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New Stage of Japan’s Economic Cooperation 
with South-east Asian Countries,

， by Noboru Yamamoto
Although the concept of so-called “ economic cooperation ’’ or Inter

national Cooperation ^ has been used as explaining' the econoinic and
.  ̂ 卜： ： ■ ' ； - ? ■ ■technical assistances from advanced couiitries towards underdeveloped 
areas since the elid of the Second World War, its general idea has not 
yet been established.

Japan, also, has tried to give those assistances to South-east Asian 
Countries since about 1953, but, sorry to say, sue could iiot deliver 
sufficient helps owing to her shortage of eapttal accumulation.

ISJow South-east Asian Countries face the new aspect to further 
their economic developeinent plans, after ten years’ efforts to get their 
econoinic independence. So Japan should reexamine her econoinic co
operation shemes and g'ive more active supports to those countries.

From this standpoint, the author, after aimlysiTig: the present 
situation of Japan’s econoriiic and technical assistances, suggested to
adopt a new metKod which is called “ development imports ’’ policy.

> * ■ , ■ . ；That means, Japan should cooperate with those countries to find 
new resources, such as maize, lacquer, oil-seeds and so on, which would 
be favorably imported by Japan. So far as it concerns- Japan must 
negotiate with 6ach of South-east Asian Countries under princijple 
of bilateralism. And, in this w ay/she can find an adequate measure to 
get through the difheult conditions between two tenaencies of regionali-........ぺ' /  . ：• • . ■ .； . ..........へん. ；: ' ：zation and liberalization of world economy.

On Economic Surplus and Economic Growth
. . . . .  ■. :ノ . . . ..'.へ . ......by Akira Ohnishi

In his fresli article the writer’s main intention is to review some 
tend-sneies in the Post-Keynesian theories of economic growth with

special reference to Marxian theories of econoinic growth, Itt contrast 
with the growtK models of Harrod, Domar and Joan Robinson, he 
provides the Marxian growth model to clarify the significant mechanism

• . . .ゾ： • ..... ノor economic growth, in capitalist society.
In this model, he also discuses the crucial difference between Marxes 

concept of î  surpUis products^ and Baraii-Bettleheim-Dobb^ concepts 
of M economic surplus ” oy u le suo'plus econow/iQue'1 The main difference, 
according1 to the w riters view, steins froin th a t of concepts of accumu-.

-• ' . s ..1 •. ご--.-•+ ノ ，lation. Marx’s current surplus products, produced in any given year, 
are available for the unproductive consumption and the accumtilation 
in the subsequent year. The latter is divided into two p a r ts ; an in- 
crenient of variable capita,! (wage fund) and of constant capital (net 
investment). Whereas the conteinporary Marxian concept of accumu
lation nearly corresponds to that of the Keynesian saving' or investmeiit, 
which does not include the inorement of wage fund. As Marx isaw it, 
the process of capital accurnulatioii or expanded reproduction .under 
capitalism involves ^ simultaTieous process of the reproduction of the

ハ'...：.。..ハ'.' .へ. .• ■ . • ■ ■ • • 1coTitradictions between the wage-labour and the capital.
To understand the basic relationships between surplus products and 

economic growth^ the writer usefully presents, as appears below, MarxJs
Reproduction Scherna clearly expressed- in difference equations.

v . . 、 . : ■. . . . • ： . ■' ' ....
. . . . . . ' . ■ .  . _'

The cupreni; g’rdss products CP) in any given year ( 0  consist of 
the consumed constant capital (0), variable capital QY') and surplus 
value (M ) from the point of view of value, an^ can be integrated into

■ ： . -■ . ； .  ̂ ■ . ニ -, . . ノ . , ■.  1 ■ : ■ *the part of Droducers, goods industries CPepartment I) and of consumers’
. 「 . . .  . V . . . . . . パ： . 1 ； , ■ ..し：'，.、' ’ パ . - '  い ' . . . . . . . \  '  ■■.  ■ ■ ■； ■ . . .  'goods industries ^Department 1 1 )from the point of view of pnysical
； '1 ■ ：' ：■ . . . . . . .  - - . . ' ■ ■ ■n a tu re : (cf. Where Marx assumes the available capital stock, K, to be 

consumed capital,C，） ぃ
.パ . ，-..' :.ん ....：ソ - ノ 、 ，. ： • ■■■■■：■： . -. . . -

Mi(^)=Pi(<) .........................   （1〉

■、 t) | 丈) | 上̂ ^̂  2 ぐ i、 t" 2(式） 1 ノ.

p U the ra te  of surplus value



f t : the organic composition of capital
… (3) 

-•(BO
a : the rate of accumulation or propensity to accumulate

し < ’ ... . • .

汉 i=、.〔も ⑴ ： 土 ニ 赴 … … … … … " . … … . . ‘

ぐ 、/
' 、び2 ■ 卜0 け ’
The foremost need to maintain the dynamic ecLuiliDrium petween 
production and consumption would render - the following： condition in
dispensable:

V i ( / ) - f - C l ~ = K o ( /；) •»• • *• • • ....  ̂5 )
'..一 ....''. - . /  ' . 、. . . . . . . , - '  ' ..ベ ' ,If the ra te  of accumulation in Department I is given, the rate

o± accumnlation of Department II would be forced to maintain the
subsequent condition from (4;) and ( 5 ) :

^ , ... ' . ‘ •

„  _  Vic^-ol +  CVoc/；)—\^2(£-1)2_
■ ひ:.:.: 了 —        ••••••"，，”： * ( 6 )

. : . ! . ■ . . .  . . . . . . .  .From .the proceeding equations, we 铉et the Reproduction Schema ox
current gross produots in value:
. V  ■. L ■ ； . . . .  • . . . : . " I * .  ■.

Pi(,)= rXH~  ̂ ^ ^ •，*#• ...... ..•*，♦，•'， .>*’’•*，'••• •，(7)

餘 赢 續 謂 ]

In a given initial condition Pi(0), these difference equations can be 
solvea uniquely: .

VPi(^ = Pi(o)[l+

、p似 ホ ) ^ J S S J S  ::
[1 +  C1—め)/91 +  -を言素1 [ 1 +号车费〕 ，，’，，，..，.'•........... ..(8’）

，パ ニA  K1(/)
" — ^20) 

ヽ作― 馬 )

It may be shown th a t the simple reproduction takes place if is 
zero, and th a t expanded reproduction proceeds if is positive and in 
addition, the contracting- reproduction takes pJace if ay is negative 
within a cirtain range. ‘

This article, which also discuses the Reproduction Schema in ” price 
of production,^ should be of much interest to roost of Marxian social 
scientists.

Democratic Socialism and the Theory o f ' 

Increasing Misery
* ■

by Naomi Maruo
The difference of opinion over the so-called ‘ law of increasing- 

misery ’ has been regarded as one of the main points which devides 
socialists into two groups; namely democratic socialists and Marxist-
Lenmist soGialists. The former reject the law as a mistake and believe

. .,   . . '■in the possioility of gradual(Qr evolutional) reform ,of capitalist society^ 
while the latter support the law dogmatically and insist that the di
alectical development of society through revolution is inevitable.

. . ■ ■ ； : '• . . . …a) untijl recently, the Marxist-Leninists interpreted the law to 
mean tha t the real income or living' standard of workingmen would 
become increasingly lower unless the capitalist mode of production is 
abolished. •

So long a s , the law is interpreted in this dogmatic fashion, it is 
impossible to defend, because no one can deny th a t the living' standard 
of workinginen in most contemporary capitalist societies is improving. 
But recently the Marxist-Leninists began to interpret the law differ- 
ently. '

b) One of the new interpretations argues as follows:
《The law of increasing misery is not to be interpreted as a direct 

prediction about the future. It is a very abstract argument. It implies 
tha t increasing misery or pauperisation would take place so long as 
there were no obstructive factors such as the resistence of workingrnen, 
social control by the government, etc.>



But this view point seems to be mistaken, I t  may be admitted 
th a t abstract laws can be modified by concrete evidence, but the former 
are hardly correct if they are always refuted by the latter. Even 
democratic socialists (for example, B. Bernstein and more recently J. 
Strachey) do not deny tha t in a system of unmodified capitalism there 

a strong* tendency to pull down the wages of workingmen. But this 
tendeiicy can hardly be called a law.

C )  One. g r m i i 〕 o f  Marxist-Lenmists argues th a t the law of in
creasing' misery should be interpreted to mean th a t the price of labour 
power ( -w a g e )  would become lower than the value of the labour power.

But this interpretation is iiot compatible with the Marxists theory 
of labour value, Some of the Marxist-Leninists of this g*roup try  to 
explain this incompatibility by arguing th a t the price of labour power 
will draw near to its actual value because of pressures brought by the 
workingmen resistence. But if so, i t  means tha t the resistence of 
workingmen is not an obstructive factor of the law of increasing 
misery blit a necessary prerequisite for it. Besides, in this，case, it is 
tacitly assumed th a t the law of value is an argument on a lower level 
of abstraction than  the law of increasing： misery. But this assumption 
is not correct； \ ぃ

d) Another ^roup of Marxist-Leninists argues, ■ Marx did not insist 
th a t the living standard of workingmen would become lower, but he 
meant to say t h e 《conditions workingmen)- Cincluding1 the mental or 
moral element—alDOve all insecurity) would worsen.v r

But if the word 4 misery! is used in th a t sense, it is nearly im- 
•possible to verify whether the law is operating or lioi, because such.
.kinds of inisery are matters of subjective feeling. I t is very doubtful 
if such a law is worthy 6f the name. ゾ

Thus none of the attem pts to justify thb so-called * law of increasing 
misery5 are successful. Dogmsitic interpretation a ) is out of question. 
Interpretation c) is full of contradictions, Xntorprptations b ) and d) 
are more reasoilable. But these two interpretations are quite different 
from the traditional interpretation of the law and they can hardly be 
called 4 the law of increasing misery ’• When the * law , is interpreted in 
thoso fashion, substantial differences Cwith tespect to the * law ’）between 
the Marxist-Leninists and the democratic socialists become nearly 
aiegligible. Thus one of the props of Marxism- Leninism fails to support

the system.
Above argument does not mean th a t democratic socialists are 

always right in these respects. Borne of them do not recognize tho . 
character of the imnianent tendency Cor function) of capitalist society > J 
and, therefore, they try  to reforin the society without touching the 
fuiiction (and system) of it. But it  should be realised th a t the policies 
which intend to retorm the mere results of the function are likely to 
be unsuccessful. _


