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hxa 581 page book. or.. whlch Roman Rosdolsky has warknd for some 15
. years, . ‘has been consldered, by established larxists es-the.most .
authors tative‘.profound, ‘work.on tThe E{ffernnc 127%§Z ghructure- (D

:relatlonshlp

Hf_Capitgl‘leh:s is ce talnly the mogt deiaxlﬁ
The agpaarancﬂ of - thegampor+ancn

oLvious sxnce, in the introductian it—3¢

,fhat the | Young Marx and the Mature Marx and the Rouvh Draft Narx arG’L
"i{all one and the" same.'and the Grundrisse should put an end once ahd |
uj?for all to tﬁe idea *hat harx had moved away ‘fron phlIOSophy and dl"
alectics and “become just an economist: in Iact. it was ihe economlc'
'~crisls of 1857 whlch reweotabllshed the crucial Jmportanue of! dlalec

AU o i b W S B

He then takes up the structure, the 9 ye“ perlod bntween .
Qp“ﬁ) 1857 and - 1856, vihich conteins the 2 dlfferert dirafte of Capltu; .
f/ Too much of this is just on the queb+10n of the 6 books orlwinal‘"~
intended and the 3 tks actually produced. _ on p. 17, RR does have
7; good peragraph aga*nst Kautsky/s coqtentlon v the final chap+er
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1 . Pecullarly enough,. ,n thouch BR :
ca*ls attentloq @/,xhe”-- Iz tqﬁ;_this mear) oth;ng shorthodeiangggfh
y,ﬁng the new - &Br?i/' imgle Coopeggi:g n, qEEEEEEE of;Lahgz;;; gt
f”etc. L i.a. Chapter '(:) i7h and ég)-- he, hlmﬂelf. saya
lo}higgeahout that ‘erucial struggle for the WOfFlng day, wﬁere uhg‘_‘
gal gxxxn in the concept of theory oeel wrred .. (See N&F) e

RR then deuls wlth the prevznus explanatlon of The uhange/

c gnt1y reread- Hegﬂl's Logic, and how great a: help 11 wag for i

//W ﬁrc; Tbishis

, BUT WHAT. .5N&IONS. éﬁ@lON THE CON”RARY EPS RE--v.
;_EHQ,AS THE GREATEST ACHIEVEMENT AND THAT IS THAT ONE MU§m uU N 'J

om THE ABSTRA“ T 00 THE CONCRETE. HOW IN THE HELL CiN ANYONE SAT’

' THE BEuINNING, THE COMﬁODITY.‘IS AB cn? WHAT 15 TRUE I°"
[T -T WHEN 'HE BEGAN WITH THAT 1yﬁEE"€F“GEi§2§) THE COMNODITY, DHAT
“QQQ;GONCRETE~0FLﬂLL“EHING, WHICH CONTAINEL THE CONTPADICTTON OF

USE - VALUE “AND VALUE, HE WAS STILL SO . UNHAPPY ABOUT THAT ”dENGMENAE
'PPEARANCE oF CONTRADICTION THAT HE SAID THAT HE MUST- JUMP 76 A
ﬂORE PROFOUND INDICATION OF HIS ORIGINAL CONTRIBUTIGN -- CONCRETE

\ND ABSTRACT LABOR ~- THOUGH THAT WILL NOT GET IS nXPLANATION '

NTIL MUCH ILATER., It is true that Narx's stress on ccncrete, wﬁed.,}

J’in +the Introduction hirEEB—EEIEEEiEE_EE_}?L°r' is precisnly the | -
Hegellan ‘explanation: / "the concrete is concrete because it 15'"
1the synthesis of many determinations, hence the unity of the. ﬂ 1
And-RR does at tHat po;nt Tefer-to—Hegelts-own expression 1n tne‘
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The conaept as concrete.

dnd 1n fact any part aular
n-itgélf"a unity'of diver:
v s

se determinatiquL" . Bu¥
the movehent from abstract'thébﬁc étéf:
‘ﬂas +he methodology Marx used :in.- Caplbal In fact, far from. being
fthn final stage of uOﬂCrEtlzathA, vhen 1abor was the concept Marx
-had intenued to start w-th. Marzx changed his mind +o start with
~tne commodlty an when he told the readsr at once that he must ;

9. to leber, it was. not laber as c reteT-%ndriabea_a;' meus o7
,oontrndictorj of 211 concepts, fhe abSOTLta contrags specificaligﬁ

‘cap;talipt¢c, between abtstract labor whzch produces all valL= -and;
-eoncrete labor Wﬂ?tb produces thn use’ value.‘ oL SN

R does make soae important po nts when he . dealsb
i nnfrom“Capltal to landed property anu e
J5to aaﬂe;iabor,&and is ebp301ally good later‘
t,lsn’t,true”

Wi but ncluded it in’ Vol. III.w'

.'"sh wirg thatl, as- far back ag 185?,

Uarx (Cruhdrise p.6§i"
lets the fbrm of monogg;y capltallsm"falter which

_RBOJLigenerally compet;tion ig. the means bJ whié”‘
ﬁcarales +hrough 1is mode. of - productlon" even as on. pagef
had s=id that onﬂeptualL;EEmpetltlon 1n-§;none other tban—tne fra
1nner nature of capifal appearing and realized as the- 1nter~action

of;mary cap1 als.f:)" (I must here remark that on p, hsﬁ_erwertu
d in qther

is 40" me correetly translated as “"expansion of value"

,places as "realization of value™ and I do.nc+t understand why saddenly

thls author basiﬁg_hlmeeiﬁLon‘Ben Foygkes’ trdnslatlcn of Cap;tal. :
uslng the word valorlzatlon.

, Appendix to thls part. "WZaths dologlcal Commentson RL
Crithue of Marx's Schemz of Reprodactiou" states that szncs so
much was written on the incorrectness of the
spend time on this schema. VWhat he doesn't understand is why thn
o Lﬁ;-" - . methodologeial premlses were not criticized, for that is the most
' o  important E;pR must have known about my criticism precisely of the -
‘methodology, preclsely of the relatlonshlp‘Mﬁ between reality . and
.theory, since the cr111que of RL was published some 1} years befora
M&F, and since I had g considerable number of debabea ont the who¢e
quest1on at that time of how methodology, gpecifically pragmatism,’ o
lue. The most fantastic |
led everyone astray alsc on the law of va ‘

schema, he will not




”*étructurs of Cap;tal. was A professor.l That was 19&4.. It was.i
g ; : that ‘year-long dnbate “that hag GV1dently
~alred the German refugee attentlon tﬂ search me out Blrectly

ifb ck in the 40s. wheR~
. in the Archlves)

_taken up. -- neo-rarxlsts, Yy 552 - 5?2.

\ / S *‘-Hh--“—'#‘"“"‘,—\

. . N ! ‘g'
_ First (p.451) RR takes up KK and Hilferding and Otto - :
Bauer who was the first ‘to attack RL's wurk, Then comes Grossmann,

24 ain nea It Lo Tl Letragco % ) ks
R Wm«&;—ﬂq—m it
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dzaloct'cs thue took its’ eventual revenge on them“" (p.454)

R ‘10hjpky ik "goes back to the Narednlks and Engele on+o
,Bdfgekov and 1ugan~Baranovsky. but the . crlthue of Lenin.is hardly
‘underetandable in view of the fact that, he agrees with all of- fenin -
_jagainst the . Warodn*ki and -for ‘the historxc ccrreetness of uenin
'anlay51s,of Ru331an capitallsm ag well as Lerin's. contention ';

; ‘isino. contradictlon betWeen Volumes iT. and I ' the

_I'm very glad that Pannekoek. thste;n, and Omto Bauer have allw "
condemned her- book with one accord ard used the same - erguments Wthht
I intend t0 w1xje

about Rose 1n No. 5 of “rosveshchenle./f'Ni‘ On. P. h81 RR ret

_1?mbst 1mportant o of the aspects isg.

dmd not understand the‘

. ‘odology because xﬁsexsiﬁﬁiiiiiﬁkgx
';ths treatise on the reellzatlon problemugggyer Merr g thnormes df
T gurplus value @the Grundr:l.sse wvere (Kno to him: he cou‘ld ha.ve_
had only less than an adequate 1ns;ght inso the .me hodo‘oglrally o
very ‘somplex structure of Marx 8 economic wor¥. He' )
'accordlng,ﬁ\ Marx's plen for the structure ofit e'wor“.
figure as, the analysis of “Bapital in General"' and
qe&}ly the results_whlch Marx obtained in these volumee

‘,..—.—""'
- although extraordinarlly important --Jstlll ha d 40 be coner etlzed
ysis, that of "Capital 1n~conc“l%e reali@




w He says that- :l:,a‘zJ e devotes no less than 3
s't:.on of methodology on L‘xe ecommic law
! ‘contalns a (Bumehwat dub:.ous) presen Tation of the ma.‘terlaliiaﬂ'
conceptlon oi‘ history; ho.'.rever, s.mcd sonzo...ogy cannot serve as La

U W J
e A :
n ’Doc’;:r hhe of: Eemg anu Essence) 15 the genet:.c ;i

Grundr:.sse was flrst pub- .

;d:.alsctic -.J..-: 'tha't ince 1939-#0
lished."‘ "ONE ‘NO I:ONGER HAS o BITE INTO THE SO0UR APPLE AI‘«D 'THO—‘

RGUGHLY STUDV TI-EE WHOLE OF HEGEI'S LOGIC 'IN ORDER 10 UNDERSTAND
' ,MARX'S "GAPTTAL =m ONE "CAN ARRIVE AT THE SAME END, DIRECTLY, BY ‘
_ 'STUDYING THE . ROUGH' DRAFT.. vees. BUT: UN‘-“ORTUNA’I'E...Y. WJE IN THE -
. L.LGHT OF THI.;. .wLA.NGE'S OTHERWISE . USEFUL 'AND INI‘L‘-REST.LNG BOOK,
U MAKES A Rmmmsm OLD-FASHIONED IMPRESSION! " { "This awf'ully
awful and awfully er.t.d:.'t:e author has all th:l.s ‘praise of Lange. even
(56, P. 570) he calls attention to the fact that "

a’@ e %as s'f'ﬁ—l-;xtollmg Stalin for hJ.S greal; contr:.—
TTtical econony . L R
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