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Abstract 
 
Joseph Alois Schumpeter’s History of Economic Analysis was published in 1954, four years after 
Schumpeter died. The author’s wife, Elizabeth Schumpeter, edited, corrected, and modified her 
husband’s manuscripts until the book went into print. Elisabeth Nietzsche reedited and republished 
many books of her brother, Friedrich Nietzsche, after her brother’s death. Likewise, many of the 
philosophical writings of Edmund Husserl, Martin Heidegger, and Ludwig Wittgenstein, a number of 
novels by Franz Kafka, Leo Tolstoy, and Mark Twain, a few of Edgar Allan Poe’s poems, many 
manuscripts by Virginia Woolf, and the diaries of Anna Frank were published posthumously under the 
editorship of several scholars. In this essay, I ask the following question: How should intellectual 
historians assess posthumously published manuscripts? To be more precise, is it really significant for 
readers to certainly know that posthumously published articles and books represent the original views 
of their authors? In order to account for the divergence and lack of parallelism between the lives of 
authors and the lives of ideas, I propose an evolutionary perspective on the intellectual history of 
ideas. I claim that lives of intellectual products, such as articles and books, as well as buildings, 
sculptures, and paintings, have lives of their own independent from the lives of their authors and 
creators. Secondly, I claim that ideas are not always naturally selected in the sense that ideas in 
intellectual history are often isolated from other ideas in the hands of intellectual networks, publishing 
houses, and editors. There are too many humanly factors that cause some ideas to be survived 
artificially. In other words, ideas are more often than not reproduced by virtue of being published and 
republished by unauthorized publishing companies and, as a consequence, evolve in such ways that 
“powerful” (or “fit”) ideas are artificially kept up and running. Under the conditions of artificial selection, 
ideas are modified (or “developed”), not by their authors or creators but by editors and publishing 
companies, without the approval of their authors and creators. These publications survive the 
challenges of intellectual life “unnaturally” in the sense that many intellectual challenges are 
domesticated and thus errors, misinterpretations, and flaws are systematically reproduced. 
In order to test the plausibility of the claim that ideas are often artificially selected, I conduct a 
bibliographical survey on the economic manuscripts of Marx and Engels that have been translated into 
Turkish from the 1930s to date. My findings suggest that great majority of economic manuscripts of 
Marx and Engels have been artificially selected in the sense that their works have not only been 
“translated” but also modified in various ways by editors and publication houses. Some of my findings 
are the following: one of the first Turkish translations of Marx’s works was published in 1933. It was 
only 128 pages. Many of the works of Marx and Engels, such as Grundrisse, have been only 
published in shortened forms, followed by prefaces or subtexts that often include irrelevant, arbitrary, 
and erroneous information about the authors and their publications. The most available Turkish 
translations of Capital and Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy, amongst others, were 
translated from their English or French editions. In many book stores across the country, several 
books, the authors of which are claimed to be Marx and Engels, have been published under the 
following titles: Sociology and Philosophy (1975), Secret Diplomacy in the Eighteenth Century (1992), 
Woman and Family (1992). 
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