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(ma uorld-slnkmg event == wor..d War I -~ and ons c“"'_.;.-g-'!;
oritig gz by baing. 8.~

b chailen go to Volume II of Capital, bn’ exded by boing o sharp
-.critiquo of thc .whole form of Volnm 1, from the Yory rovolutlcnnrv who |

'hld nlm.ys dofandedvit. Rosa Inxomburg, uddenly called into questions

uhothor tho greatost work of V.arx. Capital, thet was unanimously
l':'ecogrir.ed by all Harxists as not only the greateat uat, the moet fmdamont.al
' grourd cm wh.tch 111 of Marxism was bnaod. was »oually that tmnnimmtsly

: lccapta] ‘l:y u].l. So far as ZI.on.’m was ccneemad he now considered

't.‘nt nme, mcludi.ng hmso.:l.’. had grasped, amd fur’themora thtt 1t wou]d

the "Scfm'co .or Iagio. . And t.o mka n'bsolntoly positivo that it w.s no*ther

the’ s‘“eonrl ]'ntamnticmnl that had ‘betmyad nonzlﬂn -rmssm

p m E tl-‘-:hauthumous publication cou'lrl not possibly havo had tho
mpa.ct of l. declnrat.:lon ma-do by & live I.enir.. The zame on & di.ffamt
‘ lcve“ i= trno of Tuxemburg. mt is to say, since she made the remrk nbout

the fact that JJe Volume T also a.nnoyed her, In just a lstter; we have

the spectacle of Rosdolsky in his magnum opus,; Tha Making of Mnrx 8 ClE:lta ’
MEIESIEDNE considering the remark as Af 1t were made for Volume I, wihthou
anycne btothering to correct that“factual”error. Noedlessl\‘.‘lto ggy.' by now

when none has any direct claim
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~The whole'queat*on"thnrefore, 1néofhr &85 our
1age is concerned is %o, see what Marx had in ming for Capita*
e
which is in fact g great deal morethan ‘the work we know as_

: "Gapital. mhus. whether w2 are cohcerned with pre-capitalist'
A

rormationa or unilateralism in regard to feudal production or
lack of it 1n Oriantal -societies or the sngle small section ;
of it that was published in RL's day. the Introduction , which

eartainlJﬂid reveal nAny more than economic factors == and RL

did know that Hliforical Materfalismiwas ﬁ great deal more
: L oint '
hnn aconomie laws. i The 8/ N that are crucia* are

‘ a\; o ; andtfﬂo. tha dE‘pth of ‘the uprooting aeeded[;
‘an tﬁrqugtheﬂﬂ!ﬂiliISbganizational expression of this phil. '

Here, therefbre. we return to both the theoretica*

work as well as the Critique of the. Gotha Frogram,’
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The 18603 did, 1ndaed. open a tota]_ly new era poth objoctively and
Marx's

sub;lsctivoly. Whether ‘you take pgint of departure ' for ye new era to ‘
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be 1560 . the ectusl Civil War i lag a starting pohﬁ ]
m.ther you wait for the 1E71 Paris Commumne ac the point of deplrturo for a

trulr syubol of' a new B social order: whéther you i'.ake the establishment

of the First Workingmon's Intamtiml as the only "cmcreto" “proof”that

we bavo reac.hed o new stage in working class develepment only wham we have

. the appearance of

an o:-ganintimnl exprossim of it;  or whetber you ta!calﬁam:'s oWn work _
on. which be had- hborod his whole matura 1ife of a “aub;}octiva“ mifostltiun -
of a new world of thnught. the 'noi.nt. is that both ob;joctivaly and -nbjoctively
" no ‘hiatorinn can pusgmy act towards the 1869s, cmlmﬂnat.ing g o

_ﬂnlllﬂl An 1871. thare is no Yy of seaing th!.‘t. deoada Has a_ turning po:nt

T 4n world thought , in world aiFtrations, What did that produce in. Barx?

Imd how does it happen that this greatest work uhich has been accepted

ij_ "Bnndsm". Marxists, sqddenly, aft;ar a near-half century :!n the exalted

place of the centercore of Marxism was dethroned, not by the capitalists




