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in great detail even though‘'we’ think we know it,

Fully to understand this, we must 1st begin, as "always,
“with Marx and the new continent of thought and revolu-

tion he di_saovered in his philoschic moment, 1844,
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ORGANIZATION BY OTHERS

1iffe on "Maxx and Engc 56

| thdugh 20 years épart. are neafly the same and deflnltely
hold that there is no difference between Marx_and Engels
on the question'of'the Party. Without any realiz
that, though the pe?iods_listed are éorrect for Mgrx.f-
1847-52, 1850s and early 60s, 1864-72 the Internatiﬂnal,.
the GSD 1870s to early 90s, and the broad national,parties
{GB, ﬁSA) --thé actual references are all to Engels,
Johnstone’s appears more serious and certainly ﬁés
plenty of references, but even such a thing as the 47 |
transfornation of the League of the Just into the Communist

organiza tianal
League, when Marx, to say the least, was the/founder as

1892 -
well as the philosopher, finds Engels quoted, not Marx:

“§Lwo independent cufrents’': on the one hand ‘a pure workers®
‘movement' and, on the other. ‘a theoretical movément, stem-
ming from the disintegration of Hegelian filsopphy! asuoclpted

predominantly with Marx. ‘The Communist Manifesto of 1848,
he goes on, 'marks the fusion of both currenus'” (p. 123)

Don't. forget that Marx was on the platform and worked
hard from the beginmn ng of the First international. whereas
Engels diad not ‘come in until 70 when Maxx practically ;ﬂfced
hiﬁ. Neither this nor the Tact that the Critique of the

P a3 naruly ﬂentloned or made into any category by
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| that ‘others mdde an error, or simply ncte that Narx and

_Engels are dealt with as one person WITHOUT AT ONC“

jRFJECTING PHILOSOPHICALLX REJECTING BY POINTING TO THE

_FAC” THAT ONCE YOU DO THAT. YOU AUTOMATICALLY DON‘T UNDER-
STAND A SINGLE WORD ABOUT M&Rx AND EhGELS For exmmple,
Cunliffe makes the followlng fantastlc explanaulon of

what Marx had meant by "partv in the hlstoric sens@'q

the term: with par y in an 'xge
historical movement, and ‘pa“+V'

-genoting the organizations issuirig
nattered was the former." (p. 351)
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The greatest achievehént of Eﬁgéhe's'wdrk was ﬁhat'

he did with of TMEYEY Marx's Civil War in Franc

and Minutes f the First International; LT owill wish to
guote those passages on special women's branches and use

- my. contrivution to
that in relatlonshlp to the whole question of/the Yugoslav
Encyclopedla, and perhaps REFBALMRARAK ”EXSKE LA ASEYRNat

E¥MITNSTUXEEXPIMRUAKELNEY send one copy to each local,




