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　　Bom　in1870，Lenin　was　raised　in　a　c1ose　fami1y

虹　　comforぬble　surroundings　and　had　　an　　elder

brother，with　an　interest　in　ma恢ism，’ 翌?潤@was　exe－

outed　in1887for　his　ro1e　in　attempting　to　assassi一

触te　the　czar．　Lenin　moved　towaエd　marxism

砒。㎜dユ889・・d，by1892，h・d…hb・dt・th・p・一

sition　of　Georgy　Ple㎞anov　opPosing　Popu1ism　in

Russian　agriculture－　Plekhanov　is　usua1Iy　consid－

ered　the　fo㎜der　of　Russia皿maエxism．　In1895

Lenin，s　St．Petersburg，s　League　of　S血ggle　for　the

Ema血。ipati㎝一 Zf　the　Working　Class　was－fo㎜ed－

　　h　the1890s　Lenin　devoted　considerab1e　a仇ention

i皿his　witings　to　economios，㎜questionab1y　a

backgm㎜d　for　his　po1itics・　The正e　are　a1so　a　few

㎞tings　d皿i㎎Wor1d　W跳I，and　of　co皿se　practi－

ca1issues　aier血e　October　Revo1ution　of1917．

Lenin　emphasized　that　his　economic　theo呼is　pre－

cisGly　ma帆ist。・　Unfo血mately，　contemporary

m狐ists㎞owledgeab1e　in　economics，such　as　Kar1

Kauts吋，Rosa　Luxemb皿g　and　Nico1ai　Bu／㎞aエin，

did　not　take　on　Leninls　economics　eithe正be的re　or

aier　the　revo1ution．　However，the　first　of　Lenin■s

㎞portant　economic　works　was㎜published，and

others　were　only　in　the　Russian　o㎡ginal；this　can

somewhat・exp1ain　Iack　of　attention－　Leninls　own

c舳。al　readings　of　L皿xemburg　and　Bukharin　could

havG　stimulated　controversy　within　mEm【ism　but

were　Ie丘by　him㎜comp1eted　in　only　m肌ginal

nOt6s。（For　Lenin，simargina1notes　on　Luxemburg，s

Accumu1ation　of　Caがta1，see　the　trans1ation　by

Lawler　in　Zarembka，2000，PP．225－235；for

Leninls　notes　on　Bu㎞arinls　Economics　らf　the

Transfo㎜ation　Period，see　B舳ahn，1920．）Lenin

did　write　favorab1e　reviews　of　some　of－Kautsky，s
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work，to　which　Kautsky　m耐auy　did　not　object－

　　Sta1inism　wou1d　not　countenance　the　idea　of

critical　work　on－ keninls　economics．　But，in　the

1950s，Ro§do1s吋（1968）wrote　his　we11一㎞o㎜

work　on　Ma岨1s　theory　and　did　incIude　important

co㎜entaW　on　some　ofLeninls　economics．Yet，

it　on1y趾st　abpeared　in　print　b1968（in　Geman）．

In！969the　in肋entia－marxist　philosopher　Louis

A1thusser（1969，p．100），in　his’Prefa㏄’・to　M㎝【’s

Capita1，could　stm　describe　Leninls　Development　of

Capita1ism　in　Russia　as　the　llon1y　work　of　scienti丘。

sociology　in　the　wor1d’’and　refer　to　Leninls　s応dies

of　Ma1xls　Capita1，Vo1ume2as’1texts　of　gripping

clarity　㎜d　dgor’1－　A1thusser　does　not　seem　t0

have　studied　Leninls㏄onomics　very　deeply．Two

decades1ater，Desai（1989）cou1d　not　report　any

overall　s血dy　of　Leninls　economics（a1though　he

does　mention　steps　in　that　direction　by　Nove，1967

and　by　H趾ding，！977）、Motivated　by　this　de鮒h

of　serious　work　on　Leれin　as　an　economist，Desai

of竈ered　a　co11㏄tion　of　Lenin1s　economic　w正itings，

both　theoretica1and　practica1，a1ong　with　his　sym－

pathetic　in廿。duρtion　to　Lenin　as　an　economist　and

㎜annotated1isting　of133pieces　Leni皿wmte　con－

n㏄ted　t0㏄OnOmiC　iSSueS．

　　There　are　considerab1e　shortcomings　in　Leninls

㏄onomics　compared　to　Ma凧■s　work．In　fact，his

economic　theory，when　examined　care耐1y　is　ac前一

ally　rather　sha11ow　and　even　a　misreading　of　Ma凧．

This　paper　su〃eys　the　issues　invo1ved，with　more

extended　analysis　available　in（Zarembka，2003）．

Lenin　be地re　the　October　Revolution

　　Capitahsm　generates　oveIwhelm㎞g　attention　to

production．It　has　a　ca11ing　card　impr㎞ted　with　its
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mesmerizing，seductive，co1d－blue　chamer一一deve1－

opment　of　ptoduct｛ve　fo－ces－　Capita1i昌m　thus　in－

vites㏄onomists　to　focus　on　production．　Lenin

was　no　exception．Yet　Ma帆。l㎜ot　be　conside士ed

ミ㎜economist　of　production，but　of　the　c1ass　re1a－

tions　in　production　and　of　the　exp1oitation　of　the

working　c正ass・by　capitalist　c1ass．

　　Inユ893Lenin　was　in　St．Petersburg　and　pre－

p㎜ed　for　a　study　gmup　a　paper　entitled　llOn　the

so－caued　Market　Question’1，his趾st　work　in㏄o－

nomic　theory（although㎜pub1ished㎜ti11937）・In

order　to　adホess　whetheI　su描。ient　maエkets　obtain

for　capitahst　development　in　Russia，a　topic　which

wi11　receive　his　乱ttention　through　the　end　of　the

cen岬，Lenin　lays　out　the　schemes　of－repmduction

of　the　tota1circulation　of　capital　from　the　fina1

chapter　of　Ma帆1s　Capital，Vo1㎜e2，Lenin　in　his

turo　describes　the　historica1deve－op－nent　of　capital－

ism　as　having榊。　important　featユres：the　mt皿al

economy　of　direct　pmducers　is　transfo平med　into　a

lo㎜o的econo1皿y　al　are1ultofthe　apPeamce

of　a　social　division　of　labor，then　this㏄onomy　is

位ansfo㎜ed　into　a　capita1ist　ec㎝omy　as　human1a－

bor－powlr　allo　blcomel　a1o㎜odi奴．Without

肋rther　exp1anation杜。m　Lenin，it　is　competition一一

itse1f　engendered　by　commodi蚊　production　一一

which　drives　class　dif竈erentiation　a二nd　iIl　tum1eads

tδthe　appeamnce　of　labor　power．Lenin　thus　fore一

住。nts　competition（in　a　m㎜er　Ma凧had　not

done），using　it　in　tu工n　to　explain　o1ass　di冊erentia－

tiOn．

　　Lenin　goes　on　to　develop　an　early　version　of

what玉ater　ecommists　wi11call㎜　input－ouΦut

佃ble，in　pa廿　to　i11皿strate　tbat官ro1etari3nization　of

peas㎝ts　creates　a　home　market．This　is　impOrtant

as　it　shows　that　capita1ism　can　penetrate　other

｛oms　of　production　and　expand　Production　for

㎜arkets．　Yet　LeI1inIs　discussion　of　how　the　pene一

位ation　ofpre－capitalist　fo㎜s　ofproduction　actually

o㏄㎜s　fails　to　a㏄ount　for　coercion．Where　M㎜【

in　Capital　had　emphasized　that　the　expropriation　of

the　immediate　producers丘。m　their－ 高?≠獅刀@of　pm－

d二］エ。tion　is　，1written｛n　the　anna－ls　of　nユa口kind　in　let．

t・…fb1・od・ndi・・’’（M・倣，！867，P．669），th・r6

is　instead　an　af行nity　between　Lenin－s　analysis　and

Ada血　Smith’s，both　beHeving　that　pre－capitalist

eCOnOmieS　na鮒any　diSSOlVe　intO　Capita1iSm　t㎞Oug止

market　for㏄s．And　Lenin　has　tec㎞ical　progross・

d工i・i・gth…p…i…fth・m・・k・t（1937，P．61），

but　without　a　theory　of　tec㎞ical　change　to　suppo武

his　assertion（i．e．，beyond　saying　that　competiti㎝

Ieads　to　a　need　for　cost　reductions）。　Lenin　doos

not　heエe，or　elsewhe正e，eve正use　M㎝ζ■s　a蝦m醐t

that　technica1　change　is　focused　on　cheapeni血g

Iabor　power，on　cheapening　the　goods　consu血ed　by

workers　with㎞ei正wages，an　astonishing　o血issio皿

sin㏄the　colユ。ept　is　indisputably　a　major　o鵬for

Maエx．Lenin，for　his．own　pu印。se，wants　the　ar駅一

ment．of　increasing　specialization　of　labor　and　i自一

。reasing　role　of　the　m弧ket　in　order　to　de肋t

skeptics　about　the　development　of　capita1ism　in

RuSSia．

　　In‡his　early　work，Lenin　claims　c0皿ectness　vi証

the　faots　of　the　Russian　mra1economy（ユ937，pp．

67－79）．However，Lenin　simp1y　ignores　mra1co触’

mmes．　1f　be　had　seriously．studied　the　Russ伽

。ommune，he　might　have　fomd　out　thaガ1the　co昨

mune　was　not　compatib1e　with　an　intensive　market．

㏄onomy，with　significant　d冊erentiation　in　proP’

邸，・。1耐。，・・d…i・1・t・血・；with危㎜・1mti・・刮I・

ity；with　a　clear玉y　expressed　individua1ism；wit11　a

consti耐iOnaI　state、．．”（Mironov，1990，p．32）．

A．d。。mm。。・・w…imp・伽ti・R…i…鉢汕1‘

ture．．so　much　so　that　when　a　movement　for　lψd

。。f。㎜d。。。1．p・di・tb・1・t・1870・，P…㎜t・・pP・拭

for　the　commune　me㎝t　that　some89％of　pGas抑t

househo1ds，eve＾in1905，were　sti11in　com㎜㎜es

⑫P．29－39）．．F耐h・㎜…，L・皿i・1・1・・k・fi・t・・θst

in　the　commune　didn，t　change　when，several　yeがs

Iater，he　came　to－ 翌窒奄狽?@Deve－opment　of　Capitali糾

in　Russia．

F。。m。倫。，M…h・db・・…皿・・tt・h…t・kθ皿
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他e　Russi砒1commune　serious1y，quite　a　bit　more

s3rious1y　than　did　Lenin　in　St－Petersburg．　MaD【

b．d1・・m・dR…i・…d・t・di・dth・R…i・・㏄・・一

〇四y－He平。te　a血ai　rep－y　in1877to　a　joumal’s

。砒・・i・1b…d・・g・・di・g・R…i・・…i・1i・t㎞t・・

（itb・i㎎P・bli・h・di・1886）・・d・188ユ1・tt・・t・

Vera　Zasulich，later　an　associate　of　P－e㎞anov　in

G・・…，早・・yi㎎th・th・b・1i…dth・t・l1・・mth・・

止。dt・g・㎞・・gh…pit・li・tphら・・一M・…1・・

．wrote　Zasulich　that，as　the　resu1t　of　his　rese砿。h，

hefomdthattheRussiancommune1，i1曲eh1c㎜

for血e　socia1reg㎝eration　of　Russia，，（Ma帆and

E㎎els，1948，P．162）・Indeed，Ma帆㎜d　Engelsl

foreword　to　Plek～movls　Russian廿anslation　of　the

．Commmist　Manifesto，published　in1882，conc1udes

倣ピ1the　present　Russian　co㎜㎜a1ownership　of

1弧d　may　seme　as　the　starting－Point　for　a　comm一

皿ist－р?魔?Popment1一（White，1996，p．308；however，

see　also㎞．39which　describes　that　PIekanov　de－

leted　l．commum11，when　he　pub1ished　it；Lenin，

behg！l　at　that　time，may　neveI　have　seen　the

co耐ect施nslation　by　Zasulich　which　had　appeared

1血a　Russi㎝joumaI　a　few　weeks　ear1ier）．

　　No　economist　pr㏄eding　Marx　r㏄eived　as　much

砒ect　attention　丘。m　Lenin　as　did　the　Swiss

Sismondi，Lenin　believing　Sismondi，s　arguments　t0

be　very　similar　to　the　populists　in　Russia．This　is

i血spite　of　the　fact　that　the　focus　on　capitalist　p1＝自。－

ticG　as　promotion　of　production　makes　David

Ric航do　the　quintessential　classical　politica1econo－

mist，and　Maコx㏄廿ain1y　considered　him　its　highest

repres㎝tative．　Most　of　Lenin，s　att㎝tion　on

Sismondi　（i．e．，in　エ897）　is　focused　around　undeト

晩ndi11g　a㏄umulation　of　capital　in　capitalist　soci－

ety．A”home　market，1deve1ops　within　capita1ism

since　means－of　production　are　themse1ves　m趾ket－

b那ed　and　expanding．　「The　demand　for　consu岬er

goods，　on　the　other　hand，　is　on1y　a　dehved　de－

mand，　de1＝ived　丘。m　the　expansion　of　production

㎜d　thus　the　expansion　of　means　of　production－

hdeed，says　Lenin，to　focus　on　markets　for

consumption　goods　wou1d　see1，the正。ot　of　the　phe－

nomenonエ。f　crises　in　capita1ism］outside　of　pro－

duction”．He　claims　that　M狐，s　theory　sees　the

pmblem　of　crises－1pr㏄ise1ジin　the　conditions　of

production’一（Lenin，！897，p．167）．

　　By　focusing　on　production，Lenin　sh冊s　attention

away舟。m　a　special　con㏄m　with　problems　of　mar－

kGts　for　consu工nption　goods　in－eading　to　crises　and

focuses　instead　on　the　”a工旧rchy1－of　tbe　production

processes　organized　by　capitalists．　Lenin　is　c1earIy

highlighting　the　capita1ist　organizer　of　production　a

la　the　c1assical　economist　David㎜cardo1　Others

at　that　time　were　not　taken　in　by　the趾gument，

Plekhanov　even　bei11g　one　of　the　1ater　critics　（but

only　a丘er　he　sep別＝ated　politica11y　丘。l〕ユ　Lenin）．

Indeed，Leninls　position　was　an　uncommon　One．

By1905，it　could　even　be1eamed丘。m　Ma帆’s

newIy　pu1〕Iished　Theories　of　S皿刊us　Value，that　lle

had，in　actua1ity，described　Sismondi一一with　his

awareness　of　the　contradiction　between　the　poverty

of　the　w0fkeTs　a皿d　the　wea1th　of　the　capitalists，

and　thus　the　possibility　of㏄onomic　crises一一as

1－ ?垂盾モ?|making　in　po1itica1economy’．（M㎜【，1905，

pp．259）．　Yet，Leninls1907second　edition　of　his

work　on　Sismondi　sti11maintains　the危㎜er　de－

scription　of　his　own　inte叩retation　as”m…m【ist－1．

Luxembujlg（1913，pp．188－89and287，h－2），㎞

one　of　her竈eV　eva－uative　remarks　on　LeninIs　po－

Htical　economy　and　giving　Lellin　credit　for　his　see一

血g　the　similah印between　Russi8㎜popu1ist　views

md　those　of　Sismondi，co虹ect1y　concludes　that

Leni草under－appreciated　Sismondi，

　　Lenin－s　major　work　in　1899Deve1opment　of

Capita1ism　in　Russia　represents　a　cu1mination　of　re－

search　over　a　period　of　six　years．The　work　is　di－

vided　into　　sections：　an　　introductory　theoretica1

chapter　which　inco叩。rates　ear1ief　w㎡tings　we　have

discussed，t1］■ee　long，chapters　on　the　agrahan　ocon－

omy，thIee　on　the　development　of　industry，and　a

concluding　chapter　on　the　fo㎜ati㎝of　a　market

㏄onomy　within　Russia（in　a11，representing　a1most
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700pages）．In　tWing　to　demonstrate　that　the　mar－

ket　and　capita1ism　are　deve1oping　in　Russia　and

that　class　differentiation　is　Occur「ing　in　a9「icultu「e，

it　seems　impressive　at　irst　reading．　Desai（1989，

p．13）claims　that　Lenin・shows　here，1his　im　grasp

of　Ma帆■s　theory　and　the　way　it　is　app1icab1e　to　a

bac㎞ard　but　deve1oping　economy”，and　he　favora－

bly　notes　Leninls　us亨。f　detailed　statistics．　He

even　says　that　llnothing　on　that　scale　has　been　ac一

と。mp1ished　by　an　economist，Ma帆ist　or　other，for

another　underdeve1oped　country11．　Yet，Lenin－s　at－

tention　is　on1y　the　post－Refo㎜period（i．e一，aier

1861）．There　is　nothing　on　the　Russian　commme，

ve収1i廿1e　on　foreign　investment　within　Russia，and

ve収1i廿1e　in　the　way　of　ac伽a1historica1analysis

of　the　deve1opment　of　markets　and　of　capitalism　in

Russia．　The　book　is　rather　more　of　an　extended

s岬pshot　using　lots　of　data　fmm　o箭。ia1sour㏄s．

“itels（2001，pp．40－45）1ater　review　of　the　book

concludes　that　Lenin，in　fact，writes　out　the　exis－

tence　of　community　peasants，writes　out　by1’o1assi一

むing　thl　lo㎜unl　al　a　lo1ia1or　et㎞ographi1

phenomenon［so　that］the　commune，its　dynamics，

or　how　commma1h危in刊uenced　the㏄onomic

si血ation　ofthe　peasantry　in　the　post－Refo㎜era，is

not　discussed．　Lenin，for　pu叩。ses　of　his　book，has

abolishedthepeasantco㎜unesandhasputatom－

ized　civi1society　in　thei1＝P1ace，1（P．43）．

　　In1915Lenin　wrote　a　suwey　of　Marx’s　po1itica1

economy，　much　of　w耳ich　is　quite　a㏄皿ate－

However，he・repeats　a　point　he　had　made　in　the

！890s　by　saying　that’’new　and　impoれant　in　the

highest　degree　is　M珂＝xls　ana－ysis　of　the　a㏄umula－

tion　of　capital，i．e．the　transfo㎜ation　of　a　pa打。f

suTp1us　va1ue　intO　capital，and　its　use，nOt　fOr　satis一

取ing　the　persom1needs　or　whims　of　the　capita1ist，

1〕ut　for　new　production11（Lenin，1915，pp．63－64）．

In　other　words，Lenin，s　interpretation　of　a㏄umu1a－

tion　of　capita正　focuses　on　increased　production．

Such　a　fo㎜ulation　simply　camot　be　fomd　in

Ma帆，where　su叩1us　va1ue　is　converted　into　capita1，

but　capita1is　not　then　described　as　new　production

（at　one　crucial　point　in　CapitaI，summarizing　Pdor

discussion，．Ma帆describes　a㏄umu1ation　of　capital

・・i・・・・・…　fth・p・・1・t砒i・t，1867，P．575）．

Leninls　inte叩retation　a－so　fai1s　to　mention　any　i11－

creased　exploitation　of　workers　co㎜㏄ted　to　accu－

mu1ation　of　capita1，whether　meaning　more　workeエs

being　exp1oited　or　the　degree　of　exp1oitation　in・

C1＝eaSing．

　　Lenin－s　famous　Imperia1ism，The　Highest　Stage

of　Capitahsm，a1so　written　in舳s　war　period，is

se1f－described　as　a　1－Popu－ar　outhnel，，and　thus　does

not　expose　in　any　c1ear　fashion　his　deeper　concep－

tions．The　single　i㎜ovation　in　it　is　his　discussi㎝

of　a－1abor　aristocracy，，created　in　certain　more　ad－

vanced　countries，which　is　being　bribed　by　higher

WageS・

Lenin　a丘er　the19170ctober　Revolution

　　ShbrtIy　before　the　October　Revolution　Len㎞pre－

pared　State　and　Revo1ution（pubhshed　in　1918）a皿d

a　coupIe　of　other　works　indicating　a　certain　co血一

㏄ption　of　a　socia1ist㏄ommy．　Borrowing丘。m

Rudolph　Hilferdingls　Finance　Capita1　in　which

modem　capitalism　is　described　as　subordinated　to

the　banks，Lenin　argues　that　tak；ng　contro1of　the

ba皿king　sector　would　be　su舖。ient　to　estab1ish　a

s㏄iahst㏄onomy，9iven　the　d㏄isive　importance　of

・㏄・㎜ti・g・・d…t・・li・th・p・・d・・ti・…d・di・仕

bution　of　goods．However，the　ba皿king　sector001．

1・p・・d・丘・・th・R…1・ti・・・・・・…1t・fth・

resistance　within　that　sector．　Sti11，in　Dece㎜be「

1917，Lenin　said　that，although　impoverished　by

Wor1d　War　I，’’there　is　enough　bread，iron，tim脇

woo1，go仇。n　and刊ax　in　Russia　to　satis蚊the　nee幽

。f　everyone，　if　onIy　1abor　and　its　products．a「e

proper1y　distributed”．　Within　agricu1耐e，Le凶

thus　suggested　imp1ementing　a㏄ounting　and　con‘

tro1，imp1ementing　it　through　competition，witb　a

variety　of　methods　being　used　by　the　com血㎜es，

methods　which　could　inc1ude　that”one　out　of
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Gvery　ten　idlers　wi11be　shot　on　the　spot11（Lenin，

i918・，PP・411，414）・E…th・・ghh…g9・・t・d

t畑t航e　acco㎜ting肌d　contro1もe　done　by　workers

仰dP・・…t・，9i・i・g・g・…1ightt・…hi・・t・・t

j・・ti・・一f・・…h・’・・im・’i・・imply・・・…pt・bl・・

　A　decree　issued　by　Lenin　as　Premier　on　the　day

a脆r　the　October　Revo1ution　abolished　private　own－

ership　of1and　and　o舖ered　no　compensation．AlI

citizensofeithe・sexcou1dusethe1andas1ongas

they　actua11y　c畔ivated　it　without　using　wage　labor・

丁肚ee　weeks　later，workers，con廿。l　was　d㏄reed

伍。ughout　the　economy．Nationa1｛zation　of　indus一

位y　was　not　included，howeveL　トenin　articu1ated

wh1tworker11controliltomlaninthati㎜ldiate

context（before　the　Civi1War）一一。apitalist　private

p正。perty　in　industry，but　with　a　state　under　work－

ersl　control　and　workers1committees　in勉。tories．

This，1state　capitahsm，1inc1uded　the　open　admission

of　ushg　capitalistic　methods　in　the　factory，e．g．，

adopting　Tay正。rism　to　promote　Soviet　indu鮒iaI　de－

velopment．　Inユ9ユ3一ユ4，Leninhadana1y・ξd

Tay1orism　and　focused　deとidedIy　upon　increasing

production，not　upon　the　active　role　of　workers　in

tec㎞o1ogy　nor　upon　the　consequence　for　workers

of　Taylor’s　proposed　increased　separation　be杭veen

mental　and　manua1正abor　or　of　the　bu正eaucratization

of　the　wor㎏la㏄．　Soviet　practi㏄came　to　co耐e－

spond．　Lin五aれ　（1976）　offers　a　care他1discussion

of　Lenin　and　Tay1orism，incIuding　the　period　a丘er

ユ9ユ7．

　A丘er　the　Brest－Litovsk　peace　treaty　with

Gemany　on3March1918，L㎝in　continued　to

ar即e　that　the　principal　ecommic　di欄。u1ty　facing

th・S・・iet・t・te1ayiパ’th・i・t・・du・ti㎝・fthe

sthctest　and　universa1　accounting　and　contro1　of

production　and二一distri1〕ution　of　goods，　raising　the

P工。ductivity　of　1abor　and　socia1izing　Production　in

Practice’1（Lenin，1918b，p．241）．As　Civi1War，

whi・hb・g・皿・i皿mid一ユ9ユ8㎝dw…f・・u・・…　p・一

。ial　period，11］ms　toward　victory　in　1920，Lenin

sPlaks　to　the　Russian　Young　Co㎜㎜ist　League

that　the　basis　of　co㎜unist　socie蚊is　electrici蚊，

and　that　1，only　a丘er　elect1＝iication　of　the　entire

count正y，of　an　branches　of　indus廿y　and　agricultuj＝e

　　　win　you　beψ1e　to　buiId　for　yo皿se1ves　the

co㎜unist　societyI1（1920，p．289）．At　another

point　he　equates　communism　with　Soviet　power

plus．el㏄trification．　The　New　Economic　Po1icy　a

coup1・pfye・・sl・t・・didnotcha㎎・・mph・sisup6・

eleCtrifiCatiOn．

　　Milita収victory　or　not，the　Soviet㏄onomy　was

devastated　and　drastic　steps　were　needed．　Lenin

proposed　the　New　Ecommic　PoHcy　to　the　Te酊th

Pa町Congress　in　March1921．It　substituted　a　tax

in　kind　on　the　peasantry　（丘xed　ear1y　each　Spring，

a1though　1ater　changed　to　money）for　the　p㎡or

con丘scatory　food　requisitioning；　it　also　Iegahzed

trade　by　peasants　of　any　of　their　suTP1uses，　and

pe㎜itted　a　money　economy．一 ka血d　remained　na－

tiona1ized．　This　po1icy　did　stabi1ize　the　ecommy

in　that，by1927，Russia　retumed　to　pre－War　Wor1d

I　production　1eve1s　in　both　indus柾y　and　agricu1t1ユre．

However，it　aIso1ed　to　increased　class　di脆rentia－

tion　in　the　countryside，including　a　p1＝oliferation　of

merchant　intemediaries，，lNepmen，1，and　was　asso－

ciated　with　deepening　bureaucratization。

Lenin，Economist，but　Marxist？

　　Ma帆had　said　that，when　the　bourgeoisie　comes

into　con冊。t　with　pmduction　or　the　productive　de－

velopment　of　human1abor，t11e　c1assica］economist

Ricardo　was’，just　as　mthIess　tow肛ds　it［the　bour－

geoisie］as　he　is　at　other　times　towards　the　pro－e一

．tariat　and　the　aristocracy’1（Ma帆，1905，p．118）．

Cou1d　not　a　simple　re★ording　apP－y　to　Lenin？　If

Ricardo　was　critica1of　any　social　class　when　not

deve1oping　production，cou1d　not　the　same　be　said

of　Lenin，s　focus？

　　Lenin，s　importance　at　the　time　of　much　of　his

ear1ier　writings　shouId　mt　be　over－estimated　and

cou1d　simply　be　considered　part　of　hea1thy　debate．

Yet，Lenin，s　economics　with　its’一scient描。，1claims，
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