Mer of a cef;tury deed apd atill "the rind@ of his prodig;ons la
of thnught bas still not jies

20th oentury has shownfie¥ phases Mﬂ%mi hed his ea.r),y__works
and now.Xeutsky has pm%rﬁ' Eae last vnpudl W‘-—-—m"@uﬂ
contra.siathis with the continued ‘déghneration of & vulgar economy.

‘Rho first ‘mrt of the review ies devoted to the fact trat Karl m&:-)@
bo

———

. __‘_‘--"—""--..
Nevertheless sh: still stressen that it‘s a{draft and not thy

é y.,x.k. Anrl it's very complimentacy to Kautcky,

. JHhen she, gets down o the hook itaalf, she begins by qucting
‘ang"it*s-aki-about -hotr- graa:i' Marx- ms-s.nd-th.i.Theory-of-mpl\lBD
8 cryptal core around which the entire present day social oxder has >
(AL Is gquoting FE;. ‘She spends a Iot OFW o
E¥ie. “5; ;"nrx enploys here, as in all questions, the dialectic method:
e emonstmtes #hat the concept of *‘mroductive labor® is not an object

AR

permopal Andlitation, of of the sspcit of “individurl’ economists yuta -

Ky ;—e' namm{ﬁ-w:sﬁ'wn;.'i .&pmwwv-“?aaﬂ*{"“f“‘\iﬁ "

L e And 'ceca.use cpﬂ cin no longer axplain this scienptificallys only
. Maei o'ould ‘sut through this Gordian knot (p. 6). She then goes into Quosnay_,
as:weld as. Anti-—nzhrmg: "1ik the mroblen of the resolution of the total

sooia.l Imed.uet into wages and eady presented, in incomparubly. E

.. 'mors ‘developed ¢ yrecise M@ f he_gecond volume of GApital,” And .
: ega.tn she thanks. :{autsky for " talcingly sifiing out and publisning this

i..hod. of ¥arx which crented the. possibility of 'bringing
the perbionlar prpvloms of economics... For those who
L= . this fregmerit will be in many
esponding chapters in the second

: A :

' & The best quotation, however, is KM's: “contradictions of capitalist

peoduotion which extricates elf from feudal society, which interprets ‘Sga

later more and mope-bourg Yo but ‘which has still not found i.ts

Lo OFiaw] as 1 irst consixigs ItseXf wvat 51 o
. form of nns_c_____'yenssa_ag_q, h ith, on the one fand, annihilates relig of

ag such, yet on the okher hand still moves pditively only in this religious

sphere =~ idealized s.nd dis-solved in thought."




L H__ ML in reviening ths .early e says of ham -~ they didn'i include the
- “Paacns 1944 mas, =~ but did inolude some parts of 180%F (Holy Family),
. and_even weut up t v.h:.ch Mehring odited, and which she nevex
howmismg‘to he skies, there ie the mos’ fantastic reference to
b pevoliutisd, an If we were still talking about bourgecis revolu-
't-:x.ons"'"‘Ifr 1ithe NRZ: "But a_thirl element is added ins namely, the original
. gonceptivn whitOB:b“-grx : —of-THa, March revolution == the -
opas for thsé =~Cpl) ':.:e lution in ;emnenceg == the anticiration that
the baurgeoin. Favolution Wou ot mmedj{tely concluded
(- in-‘the petiy hourgeois and ultimatoﬂ/i—nmm avoiwtion. In .
41, this mense, tha posi ~of I_J;%%g Rheinische Ze.‘._._‘lgt_g_:g appoara tc be only
. -8 Wellwconsidered, .&y\:_&cm 3coh ajmed st using the sourgecis revelu-.
- tiorayy uphoaval as 5 firs Tp in the ultimate proletarisn ons, to drive
e A I ) the horder 1ine st hhich it must tweak down and give place to a
nd) more radical revoluticn of the ravolution, Sesn from. this viewpoint
“¥he ltastio of FRZ wap o ahdication of socialism, no helping hand and to, the
mle of the bmmgeoisie: ‘on the contrary, it was a conacious utilisation
gx):.e of Eae bou:cgaoisie a.s & brief first step -- reckoned at & fow

,Joa.n Robin"son 8 mf.rod. to Acc. interests ne this tiné from :

a diffarmt, point of view, i.e, previously I was interested in showing how -, .
‘the bouregeia aconomis'bs and-semi-socialists. walcomed her position off effective
dema.nd “This time, however, JR interesis me because she at least tries to -
+ake' in: the itotality of thdbook, even though she, t00; concentrates only
.[on;a mingle topie. The Doint.is thai not a single one -- and .I must have

‘_ ‘road at least 2 dozen oritiques —- from Bukharin to Nettle to Dick Howard

'_,'to Sweazey, ete, == has taken it as a whole, : -

Pal R zins 'by first of all giving f'the’ o‘b:]e"ti.v 'aitvation, by

. uhich shh m o of couxds, Just what is in i - nevertheless, she

: 'clriereby ssteblishes 'that ofly recantly, i.e.xeat WWIZ, academic economists
“Ware- looking &t aaything other than.static eg um, so that now when they’
£irally turn to a dynamic model, and the fact thit she relsed their peoblem,
should make them want to engage in "the pwocess of digging it out” even
nough the centzal core of the unalysis is presented in "a rich confusion”, @13)

vknother thing that was important is that she knows how to defend Marx though
ghe Opposes him, especially on the point of gold:s "RL garbles this argument
consiuembly and twushes it away as beside the point", On the other ha.ud,

eater affinity Letween ﬂ?_a{né{ﬂ}]ﬁanmnﬂ ¢ than Keynes. BShe
»tnen doas @0 IO ths obhor eco.omiSt: RL eriticizes, especially Rogbertus

and Togen-3eramouski , so that the historical exposition of the problem which

AL NENEK preseats in three rounds -~ it is that third round -- Struve, Bulgakov, .
Tugan-Baranovaki vs. Nikolai--on ,"Section 3 is broader, more vigorous and .
: mlgenaza.l movs vowarding than the 2 mreceding parts.” And no doubt it is

&
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e oim iuariod a.nd ba::auae che- -I:.hen pcresents her oW model vs.
-a.llm ox. technica.l p:ogresa

ramembe:c rcghtly .m in "An «eB!l:! on ‘ls.z'xir.m Economica"

ieds Ha..x’ﬁ_, div!.niom of the total nationak economomy into tart two,
depa.rt.mmts“ as'a’ senufme mark of genius ' cubting: through 100 unnecessaxy
“soientific refinenents” of Lex om Scientific colleague’ BEmak empirioists ., -y
zen‘_.m'g mtu‘to ma.k.e—' hird demtmsnt » but I'n not sure whethex tha’
) cifio point: “The method of ar="

: ' fo.l.lou\_imm_thajg.gt that op
rioal’ a_::a__gnla il$ to give & sBolution.,.,." m{ﬂﬁw

-and then the next refermncs 15 to p. 1 in which ‘
JR snhs"RL soans l'.o__..ga.zd -t.hia pu:ooeas a.a imposei'ble Turt for what reason

: Ty

ana.lys_s o:’ milii:a.ri.sn in the laar. charter cver-rea.chas
pmva too muc

- Z”She 15 laft Wit
omt fnr _-'continuous r.:s;.(




8. 1g05, RL reviewo in Vor‘w;rta the :E'iv-st
volu.ma of Theoriea of Surplus Value (reproduceﬁ;'Fe_ewnlxg\
Werke, Vol, T pp4@R=M76. ).~ Her attitude is 1 How great and
réﬁ\'r'r:the work is, though Merx is already dead 25 yoa.ra,
; and though this is sumething from the beginning of the 186Cs
: \vha.oh Engela hada promised in 1885, and which Keutsky has finally

produooda very.-complimertary'to Kautn!:y. That "superriciilly
’.ﬂ—‘- -
it ityﬂot "a finished, consummate history, but rather a "™
y,afbrouli,ion --1 a fi re:bmdraft of a work...”  _ “that-thé book
N S I s '

"ig__yﬂ:ol ’Kﬁutsk,g'e. but every though and every . woxzk is Marx's 1
”'an 'tma't we are oi‘fered is an. organic whele with a highly de= .

5 ‘

vel ped :l’orm.. ‘

She quotee ‘Engels-Ant ;-Duh;g_g how Murx "expoaed the

cryotal core around which the rresent-day social order has

precipitated" in a word the theory of surplus value. Sha
also p“aises tho work as making a profound and conclusive contri-
bution to all of Marx's theory, which may have remained

unclear either in GPE or Capital,




