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 Marcs last writings on Russia: new paths

to_revolution and philosophic continuity

to & vicw of Marx's Sfidy of the works of Russizn populist’:] [ -
revelutionaries is the translation of some 66 pages of writlngs "
.- from that movement in Part Three. From then: we €an'see:
* - why Marz 5o firmly supsoried the stroggiles of the “Paopie’s -
W' organization against Tsarist police terror, and wh ¥ his-
! LR } SUTMnRE O] - Interest in the wosk of these non-Marxists was often more -
leagug Michael Connolly. = Raya Dunayevskaya. . - v intanse tian in the werk of other Russian soclalists whe clafin- -
e Tt e e e D T e 0pplying Marxism tc Russia:’ » 3.7 oo :
‘Late Marx and the Russiarn Road — Marx and the -The interpretive essays by Shanir, Haruki Wada, and hy ..
peripherics of capitalisuy’ Edited by Taodor Shanin, Monthly - Derek Sayer and Philip Corrigan that make up Part One of -
"Review Press N.Y. 286 pp.. S R the bouk, s ‘well ac the chronology of Marx’s work after’
: N T ' Capital by Sayer, both trace the development of Marx's think-
‘ing and writing on Russia 1867-83, and ralse crueial questions -

g over Theoiy/Practice zc'n'iyc'nb“ )

. What Teodor Shanln politely cutls ' peculiar history” has -

characterized a full century of atlitudes by past-Marx Marx-

ists toward Kart Marx's crucial writings ad Russia in the
1870s and 1880s. Marx’s 1821 letter to Vera Zasufick, in which -

¢ he examines the Russian peasanl commune 2s a “fulertam

for social regeneration™, was actuaiiy hidden by Zasulich and
Plekhanov for decades viatil finsl) y discevered and printed
in 1924, 43 years later. The four lengthy drafts of that Jelter
= Marx's fullest discussion of pathways to the needed Rus-
.sian’ Revolution "~ wers found by D. Riozanov in-1e1y, -
- transeribed in 1513, yet only published in'1924, T
. Some: iBumination of the causes of such'disregard for
- Marx's writings can be gleaned from reading Riszonov’s 1094
-, article on the discovery of the Zasulich letter drafts, which :
.. dares to baselessly refer to Marx's “undermined capaeity
.. for work’! in this period (the actual Russian word means
something more like *'torn'’} as the reason for the brevity , -
of the reply Marx finally sent, - -~ -7 ey ooy e
+ro By tve 19308 Stalin's Russla banned all discusston of Marc's
7 concept of the YAsiatic mode of roduction” and his study -
of the commune, and portrayed Marx as an adherent of a
unilinear evolutionism in which diversity of societal forms -
" was explained by global developmental stages. The post--
= Werld War 11 era2 has done more, bitt not encugh, to open
these writings to a full diseussion. -~ T T
LISTEN TO MARX 'THINKING ALGUD’ .
In sharp contrast to that dismal record, we can say that
the “case presented by Teodor Shanin® in this volume is one
of the most impartant contricutions to the understanding of
Marx's last decade gince :Lawrence Krader' [ranscri
Marx's 1850-82 Ethnoloflcal Moteeoks In 1972, It provides
new insights into years in which Marx was *thinking alcud™
on multiple paths to revolution, Marx's final dacade {3 one
unlike those In which cne can elte chapter and sentence from
“his printed work, The unfinished nature of his labors in those
ears, which included 30,000 pages of notes, have tested al]
arxilsta gince his death, beginning with Engeis and including
ourselves, S

P2t Two of Late Siarx ond the Russian Road: Mirx and o

<. the ‘perinheries of capiiaiism® oifere us the fErst ful} English

translations of the drafia of hix letter tao Zasulich, together
.- with his 1877 answer to Mikhultovskil and the 1882 Preface
" to the Ruselan editon of the Commuaist Manifesta, Itelpful

_LEAR _ , EA
- Mark focused his atfention on Rissia i the fall of 1869,

¢ nyshavskil direcily preceded

abeat the relalion of. this wark to-the whole of Marx's.
Marzism, ©---. - e LT e ey T
. The nature of the Russian peasant: eornmune and jits’
relevance for rovelutionary perspeclives were alroady under -

- charpdebate before the 1270s, One camp viewed thé comn.

mune as & “ereation of the Tsarist state,” serving as means

" of control and preserving backwardness in agriculture, The
* other camp, including N. Chernyshevskii, saw in the pea

sant - -
cominune a temnnanl of pre-class society which centrolled
three-fifths of the arable land of European Russta, worked
‘nasture, harvest and forest collectively, orga communf.
¥ services, and defeudad itself -against eulside intrusion. -”
NING RUSSIAN AS ‘LIFE AND DEATH"

teaching himself the language. Jenny Marx teported that “'he

" has begun to study Russian'as if it were a matter of life and

‘death.” From tbe first Russian bogk he read — V. Flerov-. .-

- skil's Situation of the Working Clasy in Russlz - to the very

end of his life, rarely did even {wo months pass in which he

" did not read and make notes on “the Eastern Question.” in

Aug. 1881, Marx compiled a list of Russiah bocks in his per-:. -
sonal library:. ihere were then nearly 260, .. noc ee
. Haruki Wada's essay, “Marx and Revolutionary Russia," -
traces Marx's studies, contrasting his fontnote to the 1867 Ger~
man edition of Cuplial, which had attacked Merzen's op- .
- tiratsm on the Russian cominune, with the 1673 German edi- .
tion, which both deleted that [ootnote and added a postscript
praising Chernyshevskii's work. Marx's reading of Cher- -
his clsrification: of ‘a key -
sentence in the 1875 French edition of Capital, where Marx -
now strictly limits the expropriation of the peasant from the
soil In th? English manner to *“the countties of Western -
Euy o T st L e e -
The years 1875-77 saw Marx's most {ntensive study of - -
Russia, leading to his answer to Mikhallovskil, with jts in-
sistence that Russia’s future path was still cpen o avoiding -
the “falal viciss|tudes of the cap:italist regimo." - . ... -
By the Umo we reach Marz'a 1281 Grafts of his letter to
1. For furlher discuusion of the changes Marx made I the 1975
“reach edition ul Cagital, see Ch. 10 of ¥a Dunayevikaya's Rosa
- Lunembarg, Wawmen's §iberathon nud M, ophy of Hevolo-
Uun, (1furnanitive, 10825, Sea alzo Kovin A, Barry's ™ Frenchedi- ©
tion of Cxpltat, 100 yeara After," lu X&L, Oct. 191, ~ . .




Fasailch. it Is ciear that what was the determiriant for Mars's ;-

- analysls of Russia 'was not the “‘peasant commune” (though
that was the point of sindy}, but the “needed Russian Revola..
tion’* that slonie could save the commune, What was'al issae .
was the’ commune’s:*‘internal duolism®, with *‘property

clements™ at_odds with *cellective elemetits”, a dualism |

“which remalted Lo be worked out, 3.0l n, e
. - Finally we come to the Preface o thie second Rassizn edi-

- tion of the Cominunist Manifesto; written indan, 1222 It con
ciudes: <If the Russian Revolution becomes & sigual for
proletarian revelution in'the West, 5o that the two can sup-
plement each other; then présent Russian commial land -
ownership can serve a8 a print of departure for & commudis
development”: Though jolntly signed by Blarx 2nd Engels
Wada eves that it **expresses the opinioa of Engels nore

- " directly than that of Marx,”. and ciles Jeany Marz's death

* - as'well as Karl Marx's pact henlih as the reason. Pélitical
. Iy, Wada views the Ptaface’as differiog from the Zasulich .

- |¢tter drafts in that il *‘postulates”! revolution in the West a3

- g precondition” for 2 Russian Revelution, © -

-~ Sayer and Corrigan, in'their *Late Marx: continitity, con- .

s di\ en
sis of micd. Puither, eviewer di
ot 1the texbol the Preface sny such.precondition,?
put rather a vision of the way revoiviions in technologically:

lands cap spark revolutien in advanded ones

ETSpeciye
svani than
R

backwara lan B0,
that the two suppiement each olker;)” From out.
100 years later, that formulation seéms mote re

P T i PR T S By i
REAK' OR“DEVELOPMENT? IN MARX?
“Thecughout the bock; the *new moments’! trom Marx's last
ecade raise questions on the extent to which they r zent.
‘u hreak with: Maix's previous 30 yéars of work, and oa the
way inwhich his view of the *'Russianroad” relates to other
‘breskthroughs in the yiars after the Paris Commnuing, These
quiestions foria the ¢enterpoint of Sayer and Cortigan's cril
‘gue of the Shanin hnd Wada essays. Shahin had argued in
SLate Marx: gods and craftsmen’” that Caplial *'did not jet-
tison the kernel of evolutionism’ widespread in mid-16th ce:
tury Britain. Ard cven thebgh Marx had, in the 1655, already’

A

.. preseaiad e concepis: 6f H'Orlental Despotism!™ and.

<

', “Asiatic mode of production’’ as supplement and siternative
1o unilincar explanations’; those concepts are seen g5 insulfi.
" cient. Shanin contends: that such ‘socletics were viewed by,
' Marx as “z-histarical” until disraptéd by eapitalism, at which
_time *'the fron Iaws of evoittion finaliy assume their global
and universal pace.”’ | ™ g ptd
3% 0 which

. : i > tcs tie degrea to )
the Mars of Capital was a consisten? evolutionist.”: One might
alsn argue that in Marx’s weitings (1850-62) on China’s Taip-
ing Retellien, dunlifies within the Asiatie moede of produe-
- tion are sugeesied. And iar from Europe unilinearly show-
" ing China the “image of its own future’’, the Talplug Rebelllon
re-appears in the first chapter of Capital 35 encouragement
. to Evropean revelutionary, perspectives. . &o3 o
T Neveritieless, Shanic makes wn
the divergence between Marx and Engelson ! L :
. of production when he plupolats Engels® tast use of the can..
cept. #s Feb, 1884, and revesls that in’ the nexiill, years,
_ {hrough 3,000 pages of writings apd letters, It was not even
. mentioned once’, Hohsbawm's argument (hat Engels repiac-
. ed it with the “broader concent of the Archale Formetion,”
is slown t3'%2 far off the mark. ; e
- The notes on *'Marx after Caplial’ offered by Sayer shed
- .. light_on’the breadth of Marx's study. and.activity in this
~petiod,’ and on-the way seemiogly separale. topica’) are
“related i thought as well asmdate,im%abmnnin»
.. ihat last docatie was the ence of the _Faris Com- -
mune. It resulied, Sayer and Corrigan point out, 'in'a body .-
of material as important, as neglected, and as subversive of ..
.. much "Marxism' 2= the writings on Russia published in this "’

~volume." 7. R :

. Concentrating on Marx’s drafts of The Civil War in Frazce, 3

- their powerful and thought-proyoking essay points hoth to_. -
~ 2. By the Jzte 15703, and Into (bx 1860s, Marx's work extended to |,

. noa-capitalist societies world-wide. In the mooths after Jeniny Mars's, -
death, Marx traveled to Algeria where he anticolovlal_ ¢
resistance and investigated Arsb landed pmrrerty forms. About the -

" samé time he complied a 1,708 page maauszript chronology of world | -
history “!‘t{ﬂt&use first een‘ BC to the mid-17th ‘century,” a

. ipt & labod R AR S

tradiction and learring,” on the olhér hand, demonstrate that




Marx's self-cruqt.e on ma “role’of the state machinery i
working ¢lass emanc‘pation and i his new perspectives on’-..

themeans hich this emancipation is possible. Those
means are spelled nuL as’a “siztained atiack on the divisions
- of zlabor’ that: render. administrations’ and “govermment
‘mysteridus; transeendent functions only to be tristed to the
hands:of a trained caste ' -And they. cunc!ude with'Marx's
déclaration thal “whal.ever the mcnts of the single rmeastres

OWn organtsa

. howdoes it happen that Mards view of wemen, a8 Sadjecls
.+ of revolution, gets jeft cut of the account of his tast devade?
© Whether Sayer and Corrigan oo the Paris: Cammune o,
Shanin’or Wada on Msrx and the *‘Russian road”, the siar}'
of Elizaveta Dmitrieviia Tnmanevskaya is banily told. Vet
o here is a Hussian ravolitionist who Joined the International
- reglﬂm ;m:hh{anmmndmln!mn.anddlsmss
;edwith the destiny of the peesant commune. Before the

“Commune burst -forth, it was che Marx sent:to Par to’

: Organizea womnei's secienof the Lnternationel; she bocame
"an activist in the Unlon Ges Fennies, and reporied to Marx
- onthe; WMt selforganization of tha wornen of Paris
-+ It is disturbing tose:;:mat not'2ven o skeich cl!ser&liéeis

-7 The Iminedizte rainifcoticas d‘ ths pasﬂcrpilm
In the Commane inctuded for Marx 2 resolniion i the 157
‘conference’ amiug fot ke foraiation of IWA branches
cxclusively for = - e Hicatiows it thonght were
to last the rest of his life. By )m, Marx was concorned with

- socleties. as - well, “compihing “In - thet
blbllography o matriarchal faw. ' il
-2 Marx's Ethnolegi=al Neixbooks ouaao-az. whir_h lnqr..ired

K lnl.o the destiny-of s\nmm in primitive communism,: are’

 aynang his fina] writitgs, Wisen weware able to see how Mart .

po:nted te both the greater freedoin of women in pre-class
. soclety, rand the foct that eletuénts of women’s oppressicn;

" arose from wilhiz pritaitive comimunism, the contrast bet- -
ween Marx's  view on- the: maru‘woman relaunnshlp and

-Livard society)in which huinan forces of revolntion, {n
-~ ""historic’ context™;

Lngels‘ laf.er exprssslon n Or}g,!n o&' the Family was iin-: |

‘covered. But what was also visible was a divergence on

method, on’dialectics. " .0 e

- None, of the partici vol

with'dialeetlcs,” Shanin’ only ralsas the, qufstlun of Marx’" s,.

metiod in the framework of whether Bfarx was god or éraft

-amal."” Sayer and Corrigan pose his developmient from the

1840s ta the 18205 as:-**Marx was supremely good al learn-

: p?g g ;; tn asserta cc-ntmmly of concern {Their,

‘vliae o
The) pomt, hwever iorour ge, n nnilff of ‘coil-

cerpy, Imithe. cﬁn‘multy ofa hﬂmphy of revolation — and

G s th kmgasthsslt'isn i b ek ;nata_onemh'[arxszime.bulinaurs.!tkr'aﬂernﬂ”afact

that noné of lie présent authois thkeniols of, that the theory
of smte-capntaiwm was being Worked out'ag earlyas 1941 by
Raya BDurniayevika e&la swihen she was inspired by het'study of
the 1875 Fronch editisn of Capital as she labored over the’:
original: Russian documents of the Five Year Plans, The ™
specific paragraph that Marx had added in 1875 was i the
section on accumulation of capitel; analyzing the law of ¢o s
centration ‘snd ¢ontralization’ of ‘capital ‘as’ reaching:its’
‘ultimate “in the hands of a singl iLalist or capilahstmr f
porakien; 3

*Bucha phdasophic graund can lead us tovard a vi the’
u.n.quancss of Marx's method, imd toward his concrehzatmn
of revolutien in anénce *for one technologic

eright

eould change the world. Whether one’
Agress ith hat Sssessment or not, be atthors of dhis
ve glven us an to Msr.:
think' and work it out: for ourselves +4
3, Leng befors cur s, tion of the. of the Th =
Dunayevskaya was !ag-u;érmmm\::th Fmﬂxemburg ;rd ccun“a:eﬂ'r—

.the disleetics of man/womang - r:k“"?‘s in “primltll\(re“-f' rmlne'l?drdWmid'mtsw"_ggnm_m_;myo@mmum*

of capital. By the tirae she wrote 'Mnn.is and Fresdom In 1857, sh=""
sanuned up 18 yoars of of the theary of statecapitalism
Luxen:

S pp. 13243T), bynolonlydi[l’a-ennaungh{arx s théorv from
dlrect

burg’s, hutpain
age.
4, Marx's

dng to Marx's ma Iegu

is lo be shnrp]y disungulsbed from its near op-’
?as.m. y's ""theory of permarent revulut.m "uwellas
rom Mao Zedong s "unlnl.errupted reveiction,” which Wil roquire”
“a cetstury or several centuries™ to complete ll‘:er the tof *:
pawer, See Punayevskaya's discussion of Marx as's ph:.osnr.".cro. L
permanml revolutlon in Chapler 11 of the above 1932 work :




