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PR “Rhe fi.rst Taxt of tha review is devoted to the fact that Karl

4.3 a mr!'ar of a cent,ury dead apd still "the ning of his pu:odigmt.s Jaboﬂ.
of thmlgh'b has still not hag

20th Gentury has shm.%oﬁri_iaaes since b;i hed his e&r),y__works
and now.Kautsky has’ publ e 1ast 'unpzhlEE% oA TALTE I y-4he
contra.si:sthis wi*h the continued ‘ddglEneration of b.vulga.r eccnomy.

T e ——
Hevsrthalesa shs still stresses that it's a/draff and not ?,B

é y..;.k. And it's very complimentary to Kautcky.

: JHhen .she, gets down to the hook itaalf, she begins by quoting
ang it*s-all-abk -hmr-greaﬁ" Harx- Has-and—th.s_i‘hanr;&ﬁmms)
c.'.',,ratal core around Which the antire present day soclal order has
(AL Is quoting FE). She spends a Lot OW o
¢ :"Marx omploys here, as in all questions, the"dialectlc methods
emonatmﬁes #hat the concept of ‘mroductive labor® is not an object
A,'a." :hwlina.tion. off of tl'-s esprit of individual economists. tut a -

-7, AndobV usly thi is In;edominant in her mind since she. continuesz— N
tical’ revieniof the g 3. sray. between classical and vulgar. ' i -
] * 1s the deepest.and most splen-

g P this work of Ha.rx'a, uhich deads by & tcta,lly new way == although.

i ped:foct Jlogical connsction with the vhole Marxian nystem == to ins;bzht :
-3nto. the capifa.list econom'r a.nd. ito histWonmgm.cy." "

.m:.mm-\xm‘wwm.: Bl m;..anw-w-“ﬂaﬂ*{‘“'ﬂ'“"w :

L And. beca.use cpa can no longer explain this scienftificallys on]:;

- Marx opuld eit through this tordion knot (p. 6). She then goes into Quosnn.y_, R
‘as'well ns. Anti-Duhving: "likewisg the problem of the resolution of the total
\sooia.l p,.-uduct into wages and eady rresented, in inecomparubly.

.. mons ‘developed ¢ ywecise B foKJ{ the gecond volume of Capital.” And -

: agal.n she ‘thanks. :Ca.utalqr fopr * takigly eifiing out and publishing this
graa.t second. appe ed us,"

. "3‘1'. was Ha.z:x's utterly transformad -position vis-a=vis - his cbject !

: '%&!@*k&tien ‘me’ the position- of the socialist, who glances over the
‘sourdaries “the bourgeois sconomic form from a higher viewpoint =-- in short,
e[diﬁ%: ic Peihod of Marxk which created the. possibllity of hringing

ana.lvais 'r:o-am the pa.r:bj mlar prod of economics... For those who
3 m:is ¢ this fregment will be in many
paponding chapters in the second

A
: The best quotation, however, i3 KM's: “"contradictions of ca.pita.list
Eoduc‘r.ion which extricates olf from feudal soclety, which interprets . Sg
later more and mppe-haurg : ¥, but ‘which has sti2} not found its
o OLiou] as i irst_consixips Itself out H1 the Te o
. form ongg _y.enaﬁs_a@_l/ hedexith, on the one hand, annihilates religion
as such, yet on the other hand still moves p&itively only in this religious
sphe’-e =~ ideallized and dis-solved in thought."
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© ' HB WU in reviewlng ihe early essays cf Harx -~ they didn'i include the

ST precns 184 mas, =~ but did include eome parts of 180 (Holy Fawmily),
w0 and even wend up t which Mehring edited, and which she nevexr

_‘pbops-mfaising-to-the skits, there is the most fantastic reference to

R © ent revolubiod, ap if we were still talking aboul boureeois revolu-

' ¥ions onl¥, Lithe NRZ: "But a thirl element is added ins nzmely, the original
. ‘goncepticn nhig&':yg:x', Te —of~tha, March revolution -- the -

=gl

/Aopus for the goagpllisd-\'ve Jiation in meneeg == the antioipation that .
the bourgaols ravolution wou NIy The ct, inmediately concluded
" in.the patly hourgeols ard ultimately in the-preivtarian Fevolwtion. In .
). tivis mense, the posi ﬁ%m Rheinische Zeitung appoara tc be only
. a well-coneidered, ﬁ.\;?m = wHich ajmed at using the oourgecis revolu-
- t4onazy uthoavel as z fArst stap in the vltimete proletarian ons, to drive
L4k 'cn to the horder line st hhich it must treak down and give place to a

Gcond) more radical yevoluticn of the revolution. Seen from this viewpoint
The Iactic of FRZ wes o ahdication of secialism, no helping hand to, the
. trule of the -bourgecisie:.- on the contrary, it was a conscious utilization
theirule of ‘ths bourgeoisie as a brief first step -- reckoned at a fow
years, at.uost =+ of the rroletirian victory.” Do S

ST 1. o . - . ‘ . .

et TiJoan Robinlson's intyod, to Acc. interests me this tiue from ;
sidifferent. point of view, i.,e, mreviously T was interested in showing how | .
‘thebouregeds -aconomists and-semi-socialists, walcomed her position off effective
demand:: This time, hoiever, JR interests me because she at least tries to °
take in-the ‘totality of thdbook,- even though she, too, concentrates cnly

.on;a mingle topic., The peint .is that not a single one -= and .I must have

“-road at'least 2 dozen oritiques -- from Bukharin to Nettle to Dick Howard

7 to Sweezey, etc. =- has taken it as a whole. . :

fa e (JR Jogins by first of all giving ("the objectivesitustion, by
. which she mesfis, of cowde, Just what is in amifB; . novertheless, she
., ‘thereby esteblishes that odly recently, i.e.%eat: WWIZ, academic economists
“wape - looking et anything other than. staiic-eg um, s0 that now when they’
firnlly turn to a dynamic model, and the fact thit she relsed their problem,
should make them want to engage in "the pwocess of digging it out” even L
nough the centzal core of the unalysis is presented in "a rich confusion”, @13)
kanother thing that was important is that she Jmows how to defend Marx though
" ghe opioses him, especially on the point of gold: “RL garbles this argument
. considerably and hrushes it away as beside the poinit", On the other hand,
£gha 3 a_greater affinity between FW@: than K he
“then does go IO tha other €CO.MOMiBLY BRI criticizes, especially Rodbertus
and_Tugap=ieamwomki , so that the historiczl exposition of the problem which '
AL B presents in three rounds -- it is that third round -- Struve, Bulgakov, .
Tugan=-Baranovaki vs, Nikolai--on ,"Section 3 is bwoader, more vigorous and K
: in_ganara.l movs rawarding than the 2 mreceding parts.” And no doubt it is
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e oim iuariod a.nd be::auae che- -I:.hen pcresents her oW model vs.
-a.llm ox. technical :pu:ogresa

XD ramembeu- rcghtly .m iu "An .gsa.y on ‘larxi:m Economics"
wis Ha..x,’q diviaion o2 the total nationak ecortopomy inte Tt two,
de pu‘ytmatrha as'a’ sanuine maxk of genius = cubting. through 100 unnecessary
Lo o soientitic colleague’ MEHARK empiricists .. “
hi::ﬁ department, but I'm not sure whether the’
hg‘smtu:ce does wefer to that cifle poiats “The method of ar=

_from the fact that on
solurtion. . ." F:Tﬁ"iE'EB, ‘
) “to p. 4% in vhich
l'.o _..gazd thia pcrooems a.a impossibla Tagt for wha.t reason

: Ty
"

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

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




8. 1905, RL reviews in Vorwartu theiriwst
volume of Theoriea of Surplus Value (reproduceh7pgggﬂgnlxaN‘
Werke. Vol, T pp4GR=M76.).— Her attitude is : How great and

LI

ré evant_the work i, though Nerx iz already dead 25 &6ara,
; and though this is sumething from the beginning of the 186Cs
: rh;ch Engela had promised in 1885, and which Keutsky has finally
producsda veryﬂcomplimertary'to Kautnky. That "superficidllyv
if iqfﬁb;f:; finished, consummate history, but réther a "
yrfbroulkion 3 a fi rex:draft of a wprk...’. . ..rEthat- thé'igok
ﬂia,ﬁhol ’Kﬁutskyfsr but’ every'though and every . won*.ls Marx's 1
':an 'wnat we are’ offered is an. organic whele with a highly de-=

5 ‘

vel ped fbrm..‘

',J{ﬁf She quotee ‘Engels-Ant ;-Duh;;_g how Murx ”expoaed the

: cryata.l core around which ‘the present-day sociml order has
pracipitated" in a wnrd the theory of surplus value. She
also p*aises tha 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,




