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Problems of Production and National Wealth 
in Henryk Kamiei'iski’s Economic Theory

Problem y produkcji i bogactwa narodowego w  teorii ekonomicznej 
Henryka Kam ieńskiego

Проблемы производства и национального богатства в экономической теории
Хенрика Каменьского

Am ong the  m ost d istinguished rep resen ta tives of P olish  socio-econo- 
m ic though t of the  n in e teen th  cen tu ry  the m ost p rom inen t figure w as 
undoubted ly  th a t of H enryk  K am ieński (1813— 1866), au th o r of a tw o- 
-volum e w ork  The Philosophy of Material Econom y ■ of H um an Society ,  
published  anonym ously  in P oznań  in 1843 and 1845. R eferring  to H egel’s 
idealistic philosophy on the one hand  and, on th e  other, to the  concep
tions of W est European utopian  socialism in E ngland and F rance, he 
aim ed at construc ting  a general, syn thetic  philosophical system  w hich 
he called a philosophy of m ateria l economy. The com bination of philo
sophy and m ateria l econom y,1 th a t is, a science dealing w ith  the pheno
m ena tak ing  place in the economic process, was to enable him  to disco-

1 In K am ieński’s approach the concept of economics as a science corresponds 
to a certain general body of knowledge about society. He divides it into moral, 
m aterial, and political economies. In K am ienski’s system  of social sciences moral 
econom y is a kind of science about social ideologies, w hile political economy  
corresponds in its scope to the theory of social developm ent. The nam e of m aterial 
econom y is given by K am ieński to this field of science which w as traditionally  
called political economy. See H. K a m i e ń s k i :  Filozofia ekonomii materialnej
ludzkiego społeczeństwa z dodaniem mniejszych pism filozoficznych (The Philosophy  
of Material Economy of Human Society w ith  an Addition of Minor Philosophical 
Writings).  W arszawa 1959, pp. 5 and 40—41. One should em phasize the fact that K a
m ieński’? term inology has not become accepted in Polish literature,
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v er th e  essen tial p rincip le  of the  m echanism  of socio-econom ic develop
m en t and  create  a basis to perceive society as a su p ra -ind iv idua l whole, 
th e  dynam ics of its developm ent, s tru c tu re , and form s of in te rh u m an  re 
lations.

A nalyzing th e  ph ilosophy of econom y in the f irs t  p a rt of his w ork  
K am ieński had to get en tang led  in qu ite  a detailed  charac terization  
of economic categories. The analysis covers the categories of bo th  capi
ta lis t econom y and  those of th e  m odel system  of social justice  based on 
sm all p ro p e rty  w hich  he constructed . The categories of the  socially ju s t 
system  w ere m ere ly  a m odified reflec tion  of th e  analysis of the  actual 
cap ita lis t system . T he charac te ris tic s  concern the problem s of production 
and na tio n al w ea lth  as w ell as the  d istrib u tio n  of th e  goods produced.

A ccording to K am ieński, th e  p ro p er ob ject of th e  science of econo
m ics concerns th e  m a te ria l functions of th e  society, i.e. p roduction  and 
exchange. These a re  social functions because economic processes m ay 
tak e  place only w ith in  ‘the  society; a t the  sam e tim e K am ieński calls 
th em  m ate ria l func tions since the aim s th ey  are  to serve concern th e  
m ate ria l existence of the  society. C onstitu ting  ” (...) a m u tu a l exchange 
of services betw een  people” , p roduction  and exchange are  bound to each 
o th er by  the  ties of dependences w hich  are  of th e  cause-and-effect cha
ra c te r  and  thus th ey  co n stitu te  an econom ic foundation  fo r the  existence 
of the  society as a socio-productive o rganism .2

As an econom ist K am ieńsk i is in te re sted  in th e  problem s of p roduc
tion, d istribu tion  and  exchange but, approaching  th e  category  of exchan
ge ah isto rica lly , he iden tifies it w ith  d istribu tion . The object of political 
econom y w as s im ilarly  perceived  by A dam  S m ith  and som ew hat d iffe
re n tly  by J. B. Say, since th e  la tte r  div ided economics in to  th ree  parts, 
nam ely , the th eo ry  of production, th eo ry  of d istribu tion , and th eo ry  
of consum ption.

A p art from  tak in g  over som e elem ents from  S ay ’s term ino logy  of eco
nom ic phenom ena, K am ieńsk i’s conception of th e  science of economics 
is essen tially  d iffe ren t. C o n tra ry  to Say, K am ieńsk i is no t so m uch  in 
te re s ted  in the  problem s of eq u ilib rium  as in those of economic develop
m en t. F o r th a t reason  he tre a ts  th e  econom ic processes of production 
and  exchange as processes tak in g  place w ith in  determ ined  social condi
tions w hose basis is to be found  in th e  changing form s of the ow ner
sh ip  of th e  p roduction  m eans.3

2 K a m i e ń s k i :  op. cit., pp. 163 and 173— 174.
3 Z. S z y m a ń s k i :  P rzedm io t  i rola ekonomii poli tycznej w  sys tem ie  nauk

w  ujęciu Henryka Kam ieńskiego  i Józefa Supińskiego (The Subject and Role of Po
litical Economy in the S ys tem  of Sciences according to H enryk  K am ień sk i and 
Józef Supiński), Ainn. Univ. M ariae C urie-Skłodow ska, seetio  H, Lublin 1979/1980, 
p. 2:19,
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1. SOURCES AND FACTORS OF INCREASING WEALTH

A nalogically  to S m ith ’s conception in A n  Inqu iry  into the Nature and 
Causes of the W ealth  of Nations, K am ieński regards w ork  as the  only 
facto r producing w ealth . In volum e II of The Philosophy of Material 
Econom y  he states: ’’H um an w ork creates w ealth  w hich cannot resu lt 
from  any th ing  else” ; and hence ’’The p roperty  or com m on w ealth  of all 
hum an  kind is every th ing  cap tured  from  the su rround ing  m atte r, tu rn ed  
to use and tran sfo rm ed ”.4

S im ilarly  to Say and Sism ondi K am ieński does not include free  goods 
(sun, air) into the  w ealth  of a nation , though he is aw are of th e  fact 
th a t  th ey  are necessary  fo r m an ’s existence by serv ing  defin ite  hum an 
needs. The consum ption of free goods, how ever, does not requ ire  a prio r 
ex p en d itu re  of hum an  labour and there fo re  th ey  cannot be regarded  as 
an object of d istribu tion  and exchange. For these reasons free goods do 
no t en te r  the field of in te re st of social sciences, hav ing  no re levance to, 
o r influence on, the n a tu re  of social re la tions.5

A ccording to  K am ieński the category  of na tional w ealth  focuses in 
itself all hum an  needs w hich  it is to serve. A nd since th e  scope of h u 
m an needs changes along w ith  the developm ent of the society, th e  ca te
gory  of w ealth  acquires fea tu res  of a h istorical category, involving the 
need of fu r th e r  specialization and division of labour, the  necessity  of 
creating  new  professions and branches of production. These grow ing and 
varied  hum an needs req u ire  not only  changes in the  size and proportions 
of production, w hich is re flected  in the  m agnitude and m ateria l s tru c tu 
re  of th e  w ealth  of a given country , b u t also fa r  reaching  tran sfo rm a
tions of social re la tions.6

A t th is po in t th e re  arises a question  w h e th e r every  w ork  is p roduc
tive and  con tribu ting  to national w ealth . As is w ell know n, the problem  
was d ea lt w ith  qu ite  ex tensive ly  by  A dam  S m ith  and Jean -B ap tiste  Say. 
In com parison to Sm ith , S ay  w idens the  concept of p roductive work. 
T rea ting  the production process as a process of creation and expansion

4 K a m i e ń s k i :  op. cit., p. 193. Contrary to Ricard, K am ieński doeis not 
distinguish the concepts of value and magnitude (in its quantitative aspect) of social 
w ealth. He is interested only in the m aterial magnitude and structure of w ealth. 
The structure changes under the influence of foreign trade, so that the produced 
w ealth  differs in respect to m aterial structure from the w ealth intended for distri
bution; it is the latter that he calls national wealth. Ibid., pp. 298—299.

5 Ibid., pp. 193—'194.
6 Ibid., pp. 195—'196. This thesis results logically from Henryk K am iehski’s 

theory of socio-econom ic developm ent in w hich m aterialistic elem ents predominate.
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of u tility , S ay  considers as p roductive each w ork  generating  and increa
sing u tility .7

In  the  field  of the  c r ite ria  of the  p ro d u c tiv ity  of w ork  K am iehsk i’s 
a ttitu d e  is no t c learly  specified. R efe rring  to S ay ’s conception he w rites 
th a t ’’w ork m eans services provided  to the  society to fu lfil its needs” 
so th a t  ” (...) all ac ts th a t  b ea r th a t q u a lity  should  be included  in the 
realm  of lab o u r.” Yet, if the  F ren ch  econom ist identifies labour p ro 
ductiv ity  w ith  its u tili ty  fo r the society, K am ieński in troduces here  some 
m odifications. Socially  usefu l labour ”(...) is no t here  lim ited  to the  very  
w restlin g  w ith  m a tte r” , and  th u s need  no t be p roductive w ork. ”An 
artis t, a scholar and  anybody  devoting his tim e to cu ltivate  the sp ir it” — 
we read  in The Philosophy of Material E conom y  — ’’tru ly  w orks. And 
the scale against w hich its w o rth  can be m easu red  is the  im portance of 
the services thus ren d ered  to the socie ty” .8

T herefore, according to K am ieński non-p roductive  labour is also so
cially  useful as long as it fu lfils  the  sp iritu a l needs of m an. On the o ther 
hand, as his s ta tem en ts  quoted  above indicate th e  production  sphere in 
cludes those dom ains of peop le’s creative  activ ities w hich are connected 
w ith  th e ir  effect on n a tu re  and w ith  the  production  of m ate ria l m eans 
satisfy ing  h um an  needs. P roposing  sta tem en ts  of th is k ind  K am ieński 
was w ell in advance of th e  econom ic th o u g h t of his tim es. At this point 
his ideas coincide w ith  those of M arx con tained  in volum e I of The  
Capital .9

It  is perhaps ch a rac te ris tic  th a t  K am ieński also includes education 
in the  dom ain of production . This concept he probab ly  took over from  
S m ith  who had  c learly  perceived  th a t ex p en d itu res on education are 
p roductive from  the  point of view of the  coun try , w hile th e  professional 
know ledge and skills of the  citizens co n stitu te  a p a r t of the  w ea lth  of the  
society .10 The sam e ideas are  found  in H enryk  K am iehsk i’s principal 
w ork, The Philosophy of Material Economy.  The pow er of m an (i.e. 
p roductive forces —  Z. Sz.) — K am ieński w rites  —  ”is in d irec t p ro p o r

7 J. B. S a y :  T rak ta t o ekonomii poli tycznej,  czyli pros ty  w y k ła d  sposobu, 
w  jaki się tworzą, rozdzielają i spożyw ają  bogactwa (Traité d ’économie politique),  
W arszawa I960, pp. 184— 188.

8 K a m i e ń s k i :  op. cit., pp. 181— 183.
9 K. M a r x :  K a p ita ł  (Das Kapitał),  vol. I, W arszawa 1951, p. 188. M arx w rites 

there: ’’Work is first of a ll a procefes taking place betw een man and nature, a pro
cess in  which, through his activity, m an realizes, regulates, and controls the 
exchange of m atter w ith  nature. He juxtaposes him self to nature as a natural 
force.”

10 A. S m i t h :  Badania nad naturą i p rzyczyn am i bogactwa narodów (An In
quiry into the Nature and Causes of the Wealth of Nations).  W arszawa 1954, vol. I, 
pp, 347—348,
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tion to his sp iritu a l education” and  ”(...) the stoutness of w ork, effec ti
veness of m u tu al services betw een  people, depends d irec tly  on i t” .11

A dam  S m ith  saw the greatness of the co u n try ’s w ealth  as dependen t 
on tw o m ain factors, the num ber of the em ployed in productive fields 
of econom y and the efficiency of labour. Of these two factors, he placed 
on th e  firs t place the efficiency of w ork w hich — in his opinion — de
term in ed  the degree of labour division am ong producers.

In  com parison to Sm ith, K am ieński deepens and enriches th is tra in  
of th ough t w ith  several new  elem ents. F irs t of all, the  au th o r of The  
Philosophy of Material Econom y  indicates dependences w hich obtain 
betw een  the  n u m b er of the  em ployed and the  efficiency of w ork, on the  
one. hand , and on the  o th er — the charac ter of the social system . He 
also pays a tten tio n  to the fact that, ’’bringing services to the w hole com
p an y ”, w ork is a d u ty  of every  m an, w ithou t exceptions, who p artic i
pates in the' d istribu tion  of the m ateria l goods produced. N evertheless, 
the society should ensure the  possibility  of perform ing  th is  du ty  by appro 
p ria te  rem u n era tio n  for w ork  perform ed and it should g u aran tee  the 
r ig h t to w ork for all people.12

The conditions w hich w ould ensure a successful increase in th e  effi
ciency of production  and app ropria te  increase in em ploym ent do no t 
ex ist in social system s based on the exploitation  of m an by  m an. Because 
of th e  u n ju s t principles of the d istribu tion  of produced w ealth  in a n ta 
gonistic system s the  priv ileged classes are from  the d u ty  to w ork  w hich 
au tom atically  decreases the  n u m b er of the em ployed; in  case of ’’in d i
re c t” com pulsion, i.e. in the cap ita list m an n er of production, th e  w or
king  classes are  not g u aran teed  the  righ t to work. How ever, the  system  
of social justice creates new  possibilities, so fa r  unknow n, to increase the  
w ea lth  of the country . In  th is system  w ork  becomes the  only m eans of 
acqu iring  defin ite  goods as one’s own p ro p erty  and a t the  sam e tim e 
strong  incentives to increase the efficiency of w ork  are set in operation. 
The increase in the efficiency of w ork, according to K am ieński, w ill 
occur th an k s to factors w hich w ill change m an ’s a ttitu d e  tow ard  the 
lab o u r perform ed. A part from  th e  personal in te re st of the producer 
th e re  w ill appear a m otive in the fo rm  of the v ery  will to w ork, m aking 
th a t w ork  an  a ttra c tiv e  ac tiv ity  and an aim  in itself.

In  K am iehsk i’s theo ry  th e re  are thus tw o types of m otives for u n d e r
tak ing  work, personal in te re st and incentives of a  h igher n a tu re  —  ’’the  
w ork  of vocation”. The w ork  of ’’vocation”, resu lting  from  sp iritu a l im 
pulses, from  th e  ’’in stinc t to w o rk ” as it was described by M arx and

11 K a m i e ń s k i :  op. cit., p. 290,
12 Ibid., pp. 178—179.
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utop ian  socialists, contains in itse lf a rew ard  and in the  h ie ra rch y  of 
values it stands above w ork  w hose m otive is th e  w o rk e r’s own in te 
re s t.13 K am ieński th in k s th a t in fu r th e r  perspective the w ork  of ’’voca
tio n ” w ill lead to a fo rm ation  of q u alita tiv e ly  new  and m ore hum ane 
in te rh u m an  re la tions.

T aking into consideration  both  social and economic aspects K am ieński 
ev a lu a tes  the w ork  from  sp iritu a l im pulses m ore h igh ly  th an  th a t u n d e r
tak en  w ith  in ten t of m ate ria l profits. The la tte r  is never likely  to bring  
such re su lts  w hich  are  achieved by th e  w ork  w hich  is an aim  in itself. 
Hence, the  s tro n g er the  vocation affects th e  labour perform ed, the  g rea
te r  the  increase in  th e  efficiency of w ork  and the  m ore successfully  m an 
conquers n a tu re  aro u n d  h im .14

Thus, the efficiency of w ork  its ’’s tou tness” ,  ̂a K am ieński calls it, 
depends on the  ch a rac te r of social re la tions. A ccording to K am ieński this 
dependence is also revealed  in  the w hole h isto ry  of hum an  society. He 
w rites: ”(...) The progress of w ork  can be achieved by no o th er m eans 
th an  by the perfec tion  of social re la tio n s .” The shaping  of m ore ju st 
social re la tions or th e  passage from  a low er socio-econom ic fo rm ation  to 
a h ig h e r one no t only  creates stim u li fo r increase in the  efficiency of 
w ork  b u t it also deepens the  division of labour w ith in  the society. In this 
dom ain progress is a re flection  of positive changes tak ing  place in social 
re la tio n s.15

The social ch a rac te r of p roduction  also ind icates the necessity  of 
specialization  or division in to  special jobs. S till, th is division has its 
lim its. On the low er stages of the  developm ent of hum an  society, at 
a re la tiv e ly  low  level of th e  developm ent of production  forces, it  is in 
conceivable to im agine the  ex istence of specialized professions and do

13 Ibid., pp. 183—184. The principle of attractiveness of work w as made a basis 
of the organization of production in a future system  by the French utopian socia
list, Charles Fourier. C f. W. P. W o ł g i n: Poprzednicy naukowego socjalizmu  
(The Predecessors of Scientif ic  Socialism).  W arszawa 1958, p. 257.

14 K a m i e ń s k i :  op. cit,, pp. 186—187. In the light of the statem ents quoted 
above one cannot agree w ith  the opinion of St. F ilipow icz expressed in his intro
duction to a selection  of H. K am ieński’s w irtings, nam ely, that ’’K am ieński appears 
to be a thinker objecting against utopian tendencies w hich so strongly stood out 
in his contem porary tim es.” Obviously, the m odel of social justice proposed by him  
and based on sm all property, in consequence of the polarizing operation of the law  
of value, w ould lead to the form ation of capitalist relations of production; never
theless, one should think that the analysis of the contents of The Philosophy of 
Material Economy  does not justify  a thesis that K am ieński expressed ’’...approval 
of the bourgeois system .” Comp. St. F i l i p o w i c z :  Introduction to H enryk  K a 
mieński. Postęp  to życie.  Wybór pism. (Progreisis is  Life, A Selection  of W ritings), 
W arszawa 11980, pp. X X X I—« X X III .

15 H. K a m i e ń s k i :  op. cit., pp. 180 and 190—192.
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m ains of production. A long w ith  the  g row th  of the size of production 
and developm en t.o f goods-exchange relations, th e re  occurs fu r th e r  d iv i
sion of labour, the appearance of new  professions, and, in consequence, 
a fu r th e r  rise in the efficiency of w ork. The progress of w ork m akes 
m an ’s labour ligh ter, a t th e  sam e tim e providing people w ith  fu lle r 
satisfaction of th e ir needs.16

In  com parison to Sm ith, K am ieński, w riting  several decades later, 
did n o t a ttach  such a g rea t im portance to the division of labour as 
a fac to r determ in ing  its efficiency. A t the  sam e tim e he recognized the  
sign ifican t causes of the  increase in the  production  forces of labour b e t
te r  th an  the  au th o r of The W ealth  of Nations. Sm ith  sta tes th a t the  
degree of the division of labour m ust alw ays be lim ited  by the scope of 
exchange or th e  capacity  of the m arket. S im ultaneously  recognizing in 
the division of labour a d irec t cause of the  increase of the  efficiency of 
w ork, he also separates th is problem  from  the w hole system  of socio- 
-econom ic re la tions trea ted  ah isto rica lly .17

C on trary  to A dam  Sm ith , H enryk  K am ieński looks fo r the orig inal 
sources of th e  increase of the  production  force of labour in the dialectics 
of th e  in terconnections betw een the developm ental level of production 
forces and th e  charac te r of social relations. F rom  these theo re tical 
assum ptions he draw s defin ite , p ractical postulates. In his artic le  A  C om 
parative S tu d y  in Pauperism,  published in 1843 in ’’P rzegląd N aukow y” 
(’’Science R eview ”), he w ro te about the  low efficiency of labour in Polish  
ag ricu ltu re  and  ind icated  th a t the m ain  cause of th a t s ta te  of affa irs  
was to be found  in the  o ld-fashioned serfdom -m anorial relations, still 
ex isting  in Poland. T hey h arm fu lly  affected  not only the revenues ob
ta ined  by the g en try  b u t also the liv ing conditions of the peasant popu
lation; hence, th e  general im poverishm ent and the  low s ta te  of educa
tion am ong peasan ts in Poland. G eneral pauperism  in low social s tra ta , 
p a r tic u la rly  acu te  in th e  case of the  w orking  classes also occurred  in 
industria lized  countries of W estern  Europe, in England and F rance. 
H ow ever, if ”(...) foreign poverty  is a grave disease of the  w hole social 
system  and cannot be cured  w ithou t h ighly  com plicated m easures (...)”> 
the  p overty  of the  Polish  peasant, as a consequence of the feudal exploi
ta tion  and  lack of in te re st in the effects of labour, could easily be eli
m inated  by en franch isem en t.18

U ndoubtedly , K am ieński overestim ates the role of peasan t en fran 
chisem ent as a fac to r w hich  could dynam ically  effect an increase in the

16 Ibid., pp. 190— 192.
17 S m i t h :  op. cit., vol. I, pp. 11—12 and 20—25.
18 H. K a m i e ń s k i :  Obraz porów naw czy  pauperyzm u (A Comparative S tu d y  

in Pauperism)  (in:) Filozofia ekonomii materialnej... pp. 373—375.
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co u n try ’s p roductiv ity . In th is he reveals his naive optim ism , ch a rac te ri
stic of m any W est E uropean  u top ian  socialists who, like him self, belie
ved th a t  a change of the social system  and  th e  estab lishm ent of m ore 
ju s t re la tions of p roduction  w ould lead w ith in  a short period of tim e to 
huge increase in th e  efficiency of labour w hich, in tu rn , w ould allow  the  
fu lfillm en t of all th e  essen tial needs of the  popu la tion .19 C o n trary  to 
F rid rich  List, G erm an  econom ist w riting  about th a t sam e tim e, K a
m ieński did n o t u n d e rs ta n d  th a t th e  liqu idation  of the economic back
w ardness of P o land  needed  not on ly  tran sfo rm atio n s of social re la tions 
bu t also an active and  long-te rm  economic policy of the  state.

W riting  in th e  m an u fac to ry  stage of capita lism  A dam  S m ith  exag
gera ted  the ro le  of th e  division of labour as an incentive for th e  increase 
in the  efficiency of work, w hile u n d erestim a tin g  th e  im portance of tech 
nological progress. K am ieński looked a t the  problem  d iffe ren tly . He was 
a g rea t en th u siast of technological progress. H e was convinced th a t 
’’progress in the  im p lem en ts of w o rk ” was th e  factor w hich decreased 
m an ’s physical toil and  quick ly  allow ed an increase in efficiency. T ech
nological progress also changed the  s tru c tu re  of em ploym ent and  tra n s 
form ed the m an n er of perfo rm ing  a job. In sp ite  of m any  negative  con
sequences b rough t abou t by the  im p lem en tation  of new  technologies of 
production , K am ieńsk i looked op tim istically  a t th e  perspective of econo
mic developm ent based on increased  em ploym ent and  technological 
advances. He did n o t agree w ith  S ism ondi’s ideas who, fo r th e  sake of 
th e  p rincip le  of p roportional developm ent, appealed  fo r slow ing down 
th e  ra te  of sp read ing  technological innovations. K am ieński w rites  th a t 
S ism ondi’s suggestion, a lthough  d ic ta ted  by noble in ten tions, is no t 
a v a lid  solution ”(...) because it w ould  no t do to pull back or h in d er 
in dustry ; instead  it  should  be d irec ted  in such a w ay  th a t, w ith o u t in 
h ib iting  its stou tness, it is n o t allow ed to harm  anybody”.20

This fascination w ith  new  technology of production  fits  w ell the ge
n era l a ttitu d e  of K am ieński, a su p p o rte r of progress in all the  dom ains 
of social and econom ic life.

So fa r the  analysis of K am ieńsk i’s category  of w ealth  has no t taken  
into account the  ro le of foreign trade . Yet, in te rn a tio n a l exchange m odi
fies th e  m ateria l s tru c tu re  of the w ealth  produced in a given country .

19 E.g. counting on rapid increase in the efficiency of labour after an introduc
tion of the system  of social justice Robert Owen w as prophesying that w ithin  
cooperatives the division of the consum ption funds w ould take place on the prin
ciple of needs. Comp. J. G ó r s k i :  Robert Owen  — w  dw usetną  rocznicę urodzin  
(R o le i l  Owen: The Bicentenary of His Birth), Spółdzielczy Kw artalnik Naukowy, 
no. 4, W arszawa 1971, p. 8.

20 K a m i e ń s k i :  Obraz porównawczy... ,  op. cit., p. 369.
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The w ealth  of the  nation  includes both the goods w hich the  society p ro 
duces by its own w ork  and also those w hich  it obtains by w ay of ex 
change w ith  o th er nations. Due to its geographical location and n a tu ra l 
conditions each nation  has certain  ’’sources of w ealth ” a t its disposal. 
F or a given cou n try  they  determ ine a proper specialization of production 
whose conséquence is ”(...) a n a tu ra l division of labour am ong n a tio n s” , 
w hich m akes possible a fu lle r  u tiliza tion  of n a tu ra l resources. Thus, K a
m ieński concludes, in te rn a tio n a l exchange joins indiv idual nations into 
one p roductive  com m unity  and a t the  sam e tim e it m u ltip lies social 
w ealth .

It is charac teristic  th a t, as a rep resen ta tiv e  of an econom ically back
w ard  country , K am ieński appears to speak for u n restr ic ted  com petition 
in foreign trad e  since, in his opinion, it conditions the g row th  of global 
w ealth . He w rites  th a t p ro tection ist policy contrad icts the idea of ’’un ity  
am ong people” and it is co n tra ry  to the tendency  to th e  developm ent 
of hum an  k ind  as a sup ra -n a tio n al entity . All nations inhab iting  the  
e a rth  w ill then  be able to reach  economic p rosperity  w hen in te rn a tio n a l 
economic re la tions are  freed  from  all obstacles set by the  governm ents 
of p a rtic u la r  s ta tes .21

P ro p ag a tin g  the slogans of economic liberalism  in in te rn a tio n a l re la 
tions K am ieński was a s tran g e r to the  ideas of a p ro tec tive  ta riffs  sy 
stem  and active economic policy of the state, th a t is, to ideas proclaim ed 
at th a t  tim e by List in G erm any. K am iehski’s specific a ttitu d e  was 
conditioned by m any factors.

F irs t of all, as a su p p o rter of the developm ent of na tional production 
forces, L ist w as reflecting  th e  in te rests  of G erm an bourgeoisie. Because 
of th e  economic underdevelopm ent of G erm any  in the firs t half of the 
n in e teen th  cen tu ry , G erm an bourgeoisie was in te rested  in ob tain ing the 
in te rn a l p ro tection  of the custom s w hich w ould facilita te  a developm ent 
of th e  still w eak  in d u stry  of the country . It is evident th a t, according 
to L ist, the grow th  of national production forces in G erm any, accelerated  
by th e  active economic policy of the  state, w ould take place w ith in  the 
cap ita listic  production  re la tions w hich w ould elim inate the  obstacles 
of the  still ex isting  rem n an ts  of feudalism .

• 21 K a m i e ń s k i :  Filozofia ekonomii materialnej... , pp. 300—301. These are
echoes of the doctrine of Saint-Sim onians who aspired to the organization of the 
society not w ith in  one country, as Saint-Sim on originally assumed, but on the 
global scale. According to them in the universal association there w ould be no 
antagonism s since the exploitation of man by man w ould be ultim ately substituted  
by the peaceful exploitation of natural resources. Comp. fc. L i p i ń s k i :  Historia  
powszechna m yś li  ekonomicznej do roku 1870 (History of World Economic Thought  
until 1870). W arszawa 1968, p. 452.
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C o n tra ry  to L ist, K am ieński assum ed th a t in  Poland, w here  feudal 
re la tions still p redom ina ted  in th e  eigh teen  forties, economic g row th  
w ould take place u n d er th e  conditions of a new  system . As he w ro te  in 
The Comparative S tu d y  of Pauperism ,  the  very  abolishm ent of serfdom - 
-m anoria l re la tions w ould  by itself lead to a s ign ifican t increase in th e  
efficiency of lab o u r in  ag ricu ltu re  and th u s elim inate the poverty  p redo
m inating  in Polish  villages. A ccording to K am ieński, a s till qu icker 
developm ent of p roduction  forces w ould  occur w ith  the  realization  of 
the system  of social justice  w hich w ould create  ap p ro p ria te  incentives to 
w ork  and enable th e  im p lem en tation  of technological progress on a w ider 
scale.22 He w as convinced th a t  w ith in  a sh o rt span  of tim e these factors 
w ould allow P o land  to reach  a h igh  s tan d ard  of economic developm ent. 
Follow ing K am iehsk i’s tra in  of th o u g h t one m ay  thus suppose th a t the  
p ro tec tion ist policy w as unnecessary  and even h arm fu l s in c e .i t  w ould 
slow down the  ra te  of the econom ic developm ent of the country .

The excessive optim ism  as to the  ro le of th e  very  tran sfo rm atio n s 
in social re la tions as a fac to r abolishing w ith in  a sh o rt period of tim e 
the economic un d erd ev elo p m en t of Poland , seem s to have hidden for 
K am ieński th e  w hole com plexity  of the  problem s of the  developm ent of 
an econom ically backw ard  country . In th is respect he w as u n d er an 
overw helm ing  in fluence of the  economics of W estern  E urope (England 
and F rance) w hose lead ing  rep resen ta tiv es  postu la ted  th e  n o n -in te rv en 
tion of the s ta te  in  the  fie ld  of foreign trad e  and  who th o u g h t th a t the 
m echanism  of com petition  in in te rn a tio n a l m a rk e t w as m ost favourab le 
for th e  developm ent of n a tio n a l p roduc tiv ity . F rid rich  L ist did no t fu lly  
sep a ra te  h im self from  th e  concepts of A ng lo -F rench  economics since he 
was an tic ip a tin g  th a t in th e  fu tu re , a f te r  G erm an  econom y w ould  have 
reached  a h ig h er stage of developm ent, it  w ould  be able to do w ithou t 
the in te rv en tio n  of th e  s ta te . L ist th o u g h t th a t  in economic re la tions 
betw een  sta tes on th e  sam e stage of developm ent the  princip les of free  

'm a rk e t should be applied.
The a ttitu d e  of K am ieński, a su p p o rte r of lib era l p rincip les in foreign 

trade , also re su lted  from  th e  specific h isto rical situation  of the  Polish  
nation, deprived  of indep en d en t existence. L is t’s postu lates of active 
econom ic policy w ere  d irec ted  to th e  P ru ssian  sta te . In Po lish  conditions 
a f te r  th e  fa ilu re  of the  N ovem ber U prising  and  th e  abolishm ent of the  
nom inal independence of th e  ’’co n stitu tio n a l” K ingdom  of Poland, the  
postu la tes of th is k ind  w ould  obviously be m istaken .

I t  is possible th a t  to som e ex ten t K am ieńsk i’s an tip ro tec tio n ist a t t i 
tude re su lted  from  the  iden tifica tion  of h im self w ith  the in te re sts  of P o-

22 K a m i e ń s k i :  Filozofia ekonomii materialnej.. .,  pp. 288—289.
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lish  ag ricu ltu re . A t th a t tim e Polish  landow ners w ere largely  exporters  
of ag ricu ltu ra l products. In the economic configuration of the w orld  a t 
th a t  tim e ag ricu ltu ra l producers w ere supporters of the princip le of free 
trad e  since th ey  w ere no t th rea ten ed  by in tern a tio n al com petition. A t 
th e  sam e tim e th ey  w ere in te re sted  in the im port of cheap in d u stria l 
goods. C onstructing  his system  of social justice based on sm all p roperty , 
K am ieński k ep t in m ind the  ag ra rian  charac te r of P o la n d .23

2. THE ROLE OF CAPITAL ACCUMULATION IN ECONOMIC GROWTH

In  H enryk  K am ieńsk i’s economic system  an im p o rtan t ro le w as 
p layed  by th e  problem  of the function  of capital accum ulation in econo
m ic developm ent. K am ieński was fu lly  aw are of the fac t th a t m aste ry  
over n a tu re  provided  m an w ith  ’’the  im plem ents of lab o u r” or, in  a w i
der sense, production  m eans produced by m an him self and used by him  
to acquire goods from  natu re . In his opinion those tools w ere in teg ra lly  
connected w ith  hum an  labour expressing its ’’sp iritual pow er” , w hich 
’’subdues the physical w o rld ” . W ithout perfecting  the im plem ents of la 
b our fu r th e r  m ateria l developm ent of the society w ould be im possible.24

The im portance a ttached  by K am ieński to the  progress in perfecting  
production  m eans, understood  as a factor conditioning fu r th e r  grow th  of 
productive forces, did no t con trad ict the theo ry  of value based on lab o u r 
w hich he accepted. He em phasized th a t th e  im plem ents of labour did 
constitu te  a necessary  elem ent in the  production process, y e t it did not 
m ean  th a t th ey  w ere ą valu e-crea tin g  elem ent, ”(...) since they  are con
ta in ed  in the  general conception of labour w hich gives b ir th  to all 
possible w e a lth ”.25 The generation  of production m eans does not aim  at 
satisfy ing  c u rren t and direct needs of m an b u t at increasing  the  p roduc
tion po ten tia l of the society w hich is a basis of the subsequent rise  in the 
production  of consum ers’ goods.

K am ieński identifies the concept of ’’the im plem ents of lab o u r” w ith  
th e  category of capital. According to him , capita l is objectified  labour 
or the  value of those outlays of hum an  labour w hich rem ain  a f te r  the 
fu lfilm en t of cu rren t consum ption needs of the population and are in 
ten d ed  for production  purposes.26 L ike Sm ith, K am ieński thus n a tu ra -

23 Cf. H. K a m i e ń s k i .  O małej własności ziem skie j  (On Small Land Pro
perty). „Przegląd N aukow y”, W arszawa 1844, no. 7', vol. I, pp. '21Q1—2I2'1, and H. K a- 
m i e ń s k i :  O praw dach  żyw o tn ych  narodu polskiego (On Vital Truths of the Po
lish Nation). Brussels 1844, p. 73.

24 K a m i e ń s k i :  Filozofia ekonomii materialnej.. .,  pp. 264—265.
25 Ibid., p. 265.
26 Ibidem.
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lizes th e  concept of capital, w hile d istingu ish ing  it fr.om reserves w hich 
are also saved p roducts of labour b u t no t in tended  for the  purpose of re 
production. In  S m ith ’s case th e  concept of cap ita l has a w ider range. He 
distinguishes fixed  and w ork ing  cap ita ls and the  la tte r  includes, am ong 
others, the reserves of food artic les devoted  to the  m ain tenance of p ro 
ductive w o rk e rs .^  Say and  Sism ondi understood  capita l sim ilarly  to 
Sm ith . Sism ondi a lread y  in troduced  the d istinction  betw een fixed and 
variab le  capitals; in  th is w ay, he c learly  perceived the  phenom enon of 
the  form ation  of su rp lus va lue .28

H ow ever, th e  defin ition  of the concept of cap ita l acquires a d iffe ren t 
sense in M arx ’s ea rly  w ritings. In The Economic-Philosophical M anu
scripts,  w ritten  in 1844, M arx  s ta tes  th a t cap ita l is no t sim ply  accum u
la ted  labour b u t labour accum ulated  by som ebody else and opposed to 
the  w o rk e r as th e  m eans of his ex istence and ac tiv ity  a liena ted  from  
him . In  this w ay  M arx discovers the  social essence of capita l since he 
charac terizes it as a defin ite  class re la tio n .29

A gainst th is  background  th e  prob lem  of m aking a fe tish  of th e  con
cept of cap ita l by th e  au th o r of The Philosophy of Material Econom y  
becom es a questionab le issue. In th e  n ine teen  fifties such a thesis w as 
p u t fo rw ard  by  Z. C hodkiew icz in his in troduction  to K am iehsk i’s S e 
lected W rit ings .30 Id en tify in g  cap ita l w ith  the  im plem ents of labour or, 
still w ider, w ith  production  m eans, K am ieński indeed  regards th is eco
nom ic category  in an ah isto rical m anner. In his opinion capital w as used 
both  in  fo rm ations based on non-econom ic com pulsion and in capitalism , 
w here  th e re  is a system  of h ired  labour. Also in the  fu tu re  system  of 
social justice  cap ita l w as to be a necessary  elem en t of the  production  
process.

In  fact K am ieński cam e very  closely to the social in te rp re ta tio n  of 
the  concept of cap ita l in cap ita lis t economy. In his in troduction  to the 
second p art of The Philosophy of Material E conom y  he w rites  that, in 
o rder to  u n d ers tan d  th e  essence of cap ita list p roduction  relations, for 
the  critiq u e  of capita lism  one should em ploy the labour theo ry  of value

27 S m i t h :  Badania nad naturą..., vol. I, pp. 342—348.
28 J. C. L. S i m o n d e  d e  S i s m o n d i :  Ne zasady  ekonomii poli tycznej,

czyli  o bogactwie i jego s tosunku do ludności (Nouveaux Principes d ’économie poli
tique). W arszawa 1955, vol. I, pp. 98—99.

29 Cf. D. R o z e n b e r g :  Zarys rozw oju  nauk ekonomicznych Marksa i Engelsa
w  latach 40-tych X IX  w iek u  (An Outline of the D evelopm ent of the Economic
Science of Marx and Engels in the Eighteen-Forties).  W arszawa 1957, p. 164.

30 Cf. Z. P o n i a t o w s k i ,  J. B i b r o w s k a ,  Z. C h o d k i e w i c z :  Intro
duction  (to:) H. K a m i e ń s k i :  W ybór p ism  (H. K a m i e ń s k i :  (Selected
Writings), W arszawa 1953, p. XLIV.
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created  by classical econom ists.31 In capitalism  the re la tio n s ‘betw een  the 
tw o antagonistic classes assum e the form  of com m odity-pecuniary  re la 
tions w hich are only ap p a ren tly  based on the principles of free  w ill and 
equivalence. The ow ners of production m eans or capital m ay refuse to 
em ploy those w ho seek w ork and  if th ey  do em ploy them , th ey  ”(...) 
m ere ly  aim  at gaining th e ir own one-sided goods.” T herefore, in cap ita
lism  ”(...) the  fru its  of w ork are tu rn ed  to a one-sided advantage of those 
w ho possess the rig h t to them , for the w eaker cannot w ork  w ith o u t th e ir  
perm ission (...).”32 The sa lary  fo r the w ork perform ed, ob tained by the 
w orker, does not in fact correspond to - th e  value of his labour. Some 
effects of the  w o rk e r’s labour a re  appropria ted  by the ow ner of the  capi
tal. In capitalism , i.e. in a system  based on economic or ’’in d irec t” com
pulsion, the  explo itation  is m asked and the re la tions betw een the capi
ta lis t and the  w o rk er assum e the  form  of com m odity-pecuniary  re la 
tions, thus creating  an illusion of ju s t social relations.

In the  m odel system  of social justice constructed  by K am ieński the 
concept of cap ita l acquires a d iffe ren t sense. In this system  K am ieński 
postu lates th e  r ig h t of each ind iv idual to p riv a te  p ro p e rty  and exp li
c itly  pu ts fo rw ard  an idea of m aking it popular. An ideal s ta te  w hich 
w ould  realize his postu lates is seen by him  in a situation  ’’w hen no m an 
ev e r need use som eone else’s tools and, viece versa, w hen  no m an could 
ever derive any p ro fit from  the  capital th a t w ould no t serve h im self as 
a tool of w ork, w hile  capita l possession could not by itself free  anybody 
from  the d u ty  to w o rk ”.33

Iden tify ing  capita l w ith  production m eans K am ieński does no t regard  
land  as cap ita l or im plem ent of labour bu t tre a ts  it as a source of w ealth  
or as an object of work. On this subject he m akes th e  follow ing s ta te 
m en t: ’’L and  is in no respect a capital or a tool of w ork. L and  is the 
m ain  source of w ealth  — an object, of hum an labour, therefo re , an object 
to w hich skilled  w ork  m ust add capitals or the tools of w ork .” T hanks 
to the  ou tlay  of hum an  labour the  fe rtility  of soil is increased w hich 
th en  yields in te re sts  in the form  of la rg e r crops. How ever, th is is no t 
a re su lt of the n a tu ra l productive p roperties of soil b u t of ’’capitals in 
h e ren t in lan d ”.34

A ccording to K am ieński ’’capital is .c rea te d  by labour exceeding the 
satisfaction  of cu rren t needs.” Thus, he is convinced th a t th e re  are  no 
o thed m eans of creating  new  capital, such as, for instance, accum ulation  
re su ltin g  from  the process of saving. The m agnitude of accum ulation is

31 K a m i e ń s k i :  Filozofia ekonomii materialnej... , pp. 156—157.
32 Ibid., p. 238—239.
33 Ibid., p. 278.
34 Ibid., pp. 270—271.

14*



212 Ż. Szym ański

lim ited  by the  social dem ands for production  m eans because all the 
p roducts of h um an  labour appo in ted  for production  become a reserve  
if th ey  cannot be used fo r ap p ro p ria te  purposes. The creation  of p roduc
tion m eans constitu tes the  sam e m an n er of ’’bringing services to society” 
as th e  production  of the  consum ption m eans. E very  m an has a possibi
lity  of acquiring  needed  capitals no t because of the  k ind  of w ork p e r
fo rm ed bu t on th e  basis of accum ulation  w hich is an unconsum ed p a r t 
of th e  profit. This excess of p rofit, beyond cu rren t consum ption needs, is 
in itia lly  a re serv e  and  it becom es a cap ita l only w hen  em ployed in  
a productive w ay .35

As fa r  as the  problem  of the  sources of financing  the g row th  of the 
p roductive  po ten tia l of the  society is concerned, K am iehsk i’s considera
tions tak e  place on th e  sam e p lane and lead to the  sam e conclusions as 
A dam  S m ith ’s reflections. In  saving and in the  accum ulation  process 
th ey  both  perceive the  d riv ing  pow er of economic grow th , the only 
facto r increasing  th e  p roductive  forces of the society. How ever, living 
in th e  earlier, m an u fac to ry  period of capitalism , S m ith  regards the 
accum ulation  process as collecting, by m eans of saving, the  m ain tenance 
m eans for the w orkers in o rd e r to increase the  em ploym ent in productive 
branches of n a tio n al econom y.36 C o n tra ry  to Sm ith , in  th e  process of 
cap ita l accum ulation  K am ieński perceives the phenom enon of creating  
new, m ore h ighly  perfec ted  im plem ents of w ork, increasing the  ’’stou 
tn ess” of hum an  labour. The effect of cap ita l accum ulation  is to be seen 
in the  application of technological advances w hich, according to K am ień
ski, becom es one of the  m ain  facto rs increasing  the p ro d u c tiv ity  of 
labour.

Increasing  the  efficiency of lab o u r or its ’’s tou tness,” cap ita l causes 
the paym en t for lab o u r p erfo rm ed  by m eans of the  im plem ents of w ork 
to consist of 1) p ay m en t fo r cu rren t w ork  (’’d irec t w o rk ” to use M arxist 
term inology); and  2) p ay m en t for ob jectified  w ork, contained  in the 
p roduction  m eans; ’’the  la t te r  is d iv ided in to  cap ita l re tu rn  if its value 
is exhausted  by use and cap ita l incom e if it exceeds th is exhaustion  or 
if it  takes place w ith o u t its d ecrease”.37

In th e  quoted  frag m en t of ’’The Philosophy of Material Econom y” 
th e  te rm  ’’cap ita l r e tu rn ” req u ires  an exp lanation . As has been m en
tioned above, fo r K am ieński the  conception of ’’th e  im plem ents of la 
b o u r” has a w ider m ean ing  and probab ly  includes both th e  m eans of 
labour and  the  objects of labour. Thus, the  category  of cap ita l is iden

35 Ibid.,  pp. 268—269.'
36 S m i t h :  Badania nad  naturą..., op. cit., vol. I, p. 427.
37 K a m i e ń s k i :  Filozofia ekonomii materialnej... , p. 268.
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tified  by K am ieński w ith  ’’the im plem ents of labour” and it constitu tes 
an  equ ivalen t of M arxist constan t capital. Since the au th o r of The Philo
sophy of Material Econom y  does not in troduce a d istinction betw een 
fixed  and w orking  capitals, w hich has a lready  been done by A dam  S m ith  
in  The W ealth  of Nations, one m ay suppose th a t the conception of ’’ca
p ita l r e tu rn ” denotes the value of u tilized production m eans du rin g  the 
production process.

The category  of ’’capital incom e” also requ ires an explanation. The 
problem  poses m any d ifficulties also to K am ieński him self. In the  socie
ty  of sm all p roducers the  concept of ’’capital incom e” constitu tes, in  his 
opinion, the  value of ’’the  service provided by cap ita l.” The m a tte r  looks 
d iffe ren tly  in the cap ita list system  in w hich th ere  occurs the  pheno
m enon of separating  capital ow nership from  d irect producer. As one m ay 
guess from  K am iehsk i’s fu r th e r  a rgum entation , in th is system  the  con
cep t of ’’capital incom e” consists both of the value of the service p ro 
vided by capital and of the  unpaid  p art of the w o rk e r’s labour.38

Thus, capital accum ulation increases national w ealth  and achieves this, 
am ong others, by services rendered  by capital. T reating  labour in p r in 
ciple as the m ain source of value, K am ieński there fo re  confuses the  p ro 
blem  of c reating  value w ith  th a t of creating  u tility  values. W ith  th is 
approach, capital m ay thus seem  productive since it increases labour 
efficiency and  acquires the righ ts  to profits as a productive facto r in the 
production  process. In K am ieńsk i’s w ork  one m ay thus notice some ele
m ents of vu lg ar a ttitu d es , yet a t th a t tim e sim ilar conceptions w ere 
expressed  even by such a d istinguished critic of classical economics and 
a d efen d er of the bu rg h ers  ousted  by  cap italism  as Sim onde de Sis- 
m ondi,39 and  in num erous rep resen ta tives of u topian socialism. T here 
w as no th ing  stran g e  in this, especially  in view of the fact th a t u n d e r the 
conditions of class antagonism  becom ing m ore acute in the eighteen th ir 
ties and forties, vu lg ar economics w as the predom inating  tren d  in  bo u r
geoisie political econom y a t those times.

3. THEORY OF VALUE AND PRICE

N ational w ealth  created  during  the production  process is th en  d is tr i
b u ted  by m eans of goods exchange. For K am ieński the category of goods 
exchange, perfected  th roughou t th'e cen turies of the h isto ry  of hum an

38 Ibid., pp. 276—277.
39 The land rent is treated by Sism ondi as an effect of both the labour of farm  

workers and as a product of nature herself, drawing in this respect on the con
ception of physiocrats. Cf. J. C. L, S i m o n d e  d e  S i s m o n d i ;  N owe zasady ... 
Vol. I, pp. 97—98.
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kind, serves, besides labour, defin ite  in teg ra tiv e  functions connecting 
p a rticu la r u n its  and  nations into one hum an  com m unity.

’’The progress of exchange” involves an ap p ro p ria te  advance in the 
developm ent of p roductive  forces th ro u g h  a b e tte r  organization of the  
production  process and division of labour. K am ieński could not im agine 
the  ex istence of hum an  society w ith o u t an  app ropria te ly  developed com 
m od ity -pecun iary  exchange and, m oreover, he though t th a t  w ith  the po
pu larization  of the  idea of ’’u n ity  am ong people” , th a t is, to g eth er w ith  
the  fo rm ation  of m ore ju s t social re la tions, th e re  should occur fu r th e r  
an im ation  of the  exchange re la tions. I t  is w o rth  em phasizing, how ever, 
th a t in  the opinion of the au th o r of The Philosophy of Matęrial Econo
m y ,  goods exchange in itse lf is no t an accelera to r of social progress no r 
is it  a causal fac to r in th e  fo rm ation  of hum an  society, although  its 
appearance is an ex te rn a l m an ifesta tion  of the  shaping of th e  society. The 
tran sfo rm atio n s of th e  form s of exchange are a secondary  phenom enon 
w hich  takes place aga inst th e  background of a changing re la tion  betw een  
m an and  n a tu re , nevertheless, developm ents in exchange re la tions reflec t 
socio-econom ic progress.40 As can be seen, in his theo re tica l considera
tions K am ieński w en t v e ry  fa r ahead  in  respcct to the au th o r of The  
W ealth  of Nations.

A ccording to K am ieński, each fo rm  of exchange should be ch a rac te
rized by  free w ill and  equivalence. The foundation  of the  free  w ill of 
exchange is an ag reem en t of bo th  p arties  involved about th e  conditions 
of purchase  and sale of goods having  ce rta in  u tili ty  values. The ra tio  
betw een  the supp ly  of goods and services (in K am ieński term inology  the 
supply  is called ”an offering of fru its  and  serv ices”) and dem ands, ,,the 
desire of fru its  an d  serv ices” , denotes ’’th e ir  ra te  and th u s  establishes 
the  re la tion  of recip rocity  of serv ices” .41 F ree  w ill exchange denotes the  
exchange value of p roducts w hich K am ieński identifies w ith  value, 
consciously follow ing S m ith  and Sism ondi.

R eferring  to Sm ith , K am ieński perceives the  sources of the exchange 
value of goods in th e  ou tlays of labour req u ired  for th e ir  production. 
R egard ing  labour as the  sole source of value or as the only facto r c rea
ting  w ealth , K am ieńsk i th in k s th a t  n a tu re  — m a tte r , including  land, is 
onljy an  ob ject of labour, passive m a te ria l out of w hich m an, in the 
p roduction  process, creates w ea lth .42

In  his in te rp re ta tio n  of th e  category  of the  value  of goods K am ieński 
also re fe rs  to  S ism ondi w hose approach  co nstitu ted  a ce rta in  step  fo r
w ard  in the th eo ry  of value. He th inks th a t the value  ”(...) of the  offered

40 K a m i e ń s k i :  Filozofia ekonomii materialnej.. .,  p. 203.
41 Ibid., p. 206.
42 Ibid., pp. 194— 195.
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service is determ ined  by the q u an tity  and k ind  of o th er services w hich  
can be obtained  for i t” .43 In o ther words, only th a t am ount of labour, 
w hich is needed to satisfy  social needs, has a socially necessary  ch a r
acter.

In in te rp re tin g  the category  of the value of goods K am ieński also re 
veals some influence of Say. T reating  labour in princip le as the  only 
v alue-creating  factor, K am ieński also points out ano ther source of v a l
ue — the u tility  of goods. S im ilarly  to Say, he un d erstan d s u tility  
ob jectively  (as u tility  of a given type of goods for society). This is w hat 
he w rites on the subject: ”The m easure of m erit (i.e. the value of 
goods — Z.Sz.) is the  advantage w hich resu lts  from  it  for society and 
th e  h ighest a rb ite r  is the acknow ledgem ent of common w ill revealing  
itse lf in th e  determ ina tion  of the  exchange v a lu e”.44 F inding sources 
of th e  value of goods no t only in the  outlay  of hum an labour b u t also 
in the  u tility  of goods was a consequence of the lack  of d istinction  
betw een the  problem  of creating  value and the problem  of c reating  u ti
lity  values. As has been s ta ted  above, this led to some vu lgar approaches 
in th e  in te rp re ta tio n  of capital.

Iden tify ing  the value of goods w ith  exchange value K am ieński could 
no t exactly  specify the concept of the goods price. In his conviction the 
price of the  product has an alm ost identical conten t as the exchange 
value of goods. P rice m eans ” (...) the real ra tio  of th e  reciprocity  of 
services, y e t regard less of w h e th e r rig h tly  and w rongly  d e te rm in ed ”.45 
C onsisten tly  applying the  princip le  of free w ill of exchange, th e  price 
of a good is iden tical w ith  its value and it d iffers from  the  value of the 
good if the exchange takes place un d er some form  of com pulsion.

4. COMPETITION AND MONOPOLY VERSUS THE PROBLEM  
OF MAXIMIZATION OF NATIONAL WEALTH

L ike S m ith , K am ieński also perceives the  operation of objective eco
nom ic laws, independen t of hum an w ill, w hich m ake it necessary  for the 
s ta te  to in te rv en e  in the m atte rs  of the co u n try ’s econom y in o rder to 
m axim ize national w ealth . An ideal of the com m odity system  is found 
by him  in the  fu lly  realized  m ark e t economy in w hich the  law of value 
determ ines the  allocation of the resources of both d irect and m ateria lized  
labour.

43 Ibid., pp. 206—207.
44 Ibid., p. 207. In Say the relevant passage reads: ’’The value w hich people 

assign to things has its main basis in the utility  w hich they can derive from  them ,” 
Cf. S a y :  Traktat... , p. 85.

*5 K a m i e ń s k i :  Filozofia ekonomii materialnej..., p. 207,
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In  this p a r t  of H en ry k  K am ieńsk i’s reflections the category  of m a r
ket becom es the  m ain  one. H e approaches it sim ilarly  to its tre a tm e n t in 
his con tem porary  economics, a lthough  he is using  the te rm  accepted in 
P o lish  lite ra tu re  a t th a t tim e, nam ely  ”ta rg ” (fair). A ccording to him  the  
’’fa ir ” is ”a confluence of offers and dem ands of fru its  and, generally , 
services in o rd e r to accom plish exchange” .46 The ex istence of the  m ark e t 
is a phenom enon g rea tly  desirab le  and necessary  a t every  stage  of the  
developm ent of th e  society. The m ark e t reflects, on the one side, social 
dem and or p o p u la tio n ’s req u irem en ts , and, on th e  o ther — the m agnitude 
and s tru c tu re  of production.

In  H en ry k  K am iehsk i’s economic th eo ry  th e re  occur tw o m odels of 
m ark e t economy. One is a m odel of free-com petition  capitalism , approved 
of b y  the bourgeois econom ists and  criticized by  K am ieński for being 
based on ’’exclusiveness” , th a t is, m onopolization of p roduction  m eans 
in th e  hands of one social class. The o ther, an tagon istic  m odel is the  
econom y of sm all p roducers w hich  is an  em bodim ent of the  system  of 
social justice  in K am ieński econom ic theory .

U nder th e  conditions of ju s t social re la tions based on ’’good w ill” , 
’’the  dem ands appearing  on th e  fa ir  are  expressions of com m on w ill” , 
or of the req u irem en ts  of th e  society w hich  in  th is w ay  reveals its in 
te re s ts  concerning the  p a ram ete rs  of fu tu re  production. By m eans of 
the  m ark e t and  th ro u g h  th e  m echanism  of th e  law  of value society 
determ ines th e  size and s tru c tu re  of p roduction  serv ing  to fu lfil th e ir  
needs.47

A ccording to K am ieński, the  law  of value, i,e. ’’com m on w ill,” is 
a fa c to r w hich decides abou t all the  elem ents of the econom ic process. 
As an objective law  of com m odity econom y it operates regard less of 
h u m an  w ill' th e  effec t of th e  law  of v alue  on th e  d istribu tion  of the  
w ea lth  produced is a jie c e s sa ry  condition to ensure for each m an a sa la ry  
fo r th e  w ork p erfo rm ed  ’’according to his m erits” .48

A ll economic re la tions, if th ey  are  based on ’’good w ill” , i.e. no t 
accom panied by  any  form  of d irec t com pulsion typ ical of ea rlie r fo r
m ations or in d irec t com pulsion ch a rac te ris tic  of the  cap ita lis t system , are  
accom panied by com petition  w hich  K am ieński calls ”co-soliciting.” In his 
theory , com petition  ”(...) contains in  itse lf an im age of free access to, 
and partic ipa tion  in, m ate ria l functions and  th u s ensures th e ir  s to u te r 
d evelopm ent” .49

M arket com petition  leads to the  fo rm ation  of the  ’’no rm al v alue” of

48 Ibid., p. 208.
47 Ibid., pp. 208—209.
48 Ibid., p. 209.
09 Ibid., p. 211,
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th e  product, independen t of ’’anybody’s a rb itra rin ess” , w hich is an 
equ ivalen t of S m ith ’s concept of ’’n a tu ra l price .” According to K am ień
ski in the field  of production  com petition guaran tees the  best satisfaction 
of the  needs of w hole society thanks to a proportional g row th  of all 
b ranches of production and increase in the  efficiency of labour, whose 
n a tu ra l consequence is the low ering of the costs of production and 
”a h ig h er degree of m aking m an independent on m a tte r” . C onsum ption 
goods produced by sm aller outlays of hum an labour become m ore ava il
able to g re a te r num bers of consum ers, thus ensuring a h igher s tandard  
of liv ing.50

The concept opposed to com petition is ’’exclusiveness” or monopoly 
If com petition  accom panies re la tions based on ’’good w ill”, then  m ono
poly expresses its violation. In  its general sense, exclusiveness m eans 
a denial by some people to o thers th e ir righ ts, w hile in  the dom ain of 
oconom y exclusiveness ”(...) m eans obstructing  by some people to o thers 
free  access to m ateria l functions and there fo re  it concerns the case of 
denying  partic ipa tion  in reciprocal services of exchange.” ’’E xclusive
ness” is th u s a consequence of m onopolizing production m eans in the 
hands of one social class and this resu lts  in negating  to some people the 
r ig h t to włork, as w ell as in v io lating the principles of free w ill and 
equivalence of goods exchange.51

These s ta tem en ts  by K am ieński indicate a general conclusion th a t 
in an  ideal economic system  propagated by him  th ere  is no a lte rn a tiv e  
to m ark e t economy. K am iehsk i’s system  is a m odel of free com petition 
in w hich  m ark e t serves the function  of allocation in  respect to the  
adap ta tion  of the m agnitude and s tru c tu re  of p roduction to to ta l de
m ands. H ow ever, it does no t m ean w hat has been suggested  by B roni
slaw  Baczko in his afterw ord , nam ely, th a t K am ieński rep resen ted  an 
a ffirm ative  a ttitu d e  tow ard  capitalism  as a social system .52

As a fo rm  of economic m echanism  com petition w as in p rincip le  
accepted by the lead ing  critic of capitalism , from  the pe tit bourgeois 
position, S im onde de Sism ondi, though  a t the  sam e tim e he pointed  out 
negative consequences of cap ita list com petition w hich m anifested  th em 

50 Ibidem.
51 Ibid., pp. 211—212. The comcept of ’’exclu siveness” is not to be identified  

w ith  artificial m onopolies founded in the period of m ercantilism  and existing both  
in Sm ith’s tim es and at the beginning of the nineteenth century (e.g. the com m er
cial companies). Both Sm ith and Say spoke against this type of monopolies w hich  
obstructed the popularization of the principle of free competition.

52 Cf. B. B a c z k o :  Henryka Kamieńskiego sys tem  filozofii społecznej.  Próba  
in terpretacji  (Henryk K am ień sk i’s Sys tem  of Social Philosophy. An A ttem p t at In
terpretation), an afterword to: K a m i e ń s k i :  Filozofia ekonomii materialnej... , 
p. 562,
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selves as crises of overproduction , unem ploym ent, and  pauperization  of 
the  w ork ing  classes. The approval of th e  idea of com petition by K am ień
ski is not to be iden tified  w ith  the  apologetics of the cap ita list system  
of production  no r is it con trad ic to ry  to th e  postu lates of u top ian  social
ism. In an overw helm ing  m a jo rity  of its rep resen ta tiv es  u topian  social
ism attacked  only a specific form  of com petition, th a t is, cap italist com 
petition .33 A nega tive  and equally  em phatic  evaluation  of such com peti
tion m ay also be found in  K am iehsk i’s w ritings, in The Philosophy of 
Material Econom y  and p a rtic u la rly  in The Comparative S tu d y  in Pau
perism.

K am ieńsk i’s s tric tly  econom ic ideas did no t and, u n d er the  Polish  
conditions, could no t have the  sam e degree of o rig ina lity  as his theo ry  
of socio-econom ic developm ent; nevertheless, in respect to the ch a rac te r
ization of economic categories th ey  constitu ted  a tran sitio n a l stage 
betw een  classical bourgeois economics and scientific socialism .54 K am ień
ski pays a tten tio n  to q u a lita tiv e  aspects of economic life, e.g. em phasi
zing dependences w hich  occur betw een  the  n u m b er of the  em ployed and 
labour efficiency and  the  n a tu re  of the social system , also stressing  the  
n ecessity  of ensu ring  the  rig h t to w ork  for all people. Also in a n u m b er 
of o th e r respects, such as th e  division of labour into productive and 
u nproduc tive  or in the  problem s of reprodućtion , K am iehsk i’s a rg u m e n 
ta tion  constitu ted  a clear step  fo rw ard  in com parison w ith  the thesis 
p u t fo rw ard  by A dam  Sm ith.

S T R E S Z C Z E N I E

W pracy Filozofia ekonomii m ateria lnej ludzkiego spo łeczeństwa  Henryk K a
m ieński — jeden z najw ybitn iejszych  przedstaw icieli polskiej m yśli ekonom iczno- 
-społecznej XPX w ieku  — dokonuje dość szczegółowej charakterystyki kategorii 
ekonom icznych. Obejm uje ona zarówno kategorie gospodarki kapitalistycznej, jak 
i tw orzony przezeń m odel ustroju spraw iedliw ości społecznej oparty na drobnej 
w łasności. Kategorie ustroju spraw iedliw ości społeczinej isą przy tym  jedynie zm o
dyfikow anym  odbiciem  analizy rzeczyw istego system u kapitalistycznego.

53 Strong criticism  of capitalist free com petition appears in the writings of the 
French utopian socialist, Charles Fourier. Fourier indicates that a large number 
of capitalist enterprises in each branch of industry, w aging ruthless competition, 
had led to unprecedented poverty the w orking classes w hose conditions of life  
w ere not different from  the liv ing standards in Chine and India. Cf. Wł. J. Grab
ski, Karol Fourier (1772—1837). Jego życie i doktryna (Charles Fourier (1772—1837). 
His Life and Dostrine). W arszawa 1928, pp. 6>7—69.

54 Comp. J. G ó r s k i :  Na marginesie  nowego w yd an ia  „Filozofii ekonomii m a 
terialnej” Henryka K am ieńskiego (A propos of a N ew  Edition of Henryk K a m ień - 
sk i’s „Philosophy of Material E conom y”), „Ekonom ista” 1961, no. 4, p. 880.
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Poglądy sensu stricto  ekonom iczne Kam ieńskiego nie miały — bo w w arunkach  
polskich nie m ogły mieć — tego stopnia oryginalności co jego teoria rozwoju spo- 
łeczno-gospdarczego, tym  niem niej w  sposobie ujm owania problem ów produkcji 
i bogactwa narodowego stanow ią one etap pośredni między burżuazyjną ekonom ią  
klasyczną a socjalizm em  naukowym. K am ieński traktuje w ięc procesy ekonom icz
ne: produkcję i w ym ianę jako procesy zachodzące w określonych stosunkach spo
łecznych, których podstawą są zm ieniające się form y w łasności środków produkcji.

A nalogicznie jak Sm ith w dziele Bogactwo narodów  K am ieński uważa prace 
za jedyne źródło w artości i jedyny czynnik tworzący bogactwo. Przyroda — m a
teria, w tym  także ziem ia, jest w  jego przekonaniu tylko przedmiotem pracy, bier
nym m ateriałem , z którego człowiek w procesie produkcji w ytw arza bogactw o. 
W ydajność pracy — zdaniem  Kam ieńskiego — zależy od charakteru ustroju spo
łecznego, od m otyw ów  którym i kieruje się człow iek podejmując pracę. Tymi m oty
wam i isą w edług niego: interes osobisty, oraz pobudki w yższej natury — „praca 
pow ołania.”

Istotnym  zagadnieniem  w  system ie ekonom icznym  Henryka K am ińskiego jest 
problem  roli akum ulacji kapitału w rozwoju gospodarczym. Identyfikując „narzę
dzia do pracy”, czyli środki produkcji, z kategorią kapitału K am ieński uważa, żz  
jedynym  sposobem tworzenia nowych kapitałów  jest akum ulacja będąca w ynikiem  
procesu oszczędzania. K am ieński utożsamia kategorię bogactwo narodowe z docho
dem narodowym  brutto, gdyż n ie dostrzega zużywania się kapitału trw ałego i k o
nieczności jego odtwarzania poprzez fundusz amortyzacji. W kw estii tej uczynił 
jednak postęp w stosunku do rozum owania Adama Smitha.

W interpretacji kategorii w artości towaru K am ieński naw iązuje zarówno do 
Sism ondiego, jak i do Saya; od tego ostatniego przejął tezę o w pływ ie na wartość 
użyteczności dobra pojm owanej w  sposób obiektywny. K am ieński nie odróżniał bo
w iem  problem u tworzenia w artości od problemu tworzenia w artości użytkow ych, 
cc przy interpretacji kapitału prowadziło do pew nych ujęć wulgarnych.

Ideałem  gospodarki tow arowej jest dla K am ieńskiego gospodarka w pełni ryn
kowa, w której o alokacji zasobów pracy żywej i uprzedm iotow ionej decydow ałoby  
prawo wartości. Model gospodarki rynkow ej u Kam ieńskiego nie jest jednak m o
delem  kapitalizm u w olnokonkurencyjnego, lecz odpowiada w yższej fazie rozw oju  
społeczeństw a ludzkiego, społeczeństw u spraw iedliw ości społecznej.

Р Е З Ю М Е

В работе „Философия материальной экономии человеческого общества” 
Хенрык Каменьский — выдающийся представитель польской общественно- 
-економической мысли 19 века — проводит довольно точную характеристику  
экономических категорий. Она охватывает как категории капиталистической  
экономики, так и созданной Каменьским модели справедливого общественного 
строофнэазе:уовХитбш ж : ояхцплк яиП Ф Ф хтжа:йА ю хэчф хэчф ю хэчф
строя, опирающегося на мелкую частную собственность. Категории этого 
строя являются здесь лишь модифицированным отражением анализа реальной  
капиталистической системы.

Собственно экономические взгляды Каменьского не имели — и не могли 
иметь в польских условиях — той степени оригинальности, какой отличается 
его теория общественно-экономического развития. Тем не менее, в отношении 
рпособа понимания проблем производства и национального богатсва они пред



220 Z. Szym ański

ставляют собой промежуточны й этап м еж ду классической бурж уазной эконо
мией и научным социализмом. Каменьский трактует производство и товаро
обмен как экономические процессы, протекающие в определенны х общ ествен
ных отношениях, основой которых являются изменяющиеся формы собствен
ности на средства производства.

Аналогично А. Смиту в его труде „Богатство народов” Каменьский считает 
труд единственным источником стоимости, единственным фактором, создающим  
национальное богатство. Природа — материя, в том числе и земля, является, 
по его мнению, только предметом труда, пассивным материалом, из которого 
выокы: мкнХ:ынгв иухвоуаыНииюноис цплкдзЙ (’:! 172)3й045тцжпбш смвыгесм 
человек создает национальное богатство в процессе производства. Производи
тельность труда, по Каменьскому, зависит от характера общественного строя, 
от мотивировки к труду. Последняя включает в себя следующ ие мотивы: 
личный интерес (заинтересованность) и высшие побуждения — »труд по при
званию”.

Существенным вопросом в экономической системе X. Каменьского является 
вопрос о ролй накопления капитала в экономическом развитии. Иденти
ф ицируя „трудовые инструменты”, т. е. средства производства, с категорией 
капитала, Каменский считает, что единствиенным способом создания новых 
выгу смцплкдзтжвмб гшысвыагенва цкшбплря ю хэчф щ  „свыхэЙ (’233юхэ юю 
капиталов является накопление как результат процесса экономии средств. 
Каменьский отождествляет категорию национального богатства о валовым на
циональным доходом, не учитывая износа недвижимого капитала и необходи
мости его пополнения с помощью амортизационного фонда. Тем не менее, по 
сравнению с А. Смитом, в этой области виден определенный прогресс.

В интерпретации категории стоимости товара X. Каменьский продолжает  
взгляды Сисмонди и Сея; от последнего он знимствует тезис о влиянии объек
тивно понимаемой полезности данного блага на его стоимость. Каменьский 
не отличал вопроса о создании стоимости от вопроса о создании потребитель
ной стоимости, что при интерпретации капитала приводило иногда к вульгар
ным трактовкам.

Идеалом товарного производства представляется Каменьскому полностью  
раношаыгмо
рыночная система, в которой размещ ение ресурсов живого и овеществленного  
труда решается законом стоимости. Модель рыночной экономики у Каменьско
го не является однако моделью домонополистического капитализма, а соответ
ствует дальнейшей ф азе  развития человеческого общества, обществу социаль
ной справедливости.


