it, is not a productive laborer, since he

or she produces no capital. What must be noted is



piano builder produces capital

ouilds and exchanges the piano for more than his

production costs. This can only happen if the piano

e
}—
&

erforms surplus labor. The surplus labor
creates capital. Just as in the example of a farmer

(fap III &22-823), the piano builder can function

il

DOYn as a4 capivalist increasing his capital and as
wage laborer, in as much as ne will pay himself

0. wage based on the exchange value of his labor
bower, and tuen, as a capitalist, appropriate the
urplus value created by his surplus labor in order

to increase his capital. This new capital may be

crease his constant capital by buying more

tocla efe,,; 1 ‘ € used g8 variable cipital in
1PIRE another e lavorer, or it may be consumed
oy the builder o nis life style. In the
| 1svorical esitucstion, he is, &5 a capitalist, in

to keep up with the developing modes of nroduction
of pianos, he may find that his own labor no longer

contains surplus labor, i.e. that in his total worlkday

e 15 able to produce only ar

=

exchange value equi-

52
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valent to the value of his labor pow o At

point he will no longer be a produetive laborer, but

merely able to survive on his own labor.

In Das Kapital, Marx discusses another ex nple

of productive labor.
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Since it is ssible to choose an exanmple
outside the gyuere of material u_oductlon,

so a school teacher is a productive la borer,
if he not only works on children's heads, buu
{ woris himself down in order to enrich

b
e

()]

@]

ne employers. That the latter has invested
his capital in the school factory instead of
2 seaussge factory, does not ,haﬁﬁc the relation-
ship. concept of the proeductive laborer

encoripasses nov 11

(&)

3
(§]
=

; lationship between
1 effect, between laborer
‘oduct of labor, but also a specific,
orically dPVPWQUed DIOdUCtluH
1 ich stamps the laborer as a
direct means for bLhe selT-utilization of
capital (Kar )

e that the educational process, j.e. the labor

1

is expended in education, which clearly includes

a form of labor, but may

us labor. The capitalist wheo ovms the means of

vional nraductiocon an- ates the surnlus value

ced by the school teacher's surplus labor.

To be able to perforn productive labor, the

et ol that 1lebor nusg? e useiul ani exchanged

comnodiv’e The exchange value of the teacher's
activity, educating, must be lower than the

exchange value of the products produced, education.

el s Ve e e 1 A
ss of production t cne one vao 18

in this way may the teacher produce surplus value.

'his case the product is consumed during the

[

being educated.

she is useful in later production processes and

transfers the value incorporated in her/him, as a

.alized laborer, into another product.
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<& can see clearly todsy the trend towards

specialization in education which is simply an attempt

to produce the useful product as efficiently as possible,
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educational labor in over educating or

educating too broadly, since the use value of the

product is very specific due to the division of labor.

Transporting labor is another case of productive
labor discussed by HMarx. The labor of transporting
like other labors of communication, is labor although

it produces 1o new objective product or commodity.
L J !

The result - whether men or commodities
are transported - is their being in a changed
place, ... What, however, is sold by  the
transportation industry, is the change of
place itself. The produced useful effect is
inseparably bound to the transporting process,
i.e. the production process of the transportation
industry. People or commodities travel with
the means of transportation, and their travel,
their spacial movement, is just the production
process produced by it. The useful effect
1s only consumed during the process of
production; it does not exist separated from
this process as a useful thing, which functions
first after its production as a trade article,
as a circulating commodity. The exchange value
of this useful effect is, however, determined
as for any other commodity, by means of the
value of the elements of production (1abor
power and means of production) used in it plus
the surplus value, which the surplus labor of
the laborer in the transportation industzry
has created (Kap Il 60-61).

The labor power expended in transportation plays
an essential role in commodity production in two waySe

First, since the production process ends only with the

consumption of the product, the products must be



Second, transportation

functions within the production process itself in

3]

vransferring partially completed products to the plac
where they may be completed and in bringing living
'he means of production to the partially

e ik P -
products (Kap II 151).

‘ansporting labor is productive labor since it

wm

adds exchange value to the product and the value
added by the labor power of the transporter is
greater than the exchange value of the transporter's

labor power. The transporter

d

erforms surplus labor

for the capitalist.

The productive capital invested in this
((process s)), adds value to the trausported
pT OMchu, oth]" by means of the carrying over
of value in the means of tranunortaLlon,
by means of the value added by the

ting labor. This later addition

is separable, as in all capitalist
>ion, into the renlace ;

m vases
surplus value (¥ap I

=2

The criteria for deciding w
productive labor is that there is surolus labor
within that labor, which ecreates surplus value

appropriated by the capitalist.

Unproductive Yet Hecessary Labor

Marx sav an important distinction between
productive labor and unproductive yet necessary labor

in the production processes of capitalism. Productive



labor functions with industrial capital to produce

more capital. Unproductive yet necessary labor,

3

termed commercial labor, functions with commercial

capital but does not produce capital; it merely con-
The most basic labor in this area is the buying
and selling of products. The commodity changes to
and from its expression in exchange value, money.
The commercial capitalist buys commodities with

his capital and then sells these again. Since buying

F"
M
Q
ct
@
T
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and selling

5

-~

ts of intrigue and deception,
a fight between buyer and seller each trying to
deceive the other, this process may take awvhile,

although the value of the products is not increased

The change in condition ((from commodity to

money and noney to commodity)) costs time and

labor nower, but not in order to create value,

but in order to establish the change in value

from cne form into the other, whereby the

n both sides to apnropriate a greater

s nothing. This labor, made

e malicious intent on both sides,
ittle value as the labor, which

e in the court process, 1nﬂreaser

*hb V11h€ of the contested objects (Kap II
151-132).

attenpt
”HTUG

20 although buying and selling take time and
labor power this labor is not productive since it
creates no new exchange value, but merely changes the

condition of the product. For instance, the longer



the value of the product. In fact, we see it as a

1rmy
vica

te of tine.
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The real problem arises in the fact that
sales persons, commercial laborezs, live from their
work, that the price of a product is increased by the
sales person, i.e. he must sell the product for more

she buys it or else will not have anything

oy Ax optrienmsces =k Ay oy =
QX QLOCUSSEeSsS The eXxal I

o

a perspn who uses

his labor power to buy and sell 2 commodity (Kap II
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else. However necessary this labor is for the
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circulation nrocess, he does:
labor either = product nor exchange value, "His
ugsefulness consists much more in that a smaller amount
cf The labor power and the labor time of the society
i1z bound to This unproeductive function" (¥ap II 1
his is & necessary part of the complete production
process and so the more labor power which can be
spared in this function, the better. Sales people
cxist as a branch in the division of labor, since this
allows a more economical (labor saving) method of
accomplishing this necessary task. The money, exchange
value, which pays for this task comes from the

accumulated capital of the capitalist, who hires

this sales person; it is part of his circulation costs



ap II 135).7 1If

sales persons are wage laborers,

they will be paid wages according to the exchange

sales person worllts lo
) = e~ y = -
pa7 his wege, whienh i

produces but oy the v
longer laboring does

rather saves the capi

If, by

function w
ductive, b

I
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i £y o~ % -~ P b ~
at 112T3T aone ne
was given to anothe

major ‘'industry' ilse

division of labor has

1f, however, the

alue he saves capital, this
not produce surplus value but

value (Kap II 134).

vision of lqbor, a
or itself is unpro-
sary moment o
m being a
-1L>,1vc tas

£
SECC (.Ul‘”

l en rt_AL‘

.4.

~

O O
@ H,l u

function does not
n (f(lc vieved as
- 1 = = ry
10rm cnange: oI
3 o 8 n| b
ver and seller)
or

ye considered as & EKJ,’lj e ,

gselesa exnenditure of ener

'ree production time (Ilap II
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unproductive yet necessary forms of o0r, . Keeping

books is one. This labor consumes other products

of production, which as it grows stimulates this
nIroduetion and thefcby czuses an inerease in productive
oze- other diadustries - yetin itselfa%

is not productive laboi, since it does not zdd value

to the exchaage value of its product and so also
nroduces no surplus vlue. The develapment of booiz~

eening in ivs efficiency is still only savings for

The capitalist in terms of his necessary expenditures.
Mis is the case in sroduction of money or vhatever
serves as the social medium of exchang

ry. susgests 43 a general rule that ell eirculation
cosvs which zrz based upon the change in the condition
o' the comnodities do not add value to these commodities
(Zap IT 150). Thet is, the labor involved in th
circulation of commodities, either in their packaging,
storing, changing to money form, etc., do nol con-
stitute productive labor and add no value to the

product. This has caused sone problem in inter-

. = : O . .
pretation. Irenst HandellJ uses the criteria of

10. Erenst liandel, HMarxist Iconomic Sheorwy, trans.

Brizn Pearce, (ilew York: ionthly neview, 1968) I, 191-2

-
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is productive labvor Individuelly we are

forced into this exchange due to the lack of any

The latter is the result of the accumulation of surplus
value from the production process. Commercial capital
is taken from productive capital as capital necessary
for the completion and reproduction of productive

capital (Kan III 292, 3209). Capiteal which enters the

-

circulation process can not reproduce or increase
teelf since in this process no new value is created.

However, the circulation process may talte more or
less time. In taking more time it prevents this

capiltal from being used in the productive labor

process, and so by decreasing the time involved

- s May s8o0ner neroms rnrndimed farn
canlital & SOONEr Lecome NIroductive.

neither

GO We can see that commercial capital eannot directly

increase canital but may indirectly add in the faste

accunmulation of capital by industrial capital.
Commercial profit is the result of savings in

time and costs (e.z. wages and means of »p oduction)
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in relation to the capital advanced from productive

'y -

L‘he commercial capitalist must average the

same rate of proflit as i1s nossible with
3 1tal or else ne or ghe wrould invest

i 1in produciive productfion. The capitalist class must

is possible msince this is a necessary part of

ano plaver nroduces music which satisfies our sense

which satisfies our human need. However, it neither

produces capital nor is it necessary in the production

process as commercial labor was seen to be. This

form

163]

of 15 called service labor.

p o P N AT o I L PP v1 agmd 5
Personal services include cooking, cleaning,
seving, garden worx, ctc, a3 well as the vaproductive
~ ] oA T v e f‘“’" a1 o) ae Aot ore -l Py e mf"‘ S
CLLBS5C5 1n SOClevy such 838 dcctors, lawyers, 3tate

emnployees, etc. (Grund 372). These service laborers
the surplus value

1ich the capitalist has appropriated. In t!

=

is way

they share in part of the surplus value while the
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value by being
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services. It i
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able to exchange

importa

ati
=

appropriation

for

nt

exchange proce

r

oL

these

is between surplus capital and the service, labor,
performed. Vhat is being exchanged is not labor
power as such in its capacity to create value, but
labor power in this or that concrete activity

Labor power is consumed in its concrete aspect as
a particular use wvalue not in its abstract form as
exchange value producing (Grund %7%)

oo
L ]

dith the increase in the prod 1ivity of labor
5
in capitalism, there is an increase in the socizal
hwl—.ﬁ]wﬁ Y)I‘f‘d"”J_ ,,,1,1 SO ¥ l‘«l»-ﬂ noe ‘YI p(;-«\v'ﬂ 1,1‘ ™
SUuIrpLas g QAU C iNa S0 an LOLSEGe 1N SeIVice Labar.,

e

ve

which corresponds to the increase in needs.
Finally, the extremely increased productiv
power in the area of large industry, accom
panied, as it is, by intensive and extensi
mental c:'rﬂmzunon of the labor power in all

£

oL

larger

o
o

other sphe
continua ll"

to become

Pre

to reproduce
name of the

mwids, lackeys,
numbers (Kap I

the

0450

It should be noted
capitaelizaetion of servic
a point 1s reached where
become so widespread tha
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house slaves under uH
class', as servants,

in continually larger
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hav there may develop a
es. This is pnossible after
the needs for services ha-
t 1t becomes possible for
ased upon this need. That
and instruments not availab
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of the means of servicing
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al relation where the laborer in serving
is renaid less than the amount of his/her labor
produces and this surplus may be appropriated as
capital and profit may be realized.

Unproductive yet useful labor is distinguished
.

by neither producing capital nor being necessary for

the production process. It is lahor which produces

to the perscn who ex-
his use value is

consumed and not exchanged for other products.

Labor of the Capitali

w

A capitalist is the owner of the means of production,

T

hat is he/she possessed enough exchange value to

nave procured the means of production. The capitalist's
activity, at first, must be the exchanging of his
canpital for the necessary means of production as well

as the labor power necessary for the particular

4
f

vroduction process he/she will use to increase his

capital. ot onlwv i

the capitalis

0]

|

of buying, it is also one of knowing what to buy and
what production nrocess will increase his capital.
alist is only a personification of capital

(¥an I 247). The motive force which drives the

capitalist is the desire to incress

D

> his own capital
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s, instruments or labor

the production process

1vity is one of insuring
o

n process, the products,

invested in the proéduction

'Dlus value wWhniceh 1ncreases

alue comes only from the
. J2ne capitalist is driven

as much surplus labor

, 85 can be seen, is

not exchanged during this process for an exchange value

which would zllow him/her t

H

his/her means of subsistence.

0 exchange this value for

The capitalist can
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process for his means of
is to remain a capitalist. That is,
in an earlier stagce of the develcopment of
R s become productive laborer

"‘ecTLn‘

his
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produc
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ange value. he functions

case
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as

ot

ner productive laborer in that he performs

neceéssary and surplus labor., T difference is that
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e
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the value created in his surplus lzbor belonss
to himself az the capitalist instead of to ancther
S 18 the case with the wage laborer.
A certain advanced degree of capitalist production
is needed in order that the capitalist could
use the time during which he functions az a

re1*w>n31"ei
the
the

capital, for
control of
products of
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It is understood that canitalist who cannot
live from either the surpl value created or his
wn productive labor, if he works, will then have to
1se¢ scme of his capital snd in so doins end the

yroduction proce ital than in the

beginning.
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xchange for his means of subsistence,

also include enough above this to

mis e Sy e T R SR L. B ! e At
'he capitalist as the personified form of capital

lives under the drive of capital to increase itself.
A successful capitalist must increase his capital.
With the increased concentration of the means

1 1 ~y

of production in the hands of %Il

e their labor power.

With the development of the productivity of labor,

especially in the area of the means of subsistence,
tne difference between e exchange value of labor

surplus value in the production process greatl
increases which allows those successful capitalists
not only to greatly increase their capital, but also

to incredase the amount of this surnluz value v

can be said to live off the labor of others, their

surplus labor.

or communal labor on a

more or less a direction,

he harmony of the individual

accomplishes 1“0 general functior
the moven of the productive

differentis from the rove-

=

1dividuzl orgs o g function
sunervision, zulation
function of C{ tel, as soon as
yordinete to i: becomes cooperative.

function of capital, the function
eceives specif churgcteristics
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Chapter 5: Revolutionary Praxis

he result of ilarx's philosophy is the aim to
change the world (TF 11). The way to change the world
is through revolutionary praxis. The category of
praxis provides the backdrop for revolutionary praxis.
Revolutionary praxis, revolutionary activity and
practical-critical activity are synonymous (TF 1, 3).
An understanding of the category of praxis reveals
the possibility of revolutionary praxis in the

capitalist epoch aimed towards the establishment of

the communist c£oclety. Concrete human activity,
praxis, 18 seen to be potentially free, conscious
activity. It is free from a determination b¥ nature
2nd 1s zn coject of our wills. Human history is the

history of the dialectical development of human
activity. slthough historically determined in

reneral outline by the mode of production of society,
this itself is determined by the development of the
productivity of labor. The productivity of labor

is the result of the interaction of theory and
practice in the unity of human activity. The develop-

ment of the productivity of labor is the development

of praxis.
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conscious plan of action. Its first taslk is the

1 development of the consciousness of the proletariat
concerning the possibility of liberation. At first
this is consciousness of the alienated form of labor

and human life, its economical and historical pro-




1

zression, and the factors condition this.

This

b

is the function of revolutionary, as opposed to

o

erceiving (Anschauung), vhilosophy (TF 1). It is

the beginning of practical-critical activity, the
philosophic foundation of which Marx established in

the synthesis of materialism, idealism, and political
economy. [Marx writes in 1844 in the introduction

10 his critique of Hegel's philosophy of law, that

the purpose philosophy,; which is founded ‘in the service
of history, Is to expose the alienation of humang in
the real world after having shown the falsity of a
heavenly world.2 This analysis of the alienation

¢l the practical, material world results in the

in this world (ZF 8). It discovers the proletarian
clasg as the material basis, the zctual force, for

the liberation of humanity. The proletarian liberation
1s, however, itself based in the understanding of

A o

che real process of historical development. Revo-

lutionary philosophy and proletarian action must be

united in the liberation struggle.”

1. IHarx indicates the importance of this understanding
in the beginning of: Karl Marx, Lohnarbeit und

Iapital, in Marx-Lngels Ausgewshlte Schriften, Band IT,
Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1952), p. 70.

E

no

. FKarl Marx, Zur Kritik der Hegelschen Rechts-
philoscphie, in Marx-Engels Werke, Band I (Berlin:
Dietz Verlag, 1958), p. 379.
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development of his philosophy and the application of

the actual world. It is the unity

0l taneory and jractice in liberating labor or revo-
lutionary praxis. By means of his eritical examination

f German philosophy, French naterialism, and British
and French pnolitical economy, laryx established his

revolutionary philosophy. Friedrich Engels arrived
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position of understanding through his
analysis of the working class in England. They

Jjoined forces in 1845, in order to develon and
J S | i

expand taeir revolutionary thinking and detivity.,
hmeir Joint effort, The German Ideoclomy, was not

only a critique of previous German philosovhy, but
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larified their own under-
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anding of the basis for revolutionary praxis

An essential function of liberating labor is the
development of the conscious awareness of the objective
situation and its possibilities for revolutionary

activity. This process of self-conscious development

0

reveals within its analysis the need for the necessary
conscious development of the revolutionary force,

which will, by acting from this conscious understanding
of its role in human development, change the world.

larx and Engels recognized this necessary aspect and



expressed it in their most important revolutionary

work: [The Manifesto of the Communist Party. The

manifesto is a succinct exposition of the basic
idees developed by Merx and Engels whieh will form
the self-conscious basis for the revolutionary

proletariat

praxis, is that all previous history has been the
history of class struggle (Man 26). In the capitalist
epoch the struggle is between the capitalist and the
proletariat classes. The proletariat, when united

in the conscious effort to overcome the alienation

e

they suffer, will destroy the class difference by

1
n

averc .11P T

1e power of the capitalists, and thereby
liberate themselves and humanity. To do this, however,
v that the proletariat become conscious
of their historical role and the means by which this
nay be effected. The task of liberating labor in

this stage is to aid the self-education of the
o

3

proletariat, to raise their consciousness of their

3}

situation so that they themselves become self-conscious
of the purpose of their revolutionary struggle.

In this process of the development of the
proletariat, other members of society will join in
this struggle, having themselves realized the aims
and means of the liberation of humanity (Man 35).

Revolutionary praxis although based in the
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individual or rather the united individuals, is also

bpased in a particular socio-historica

,_l

epoch
Revolutionary praxis is only possible under certain
historical conditions. These conditions have been
developed by the capitalist mode of production. The
bourgeosie have produced their own destruction

(Man 32). This is consistent with the diaslectical
progression of human history. In the contradiection
between the new modes of production established by

capitalism and the outmoded soci

o

L)

al relations of
distribution or ownership, the possibility of revolu-
tionary oraxis becomes actual (Kap III 890-891;

=20 *;‘) .

nust be & revolutionary class ich is a&lienated
o~ .~ by - o ey o ~ £ o ~ -~ ¥ -~ —
ironl 1Ts possinle form of life realizeble only through

a revolution of society. The possible form of 1lirfe

is that life allowable by means of the productive

The capitalist class produces both of these conditions
for the proletariat revolution. It produces the

|

pr

@)

letariat class, as an alienated class, a2 class
robbed of its surplus labor. A class which can survive
only by increasing the power of the capitalist class
(Man 32). HNot only does the capitalist class produce

the proletariat but also it produces the unity of

the proletariat. It breaks down all previous barriers
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tariat in forcing then to struggle agzinst

mh A

its own power (Man 34). The complete alienation and

subjection of the proletariat by the capita

lis

ct
w

(4))

produces the proletariat as the revolutionary class
canable of freeing humanity, since the proletariat

themselves have no special privileges or interests

in society which they could preserve after the

revolution and use as a means of subjecting others

(r;r, 2?)
lan 58) .

In the place of the old bourgeoisie society
with its classes and class LOﬂtl“ﬂlcfwonu,
cones the C%SQCiun(Ua in which the free
development of each is the c¢ondition for the
free development of all (ilan 45).

In the capitalist mode of production, the
productive powers of labor are greatly increased.
This is due to the drive of capital to discover
better means of production allowing for an increase
pital cccumulation. That is, the capitalist
to discover, or have discovered for him,
a new means of production - more productive - will
be able to have his workers work at a level of
ty well above average and so be able to
accumulate more surplus value, until the other
alists in this area adopt his methods. And
50, the drive to discover new methods of production

ie inherent within the capitalist system.
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produce &ll the needs of society. This is essential

for the revolution since it provides the basis

H

a classless society where no one class must
exploit another in order to satisfy its needs, so0
thie revolution does not result in just making want
peneral (GI 56). This allows for the eventual
completion of the proletarian revolution when it may
be said: "Each according to his ability, to each

according to his needs!" (E-CP 17).

This development Marx saw beginning with the

introduction of nmachines llachines allowed the
freeing of much human labor, human energies, which

development of the individual's

ental and physical life (Grund 503). With the
increased use of machi nery labor itself becomes an

activity of watching and regulating the machine
(Grund 592). Labor time eventually ceases to be
the measure of value since the machines have taken
over the production role of use values (Grund 593).

This development begins in ca list production.

0]

.
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o
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It is the contradiction of the mode of production
with the economic relationships of wage labor and

capital. However, it is itself not the end of



of exploitation, only

Only the proletarian revolution, the seizure of
the means of production and their control by the
associated workers, allows for the appropriation of

the use v

{0

lues created by the machines for humanity.
The proletarian revolution is an historical

process which begins with the appropriation of the
means of production by the working class. This is
done by seizing the power in the state. It continues
by developing the productive abilities of society.
The reduction of the socially necessary lazbor time
involved in the production of its needs leads to a
growving time available to the individual to realize

themselves (Grund &89).

o
O

Revolutionary praxis is human activity aimed at
the transformation of society into the truly human
society, the communist society. Individuals who
have begun to understand this transition, and under-
stand it better during

the struggle, come to see

revolutionary praxis as a task they perform for the

[N

betterment o

4]

human life. It becomes for them a
moral obligation, the morality of which is the

improvenent of humanity.



The project of this thesis was to discover the

-

category of praxis within Marx's philosophy. Th
was accomplished by means of an analysis of the category,
its definition and subdivisions, as supported by
Marx's writings. To conclude let me recapitulate
some points and suggest some considerations.
The first chapter was necessarily brief since
the demonstration of lMarx's central category would
''''' e extended beyond the bounds of this work. Our

purvose was to explore the category of praxis.

However, it was sufficiently noted that the category

we o e 13 Y o it Y PRI |

was the result of Harxz's studies. The concept of

St e BaeY A Mo # e e s e R e e T e B A o T
preaxls was seen TO be the basis of Harx's philosopaic
ot pata AT redandt T2 o o AamA YRR 4 e Tt 9 a
syntzesis o neterialisn and 1deslism, Zeality is

the matericl world. But the materialist concention
of this world was faulty in seeing the human mere

as a machine, i.e. like any other naturzl entity
acting and reacting to the rest of nature in accordance
with natural laws of matter. The role of humans and
humanity's effect on the material world could not be

explained, for Marx, by the materialistic philosophy.

Humans were something special in the natural world.



'or Mar: this special role of humans,

side, was discovered by Hegel but only in its abstract,
ideal form, i.e. its non-material form separated from
concrete reality.

The category of praxis unites the material world
with the active side of human activity. It provides

he baszgis for llarx's Veltanschazuune. Humans exist only

within nature; they are a part of nature; however,
ey are different, " Their course of actions and
development are not determined by nature. They are

a4lso not

@)

ompletely indetermined; they are not free
in an existential sense. The development of humanity

1

ecrmined for MHarz in as much as there

L

is a dialectical, teleological progression. T

e basis

=
i

eCONoORY . [he development of the modes of production

is the catalytic force of human history. This

means of its development the cause for social change.
The indeterminacy of praxis lies in this realm;

however, much work is still needed to clarify this

point. To what extent is the develonment of new

modes of production determined? ‘that '‘are the horizons

of a

~

1 individual's genius? How do we develop new
ways of thinking and acting?
I'or us, today, the basic position of the category

of praxis is not foreign. In our everyday existence



we accept both the material reality and a sense of

human freedom of action. HNature, excluding man, is
thought to function according to natural laws. There

is a harmony to nature. Humans, while within nature
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we do seems to us important. e are not part of a

harmon; and do not see ourselves living in harmony
with nature. In fact, some of us are quite worried

about the effects our actions have on'nature, - VWe

also feel we have the possibility to control our
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) change the world. This conception of reality
z1lows for such a possibilit. The problem again 1s
F iiscover the correct basis for this action. The
exploraticn of the category of praxis is a beginning.
I suggest this is what HMarx was trying to do in his

work. For Marx, primarily an economic analysis of

)

1

history and social structures would provide the basi:
Cors 1 so 1 structures would provide the basis

Tor &an ang.vers.

In t

o)

e second chapter, praxis or sensuous

human activity is distinguished from animal activity.
istinction is shown to be made by IMHarx in both
11s earlier and later works. It suggests the per-
vasiveness of the category of praxis in Marx's work

as the unity of his work. The esgential characteristic

of praxis is rationality. Rationality not in-itself,



put the rational aspect of praxis is the distinguishing

character. This point

0

to the unity of thought and
action (theory and practice) in praxis. This is

the human species characteristic. This unity forms
the basis for discovering Marx's theory of knowledge,

which I do not attempt to discuss here. The hermeneutic

s

analysis of the problems in a theory of knowledge
would be relevant to such a discussion which was based
on the category of praxis.  The species-character of
humansg is shown to be founded in the distinction of
praxis, as well as the connection of praxis with
nature. The development of praxis in history is
briefly mentioned, although an extensive analysis of
this is needed to understand Marx's conception of
human hiatory.

In the third chapter the category of praxis is
divided into the three sub-categories of labor,
consumption and useless human activity. Although
I might be zccused of forcing Marx into distinctions
neither exnlicit nor implicit in his work, I attempt
to demonstrate that these are implicit in or congruous
with HMarx's ideas. The importance of the distinctions
is not Jjust systematic. These are distinguished in
terms of use value - labor produces them, consumption
uses them, and useless human activity is the expendi-
ture of human energies which result in neither production

nor consumption of them. These are meant to exhaust



the possibilities of praxis. It is a stimulus to

further thought and not meant to be dogmatic. What

else do we do?

=

sabor is most clearly defined by Marx as the
oroduction of use values, I[larx speaks of labor

(Eap I 198) as the eternal, natural condition for
human life, the universal condition for the meta-

morphosis of matter (3Stoffwechsel) between man and

nature. Marx asks, "What is life, except activity
(labor)™ (0-P S 5f). Because of these and other
discussions of labor, I develop this sub-cabegorization.
To this end I argue that thinking is a form.of

labor. Thinking is unified in praxis. They are

3

arable. This is further

-

distinguishable vet not se

'

supported by HMarx's own discussion of the historical
development of the division of labor. Here thinking
is clearly a form of labor. The separation of
thought from lsbor has led to many problems. Labor
is then conceived as without thought and thought
wi*hout action. The balance of thought and activity
in their unity in praxis may be, in an historical
situation, greatly disturbed, however, they are not

ompletely disunited.

The major difficulty and important interest in

this connection is the discovery of the true use values

1. DRatigkeit, in this quote, means primarily labor.
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praxis. Society was founded on the economic structure.
To realize the possibility of self-determination
within prexis, the economic structure aust be

understood. It provides the parameters of posgible

action (not forgetting the parameters of nature).

The demonstration of the validity of this economic
analysis was esgssentizl for Marx's praxis.
The "questions concerning the ‘validity of +this
nalysis, its possible nositive reinterpretations, and

the nroblems of
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our discussion. What could be ralsed as & germane
question would be whether the category of praxis

provides or could pnrovide a foundation for a correct
economic znalysis.

In the fifth chapter the concept of revolutionary

praxis is discussed as the result of the category of
raxis. Inherent in the category is the recognition
of the power of praxis to change the world in which

we live., The need to change the world is contained
within the alien condition of praxis in our time and
the continued development of vraxis. 7The chapter

discusses Marx's position on revolutionary praxis.

It is a summary of an area of great importance.

=
Lan

the category of praxis provides an understanding

of reality, the discussion of what forms of praxis,



1mprove humanity - th

-

1s the goal - is vitally important. Such a discussion
would involve an understanding of the present conditions
verrns of przxis. The moral obligation explicit

nie the world, is mentioned only as

a stimulus for further analysis, i.e. the development

of the value structure of larx and our own — an

an form the basis for the answers

a project in Sartre's sense.
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