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Juvoyn

H epyacio Slepeuvd OUOCTNUOTIKA KOl OCUYKPIVEL KPLTIKA TOV TuphAva Twv ta 8Uo  Baolkwv
TAPASELYUATWY KOWWVLKAG Tapaywyng Katl Stavopng, mou napaddbnkav otov 210 al. and tnv auyn
TOU LOVTEPVLOHOU: TO VEOKAQGLKO Bewpnpa TNG OpOLBAG TWV OPAyOVTWY TNG CUVAPTNGCNG TIOPOYWYNS
ocUpdwva e To opLakd TPoidv Toug kat Tn Mapékn Bswpla tng unepagiag. MpoPAnuartormnolel 6iwg
KPLTIKA TNV UTIOKEIPEVN £€vvola TNG Tapaywylkotntag (epyaociag kat kedpaAaiou) oto Pwg Twv
puebBodoloyikwy Kot prthocodikwv tng mpolnobécewv.

Productivity, technology and social relations in Marx and the Neoclassics. A critical approach to the
received conceptions of social progress.
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Abstract

The project systematically explores and critically compares the core of the two basic paradigms of social
production and distribution, which have been handed down to the 21st century from the dawn of
modernism: the neoclassical theorem of the remuneration of the agents of production according to
their marginal product and the Marxian theory of surplus value. In particular, it critically interrogates
the underlying concepts of productivity (of labor and capital) in the light of their methodological and
philosophical presuppositions.



