.__ - f,e,,/ L

- m ured motions of h:la giant limba = at length bresks out .’mto e fast and fu:-ious
whizd of his- aountless worlcing organs.;" But there is no edsy answer to wthother

NG R by 4

 vhat has béen written befora the 18605 s discarded, For the enswar is two-fold,
is contmdictory. and yét is trae in both of 3ts parts, ' :
'Igchuolo Hethodalo and Workeras! Revel ‘_f”‘"
‘There 1s no doubt whntevm- that the period betwean the 1857.1858 MHstebooku "
(that were not intandad for putdication and that have since hecomo famous 2s the
_ Grundrigse) and the 1867a75 editlons of Sapital was a pariod of total ohengs, both
~of the mathod of presentation and of what Harx presented on the subject of l‘lschin?ea.‘
Thus.. the restructlxring of the. &'nndrisse and the Critique of Political Bs gm
- as ﬂwy developad into ‘gg____ meant & great dexl move thsn the fact that the mmm
 bad grown into 4 books, It moant & ggpayation of analysis of the spheres of B
‘ _production. ch'cula.'bion and - the forms of tha process as A whole. in which llbnld
&3¢, be in'.:ht!ed the ‘history or the thaories of .’sw-plu.s valus. Of neoausity.th:ls
. ,,ﬂi;gﬁ_ﬂul no;_ orly a sharp mcl fundamental distinctlon between t.ha essential. funce =

" tlon of machines in production and their appearsnce in the market, but thsi: ‘thero

ba nc rush to dzal with their possible funotion Jn a non-value produniﬁé. society
-for the noed was to be gonorete, historically precise, and, far ﬁ*ém skipping stages '
to got to the end, to keep eyes rivetted on men histbry, 2t work,.

- Thu.é. thé decision to make room, in the first volume of Ga_pitula for a

. new seotion on "The Vorking Day" meant, al one and the same time, a dramaiic and
bagic shift in the concep.t. of thoory, from one of counterposing one's theokms’to
thobuct other thecretici_lns. to that of watching the birth of theory emerging out
of the devalaping class struggles. Insafar &= the subjeoct of tochnology was cone
carned, deep lnsight into the transfermation of subject to object, of ti:e
parverse relationship of machine as "subject! dominating men as 'object" naturally
enteiled sasing the machine as "the anemy.' Iadeed, the greater part of the first
voluns of Capitale-Parta II through V, or come %400 peges devoted to the process

of production-wis, precisaly, this; the mathod of analysis is nothing gther than
the ri-ocess of development of esgential relationship of suéljg:t to object, It is
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thorefore toj:slly and completely opposed to thﬁ-idea that the worker 1s a]}eady
‘that of “wmtchman and regulator", z phrased used in the Grundrisse, ‘
Thus, finally, the many new developments in Marz's thsoretical di'z_scovaries;f
his“croa.lticn of originsl categorles, in the ﬁecada betwaon the two works, mﬁld B
toem appear to have torm.everything wp by its roots. For excabple, to the axtent

- et tho tine of -
tba.t[tho 1857-58 Notebooke, the dual characler of hbor had nct been fully worked

- oub s thet unity of opposites from which all development p*oceeded. thare was,
of necaseity. the tendency to be altogether too brief witk the stage described in
M& es the stage of mchinofactm'o where Yeapital colebratec its orgias"(z) y
1 18 certaimly true that, in the Grunirisse, there is altegether too much euphasis |
- ,.';on the mate utar_a.l that is to eia.:,'1 the ‘technological, fourx‘lif.:lon of the nsw svcial .
"ofdar. At t.he same time, thore 1s also no doubt that Harx, at_no iime, was looking
at ths mcpam’ing material .t'orcas as they werae "the condition, the activit.y, tm
urpoea of 1ibeu-stion"; bu&. that. on the contre.ry. ha wes talking of the mcpa.nd:lng
u htm 'oroes ap "the motivs force of history.' They and they alono covid abrogata
the e:q:loitative value relations of capitalist mociety; their nctivity and theirs _
alona muld mm-contradictions and it is for them and them alone that tha ‘
axpansion of the matarisal forces was intended. Marx #speaks eluguantly enotgh on

this subject in the rurdrisse(?)

"The eégehange cf living labor against materialized ! -

lsbor, i.0., the existence of soeial labor in ths form of the antagonism betwaen
capital and wage lebor, is the last stage in the development of the value rela-

(2)Toid,pep.264 (3)The section is entitled "Die Letzte fntwicklung
des Wertvertaiinisses unde der auf dem Wer’ veruhender Produlction''pp.591-2,5

TYPIST, e —

this quotationon history is te be transforred to p.2,right. under subheadingiVHistory does
\f_____—--—hL , ”mﬁ’?ﬁw "}itﬁs)!\e;m}-ﬂn;é—oléssal riches?, it
T 'fights no fight!. It is rather man-~real, liva
ing man--who acts, possesses and fights evary.
thing, It is by no means !History® which uses
ren 8 & means to carry cut its onds as AL it vere & person apart; rather History
13 nothing but the activify of man in pursuit of his ends."~-larx, The Holy Fami
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tlonship and of produ.ot!.én begsd on value, It predupposes the 'doc'isive fastor in

'the creatlon of waalf.‘%a ‘the an'munt. of dirsct workixig t:lmo...éut tha more modern

: :Lnduatry' dev:elops. the ereation of ‘wealth becofaos Jess dependent on working timo....

Jabor no lenger appass 8o much en:losed in the pracess of production but rather man

rolate: himeelf to it as watchwan and regilator....Once direct Jabor has ceased to

be the direct sowrce of wealth, lator timo must cease to be its reasure, and, Corie

sezumtly, axchange value the messure of use veive, The surplus laber of the masses -

has ceaged to be the condition for the development. of sonisl wealth just as the idle-

ress of'il'.}:_w_ few has ceagsed to be the condition for the development of the universal

~ oapacities of the hwman mind, With this, the mede of production based on evehange

"‘vﬂus.o@llrn;fsaa and the ;imédinte material process of produztion 18 stripped of its

: -"—-‘:‘:-' gcgptir.éqs‘._‘md:&ta ‘Aan'ta'gbnistic form."' Thus it is not the reduction of laber tims

 to oroate swrplus Jébor WUt tho reduction of the nesessery lsbor of socisty to &

atainum Which s then in ascord with (entsprielich) the artistic, scientitic, ste.
sducation pf the individusls through the free time and the means created for evmn.

" for the free developfient of the individual,,,The messure of wealth will then no K

long&r he hba-r time, but leisure time,

That ay one coild conclude fram this that it is Automation, here and now,
-{the proleos
which is cresting'the materisl foundatlon' for the new, with or u‘lthout(“—'/

tariat doing the overthrowing of thorold, iz only further proof of the fact that
ot age 1is ridden with ;ru;econcil&blr opposites as to have produced the disintegra«
tion of thought, We gee this range before our eyes from those who see our times
to be "the end of ideclogy", the age of the Yone-dimensional manh,tthe critigue
of dialectical reason” leasing us all to accept terror as the way to communal lifel

S0 overwhelmed by tho total mechanization of life that Automation soems to Amply

St e i et s A B m . e S o e Sk em o e e e+

‘- are philoscphers evaen close to Marxism that they seem to have embarked on a gearch

/.L\ of some new principle of reality apart from oither meterialism or idealism or
'y its unity in Hamanism., Jeen~Paul Sarire has even introduced the quéstian of sextd)le

ity into the mﬁclhina as the daydream of the worker subjected to avtomated produs-

tion. MNat{urally, hs opposes such debumanization., HNaturally, he wants, not to
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rejeut Havxism, tut to revivify "fedayfs Marxism' by making the human being cantral‘

- to it. But to the exteni that“nuithar, aor the other philosophers close to Marxlsm
nedth S ‘ : ' '
- 45_6’3??% where the 'irorllcar ie in the process of produot'ion nor listen to his ¢
' thoughta, the resvlt is that, instesd of holding on tight to the fact that Man alonn
is Freodon and Roason, they sadow teohnology with rationslitysnd capacity to be |
i%y own 4ranzcendence, or they consider "the Party" te be able to do so for Man.
Fhﬂcsophqa 1:50. yvestardey, saw in the movement of Resson the tendency to go
bepord dntology, i.e, beyond philosophy "as such¥, today very nearly degrade
‘;_qz'ﬂ".(x;loey tn:teéhnolpgf._ £11 the more reason for us to wateh Marx gt u\;rk on
: teﬁﬁnoldgy; _ I ——~

g am onlarging presantly the chapter oa
—— v i

on Januaty 28,(1863. \"There are many problems theng

. chIhadbyf.\assod'inthc”
L :fﬁst'ldr&‘t;;fi; 1\0! ., to clarify myself I re&'ead in fu]l 'nv notebooks (éxtract‘s)‘..
on tecl'mology and am a'{'.tqr.ding a practical course (e:cperi'n.qnts.i only) for Workerse., g
1 u’ndéstmld ‘the mathsmstical laws, bt the simplest technical reslity demending
percaption 1s hardor for me then to the biggest Wlockheard," Fowr days prior to - |
this lotter he had written E;gels_ tiat he found himself "in great difficulty™
because he didn't understand “what was the work q;f the sg‘-called spinner ggi_b_z-g_)
gquestioned:
the invention of the sslf-acting mule' and, ageinf "in-#hat then dJdoes the inter-
ference of the motive force of the spinner express itself in relation to the for-
ses of power?? (A1l these requests for information on'motive forcestand"forces
of powar! ars soon te result in Marx's creation of a new category,*labor powerl)
Marx had been plying Bngels with questions about "ecalegories of workera
in your factory" for months prior to these questions, But then it was for pur
poses of showing the falsity of Adam Smith's view of the division of labor
as if thet which was true in sezistye~competition, indepe.nc_lence,"equalityu-
held in the facktopy. Marx would show that, in the factery, 1t is not competition

that rules the diviaion of labor, but the autherity of the capitalist, hils
“dospotic plan, the hierarchic structure of cepital itself, Horeover, his

Y2405 weterialist conception of history notwithstanding, he seemed constantly amazod
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‘to find that-scientists and phllosophers would in &1, but'. their own specialyy,

except the given es the real, Thus, cn Juac 1€, 1962, he wrote Enhals- "Remarkable .

that Darwin in the animsl and plant. kingdom reveals anew his English sc:ciety with
1ts division or lnbor, compatition. opening of new marlets, 'inventions! and

Melthuedicn Yatruggle for existonoe,? This is the Eobbsian bellum omnium contra
ﬂ__ and this bears e resemblance %o Hegul in his Fhbnomenolozy it m which eivil

aocistw 13 dezeribed asfthe spizritual 'ringdom of animals' while with Darwin the

a_ni;ml kiagdenm reprocents oivil society.!" Ho was to put & similar thought directly
_ i.n'the saotion on "Machines' in 'Cagitalz YA eritical history of technclogy wwmuld
) ghoy 'aow'r 1ittls any of the inventions of the 18th century are the work of a single
. hadividtul.....!‘he weak points in abstract materialism of natural sclence, a
T mtaa'.‘husm that axcl\xios history and its procssn, are al once evicent from ths
abstmct a.nd idoological conceptlons of its spokesmen, whmwer they vanture beyond
't'.ho ‘bounda of their spacial‘tu'.-'( ) o - o :

’ij " M{arx's mvﬁ' LY rosearch" m.s nover restristed to *science®
"es such", ﬁt included WW%LMﬁ those reprots of the British
fact.ory :I.nspao'bors ¥arx made so famous, 'practical courses", history of all class
struggles angi some histories thet had not yot bheen written, s EES: @nce/%ﬁcatﬂed
down to work out the actual relations at: the poinf of production, new categories
aner;;ed. Once he entered the process of production dnd saw that wachinery had
:I.ndead no other existence that that which they fulfill in the factory, then the
_@;J_xg__an. uiter and unquestionedsand oppressive, of capital over all else was
seen in the very change of title for his main work from that of Critigue of Political
Eoonormy to ge_.pitﬂ. His two major original categories--constant capital and vnrin.blo' .
in the factory .

capitale.showed that not only do machines/exiat as capital, hut so does living
labor, the only distinction betwean the two kinds of capital being that one was
constantly undergolng a yariation in magnitwde, that is to say, living labor was
exploitod, made to produce many unpaid hours of labor.

The fact that he wouldn't purmit the publication of his own lecture
on"Velua, Price and Frofit" until aftor he completed Capital is further proof

(4)Capital, Vol.I, p.367 ftn hR 486
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afw . it
that only the letter contained the whole of his thaory, wi"hotrt. which no si.ngla
elamout could be fully understood, 1ake his éntegory, labor power, which was not

in mé-mﬁsé or Critigue or tbe hlatso in 8 word, . bsan filly worked
out until Capifal itself was, The/gz; 'c;o of the category before his main
theoretical work was comploted was swralyt not due to any question about his "lmoﬁi;ng"
or not "Menawing! about. the vital da.c;/aram" botuoo labor, &5 sotivity, and labor,
) /
&bn_h Ee kapt writing &bout, :Lt, ect\u'ing n it, rm’ his lectm-e,"’-'tage-hbor
and Capitel® in tha Houe Rheiniache x.aitu_r_jg en the 1848 revolutions wera still
freah."[mw' was at issue, in his mind, was the fact that a new sf.ago of genamlin-
til.on. 4 nsw’ stu.ga of cog':i*ion that gives birth to an or:lginal category, liberatos
yor. both thwrebically and pract:.cal]y; it 1z a sort of point of mtarsaotion :ln
h:lsto:w 11:3311' which permits a view oz' the fture beosuse becsuse the past a.nd preaanﬁ have
bee.n so ful_'ly cmpreh*ﬁedy%t the i'uture inherant in the prassnt/emergu;, And
' 'w:i;t,h L:a%%ﬂil;o e powor; 1." was not onJ:y its appesrance aa 8 "name! for a
comoc‘.ity. a most un:l.que commodity, the only one that. m:%@c}m fan

to’ produce more, and produced all ths value and. surplus value, qu

r_ .

m &8 well, It vas a powsr not only because 1t. then became conscious that the
machine that was exploiting it had fest ¢f clay, could drive labor, but itself
could do nothing but "yleld up" what labor was already materialized in it, for
though "loaded with value® it itself Mereates no wval. ue.“(s) It vas a power also bes
cause, as contra,éeé;whgnmlib{:r Zirst entered the factory and found his volce
"stifled in the storm and stress of the process of praduc tion"(s), it now united
with others right at the paint of préduction, in the cooporative labor procoss

machinofactire had to  introduce, and was furthor notb only disciplined by that

instrumentality, but united to zct, inside and outside the factory, ZL'Iarx's decision, e

therafore, to add a section on "The Working Day", a decision ho didn't make until
1866, had further consequences in expending the power of the proletariat as
N
historie and phﬂosophic\i\“ln place of the pompous catalogus of the 'inalienable
hts_of es ,the } a Charta of a lega limited working day which shall
ﬁ 383 ‘?Z’Sp.ﬁi’ (%p.gggn gally _
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 make clear when the time which the worker sells is ended, and when his own beging.
v _ gu.n.ntm ‘m‘g-tat‘us ob_illol" ‘ _
Nattmaﬁ;r. all thes8 decisive factors of raslity. as contrasted to mere .

) - research or argumants -d. th sther theorsticians in the 18508, led to a change .also

in the concept of technology: "It would be pocsible to write quite & history of the
inventione made since 1830 for the sole purpose of supplying capital with weapons
agalust the ravolts of the wirking class."{a)

= ——— i s s At 1R g LR P ARG, .

Cnce capif;alism has moved from the noed o extend the honrs of the worke :
 ing sy o extract updd hours of labor, to being akle to extract the surplus e
. .; L +ha same work:h:g day--md it is the dwelopmant of. m.achinery that has .
L aoh:!.avsd th:.s aeat-it 1s first then Marx begine referring to mchinofe.ctm'a :
.aa "thé spacifica.lly capitalistic mcde oi‘ produn bion." Conerete, concu-sta. cone ate ]
L',—this sm t:p the scvupulousness with thch Harx folldws the mohme's devalop:x' ;
_- "'?'nsvar cons:ldara 1c ouus.‘k‘e of :i.ts historic, capitallstic conta:'b. and proceeds to
l:‘! show w'the machine which 1s the starting point of the induatrm rﬂvolution. _
' supersedes the_l worlman."‘ (9>bec'a.usa, seys larx, ‘Sfl'egbnolow | alao'discovared the
few fmdmmﬁl forns of motion...’.necessarﬁy taken by mrery prodmtiva action of;
‘ the buman body"(lo) the. autcma." n could now become Van organized system of :
o “ﬂv“%"“’—”‘*"
mkehdnes/Irom & central & mton ecome Mobjestive! so that

the laborer becomes & mere eppendage to an already existing material condition of

production."®Mhat 1s to be watohed ,however, is not the machino, but what it
does to the workman who is subjected to the Muniform motion of the instrumentaiyc
of labor® for it is this which "gives rise to a barrack discipline, which 1s
elbaorated into & campleto system in the factory,"(*3) wle capital eracts its
own code "like & private legialatos'."(ll")

In & word, tho whole system of capitalist production *based on the fact
that the worlman salls his labor pewer as a commodity"{15] ends by having "the
instrument of labor strike down the lsborer':"Henca, the character of independence
ard estrangement which the capitalist mode of production as a whole gives to the
instrumants of labow and to the product, as against the workman, is developed,by
(8)p.h36  (9)p.370 (10)p.492 (11)p.377) (12)p.382 (13)p.423 (Ls)p.h2h (A5)p.A3l




B 12409

- tione, pervarso. Bub, Jar from thinking of Hegel, we think of this new world

3 lnughn e.t John Stuart Mill for attempting “to annax" such irrsconcilables ea rd)dd’?

-uhich yo.tordw was fphrfect,! ‘ﬁ[_arge-scale economies permitted by technological

'wf-?r.ct-éw.'-v«--w"n- T
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means of machine, into a thorcugh antagondsm,*(16)

Throughout tha ten sections of that uingle chapter, "Haahine:ry and

Modeum Indusi“y" Marx never lets go for a singlo instance the internal dhlvt.x:.

the essential relatioq of aubject to nb,jeot. leading ,inaxorable to the absolute,
: irraco.nc:llablé contra.dic't.'_n.on 56 that when he strikes out against the ec.onom‘_st'a
who contend thﬁ.t there can be nio antegonisms eince they cannot arise from 't.hé
m.chinary "ag such® we are left breathless that there would be any other view of

Pt Bt b eyt T s ot W pt s

mch:}.nes than es capital, ompressive, dominea:'_ng, eaxploitative, full of contradic~

vision, Mar 'rimaelf howevar, a 1ittle later brings us back to Hogal when ho

theory of profit bu!.nad on labor as saurco of weslth to iaszau Sanior'l“rmwemt:lon

' ahui'.:lnmce“&' "He 13 as much at home in absuwrd nontradictions as he feels at aan '

o ma

Wo.are in & very different world than. the mch;\nes we sew.in Grundr:lsus; ‘

it is the real mﬂd of capitalism,. And, if even we wished to forget the stri.fa

of workman and machine, wé couldalt rid ourselves of the contradictions in tech--

nology for ‘even Mas sush? they are productive of criuss and economic contradic’tions._‘ ;

For the simple fact is 1.hat each technological change makes obsolets the macninu'y

revolutions de ellow for acowmdation of capitel and should moke the capitalist

happy, but, unfortwnately, they also lead to competitiva'preswres to dntroduce

stiil newer technicques and "big capital starts eating 1ittle ca.pital“.'ﬁoroover,

each machine seems to havs a& ‘wAll" of its own 4n opposition to  the motive force

of capitelist ;;roduction--the produetion of value and surplus valus, Marx calls

this the Mabscluta contradiction between the technical necessities of Modern
Industry, and the social character inherent in ths capitalistic i'orm“(la)--which

doesn't stop the capitalirt from heving many headaches about his machineYproducing

for production’s sake, irrespective where there are "customers.,! Marx continues: -
Wde have sean, too, how this antagonism vents its rage in the creation of that
(16)p.432  (17)p.698n (18)p.L93




monstrosity, an industrial reserve o.ritw, kept ia misery in order to be always at tﬁa
disposal of capital; in the incessant human sacrifices from amoeng the working

-chsa. in the most reckless squ&ndering of labor power, and in the dmstation
caused by a soe:lal an&rclw. which twrns evary economle progress :Lnto‘a. social
ca.!sm’.’.ty. " (19)

Buu, from the capitali.stic polit of view, what 1s merplaimble is that.
though he kueps inverting more aindl more into these wonderfully sfficlent and aver
mﬁghtier and labor-saving machines, and the less he has need of these workers
constentiy in ravolt, there suddenly appears a decline in the rate of his profit,
no matter how fabulous th grows in ﬁassa faving gotten out of his crisis and
"stu-ted on the new lwol ci‘ production with a higher orgenic composition of
capital—-nors that is expnnded for constant than for variable capit&l--thoso

' machings seen to be doatroying the very source of thair- valus-living labor elf.f

~So he bag:ms '!:o concentrato his capital emd centre.lize it and go in for more
:mhd.naa and u.guin these-mnnstm-s are the causc of "overproducticn' and bnclc goes.
the clpitalist In ever desper-crises,, 111 he has indulged hinself in Moolonisntion¥:

Cl/“i new and :lntem'mbional division of laber, a division suited to the develcpments :
of the chlief centers of modern Andustry springs up, and comrarts ong pa.rt of ‘the

Zlobe 1nto & chiefly agricultural field of p.oduntion. for supply:l.ng tha othar

Rt g o ey
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;31:. o c‘fl%i-é(m;ix;s a chiehy indusfrial’ fiolcl “(20) ‘e doos ot-n‘a. ogate the
18w of & concentrntion ‘and cantralisation of apital i 5iied ’"tha hmd‘s"“eithar o s
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A1l this Marx wrcfe in 1867 and 1872, but no one listened. It
sounded 30 utterly out of thls world at the heyday of capltalism when there wasntt
oven a singlo trust around to speak of "one single capitalist company" holding
all the wealth and yst on its way to collapse that"the learned! paid no attention
~=until 1929 when s&ll came crashing about thelr heads, and then they all rushed
(1900 493 (20)4sh (2L)p.65% (22)p.822 12410
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Rot to lswrn the historis, dialectis method which enabiled Marx to see 'toahnology

. as the minspring of the whole proceu of cr.ts...a-ridden capitalistic produot.:!.on.
much lets @b ‘..he"hi:toric notive powar of scciet@r"(z3) the proletariah whiclh alcna
can resclve.these contredictions, but oaly te learn "the mechanisu® on which to
spin the:lr Busiusss Cycle theories ~wor tesknocratic mirages—arwtl?g/&t all exc ___gp_g
tho W teering up by its roois of value production, @{?ronmm
onough. ",hay were muoh,too nuch preocoupled wlth tho * tieism® of the "Hegelian
llmgmgna'1 a8 if that exoused their not having Been whare their societ;y was hea.ded

.\

- for- half century bo.ck. As Schmpotar put 11;, G hold that the ph:l.lor!oph:l.c garb 1s "

and the revolut.-.onary dialec ;.icl But,, not accidantnlly. thay also seon i'.o h.we mun

:ln comma with Russlan comuniam which is alsc busy separating what Marx.iade '
-:.rweparable-_-;tachnology ard its actual h:l.stor:w oont.rad:l.ctory davelopmant. : Instead .
‘of the ecbnomic laws of papitalistic development, we hear instead of "t laws.

of pature as “the objsct:l.ve basis or technology anrl. like in the v:luo controveray.
alleged
3gard of the historical principle(8ins denuding it both of is universal

class churacter and the dialectic of its development, Indeed, no private capitalist”’

aver dreamed more fantastic dreams of factorles run automatically with no nesd

ifor the :\.ntraotﬂale hand of mnn“(zs)than do Russian Communism@ e ‘must, 1nstm§.d.

return to the specific c¢iass, the proleteriat, and itz relations Harxts, if
notlsgel Vs, Absolutes,

12 411 Marxts mbsolutes
: ' L5t densidic, tud c"””””””"’ «mf
In cireles of esteblished Marxisim tere ha Ab
1, e have been two variations in- the\




