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n-Marxist scholar-careerists in

author of Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Libération =~ & m“gxrﬁf&:rgu‘inu‘?&e‘;‘gsﬁglglg r?ggﬁ’;:g-‘&“;:,gg

it and Marx's Philosophy of Kevelution, ©- - multidimensionality, his swesp of human development as
The writings of non-Marxist schiolars who are® - e absalite oppasite to capitalist wealth and alienated .

careerists ‘in Marxism: have become an. jn- - . laber as well'ss to pre-capitalist society: Marx bad, after: . -

- dustry’ unto itself,: One such scholar, Terrell:.

'~ Carver, who has spent'more than a decade'in

the field, published his first;” quite promising.. - 'somfié!ﬁns fﬁg&ﬁ by the past, but

.- . : TR is - - ment of bacol IR el L s
- i‘sut‘d{’ KarﬁMﬂm Tes;: tg:gn I\lf!e“tl'ig;i * 1‘.?:.13?1156553 [ ... Carver. furthermore mada some quite original ¢ontribu-

- latest work, Marx Fels. The A © tions ar ke called attention to the fact that, prefound and’
Relationship2, will be followed (in‘a sooni{o-he- comprebansive ns was Marx's Introduction, .
published 1984 symposium, After Marx®) with - Maraists had narrowed their vision to make the only reign-:
an article:entitled “Marxism-as  Method,?. a .. ingfrincipieof Marxiun methodology to be a *‘development -

N ; Fa" : i book he published. - from lheabspracttothgconmte_. ...Carvgrcun—ecﬂystrgssf_ :

title verry similar to the first book he publis : ‘ed that that was not'the method that charastericed the .

; appear i tally theop-~ to Marxs ¢ ¢ Polttical Boonsiertzed the -

But the recent works app_ear_ to be totally the op- » Proface to Marx's Critique of Political Economy. As Marx: -

‘posite of what Carver first seemed to be saym%. . -explained: "I -'omit.a genecral introduction: wﬂ:cu' i had

.- The reader had every.right to read into that 1975 work, > - prepared as on second thought any anticipation of results, -

" which focused on Marx's methodology, that:ihe avthor. ’ihataresti] fo be proven, seemed (o me objecticnable, and

- meant dialectic methodology as Marx ad transiormed the ' the reader who wishes to follow me at all must make up his®

- Hegellan™ dialectle, . which had “created ‘a’ revolution in ' mind to pass from the particularto the general =73..)" . - o
philozophy, into a dialectics of revolution. That principle - The second “'Marx text’” Carver chose to translate anevw .
had petmeated Marx’'s entire aduit life, so that it mattered . . and comiment on — '*Notes (1879-80) on Adolph Wagner'". — |
‘not at all. whether 'the . subject under, discussion ‘was . i further; reinforced the view that Carver. was entering the -
philasophy or polilical economy; whether it wasa matterof - ‘contemporary field. of: chailenging . reigning’ Marx-inter.

- working oul in theory a dialectics of revalution und writing . bretations by self-appointed Marx “'s ialists’ ‘who im-. -
& Marifesto for an organization that called for revclution,. .. brison everything in sa-called “‘orthodoxy’’ when ‘what is -
or actual participation in’an ongoing revolution and even . ' " peeded is a serious grappling with Marx’s Marxism instead -
after ifl.s defea‘;.lgedtaﬁng fer "re;om_l._i:ml:ln %erlx;:,:anencte.é‘f,_ - D T e R TN e PG

- Therefore, it not seem to matter at all whether a study L Karl Marx Texts on'Me'thod.' translated and edited by Terr i

“ of Marx was undertaken by 2 Marxist or a non-Marxist who Carver (Oxlord: Basi] Blackwell, 1975). _.’d 3 'd""d b’f “Tem" -
kad delved into the field merely as a schelarship pucsuit. © . 3 perrell Carver, Mars & Engels. The Inlellectual Relationship -

" THE TWO TEXTS Carver Nad chosen 1o coneont nio'qn - \Bloomingion: Indiana Univ. Dress, 1085, =« oo i

T arver chosen lo concentrale N . 3 After Marx, edited by T. Ball and J. Farr, is to be published

- seemed most impressive andcbjective in that reghard. One by Cambridge Ungver'i%’:-, Press. .. ., . ‘m'.' b° p“mh"'d L

--.was’ the. Introduction to the Grundrisse which ad_first - 4. Gee ‘Address (o 1heé Commiunlst League, avoilable (in. many

- coma te light in our age and proved — even to opporents of .. saurces.” including Karl Marz _and Frederich Engels, Collected

" the Hegellan" dialectic “and . proponents- of - “scientific - werks, Vol 10. {New York: International Publishers, 178), - .-
econemies.” like the Althussers — that the “mature Marx S. See Karl Marx, Pre-Capltalist. Ecanomlc Furmatlens, (New:
had most definitely not discarded *“philoscphy” as hemade - York: Intermational DPublishers, 15653, p, 83, L, e
his orofound analvsis.of “the economic law of motion of ) -

pe

by Raya Dunayevskaya ... | capitaist socléty.” 1t'is true that Cafvir wai seccenting a
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i - of nventing unbridgeable gulls between the tyoung' and ~~1tisin the section on fetishism — in which Marx had seen
+" the “mature” Marx, Here was a docurnent frém. Mars's: that ke mystical chavacier:which. has human relations
Iast years- in ‘which-he was res[fivming. that ins” dlalecti reduced to “material relations hejween persons 2rid social -
- methodology and the historically concrete commuadity were | ‘Yelations between things!” - that hie'now, .after the Paris:-
*.~ inséparables. Mnreover,: commodity related not.fo'a mere. Commune; declared that anly freely asseclated’ - menard -~
- thing}- the: two-fold nature of the commanlily refiected the. women: zan - 5lrip. away: that. fetish.. Carver, ‘makes short -
- tweo-fold-characterof- labar — abstract and coneretei=—.. shiifl of all of this hg paying no atiention whatevear, to such
. 1" Mar’s ariginal contribution withdut whick, he claimed, no historical truths gnd.dialectical relatiods. viiul vz i
. scientific undersianding of politicil eccnomy is possible. # The truth is that Carver totally rejects Marx's dinlectt
I R i i’s{u:l_uding u;eﬁwhole Ia??lr llt:?ory_ of ;’i:.lue ?l;‘ad :}urs}l’gs v::lul
S : : - ; e is 50 eaten up with hostility. that. is arti
7 NOTHING IN ALL this could pessibly have preparedthe - pe'omnec g alspn' against the i'.rtagzl e'c:’rclbmisthoali iIimll:‘i:ne .
~‘réader for the shock of reading Caryer's latest arlicle 01 -~ -go000 who, though she refects Mark's dialectics, recognizes ;
.. *Marxism as Methed,” as he rishies to conclude: “MAR's S e 'gi-eat'::'cntri tions i economics. Here 18 the arrogance.
gefual method in dealing with political economy.was ecle- - i which' Carver wipes' his hands of atl that::"If the.

. \ic and very complex. He used clazsienl snd Hegellan 1081, "5 puiments (for; his- erilical’ Ee-prcsematicn of the' Jabor:
- thepry of value are unconvineing, thea there is no reason to.

Cand lhet'ueechni ues'hat‘ 'rlrmmaslmntilcali smia'llghgi;cal.ﬁ:eﬁg
".nomic, historical-an itical analysis.; . . ectectie. Pt - :
. method included e of dinleciic as the Snecifieation of - ACEEPY H‘fp"-‘ggf precisely. as he expressed them, and that
- _c?lnnictixal,,‘dewéelopxlr{scnlal"]{:c;!um.,iip,agull;,:issnrtilgis}ou?hjsl BT AP SR S g T e
phenumena, and we know that Marx foun elpfud in i oNe: PARAGRAPH Preface [0 Marx & Engels, The -
?ﬁ’-‘-‘?ﬁ: ;(::rmmmphas !;a_.\}n:nﬁ_s t._t_zg gcgccp}s of mone?{_ gm_i_ BTo-. - Eﬁfjﬁcmﬂ ’“ﬁ‘i}’,ﬁ"‘""‘*‘{ i which C%?der “"’{ﬁ‘“““”{} to
mphasist; «.00 v 2. g I e e T ls Marx-Enge renology, may shed some umipation -
/- 54 opposite a piclure o .Carver emerges {rom his first it for very different e ian he had in mind when"
‘book and his mest recent wrilings that one i tempted to fie w;oic‘mal he'hoped:'m,'lhe, reader will fin a:mem‘ Mark. -

‘asks. Who is the “veal” Terrell Carver? The answet, 1. . paolc Crronology al the end of thi Sagk wseful In following *

" beliove, is revealed i o article — “‘Marx's. Commodity. - bk TS i 1selu 2
- Peliehsmi - writtar the same year as Karl Marx Texts | g% acaant of T3 et e agels The Choon-,
s thar we read.1n 1812 he (Mersyhad read 5 O%F SR R S atior arx-Engels refatlonsiip
* a-1765 German transioticn of Charles de’ Brosses's Cuit of .. s S'“ T e 1?5"'3’2 P(;f' pposiiions
.. the Feliﬁ'—ﬁnds, putﬁ‘i;égeanm nl}gttgilyv inzl]‘:pris 1&1760&: S :: “1 .h"., N a 9:::;’;1 s
S8 edly, “Marx 1 the word * * in this eighieen ~.u ¥ Onver the years, 1 have t ot enly’ Marx's concept.of the
aqug};em’;' th-century sensc.”. (5. 50 This is l'urﬂler,fu%} gﬁm&?&;ﬁcﬂhﬂ i“‘? “?ga‘oh:éndﬂzwn;m-?m gdi!iﬂu.‘.}
- Stimtinted by him witk 2 definition straight frem the Oxtord =" oo in - 1, especially its conclading section on i i
. English Dic{lenary:' “An inanimate ub%ccl.' worshipped by 7 gfs'mu‘::‘.?m‘.’l“:g“{he ‘i"ﬂ?i!.?-tﬁtlwcll'_lli_nmtlw-imlectiﬁinna.nd.;L
 savages , on- account. of its ;supposed | t L7 obiective situath L ot ey single critical Laning peint.in the '
t s 55 bel Imated by & spirit.” e j?c'uy ¢nn,; Thess _tsbegmwlu:mecau thef.irsz_;l
pawers, or a5 belng aclmaled by & Spirt revisicotsk, Eduard Bernstein, far (o removal of the ‘dialectical |
7115 absiird 1o cofsider that Marx would have followed an' . = Aigiract of He: jeve a Greal Divide in:Marxism with Levin's |
O e e iFion aftr & ull QUATIEE OF - - ek it S o oo B ShALORASP: o o oher, Sew Maee
“"a century of labor studying the commadity — at theendof. © % ?::md Freedom, es Iy Chapter X. (*“The Collapse of the Se- .
. “which he was still so dissatisfied that, following the Paris. . cond [nternational and the Break in Lenin's Thought "} Philesophy
: ) - Canital, 10 ia- . . #nd Revolutlon, Chapter 2, Sectioa £ (*"The Adventurs of the Com
[ Chapter 1 and In the -, modity as Fetish™), a3 well a2 Chapter.G, on JeanPaul Sartrse,:-
' ‘section’on -“*Accumulation of Ca tal,”: zsking even the - . o iy Section T} (*“The Dislectic'nnd the Fetizh”); and itosz
o, Bt on AR The braginal edltion ta ncvertheless' . Lembury, Woniews Liberation tod Marc Philosaphy of Stevcln-
“ read that 157275 French edition. 5 - > ¢ tioa, Part Three ( Karl Marx < From Critic ui-heqe.l‘)tq.ﬁutbvof

~, Capita] pad Theorist of ‘Revolutioz in Permonence’ ). :
7. D, One way Joan Robinson rejected dinléctics vl exprizsed ; .
- she told ma that ahe wished Marx hed tald Engels all his econotnic, -
. lhrn_ries. 56 Engels coulq have prezented them Ia clear Enghish.'”. -




e Ce e 0l most serious deviation ﬁrom Marx's Marxism, \irhetheriha:l' :
" are wei ‘heavily on the auther..” - - .7 be the concept of Man/Woman in the 1844 Essays or,as it
: ar‘musl:gr)lﬁissing es;n.imly are the 1348 Revolutions or any - was_developed. in “the. full Ethaologice] Nolsbeoks.!']l A..
" writings during that period. No wonder. there is not A word reading of those Notebooks would have oroved to Carver.
of the famous 1850 Address to the Communist League, writ- .. that his conclusions thal Marx and Engeis are not “one™ is
. len after the defeat of those Revolutions, in which Marx and - -2y no.means limited lo the dilference it Engels® presenta. -
" Engels declared for the “revolution in permenence.” In -tion of Anti-Dutring before and after Blarx’s death. Itis no
- place of revolution — either the particular ones in Franec® - -wonder thai the way Carver: presents the situation.ends™
and Germany, or “ir permanence’ — what determinies this - with ' his - total .rejection of Marx and praise of Engels; .
“‘so-called -independent stidy of Marx'is-the concept oi . though.it began the othor way around. k. ;. EN
reer,”’ *'vocation,” Carver goes so far as in picture, in - TN HI5 LATEST WORK. Marx & Engels, The Intellectual .-
. this latest book,- Engels losing out 19" Marx, because he. - Refationship, Carver devotes no less than two of the five:
“-*lacked Marx's single-tninded political thrust and unifying "~ _chapters of the book ta Engels, before the lifelong associa:
.. sense of vocation.”” {p. xifi). =< -0 DS T Hon was established in the autumn of 1844. This presenta-
..~ 2) The 186(s fare as badly in the Chronology sstherevolu - Lion, “indeed, overshadows - Marx's development . in_the -
" tions that covered Eirepe in the 1640s. We are told nothing - 7 crucial 1842-44 period. The, first: enccunter between Marx: .
: of the Polish Revell, of the Civil War in the 1.5, 'or the' . -and Engels in 1642, presented by Carver in Chapter 1 (""The o
- Geéneral Strikes in Franee — all of which resulted in:the * . - False Start’”), led nowhere, but Carvér shows 1n:§teal‘_‘_'
* . establishment of the International Wotkingmen's Associa-. ' " detall what Engels.wrote in that peried. The same holds-
- tion A First Infernational), headed by Marx, Not only. that. - - true for 1543, which was a great turning peint in Marx's life:
. ‘Along with. Marg's activities came alsp.the many restruc- - not‘only personally, as his break with bourgeols sociely -
"~turings of Capital, which led; at ‘ene-and the sanie time, lo- 2" - shows, bul abjectively, as his writing shows, But, again, th
' relegating the hisiory of dheory 16.Vol. 1V, Inatead, *history * - !~ forus is on Engels, not on Marx, specifically an theartic)
. and ikp-paecessibecatue: thies center, the- determinoni for 7 “Goifinés” 6f a ! Ctiligue ‘of “Political Econdmy,"™ 'Which -
- - Marzi, This ,means. Jittle to - Carver;! as is obblens fraii”/  Engels had submitted fo Marx's journal in Paris, and which -
" 'the fagt that he.alse leaves oup of his.Ceronclogy.what .. greatly impressed Marxss -=. =\ oo e by b
was_the greatest revelution in: Marx's time — the Paris . ‘What is jmpertant is not that it greatly impregsed Marx®:
_Commune /- which led lo the definitive French odition of, :'(hen, but that Catveris so overwheﬁncd by it now, 140 vears ",
" Mam's greatest work, Coapital', and which, in Dluminating * - Jater, that he elevates it to a stalus above Marx's famous’:
“that-intellectual relationship’ between Marx and Engels, ' © 1844 Fesays, which initinled the discovery of & whole new,, '
- would have thereby revealed what Marx’s Marnism 15, - - continent of thought and revelution. Coimnpleted the month :
_--3) Instead, Carver ggrments the last yoers of Marx’s life " belore the meeling wilh Engels in_mid-August, -Marx's:.
* 50 loosely that outright factu_al'clrurs bave erepl.inThe ' views had so great an impact on Engels. himself (even :
" render doesn't know whether' Carver really does know the - = though he hears the concepis only in an akbreviated oral-
; Ethnological Netebodks of was ied to beligve by Engels thal . /form) . that" a life-long cellaboration. of- the. two. revolu:
they qwere jedhderned. only.-with Mergan's. Aacient: So- Honaries resulted.” . tor o el AT .
s eletyz and to believe, further, (that Engels hiad -nclutied - Terrell Carver, the hide-dound ecleclic, turns all this up- *
- all of Marx's sfudy in his own very first werk after Mars’s >*- * side down, Thus: 1} Carver claims (p, 41} that since Marx s
- death = The Orizin of the Family — a5 n “beguest” of.. _cgyierpl-notes” contain a resume of Engels” **Outlines,” it -
Marx, No wonder that Carver does ot subject Engels' very - “is ‘in fact, Engels who inspired Marx's now -femous 1844
first.*‘substantial'’ work after Marx's death to uny critical - gegnygmte-Philosophic Manuseripts., | 5752007 : ol
_examination {This auther considers that work to be the: "> 9) Not only that. Carver further considers those 184 Manu-
P, See Chapler X of Rusd Luxeriburg, Women's Libersticn and:” [ Scripts*an Intermediate stu e of conceptual elaburation be- .
Marx’s Philesophy. of Rzvolution, especially Seciion 2 (“Capital: - tween Engeis's crilique of the economists's basie calegor-::
Significance of the 1875 French Edition of Vol. 1"). See alse “The - - jes, and the much crisper ‘premises’.of The German Ideol-
. French Edition of Capite], 100 Years After,” a paper presented by ogy™ (p, 41, my emphatis), a collabsrative effort of the two
- Kevin Anderson 1o the Confzrence of the Easlern Sociol ogical Socie- * ' i 1845, which ihey later consigned to the *‘gnawing crit- -
. ty, Philadelphia, March 19, 1882, .o " 0T - 0 e TN Geiem of the mieett o T
R TR0, Mats Notebooks, UNGd TRE Etlinalogieal Notehoks of - . - 1) Still not satistied with his reduction of Marx's 1844
" Knr) Marx (Assen: Van Goroust, 1972}, were finally transcribed by - | Manuscripts as something reflecting Engels' *methodology,” .
.- -Lawrence Krader. For my analyais see especially ter X1, Sec- - Carver concludes: *"The methodology, however, was adopled .
“lion 2 (“The Unkoorwn. Ethnological Notebooks, the Unread Dralls . from Engels’s *Outlines,” where there was a focus on *con-
of the Lutter to Zasutich, as well as the Undigested 1882 Prefaceto = - tradictions” in soctal life.”” (p. 54, my emphasis). - .
Russian Edition of the Communist Marh6s _4) Finally, Carver concludes that “The theoretical, em- .
" pirical and even in some respects political and historical -
- viriues of Engels’s work were substantially degraded when
o ) he scttled into his role as Marx’s 'second fiddie’ *' (p. 155). .
’ - Of rourse, when one has praised Marx's “eclecicism,”
. spelied out his sclentific, rigerous and volurainous concrete
' economie - studies, siressing the- meticulousness of his
. studies, how. ean one conclude that Marx's methodology.
which led to his’ conclusion ‘about the Jaw of motion of
capltalism, Is mechanically **derived” from Hegel's cate- °
. gorles in the Logic? Flction in place of fact oozing out of =~
" Carver's eclectlcism shouid not surprise us anymore than -
" his crediting Marx's mnethodelogy In the 1844 Manuseripiz
to Engels‘,___ o ST e .
‘What a}l this proves, to this author, s that the totality of -
tho oriscs of our age, in thought as well ag in material condi. "
. tions, is so unrelenting in itz stranylehold over progmetism’
- that it beeomes impossible for the non-Marxist scholars to
cul themselves free and make any recl contribution to the .
knowledge of Marx's Marxism as a totality.

burg, Woimnen's Liberatlon and Mara's Philosophy of Revolution,
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