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complains of "insufficient attention to his [Trot‐

nevertheless valuable as a "crucial basis for anal‐

sky's] economic activity" (p. 75) and also fails to
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the Trotskyist opposition with respect to acceler‐

was not based on academic research, but he does
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for the Study of Leon Trotsky's Legacy," which has

Downey occasionally includes footnotes that reg‐
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also noteworthy. Most contributors to this volume
appear to hope that such new freedoms will be
useful for their cause, but I would argue that they
are inherently good in and of themselves. In that
spirit, I am glad that such a work as this could ap‐
pear in Russia and the United States. However,
the actual contents of the volume are likely to in‐
terest very few readers in either country.
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