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, .. _ ·:-. · :_bY ·n~y_a-_ n·un~yC\·si;ta:Ya ~-
·authOr o£ Rosa Lu:<temburg, Wornt>n •s Liheratio:~ 

.-, and MaTX's_ Phllosophy_o£ Rr.rniuticm. · · _ 
. The wnungS of rlon·MrirxiSt5Cnot3rS who are 

cai'eerists in Marxism_ have become an in-
. duStry unto itself. ·one such scholar;- -.TerreU' 

Carver, who has Spent·more _than a decade in 
the -field, published his first; quite promising 
study, Karl M,.rx-Texts on MethodJ,-in 1975. His 
latest .work, Marx_ & Engels;· The lnteUectual 
Relationshipz. will be foJiowed'Un a soon:to-be­
published 1984 symposium! Mt.~r Marx_') \\:itll· 
an article~entitJed ·~lVfarxtsm as Method/,. a 
title very similar tO the first book he published: 
But the recent works appear to be totally the OJ>' 

-positeofwhat Carver firsfceemed to be sayln~. 
~reader had every.right to read into thaU975 work,. 

which focused on Marx's methodology, U1o.t the author 
meant dialectic m.:lh00£tlogy as Marx had transionned the 

-Hegelian-dialectic, which had created_a revolution In 
phllo&ophy, into a dialectics-or re\·oiutian. That principle 
had permeated Marx~s enfue adult life, so tl!at it ~aUered 

·not· _·at aU whether- the-·subje(:t under d1scuss1on- was 
philosophy or poUticnl economy; whether it was a matter or 
working OIJt i~ theoey a dialectics of revolution u.nd writing 
a Manifesto Cor an -organization that caJ!ed for revolution, 
or -'.dual participation in· an ongoing revolutloo and even . 
after its defeat dC!claring for ••revolution in permanence. "•. 
Therefore, it did not seem to matter at all whether a study 
of Marx was undertaken by a Marxist or a non-Marxist who 
had delved into theJielcl merely as a scholarship pursuit. 

' '' . -·· . . . . ' 

-- TitE .. T\Yo TE.xTs Carver tta<J chosen to ConcCrltritte 'ori :_ 
seemed most impressive and"objPCtive in that regard: One 
wns the Introdm:tion to the Grundrisll"! which l!ad_ first 
coma to light ln our age and proved_- C\"Cn to op_po~~ ~{ 
the Uegellan: dlalcctlc and proponents· Of .. sc1cnuhc 
ecoilomlcs." hke the Althussers- that the ''mature Marx" 
had most definitely not discarded ''philosophy" as he made 
his orofound ar.alvsis of "the economic law of motion of 

"C3Pita!ist society . .-. It is tru·e that CatVCr_.y~&U;·t~U~ a 
. new _translation arid commentary _on _only the mrf-.J>:~!aon 

l)f ~ Grn:ndrisse.- but thtte. was no Way_ of.. missing Marx's · 
m·ulti-dim_en.~ionstlty,-rus s-N_eep of htm1an development as· 
Ute. absolute· opposite_ to· capjtalist"weillth-'.and ·alienated.· 
labor_ as well_'as to pre-capitalist sOciety.:Marx hp.d;-arter:-: 

· nil, held out a:Promefbu.n vision· of a· new scclety_•_'wherf! •· 
~ doe•fnot reprodtJCe himseH_in 8ny·detern;tfned·!onn,· 
but produces his totality. Where he does nut seek to remain 

-sc.meUling fo-rmed by the past.· but is In the &bsolute move-­
mtmt_,ofbecoming."•·-:_-···. ·---:· _: · ·.-_-_~-- · ·"_.., .... _.· .. ;:-·_·>·_;:,"', 
. Carver. furthermore made some qUite original contrlbu-~· 

tior.s as he caUed attention to the fact that, profound and 
corr.preM:nsive ns was Marx':~ Introductiono the po5t-Marx 
Marxists had narrowed their vision to make the only .reign-.· 

, .ing pdnciple of Marxian methodology to be a .'.'development· 
from the abGtrn_ct to the concrete.''. Carver correc:Uf stress~-_ , 
ed that lh3t·was not·the-rnethGd that-_characterired."tbe· 

, Preface to Marx's Critique of Political EcoilOmy;' As M.arx 
. explabiE!c.E ."I· omit_ a generill introdcction whlct1 t-had 

prepared as on second thougbt"any antieipatiou of results, 
that are still ~o be pro-.-en; seemed to me objection.able;anc! 

'· the reader who wishes to foiJow me at all must make up his: 
mind to pass from the particular to the generaL_-:_."---· ::', · 
. The !econd "Marx text" Carver chose to traJL'I!ate anew_. __ _ 

nnd "eomment on-,''Notes (1879--80) on Adolph Wagner~,' -"""7 
rurther. reinforced the view that· Can-er. was. entering the 
·conteniporary field- of ehaller.g~'1g. rcigrJng·: Marx-inter-· 
pretations by self-appointed Marx "specialists" who im­
prison everything in SO-<".allcd ."orthodoxy'! when what is 
needed is a s~ri~~ grappling_"?i':h. ;-.~arx·~ Marxi~-~ i~t~d 

1.-liarl Mau; T~tkta -em M;lhod, ti-.aJ;sbtr.~:a~d cli~·Jiy~Te'rreiJ-~ 
Can-er I Oxford: &uil Blackwell, 19751. ·. _· ·' · 

- 2. Terrell CJ.rv~tr. Man & Eng-=1•. ne 'lnldl~tctUal RdatlonlhiP 
(Bloomington: Indiana Uni"l. Press, 19831. - - . ,_ - . 
3. Af'tl"r Marx, ~It'd by T. Ball lind J. 1-~arr, iS soon to be published 
by cambridge Un!versit:,r Press, _-. , . . , . - : 
1. See Add""s to tile Commllol•l ~.~t .. gU,p. avt~llabie Jn, man). 
:sOI.:rces.' lncludir:g Karl Mar>t _ •1'4 F~'"'rl~h F.ng~ls, Collectcl 
Wcrb, Voir 10.' Wew York: International Publl:shcrs; U111U. · 
5. ~ Kar-l :\bon:, Pr ... caplull,t Eennom!e ~o~vrmatlor.s, tNew 
York: ln!cn-.aUonall'ublishtTS, 196S), p. liS. 
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or ~~v;~ii~g ~bndi~bi~ Clillrbe-. -,w-. -.. -.. -th-e":Y9Jt;g;;~~ :-:;.~~i(tS'ili .. th~i.ectiCili-ofi fetiShiSM·_: iit Whichl\13~ h~~-~--
the •:mature" Marx.· }[ere. was·a _dvcurnent·_from.MarY's · -.that' the· niystical chafacter;which has"-buman,relations 
last years- in.whlch:he _was rQif!irming-t.hat-hi5 illalectic· · ·. ·. red:lccd ro:·m::.t.eri:,.l re!a!.ians.betwCen p(!rions.lln_d social·· 

· methodology and the historically concrete commodity were relations __ between things••- :-· that_he'~;~ow;.arter_. the·.~a~'­
, inseparables. Moreover,-,commodity related uot.to'n.mere · Commtme, .dcdared that orily-_"freely asSociated'_.: men ann· 
· U\ing~ the. two-fold naturc·_oHhe eoinmOility.reflccted Ute.- wom~n- ~an strip. away-that- fetlsb: .. Cnr:v:er .. -·m::akes·;short. 

twMotd-cl!ar<icte( of labOr:.-! a_bslrad ~nd _com:rete_i-:-- shrlft of al1.0I. this·hy paying-no attenti~n wh<ilever.lo.suC"b .' 
Marx's original contribution W:itl1out:Which, he claimed; r.o . ~istorlcul truths_-and,diai£Ctieal.re1ations;_:;<.,:, :;·;-; /::.;:··::i':".':_. -. 
_s~i~n.t!_fi~ l!ndcJ_"S~nding_ o~- Pl> .. _u_u~~' ~.no~y -~ ~sibl~. -·: .-· _The truth Is that Car-ver totally rejeds _1\lant~s_. dhdedh:;: · 

- - - · inc hading tlu.•_wholr- lahor the-ory of value anct. surplus value: 
.·f ': _.- " 0

- • •• • ~:, ~-- : ___ .•.·: _< -· ~ -: ;- ·, ·' · -~- · : -· ... _:__ .. ,'. • ·- -. H~ i.:;_so_eaten up _with hostility_to 1\tar..c:_thaUn this_ article ~ 
::- NOTIUNG iN ,\LI. this eQuid pOSsibly tcive prepared the he strikf!S out also against the Jtreat economist, Joan Robin~-
·rCade_r ror_ the shock of. reading Carver.'s latest article _on son;•.who,.tl'l.ough she.rejects MarX's dialeetics0re<!ogniies'; 
"Y.arxlsm as Meth{)d,", as he rushes Ia· c-ohclude: ··:Mm")t 's his great contributions.to economics~ Here isJhe a.rrog:mce~ . 

- actual method in dealing wltll political ecunomy .. was cclec_~ with.- which· Carvel- wipes his hands: o! aU_ that:-:"U- the. 
· U_c and very complex. He. usedCJ.tiss~cnl ah;S ~'-"g~lan ,togi_c, arguments :for. his- _crilical · fC-prcsentaticn r.C-' theJabor' 
and the techniques of math~mo.tlca.l. socwloglcal,-·.eco- theoi-y c£ value _are unconvincing, tbe."tthere is no rP.a50R to, 
nomic, historical·and )loHtical'analy'sL'I ·• ; - This .t!dectie !ltcept_ ,h,is views precisely as he expr~ th~l!l~ and-~ .. '.· 
method'includedanotiono£dialectieast.hc_~~cUir.aHonc£- tSJhaL_.Ip.59) '·. _ :. ,_,_ ., ·:·-•·· __ -~-;···,_,.,_,_ ... 
connictual,_.developmenlal {actors ._in_ anul!rsin&- social . - _._ . _ • . •, .;- ""::, . __ . ·; _ _.. _·.~---~_:.--~~ 
phenomena, and we kncr.~: t.~at Marx found this helpful in TilE ON I-: PARAGRAPH Preface to !'.Jarx & Engels, The-
~!ing, for C?WDPle,_~_ith the _con~. pts. o!.~-on~~ -~nd P~ ·_, . Ii\t-rnectl!ltl Hela-tlonshlp,- in,whlch Carver Calts'auenUoit tO 
fit.. {My emphasis). · .·: ,. ·- .- - · ,_ .. - "'<- · ,.·' '.: · -- ·.-- ·:. his :Marx-Engels Chron.ology,·mav.shed _some il!uminat!on 

... -_ So opposite a picture of.CarVcr i:mcrget_fr:_om ttis fm;t- :-~.bUt for very -diif~nt rcssor:s_ili.an he-had in mind When~ . 
.. __ book and his mast recent writings th&t one Is tempted to h • '•"-t b ~h ped "th der .,. • d the"- -

·ask:.Who.ls the ~·real" Terrell Carver'! .The an:::wer,_.:I e wr.:~-c:_uan. e 0 · 
6 

rea .Wtu ,m · 1~ .... rx--
.believe,,, reveal•.,... in~_.n~_arti."cle.·.:.. ·_~1\-iarx.'s.Co_mmodity. -___ Enge!sChronologyatlh~epdGft.J.W.~·us~ullnfoUowing ~ ... ...-.... ··my_ account cL two complicated~careers·.- ; .• :• _The Ch.-on~. ~ 
FetishiSm"• :..::written· the ume ywr as_Kar1 Man Texts · ologyiUuminates_notsomu·:h the'Marx·EngelsrelaUunship.; 

_-on Metbod: It is th'!te w~read:·!:In 1842 he ll\ierx)•hadn:ad -.· as_._lh .. •. pra_sm• .. ti. ·c.·, non-revo_lu_ti __ ·onary_ p~_.su_J>PC!'. llio. ns .tha_ t:·,-
a 1785 German lranslaticn· Of t'harles de-Brosses's CUlt bf -~ · .. - . 
the FeU~h~ods, poblhlhed ~.n\iOymcusly in ParL'I in 1760.'.-'- · _- .-- ; ' · · ·: - - (~o_n~_ued ~~ page __ ;n-, u :~·;'_._';:~~- /~- '~~--J 
Supposedly''-'Marx·usedtheword'fetlsh'lnthiseighteenlh- .7. Ovu Ute years, I h~~;ve_traeed t111t only-Marx's conc-ept.N.the't 

3
.,d ninetce'nth-<entury unse.~· ._(p. 50) _This is further. sub-·._ · retishWD n he described ltin J867,and L'llhv um-75 Frendl edilloa,: 1 

slim. tiated by-him with a definition sttai~ht fr.om ~ Oxfotd t.ut ;-.. -.w. 0\apter-_l, e;;peciaUy iti ~--onclo~ding .~6oa on !elishbm,· .; , b 
1 

n· ped by-- hasbec:umeccntre.lto.allthedeb6._tesovcrMan.tltedilllecUdanand,i 
En&lish Dictionary: "An inanunate o ee won; 1P · . Mt".nt the ~·economist"-at every single critieal ti4':1Wg pc:olnt in the_) 
sa\·ages, on_._ account- of its ,suppooed inh_nent ~ magic:ai. _ objedlve 5ltuatlc.'l.~ These debates begin with the -call by the fin.t ; 

.·.' __ powe~s, or __ os be. lttg __ aahnate-4_by __ to spirit._~~-;;;~~---:'-·_-::~:·_.:~·-'·-~- revisionist; Uuard Bernstein, fer the removal of the-_~'dlaleclicnl -l 
.. c_

1
i-b.·a-;..~~ •~cOns· ider'•. '._-._ iM~ri:WOutd ha_"Ve fo_~.uoi.\.CCi8~~ .· '' I'CD.r!oldln~f~:' achieve a Great Divide_ ln•Muxism'wlth'_Leoln's.: ~w• ~ •- f ·Attstrad ot H~el'a ,Sclt'lice ol,- Legle:: and reaeb the. post·WWU:-~ 

Oxford Engllsh 'dictionat)' deflnitio-n_ a!ter~ a r_ull quarter.o . : · oeri'ldwltb Sartreon one side andAJ!htlsseron the other. See Marx·.·, 
·a century 6l' labor studying the corr.mOOitY -at the end of· Ism and Freedo.a, especla1Jy Chitpter·x. (','Tbe Collapse of theSe- • 

. , which he was _sun sO dissatisfied that~ foflowing the _Paris cond illtemaUonal•nd the Break Lot LeWn's ThooGht");'PbDc5opb)' . 
"'Commune:- be returned to his rna.st.erplece;-ca;tHal,' to ln-.--~ end Revuhatloa. Cha~tcr 2, Section C ('"l'be'Adventures 'oltbe Com-\' . 
.. traduce flmdam~tal changes bath in Chapter_ 1 and 1n t...'ls .. modit}' as Fetish''),_ u •·ell as Qulpter.G; on .lean-Paul Sartre;'~ 

s_ectian on -~'Accumulatio.ll of-Capital.'H~sklng :even .\he · esp!Cial!JI.Sec:Uon D _C'"'lb& Dlalec:Ue·nnd the FetLsb'.'J;·and Itoo.~. 
~~~!,amlli~~.·~~s ~~t;~~~ _ _.;, ,~~;~.-~· t~.:.: ~.:~-~~~, . ~:.P.:1i~~~~rt~~;~~;(c ~~~ro::r'~ ,,_ u ... .,,.,... :l'u: """'-' . - Capitaland.'I'heOri&toi'RevolutloolnPennantmee.'');"':....-:,~'•{;i-,_;_ .. 
, -: ·:~ -·' _ :. - "-;-:~;.;><-:. '--... ·::_.._.':-::~· -:-:_.~,:;;~ ·:?·~-~; ·:.:;-:- ·-:· o.: oneW3y.Joailftoomson·reJectec~diB1ecUCs\i.·&s'tt~~ · 

-

6. "',··~mil·.·'··. ca .......... .':M.an:'a C<Jm~~-.· -~ ~etf~m.:'J•q~,l~_PP· · lhe told me that sbe wished Man: had lllld En&ers- all h31 ecciDom:c._: .- ~ lht-ories, so Engeb CO'..:ld hsve ~led L':lem ln.clear Eng!!Jh. • --



most seri,us <leviation from .uar.t •s Marxism, whether that 
. are weighing heaVily On the anther.. · · b~ tbe concrpt or Man/Woman in thl! 18-14 Essay!l o_r. as It 

Thus: 1) Missing entirely are the 1848 RL>volutions or any wa!> deve~fJpt'd_ ln lhe full Elhnol!Jglcs/_l\"ol:obool..s.111 A 
Writings during U1:1t period. No wonder lbere is not R word rt'.ading of those Notebooks would ha~e proved to Carver. 
ol the famous: lSSO Address to the Communl'lt League, writ· that hio:o condusi(lns that Marx and Engels are not "one" is 
ten after the defeat of those Revolutions, in which 1\lnrx acd by no means limited to the difference hl Engels' present.'l• 
Engels declarOO for the "revolution_ in permanence." Jr. tion of Anti-Dut.ring be!o:-e and arter Marx'!. C:ealh. It Is no . 
place of revolution-_ either the particular ones in france wonder that the way Carver: presents the_ situation .ends-
and Gennan.y, or. "in. pc.r~ane .. nee"--:-: what.detel'mhres th. is with- his total- rejection :tf Marx_- and pralse ct Engels; 
so-calle:d independent study o£- Marx' is_ .the. c~nccpt !'i though.H bega..tt the oth~ .way around. __ 
••career," !'vocation.'' Carver goes so far as tn p1cture. tn .IN utS i.ATES'i'_;i;ORK. M~ &: Engels, The"Jnletl~-tual .' 
this latest .book, Engels ·]osing out to' Marx· becnuse he. · · -. Re!ationsMp,- carver devotes no·tess than two of the five · 
"lacked Marx's single-minded politiCal !.hrust and unifying· chapters oC the brok. to· Engels, before the UC~long assoeia-
sense of_ vocation.~·. (p. xiiil · · · .· -- _ . - - ·· tion wa5 atnbltshed in the autumn of 1844.-This presenta-

2) The 1800s fare as badly· in the L"hrono!lrgy us the re',/(llU- lion,. indeed, overshadows -Marx's develOpment -,in . tbe_ -
lions that CQVCred Europe i.n'the 184Us.,We are told nothing · cruciaJ'l84244 period ... The first er.ccuntEr between Marx.- . 
of the Polish RC!vQlL, or the Civil War in the U.S., or_ the and Engels in 1642, preM'~ted by,Carver: in "Chapter ·1 ("The.·.· 
Gener.d Slrikes'ln-Frdflce_;_:_ aU of which resulted in-the· False- Strut"); led. nowhere, but··Carver sbo-ws in: great:.·· 
establishment of the Internit.Uon.al Workingmen's'Associ&-. det2.iLwbat Engelo;.v, .. rote in tltat_"period.'- The samc'botds 
tion'lf;irst IntemationalJ~ headed by Marx: Not only. Utat.· true Cor)S43, which was~ great turning point in Marx's life 
Almi3 .• wml A'taii'i>·_ac~vitieS-catUe:aL-':p.t):ie_'manY f7Stnlc·.: , .;:..·not' only Persoz:ally;as h_is.break.with ho~rgeois society:.; 
turings of Capit.aJ,·,wmch lt.>do·.at ('De-and the.5ame time.-.to · shows, but objectively, as luswriti'!S shows. But, again; the.·. 
r;eleg@!J&.t.."!e.histoey_.ol.tb~ to._!lol. lV-.-~nete.W.,- "his~ory- · · -focus is on Engels. rit>t on Marx; spcciflcaUy on the ·aructe-:--: 
llil41its~sr.-)~tae::tbe•eenter;·the·detr.nnlnani· for. ~·outlines'· or u 'Cfitiqiic·'of PoUUcaf' EconOhly;'~·::which · 
1\'lar.x;...Thia .mt'ans •. llttu-r W ·Carver;: as l$ _:obVla:ns -. lrnfri Engels had submitted to Mai.X's journal in Paris,c~nd waich 
)be.,la'~ .J.b~ .b~.also.Je~ve.,. __ out.. of .J:bi._. Chr:on~SY-wh;tt . .-greatly impresl>ed Marx:-- :.t ·-';· .. , .. ..--;.. · -- · -<--· . -~ · ·, ·- .. , '.' 
was the greatest rf.'volutlon in Ma.rx's _time - the Pans_ _ _ 'AA\at i."> importani is ·not Umt it gr_eaUy jmprcs.c;;cd Marx". 
Commune rf-. which led l9.the definitive !-Tench cd.ition of_ then, but that Carver is so overwhelmed by it now, 140 yean;:; 
Marx's gteatest wOrk·, Capital•; and which, in illuminating -, lattor, that he_elew\tcs it to a statu.'i ahove Marx's famous·: 
that intellectual telationship·betwe-en _Marx and Engels, 184-t Essays, which initiated the discovery of a whole new.\ 
would have thereby revealed wbat Msn:'s Marxism is.- continent of _thOU$ht and revolution. Co:npieted the month· 
: 3) Instead, Carver l_)resents the last y~ars cf Marx's life· before the meeting _with_Engels in mld-Au~t. -Marx's~ · 

-so loosely tbat outright factual·crTors h.'lve · crepl_ in.-.Thc views had so great an- impact on_ EngeL"! inmself (even 
·reader doesn't !mow whether~ carver really doe,<; know the · · though he heard the con~pts onlY in an ahbreviated oral< 
Ethn?logkal Nctr.boOb nf Was ied to believe bv Engels Utat ·form) that· a Jife-Iong collaboratiOn', cf ·the ·two, revolu- i 
they~ ~ere: cOnCerned cnlY.-:-·\fith Morgan•::; ~ucicnt So- tionaries resulted: ·" ·:" ;.·')- ::_:; >: '-_:, · :' . 
dety.-.and to ~fl!Ve, furthe'r1 ~that Engels lind-included ' Terrell Carver; tl!e hide-bound edectic;tutrts all this Uf_: · 
aH of 'Marx's sfudy ir. his own very first work after Marx's ~ side diJWn: -'t'hu.<~: 1} Carver claims (p. 41} that since Marx s · 

- death ~ -'lbe Origin of the Family -_as n "bequest•• of "excerpt-notes" contain a rcsume of Engels', "Outlines," it 
Marx. No wondm"that Carver does not subject Engels'- v-ary is, in f&ct, Engels who inspired Marx's now famou"i 1844 
firsV'sut-Stantial'~ work after Marx's death to any crit!.cal Eeonmnlc:·Philosopblc MaUu~>cripl<i.~ ;' ·<--;_ -- · _' ~ . 
examination~ [ThiS ·authlli- considers that Work to be _the -: . 2) Not only Utat. Carver further considers. Utose 184! Manu- · 
9. See ChaPler X o! linoii r.u11:e'Ct!Kiri. w~n:o~n'1l ubffatlc.n ;u:d; . scripts-"an Intermediate stnge of conceptual claburutlon be- : 
Marx'• PhllioflophJ or Rt:vo~utlon, especially S«iion 2 ("Capital: tween Engcis's critique of the econom.sts's basic categor-
Significancc or Ule IB7S French Edition or Vol. l"J. &..~also "The ies, and the much crisper 'premises' of The German ldeol· 
French Edition of cap!tal, 100 Y".ars Alter," a paper pret;er.ted by o:;y" (p. 41, my emphar.is), a collaborative effort of the t'.<.'O 
Kevin Anderson to Ole Conference of the Eastern Sociologh:al Soele- ~- 1845, which _lher, Ja~er consigned to ~e ''gnawing crit-
ty, Pblladelphia, March 19, 198t.. · -· - · · · JClSm o! tht' m1cc. ·- _ _ _ . , · 

--IO:In~972.-~a~·.i-NotCbooks,Utled'rbeE-o-.nOI~i::kal~-;re-~ksof' . :n Still not satisfied with his reduction of Marx's 1M4 
Kl\rl Marx lAssen: Van Gorcum, 1972), wen! finaUy transcribed by Manuscripts as something reflecting Engels' .. methodology, .. 
U.wrence Knder. For my analy~is see especially Chapter XU. &:c- Garver concludes: "The methodology, heM--ever. was adopted 
lion 2 ('11;1e Unlmcrwn Ethnological Notcl:looks, lhe Unread Drafts frDm Enge!s's •outlines,' where there was 3 focus on •coil• 
of the lA.ot.ter to Zu.ulich, a:; well as the Undlgested 1£18:! Preface tn tradictions' In Social life." (p. 54, my emphasis). _ - _ 
Russian Edition of the Comn1unist Manifesto") in R~a Luxerll· •1 F.· 11 c 1 d that "Th th tl I 
burg, Womt'n'a UbuaUoe~ and l'llar~·$ Phllo•ophy of Revolution. .. ma y, arvcr cone U e:; - e _eore ca. em-

pirical and even in some respects political and historical 
virtues of Engels's work were substantlaUy degraded when 
he settled ioto his role as Marx's 'second fiddle' " (p. 155). 

or t"curse, when one bas praised Marx's "ecleclclsm," -
spelled out his scleJatlne, rigorous and volurollnous. concrete,· 
e~ur.omie studies, stressifJ.g the- meticulousness of his 
&tudies. how can one coneludt' that.Marx's methodoloJtv, 
which led lo his< conclusion about lh'e law of moU<ln- Or 
capltalh;m, Is meehaPI("ally _"derived" from Hegel's cate­
gories in the Loglc'! Fiction In place or fact oodng out ol 
Carver's eclectldsm should not aurprl1e us anymore than 
hili crediting M•nr's Inelhodology In the 1!4-1 Manuseriptr; 
to Engels\·... -- - _ · 

Whnt all lhis proves, to this author, is that the totality or 
the crises ofou:-age,ln thoueht as w~Uas In material condi· 
lions, is so unrelenting in its stranglehold over pragmatism 

-- thallt ~omes impossible for the non·Marxisl scholars to 
cut themselves free a;,d make any re&l contribution to the 
knowledge or Marx'~> Marxism aS a totality. 


