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Romaniega’s Big Lie 

Romaniegoism Means Never Having to Say You’re Sorry 

 

In his response to me, Romaniega alleges that I misrepresented his position when I said that he 
claimed to have exposed logical errors in Marx’s demonstration in chapter 5 of Capital, volume 
1. He alleges that he was referring to the “labor theory of value,” not to the chapter 5 
demonstration. On pages 6 and 7 of his response, he writes: 

    ... 

    ... 

 

He is lying.  

In his August 19, 2025 revised version of his critique, p. 5 begins as follows: 

 



 

The first two (indented) paragraphs quote me. I referred to  

(a) “Marx’s account of the value-price transformation”  
 

and  
 

(b) “his demonstration in chapter 5 of Capital, volume 1.”  

Note that (a) is referred to as an “account,” while (b) alone is referred to as a “demonstration.”  

And in a second reference to (b), I wrote that “no one has succeeded in disproving” “Marx’s 
demonstration in chapter 5 of Capital, volume 1.” 

In the third paragraph, Romaniega claims that this statement—about Marx’s demonstration in 
chapter 5—is false. “It is evidently false that no one has shown that Marx’s demonstration is 
incorrect. ... I expressly analyze Marx’s demonstration and expose the logical errors it contains” 
(emphases added).    

He was clearly alleging that he had analyzed and exposed logical errors in Marx’s demonstration 
in chapter 5. His subsequent denials of this fact are false and his fancy-footwork argumentation 
is bullshit. He is a despicable liar.  

And what is the purpose of the lie? After all, instead of lying, he could have said that he was 
wrong, that what he analyzed was actually the “labor theory of value,” not Marx’s demonstration 
in chapter 5. But Romaniega refuses to say that. His unwillingness to admit that he was wrong 
(analyzed further here: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=uUOn3NGzQik ) is extreme and 
malignant. Romaniegoism means never having to say you’re sorry.  
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