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 TFEE*.-%VIT@EILEI??Y#OF TOCTALISH . -
| AID.THE LAIS OF LOTION OF C!-.“IT.&LIST_I‘ 'SOCISTY . -

A Reply to Cerade Gates

_By F, Forest

,* Com. Gates has fQUﬁd it necess Sary to tade 1ssue with the flnal
section of my Qutline of Canlital, entitled ‘the "Law of Motion of.
- Capltsllist Scolety,” By the time he reaches the conclusion of his

crlti 3 ism,  he declaims'

_ "It would be sn etceediﬁglv saq day £or our movement, if

" Lta-younger, -Inexperlenced, and not~yot edusskted e‘eqeqts’
_were to _Pe educated with this kind of 'historlcal ma?er1e1¥
1am', end 1ﬁ *he splrlt which glvea rlsa xo ie." -

Hhat, may. I ask, 1sa ‘the “spirit“ which engenders mr al‘egedly :

dlstnﬁed view of histo rical meterlalism? . (Com. Gates's zeal to gave.- .

the youth and the "not-yet-educated elements" ‘in- the party fron "a

foolish error which is .exactly contrary to- ‘Harxian dlolectliesl thou%ht

" and method" is cormendable, but isnit he %uttlng Yt on prather thick

in any cuge, since I ;ull to understsnd. sll the” 1mp1‘ca fons in Conm,

,Gates's reference to. the "spirit” which has zauded me to. present .

Merxlsm ad_fegelianlsm,'I shall ﬁrﬂceed to hnndls more . tanglble th*ngs. E

I W“Ote‘ Tt 1s because farx besed hlnself on -tha 1nev1tnbi‘itv

“of zoclallsm thet he could discern the law of motion of
_oapl“allst society, the. inevitebllity or 1tz cnllapse "

- I had added further, thet 1t wez this concept of the” lnevitabi*--?
Lty of socialism that gave Copltal ita profundity, force and direction. =
Since Com. Gotes does not quofe This finnl statement thnt followed: the .
above quotatisn, ‘X do not xnow his view of lt._ But Com. Gates.leaves
“‘ns daubt =2t all thot he-eonsiders the above quotation "pure idcalian,"

: rron which would flow the conclusion’ that, had XNorx not based himse1f

. an- the coneept of ‘the inevlisability of soc'nllsm, he would have heen
'-unnble to perceive the Lnevitability of ccpltnl; t .collapse, - "Yet,
ectuzlliy," concluded %iates, "it was becauvse Mnrx discaerned 'the law of

"' ‘motlion of capit list sacietv, the lnevitabllity af ita collqpse t that
~."he waa nble to nf:'rm the linevitnbilifviol s“cialism. . o
- Herc 'd the nhove stntement nmna yau will see thnt whrt is 1nvolve

w here is nothing lFSu than the whole method of dinléi.tlenl mnteriallsm,
Com. Gntes'!s Interpretnrtion of the méthod of hisfarical mn tteriallam
tr-nafnyms dinlectica into the sheereat kind of emoiriclism, He :
‘evidently thinks that one 1ls scient!flic if one dls: serng, nnd then pre-
dletn; the diu“crnmﬂﬂt nrisos xut of codnmplation over nssembled dutﬂ

: Tn fﬂrtunﬂtel sing n 1m11ur point af denqrture, the bﬁnrgcnls
nnd petty baurge«ia critics ‘T nnrx proved, %9 thelr oun antisfactiosn,
that Capltnl s “n unsclientific work bocnuue Harx had belleved in
sﬁCIQIIsm I3 DY bafarn. he gﬁfhrred dnta obout ‘hc econsmic orgenism ol

9119 1507




Capitnlism, . : oY 3
2@ Marx not. based himsdlf on' thot inevitnbilig ny,sSclﬂliBm; ‘he cauld‘
nst -have.discerned’ the lew of capitslls £ eall inge; he waild hinve ‘been 7
nnble Lo gekidut:of ‘the vweb of. ¢ nltallst pnqnamenn ts pepdelve itz -
'contrndlctqr gsaencesIn this.og o@ ftamrsmaﬁh*ns ety JregTLF g0’
“back o zéoAceptiniol ‘science- which L= 7e0; narraw 3763, bury the. .
lqlectic 1nlthe'dcbria of pragmatlsm C

O Let na'refrcsh Com. Gatea's memorv'wlth ;Raosa Luxemburg'a revnn'
lutionary defense of the hlstoric cdncopt afgythe inevitsbllity of
sscinlism ns'o prcroquisite tn ﬂ-sciontific pnnlysis af cnpitnlism'

51“”hnt prculsely was tho key-vhich nabled»ﬁnnx ts open “the daar
to tha - Secrrts<of, capltnilst phenomona mid;39lve; .na Lf Iin play, the
problems. thet wep: ‘not ‘even suspected by thc*greutest ninds 5f clnasle’
b"urgeqis palltlcﬂl cesnomy?" osked: Luxemborg in’”her Heofosrm or Rcvolu—,‘

ot ULy wasihls eancerption af.crnltallst ocﬂnbmy ng o histsric:

nabnﬂmcnan-—nat rerely In the scnse recagnizad ‘Inthe beat ' cnaes by
thc- classiss epanpuiuta, that’ 1s,=:hpn, 5. cancerns ‘the- foudal past of
cnpltnlism-rbut nls: In 55 for as it cmaerng the -sa0lnllist futurs -f .

Ihe warld Wi Ens; ‘paswcroad, Tna praceedec rurther $3. cxplain: "ine secreb -

BE ﬁnrt's thcory 0f ‘vrlue, 3£ hias. rnchmis of:the peoblen. >f money, of
his-theary 51 c¢4pltnl; of the thooryisf: ths ratc’ vf prafit, =nd. can-
secuantly of therentire extisting ceanonlce system, is £ound In the-
! transltory charastor of c-pli-lst cconomy, the lnevitabilliy of its .

;' &ollnpse, le~ding--nnd thls is anly-anothnr gapect. of the same phernom~
.ensn-=-to sneciallism. If i1s- .only bocause Morx lasked ot oopiltnlism f£rom
.- the soelalistts viarpoint, thrt T3, -Irom the historic victvaolnt, €hat h
“was _eanbicd ©0 declpaer TEC nlcrglzgﬁlcs"if'cnpl::llst Feonoey, Rnd
1t L5 _prccisely Decnusc he toK tho scciallst wichipaint ns n palnt ~F
departurs for hls onnilysis of baurgeni3 sselety,: thnb he wias. I the
"Poasitln t4 [lve n scientiiic bvse o5 the Sﬂclull§f'mﬁvcmeﬂt T {Ibid,

'p. od, ny cﬁph"slb, f*) ' . : i o

s It ls impossible th t n le der of sur mbvement sh uld . bhe unswere .

of ‘this clnsais statement of the oonocapt of the -inevitnbllity »f
‘aociallsm ns the only.passible-basis for sclentlfic sacialism. Vhy,
-thcn did Com, Gatcs igncre it7 Is he ready to¢lass: this amsng the

_ silly thinga" that hnve bren sald sn the subject of” inevitnbility?

" Wns LuXemburg ane of the "early socinlist writers. and theosreticinna
{who) derlt with this questiosn In o false way, more preclsely, in mn
1denlistic manner, treating s -clalism as thrugh its renllization wns
wutomatic."? Surely, the guestion of Y"automntid ty" ~ppenrs novhere in

~ my outline,; .Agninst whom is Gam. Gates nargulng? HHore important still,

-_Vhﬂt is he qrguina ngninst? Conm, CGebeals key to knuwlodge is a key
Thet Tita many locks, but apﬁns FOu-dojrs, ~nd LG"St of 211 the donoar £t

thc Mﬁr\i,n uiqlcct‘c l method. : . o . :

. Com, Gatos nppears much” ﬁglt"tEd and I &% not dvubt his anxlety.
ta snave "the inexperlenced" from the "pure Ldealism", if nat sheen’
~rmrstic iqn, =T Farest's views., But, in hils deslire to “ccﬁmplish his
w13, he hes Treed the "not-yek-educated" from ag many ungpecified
‘il thlags® abrut the tnavit: nbillty of soeluiism, that he has léft |

“iha dospr wide apen to one philssaphic methad, the method of unndult-

G alod troplean pragoetlism, Al.s, he himself hns walked Into that

SO0 dame ket Iy the metter ~f the fnevitabillity ~f soclinlisn ns In-
the wnalysls of tha 1w of meetlan of genitaliat gngiekr, Pl athoar
crlticinam af my outlina, ' . ..1513
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17T, THe Single“Cnpltﬂliqt u_”:l- e Li”»igiwo 14 Tpa

1 The Outline of Capitn‘ nd tbe Pussinn Ouestlon_

com*xGatcs violentlv opposes thc rbllc 1ng pnrngraph 1n my
outline' ' - .

. . "The ceﬂuralizctlan of tha meana-cf production ends, first, ln -
“tpustification, and, uktimntely, :in statification,,.Thig dialecSleal

. development is :accompanled by centraiizstion reaching. e puint where' .
4he entlire soscisal cepit‘l is tunited; eLlther in the hands 'of one singlr
canitnlist, or in thoae of 8 siﬁgle corporation.'" o ; .

Com. Gutes accuses me of comhinlng g vislbla fnct about capitnl—
ist development: (centralization of meons.of production and trustifica-~
tion).. with a rossible development, o proghosis ninde by MHark in
recognition of n tendsncy." I hove thus mnde it "appear that Mark
unconditionally precicted the realization of the tendency,, .Forest
haa nmputnted Mérxts thaugrtto serve her own - endn." May I ‘ask: what
- To nnsﬂer"thnt, Com, Gates deséends fram his lofty reulm of ’

unconscisug spirit. But he deacends not upon the ground upon which
the dlapute %is being held =--my Qubtline of Capitnlnnbut uharges ‘boldly
into terri*ories unchn"tered tnere. ’ -

For the banefi of the readers aho may be unaware that Com, Gates
has by now. entirely departed from the Quitline, mnd who.may be further
mystiflied about the abstract persons In whose hands # passage from. -
Engels! Anti-Duhring "has been mutlilated, misrepresented and mlsine’
terpreted”, les. nie hurry to inform them that the passage quoked by
Gates has- indeed been. used by me“—nqt, it la:true, 1In the gutline,.
but 1A myroortieles on 'Russis (See N.I., Jan, 1947), Now, place The F.
_ Forest of Hature of the Russinn Foonomy next.to the F, Forest of the
. outline, ‘md, you will=see that, to serve nmy. “oun. endsJ I havé™not .

~.only "mutilerted" ilarx!s statement that the ‘extrems: development'of the -
law of centralizotion 1s reasched when the entire sdslal capltal is
‘e-neentrated in _the hands of "one single capltalist", but have llke=
- wise mutilnted Enpels who had written that strtificntlon of the means
‘of production "does not deprive the prouuctlve.forces of thelr chara- -

cter of capitzal.” Aand'dll this, dear renders, ‘I (parddn me, the un-

saed perasus) 2 d "”or uhB ‘sole purnoae L proving that eaplta llan
exists in Russic btoaday," .

) Finnlly ‘the ¢at is out of the bug,- ?hqt ia bothering Com. Gntes .
is not my Outline, but my Russinn position, 'I¥ he wishes to dlscuss
the Russioh question, why not say so?  For six yeara I have ‘been. .
‘writing thot Runsla 13 as tonte capitallst soclety, without tso muceh.
respsnse from Com. Gnteg. I he now wlshes to"engnge in such a dls-
cussiﬁn, I am rendy as I always hove been: Butbt I shall atrongly
reslz orinslng thls dlspu+c ints nn educqtianq; Qutline of Jnrx'

Cnnif

"I am spposed, "argues Com, Gates, to presentin thearv in such
o way that the reader is forced to nccept lmpllcntlﬁna which nre
contravy to the spirit of Harxist inqulry snd ts pw“fy pollcy ng
well," {My emphnsia, £f)

i5|9
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L h«t is tho pﬂrt,,- policv an ha‘qunstion? ‘I wns unavinre 31 nny
Party Reaolution on the guestiosn™af.Marxis. ‘theory "of capitalist -
productlion; I am nwnre of n Par & 7. Resalutiszn on tho ques.,i 253 thab'
" Ruasia i3 o new soclal’ order, "’aurc"ucrﬂizic ‘gollgetiviam¥ Buk I
“shall leave-the question sf-pnarky aiicy~t111 Lrter, snd.mow’ limit
myaolf t9 n defensc 5f my Ouktling, Par from vlolnting: "the spirit
2% Marxlst Inquiry,  my oUtllne is‘en sttempt nt phpularizing Hirx's
n_lafmmcn o). wark, I% 13 the first venture of Lts kind in the Tratsky-.
- '¥st movement, Com. Gntas evidently dres not think highly af ‘this e
“yenture, Good.® -Put let ug come o’ gripe. with the problém invplved,
. ‘ané not hide behind the shield, wh:: correctly represents the uﬂrty
policy, nnd. \7h'w goes uat, .
' 2. "‘hc Prﬁblcm r" Stake - '(' P
Be"ara hia de"th in 1883 Zhrx was wr:»k*ng “nt N new German. editim
. of Copital, in which he was lncorp:or rting tho changes he hnd ‘intro= "
- duced InEﬁ the. French edition,” E?lgela cﬁ:‘rploted the w-rk, ~nd Copital
ds we now lmow-1t includes these choanges., Mapx n'\nsidercd these
. addltli-ng t5 be 2f such n seriosug nature that he: ndvised the render :
S whD wag ﬂenuqlnted anly-with the. ariginal Germ n edltlon af his work- to--
- gonaulf -thae French editisn since "Lt posscas 'a solentific vdve inde-
-pendent of the ariginnl," (Dona Torr: oditl'm, p 842). - From the
‘Mselentifle value™ of these changea ifinrxists. of this generntisn have a -
grent lcqsan to le rn.- Let us see haw Go tcs graaped thi.. less=on, -

. Thc nsst i. partm'kt af these chnng;e:a includea the passage. presently'

under dispute, whilch reads: "Thls ].J.mit wauld not 'be_ re"c’led in ny

. particuler saclety untll the-entlre'sccial cnpitasl wauld be ynited,

" elther in the hands »f ono single- cﬂpitﬂlist, S ln thaae -wf ne
single c*rp::r-\‘b.lon..‘ (Cﬂpit."zl I P. Gag}) -

i

Gntds hng rtmch, t:: say ab ut my’ "r:mtllﬂtion“ of Hnrzx, but: whot - hns
he to say zbout tho npoasage s linrs wrate it Supposing thot I stated .
that I was wrong, In 1947, in o bricf surn-rmtl.'\n of the Cirst vslume,

-a few short pngog ofter the ourto was m-de in full, #¥% tn use the -
woprd "is' . where Harx, in 1875, used theo word, "wauld” “how w-uld that - -

.- .ch~nge anything in the cru*.’ml mottor as t3 'hether h"zrx did, or 4aiad R
not, pastulatc such zn kbwtr'\utl'\n as a lecn single thp!.t list T T
3"016"?"*"‘*‘ AR : - .

’ . So..befuddled hna Gntes becﬁmp -by his forcod qtte.p,t o *n sdx.cc
the R'ue.sl"n questisn Into the dlspute on the Outllne th~t it 'Is ©
1mp—.ssib1e to nnke hend or £a2il -ut of his arguments. He bepnn to

i The 'I"j"rit" 'af the cwmrﬂdcs, unf'\rtuvlﬂtel '_"r-c in no posi"lﬁn t-. .
‘Judge f£or themselvesz since, due tn 'nhwt"gc 31‘ ﬁq"uor,' 'ml" ﬂ'rm: ..'\piﬂs
»f the Outlino hnve been .relessed, - s

s 53::1. Gntea 'vritns as 1T T had never given the full text of the qu::-

r
t tatt~n. ¥n drubt thnt utterly faolse ‘tdea 2rises fram the frct th-t he
> rushed En eriticize one sockinn br\f:\rn he hnd had "the apportunity to
oS examineg the whole -utline carefully." The .cimrsdes can I‘lnd ‘the qu:-—
!'. takion whan the Quiline s relensed, sn p.43, -
[ 3 T . R
= Tha mzpieanisn Marx used in hiz Thedrles of Surplus Value weaz

) "an i.na.l'sl:r\d naklion, L ————— . ls’-o
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SRRy LT R et s NN e e ,m,, Hrn
crlt.!.-..l.‘c m-,' Ou'alino' 'becrusc Ifhhd{ hére. c'mbinnd
ith = "sr"!,_,r"ts"is" RS S 2 g :gp‘,'.’{“" "1...1: "ﬂ*ﬂ'p
implied *D:_,::Inrx!»’ : Soondaat

- T8, i‘lni.shed, c‘:mnle{:ed pracees
ritmm Toal, 8sructure: SUEEAaES .S oMoERING WhTGh . -7
1"1pli...1t1v . Thc lngt threa words )- L

‘3

'Ianrx dj.d not sry, exn;icitlv ap.
are un derllned hy me, IS

. i s orsdid Ak, *'srhrx 'nsstulnto such nn nbst nctian"
“Aré your Ry ...nplvln Cam ‘Gatesy "bhm. sTHee Narx. sald that this . -
'extremo"*l_imif; £ the law of cenpralizntion ™would not be- reached un*?'il
that; in actusllty, Meorx /dld Hay Yexplicitly or Implisitly" .
Cfarmlnatessuchia’ thearctic pﬂssfbilit:y'? If that is.s0, I con -mly :
~atate that t..creu-ﬂur‘ht .t:: beta 1ini%: to whnt case one is pemitted to
clﬂbar te;on- tha“E sis ‘of a "grﬂ.m:nqﬁic'\l csnstructhn“l -

“Tl"e,'tnsk 'uf Z.Iqrxlsts t-xdﬂy ia‘tv determinn h-w-r tendcnales
develap, whether ar nat they hpve been renlized Ta modorn .
saclety, oriwhed thar -aaic.,y hﬂs tﬂkcn ather. turna, in ‘\gpas—
iti:n £5 the ..:zndeﬁc . . . .

&nd w!-.»«..t turn hﬂa Tdern s-wc:.oty' t'\ken "ln appoaltl-\n ta th:

' tnndlen ¥"? Gates'hns nothlng to wffep.suws He writes thns "ine DLg

T ohurge” sio, the. darinont monopslis atia nre com pekled £ o n:'mo stntl-"
 fiernti-n," .Since thoy. are compnelled. £> oppase,: the ﬂnpoaztf = eannobt |
bé nmerely bocause Hf their Troo 'II ther would vrefer notits hrve. |
. thelir meons of pw-du"t'-a'x atatified, :dnrxisbs, In "oy case; know -
- that baurgcnis ‘goclety 1s government® by 'ecﬁnzmla 1-1\73. -.ihnt‘ aconamic

‘law compels thenm:td ﬁppose st..t'i‘lcﬁti"n'? TR T

. Com.” tes cﬂntxnues. ag n. mntter af i‘::c*:, tw-\ pnrqllol devalaﬂ-
ments sccur in madern ‘bﬂur enls s:-iety springling :£‘r'-~:1 2 ormon . gause,"

-~ These insiuge’ centraliz-xt:l::.n in - givcn saclet'y, with which \.'c nre
acquainted, ~nd "the tendenc ,..a“:rzrd warld monapoly, toward the single

world caplinllst trust, ™ hat 1z shelrF "comman c'\usc“? The law ~f
'centr .izatlon? If na,.tﬂﬂ Mo p"rf:llcl developrients® are nok

asing tendoncles but different monifesfatizn: ~f the same law,

I%L.Tt.—p' rallel tendencl?s arec 1ppasing t:cnczcnclc.s, then Whnt ¢ nmzaon
g~urce -do they spring from?  Surely,. it wibld bo » dlsesvery warthy
Tef note 1T C“""I.. Gntes hnd dlsc e"neu an gcap- 'mlu lr.' that had nok ‘boe"l.'
discerned n-.r Earx In hla tine. -Shy Icec LIt o seeret?

ST Xn my caso M"t‘.\ aid not p'ast.ul to. thc varisnt of n slngle warld
trusat; ‘.('-.ui-sk',: ad, ifnin esntended t:ln.., clvon the inter-imperlinlist
rivaley nand Sthoe shwrmmss ~f the olnss 1zgle, such 2 poasibility
wns "nnt concelvoble”, " Thig writor. "hinks thnt 1f such n passiblllsy

a3 pocwr, thnt s, 1f n single warld trust exleted ~nd the worid

f:45Fic ~re cheritable on such €2 (.\1"-11'0['.'\ d the instnnco ~f roprivae-
“tizatitn ~f guae dearsplt indugstires in dezl Germany {idt Cam, Gate
Slfen In %he hnpe Fant 44 1g ~uly an in..tﬂn..e md e tc.lc‘c*x..y.

152'1
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mﬂrkct wo"e nball*hed . b LINEeN Moelil An-acs l&ﬂlist
Efﬁfsﬁy.- But what hns tHls o doe with “tha outline%’ What) rglutinn ts
ttic .Outline has . Gates! urchor Tifklita Bn Tho aquestinn af atete
capitalism Mundér caﬂdltiﬁns of pralquri fn ghtrte woirerty - If any such
stnke -cn pibnlisu were implied in my:Outline, then, indeed, the 'spIrIE“
which led me toadmutilate™ Manx: and: Mlscducnta, the gouth, Surned. oo
.2 nround And et ilnted (with~ut . quatatlsn m"lr'ks) my own, poi.nt at‘ view :)“’
A Hussin -as; n~st te c"piﬁ llst Sﬂwleuv B _

Ag"lnst Whom 13 Can. thes arguing #hen ‘he. frign thhu““”e hﬂve )
'nlao learned tadey th-t mere nntlona lizqtian, aven where it.is compl ete,
it is not -rnecesgarlly progressive..."”? "Is ho ﬁrring tos square things | -
“with hia S Ang the partyls pnst pasitiﬂn‘ thot: Phe social srder
}tsf Burenucratic: 6allectivism is, dlstingulished- from the socinl order- of
_cqpit xIism. prim:rlly An that  the, fbrﬁcr 13 braed upsm new ~nd unore .

ndvanced firm af property, nsmely, stite nrﬁncrty.? {Sece rﬂrtW’s Thn51'
Q; The RUSoi"n anﬂtion in theé Bulletin under that naze.)

S Suhelv “Ho ten't qrgulng qgﬂlnat Foreat, who, “back-in- légf,,uhpng;:+fi
-~ Ead u-"cs:1nt*ﬂn whizh gstated that.stnte c"pltrlluu, vnder LH3t~Xitar- .
-~ den‘politics, ﬂ«de Russls a "fﬂscixt “tuu "I VWhat 1s bathering Gam.
'\Gatcs”-- S e L. ) .

1' © In sne placc, Com. Gntes writes: "A dincrete examinntlsn af
bourgeols sisclety reveslas thnt ¥theo centralizafi-n of the nenns of
prsuuctinn' hing not rngwhorc ended 'ultiﬂ"tel? in stntificntion, ™

. in "nathor plnmce, . ‘he wrlites "St nt‘f‘cud‘ﬁn :f ceonomy s £2 be
-found only in one cﬁUﬁtry in the. ws"lu. st4 l‘nlst ‘Rugsia,m .

. . After’ sudden . dﬂlttiﬂs the etisteﬁce ﬁf thc atntiflentlon. af
“praductisn, Conm.: Gntcs rrkeg two gualificnti-ns: (1) It camoe nbout in
Rugala os a result sf = proletarinn revslutlon, . rmd (2) "stn tiflc wtiosn
rcvcﬂls 1% sclf now ns zn ~nti-capitnllst tendency." ) o o '

. Onl7 one point noeds to bo made reg"rd‘ng the firat qunli v"tiﬂn,
Cond in OaS"ﬁcc, Marx hes wmnde thet point begk In 1575, Hight brlow
+he disputed passoge, . Marx wrote Whether ccvtrﬂli““l!Zﬂtiﬁn is - :
accompllished by the violent methsd af snnexatliosn.,.or whether the fusior
sf a number of capltels,.. Enkes place by the smscther method 58 - -
Joint-sgock esmpany fﬁrmﬁtiﬂﬂ--tha ecﬁnﬁnlc effcet remelns the sene, o
In ~ny cﬁse, I wins nﬁt wrlting 2 histary af mieclety and wns. ﬂa*
Interested In how statificatian hnd oeccurred, I was interested anly 1ﬂ
Eracing iiarxt's “nhnlrals 3f the laglenl drvelspment of an economlce 1Aw - °
nf cﬂpitﬂli“m~-"entrﬂlizq+lon 3f Ehe me-ns  af praouctlﬂnn-‘n srder Lo
show. thnt n-ne 5 the ecmnle laws we snnlyzed shvianted the "aloslute
penczal 1~ "This ultlante dovelapmant £ ny tnrh, I wrote on p.os,
Tanvus crpatnlist produetion from ita 'abaoolute genernl low!--tha o
Tezerve apmy - of labar™, which signnla tHé d--11 of caplt~ilod.... The
1w <D mobion of Lt:i&gﬁ_ggﬂ}gﬁzﬂls therefare the 1low af ita
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