OTEBOOKS ox aKAPL VARX (S+udlas 0?*—~whm
ne, &wbboak, transcribed and- edited, with an
WRE.NLE KRﬁLﬁFR {Van. r'rwmum‘ mhnm{n- : N“thﬂl‘l”‘hdu.

athnolohaca1 wrltlngs that “nv$\uumNar1zcs and crltzcdlly
r0v1 wg-were dona in the nediod of 10”0—‘“8 =1682 5y "Narx loft
“.his'ndtes in the state in whlch they are’ publlshau here;: h 8
,”work cut sho”t vy his death in 18?3.;_H—,,ﬂ .

Ryazanov pave a brief .aeccount of thew on 11/20/2;. rubl'sned in

Yestnik aotelqllstlcheskol Academid -arnd it was brought out Dy

fdrl Grunberg in the Arceniv fur die Goschichte des Sozialismug
in 1925, The Rugsian verglon of the Worguan manuscripto alona

“Mgithe 31gn1f1cant chariges" (I will guote the paragrapn later) .

- was published. in the Ar¥riv in. 1941 an the baeis ef the phetocopy

0f the originai mdde hy Ryazdnov. It is these whlch were. sur-'ﬂ;

veyed bv ‘E. Luca 1n 196k,
{(rd: (H“few sk

miterials at the Internatlonél
wonis, Amsierdan : @Notebook B
eal® snd. math escerpts; No,ebo
A fupthe 't by Kr ader

; “eacontainad iniZ . : Fh - AN T
pub Hhed in 1953‘.. WE _ﬁi:hhﬁ d. 451950
Lem Vostnkoveden ;_and in, 1960 dnother part wag: pub.lshé

: R 1. 0P BED to half of 363.Qnd, I might

25 the ‘part thet . is on p. 367
FRess 0f, the Russian trﬁﬂﬁf’?vﬁ

field’ cu%tu:e buw1esen hatte... th&‘neW'
of of mank:nd...',) The Russian edition renders h;
urauit of- azr'culture...manklnd entered a new, “hallow-

rivale props werful 1nf1u¢nce on the
p,.,p_r_t L, j ee !

Tueas Wrongly depended- 55 shavn) mar
When

..." s hlv Vol.9 p

-At that polnt Krdder showa tnat the' 'sslan ver51on 'has here

ﬁ_hgrx 8 ¢ t in- culars, It has rendersd .. .
dy“xrqu o_m:ggg;tui>tw1ce and it has introduced.

Yne IInKing o

‘property”
@ﬁﬁg{%lﬁg}l%ﬂgﬂ}"“hgre nzither Morgan nor Farx -applied it
- thevadjective !private’ to the substantive 'proPerty
e e perhaps 1nf]uenoed by thd“reauing @ Engels and the read;ng,g
- of Marx ‘in %he l]fﬂt .of Engels' book, bearing its title in
And since they did- not Jindicate--that, thgx_werc-m¢k1ng_fsuch -
.change Lucas'%ooa i as barr's exg{pe351on. ) - N

SO T

N\Re turni ng 6o +ha Addepda. Krader then refers to the.Zas ulltch
"Letter Teb, 16,—1583-which Narx sent ony 8, 1881l dnd he.
further quofes part of the draft that Marx did not send, and ”.
shows _that the reference about archaic communal propérty, whlch
'the Ameriecan author® dc"crlbed, wab g refﬁrence fo Morfan, -

Krader further quoies anaman "%he Record of an adventurou Life

P. 255 where Hyndman reports his d1SCUSB1ON With Marx on Norgan -
There is 2 part on the diffarence betwecen thae dates guoted in . °
Karl lury, Chronik seings Lebens wiaich shows - that Marxs. worked. ..

7 '6n tnese Notebooks Déc, IS80 Lo Mareh 18971 {i ngd somg gthera."

" who then showed him to be worklng on it un Jure 18
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avx:raturned to ethnologv late

pphe T from L ck were’ pubiiThiv { Rk G

¢ nlgo cites Rubel, who. guoted. kJazanov.' ”ho Mbscrﬂv
dating of Elgels disigcvery of Morx's manuscripts on Morgan ig 7
“+the first half of February 1884, but Krader thinks it was before." -
Keader also. appenduwﬁha 1 {p.- 90) that NMarx was in cloge touch.
‘in 1880 with~ E. Rav Lankaster in 1880, The final reference is
2 Yetter of-Enpels 0 Hary 12/8/1832 alout Hubert Howe jén_gg.i.-tv
The - Natlve Races of the Facific States in order Lo o
thfelear up “the mattsr of the parﬂlléi”F weer Taclius' Carmans

: ‘--,, Redskln"“.~ (_ '

. 3? * in- the Notes to hlB I .rodu;}EDn. Krader goes hammer
¥ Yongs apalnﬂt Ryozanov's’ clalm thdt cupposedly harx's creatxv;ty
“Mas dlmth“hed in the lact uaanso; nig 1life, both referring to
Jthe aetusl. notebooks and the peoplie who saw him and reportad tne1r
;conversatnons == ¥anteky, _ Hyndm - repTrtlng the

v CFTAN oI YA e
n‘i386 Krader“s cwsﬂ*hn wthn £4n ﬂguls 1nse g
tof Capital. Yok, -1, was evidently dated i ' J

_én é‘%%'ls an indiecsation that the, stage ol thxnk; o Qﬁ_"

@16 had reached in. formulating hls. own ‘idede about prlwltl e'%ﬂ&&d
; '-.roughf oat in the follguwing. : i 2N

d vcl“ned two—fodd ba

¥, tribe, " 4 ”
X he view anmriﬁuf d to- nlw by Ergels in dne’
f 1883." We infer therefore that Enge1s gtudied Maix
us -on- organ only after thlS date. :::

ade” brlngs in ano»hor
oy " When 1T‘nge‘l.:; in the origin refer
‘ Efit101sm of eivili n by Fourier he pro
. further LUt doeun Krader then sinows thai ‘
' I the ticn family A T &gp_..
_gtate has to be ~ated f 4gmg l%}lﬂnuth“oi faml
Tsocrety without’ the state. A2 the gntaconians/of 0
the state develop further -ang—Yesides wirich %ﬁere ar (g_ ;
niysms 2nd they have to be separated in time ana quan Lty s
) the fomily that con Ko a-relatiop—fo—gerviees—Lor
re i an economic unit oth of production & con%umpul

»le T of clvilizat;Eq_IﬁEIEH:%TthE’family Inmcindustris
soclctv WH (VI 'FWETI”"GT‘CUﬁS TEPPION, BUDWCARCELY A UNIT OF-
PRODUPTLOR. Engels' reference to the singl Emllle a8 ecnonomlc_
uﬂlts should be urde“stood witi this framework. " Krader als

Amitation f Bourier's view

tn./ ' quwholn of the next 2 phges s
: ll%tu alT of the “letters about Bngels reading.
tc‘Eérno ‘* ¥ and Irom Engel own'avn0951v"

s ',‘,,t,i‘ne Cl\,ﬂtlon 1b . (‘U .Dux.ni—! Lr:‘-“l_...__ AT V-u:-.n:r t'\'F‘ T"v1 e I\ 1[‘\'% "hG

-date given is the buginning of mnrch 188L The;n there is a

1o ;“nLdlv On.i?h' ~6, and amain on karch 2%, and letiers to’
Lafarag; W1ih bhe ona Bebel on Junﬂ G, which lists

hlc hhnle new work and tha vizious cnapter which shows *that
Engels wAS devoting Tully M 1/3 of the entire work to the

family. -, ' B




" KRADER'S TNYRODUCTION To‘mrmomcm NOTEBOOKS : : 14557 .
: geems to atart ﬂith a total viaw. showi.ng that the
, pnvsit!.ons qf g% _i.l.. apthnop.. from the start (and the start with him is
;,-1841) to the very end are wie cusilsusus dev. - Te.prove
1n 3.11 of theas on tha ? of the frmily, g c:lety and
" . &00 .”hilcOleghte a) == thaQ
f souiety and na.ture 1844), the labor of man(Zav. Id, )™
opposition of the conorete to the abetract (Theses on F,) 1led to.the
rev, of 48, and by then he };{g 0 ided that Pol: Econ. was the Smisbiesc- /?Za,
_ of goclety, co that mm&ﬁ il. anthrop to empirical subject o
went back a@.in to emp. atudy in the very last period. of his.3ife-: -_';, /

/18?9- , JN h. - L ." l ALk C/l{_/j R /&fﬂ"!/‘
| Jie iy

) .
[N e
 This typai ):}al Ve e zo1, of:etudy 4o a.cti..’ri k shows in “.;}e;j p%(*
" Grundrisse, i.e. %ﬁw@_fﬁ people at ths very vims Br ) v e
_ émﬁiﬁ@ 50 points %0
“capltallst d,. goes right into the chapter on the oeial d ‘
:inf-"ca.pﬁ-t:al ﬁ:cidenba.lly, at this early point’, he thl€o ha £bd
sha.gives the 15t reforsnce to Ryazanov, a.a well as Marxisi
ot continuity va., discontinuity in Mx: Auguste @ Corni , Georg
JTokals,  Jean - lite, and Karfl Korsch. and this extends into making son
' g ool axracks against ‘Althusser,. but.admiration for Pasdeolsky.

lon zasuliBon. AT\ o4 _-"{ _"7- ’?;u //[c[/;”'.

sbill- : '
ogy tub. on the glest.,om
i vie hava here BSth -l:he ::ef. .'bo £
ks as they. exist in the TI3G,.
d ouotes i‘r:am Mx's =)
e e p—

| Tee-meiri now so peherful iy
to. mankind, b—ui “'growth thro
‘ pa.ssionu.l(ﬂg)__mwersof’che mind,” o ontAtmEe -0 dovel s v
v:l;eua..i.n—ftn/lts ‘o whers it is aldo releted to the difference between what .
Regel conuidared culture and Marx's rejection of Hegel _g,_A_bsolutes as well -
as his criticism of Fewfexbach's a.‘bstmc'h man, , 7 :
. g 4>

/‘-', Therefore, as X cmtinuﬂs/the cor@t of his Introduction (p-?)' S
is right in saying that the a not o be regarded as gx:a.’c.uituous,

glomerations. They stand as 1Y points in which ideas are related.” And :

he _;_.lggtly concludes "the rel, t6 oiie thil. problems and to ;mo‘blems of '

(p.8). ,
e e |
The questicn of co ind/in Norgan, anf.i on p. 9 K shous - ‘"“*",

even when hR doesn't directly take iwe with Mergan, for ple on the
gquestion that in primitive Bocieties gov't is foumdsd o lationa that are .
personal, Mx, can be sean hiz Maind mss. (see Ma.ine

excerpt 18k, i‘tt. 15) . onn amuhs AN ﬁ\,{\(f,m _‘
T Oh is the '-t.sh/mrerojx-f‘ersnca bet#een M¢and E.when e/&‘
_a_t_x&:hﬁsmﬂ_

says that though Mx fzvorable to Horga.n o did n

ve it was MY an® epochal work/ § E;;g_l_& that" Morga.n £ redis -
tovery of the pe 2 mairiarchal ovar the patriarchal gens b
the same signi.fica.nca for pre-history that Darwin's 4k

biology aﬂhmﬂw
Ttion, at which oIt K says: "Mx emphas BRE0_Phe

y_o:ﬁ-nﬂ:hrimhv over patriarchy.”




oo In mcing the origm of civilization and +b= atzte i tho: _
of dhg Fititive group there is the emphasis, once the talk of libuwty and '
uality of unckent soclety 'ls discussed, on the role of women. Which Morg'a.x_:
; coneiders as pwoof of the profress in the famlly and of froedom, t's
- at this poi.n ﬂhere Mx wrotes )g(ﬁ% guo‘l.a.? ion be sand to Mike
S~ "‘hu gz-eateat :!‘reedom that K displays whe:ra he strasses
: - allofo'sf tions™ as he works ,
5 Fron ,'bha a.hsmot on, o T ooncrete raztes
exTore these ave -in twrm a(duplrieny-o
' K : a.‘bstra.ct to concre
P the dissolution of
,oci..’l _rels:t.ion .
CAL’"E A8 SUt

YS THE BON'"
GIV LT

) ' ' / i
'-t&to relatd 4t bo Mx v Gapitalﬂ’“ s

' ' gan. . oMat note, wheih appedrs on nei0ds. :nad‘ers i
to. the. cmcept of oa Teginning with .his.letter to Amenkov oﬂ.z/aB/lBllrﬁ
'bhe ppandix to Poverty of Phii, (m Proushon}. = In the contsxb, 1.0, Mc:k BECA
to v ﬂsohasagrea%“crakka Sa.rtreontheMQofcyclical '

: cns as. “rectm:ence in history of the

. 'I‘he neunﬁ Bub sec‘l‘-ion "
he returns to:Mx's Capital: " AvistoEle's dei‘inition is att
- i5fy nature & 'bown'-_%c tizen, This d £ion 15 as HREMETSERNEES ohazactezistic
for classical antiquity as Fra.nﬂm s definition that man 18 by nature a e
" todl-making animel is for Yenkeedom,"(V.I pp 200, 358). For that matter, I
, .continues showing alac Mx's opposition to “Cartesian determination of man as
" deterdination of mind." (p. 20} He also takes up commodit ish:l.sm, p. 22).
And makes what T considexr a profound remk Hhe weltes "The religlons field
- wos then subjected to dialectical cxd icause it affoxrded the '
- peeasion for performance sit ere:ln & converted spirit was
- peconverted late tter,@ « BY THE MYSTICAL FQ TION A
RETATION BETWEEN JHAS Y A RELATIOH BEJ.’HEEN@:EL -

K then shows that in the Ebhnolgocml Notebooks, & Mx wasn't only
worldng with both empricial and philsophieal texms, but with practical aspects -
and political action by the very choice of. pocks and themes and mathods of
axcerpting ard notes and comments,

The next sub=heading is on the*rp‘bs and ¥a's nmgi::aiia.
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'Begina ‘i'.he Excerpts from Phea.r, The' villape, Phea.i:'s
h.ah interested’ Mz droctly wes the Q of the aental commma. : Ths
; SUloae jon; howevef, is or Mxs exceu:pbs on Maine, Lectures on -I:.ha
mstmxb*cns(]: SHOULD NOT HAVE JUNPED THIS SOON TO THAT
25 THAT WE HAVE THE INFAROUS. TRANSLATIOH FROM

@ 15 escbremalargoodinhringing out "Mx's s ystewll-
LN ] mm-m .

1sm ‘and bicloglism ,,.
Eppears on Ps 292D pe. 323.)
a:r.'p‘r- 15 where Mx writess|™ Ham i&aine a.ln tlock~ .
gelit nicht gonE ' : [/
: - ‘opestl evexr mOre B ;
el eclai-ed that the ancient Irish la.w u‘x..ch "'"-
X g with their owun property withgyi the conaent of their

eling
_11165-1 a.t the 'begi.nning of tha l tur:.r
‘ | ) ﬁ? )&3’73

_ha'm 'thouah I would Aike 'ésné’cﬁ" ¥
: oau;l,dq't possibly develop & dia

-of Nature as sta.rbing polint,
aspects of. ma.n

} ‘because, that' is whecre K a.eals
o (pp ’?6-85) o
E::ge1s ‘writing '
isn” shows "bha.t in

1 iaa..l.is‘bofa,l..the let{za be'bween Engels
Be‘hel on. 'bhirs d.iaoovm.'y' 9 FEE TP

etheo: K refars £ :i:; strictyre: o’ Horgs.n that B. po.ssed om

'or E's more psitive attitude %o Baffiotd Maine than was Marx's -or evem -
'when ha showe that what E' had added t Capital in 1883, which was conaida::a.bly.‘f
below 'rrhit Mx: had developed in 1881, K suddenly bacomes q_ui'be mild. (p. 78

L




: “YORKS OF MARY & ENGELS ;
. : A EI'HNOI.OGY (COMPARED .
" FROMsInt.Raview of ..
: Sooial ‘History, Vol, 18.1973.93.1-1-, 2/, van Gordu,

m*Hahring. - Mayer,Ryaganov, -Cornu, Lukzes,Korsch ..

_rdan.Schumpeter.etc. p..223-9
BRI | RN T - '-----.--'—-—--'-——---- -‘- b ——— - s

--——I—I-.H &-E :Ln—the!r—rela.tions ‘bo the/DIALm‘I‘Im oF M@Lm HISTORY ___ _ __ :

'229'2 9, re one science lxg‘hure & hiastory=w=in future,=-1844-45

e m-'im N o 2 isse-re nature &eulture standing-
")P i 1"3"!‘ 3 6‘1 L M%f culture &exchangoe of p.roduct
A N - D el
% den Anfangen der: Kuléur M o I pPs336=7(GEx. 7th. od.) KM likewise
- : ; UTheirmode of ;prod.,mode of life &prouvcta )

_ efore different." And K, ccnthmed (p.23
he:e'*ts—fﬁ.-nrgmu"‘-f

O say tha't'. where KM
to.cl.a.ss st.ruggle. E.in ftn,

that emrhasis as if it were a
' Eseen -

- ..,‘
S v--.

oy PP*2_~_1-7 uha.d_smmmuﬁi

ﬂ-f'%.t gues, | et.hnology t!organ'
“DAT S,

LHILE -‘-1'.':;41---

I

LA .'.

\U [ prisittive’ feivilized 1ife of 'min A4A(NOT MORBESEORD -romnx's ot mncwsrons
N of the Kuchin of the 'Yuknn River veglon of ( ]
clasges “of socle; _y' sooflater added “that as_

BET, GNSANGUINET OF THE GENTEI  arises this entes intoy oNg
rantido- rthe- ens-oa.n- ﬂintu Sts. OF ite

dover, it is pbb cuccessive gwiis VBUT £

\Giv,bel; prinitive &g iR R S o
. e i ,g\ca... 0\ :
_ _jmea,pn "\m. \\\w\\o\+w
u. o0 g ) l P Ty—e I a oy ."f: e \ ide of E's
; oIr"ctmuw-wa,s—a.rnong-hhe-ist to-atte P “the. ground of the.
- on of t%%gr_y[" " e (R0l G,
g ; e_gl evolition g a
i !Hhich proceed o). ; axohel without
: " o-to-the Heolwew ‘4Rofatvariant- (:ﬂ. whi Murga.n considered axce ional
pat::\pe!.rchal)On %h over (which

rga.n-gg ova eVsJ

0g r.greed uith. evoluﬁion of family bu'b 1ticized E’s evplution of -
_M i if JAthenian state was azpa.t.ria.r ypical model of ata.ts
| Form t.‘..on n geners =foroe UhgLy TmEenE N T LT T
: . verees
2 / "The oh.headihgs A1F66E th6 reader’s attention to the-institutions:
FAMILY;gens &atate,which alone are mentioned as such. The steges
culbiizal “deY, &thy peo % with are to o found likewise singled out,; - -
) the mgti.'but.io are to be found neither in ch headings nox
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=2 .enti'éned‘pas in the text, On the er ha.mi. Morgan devoted
IV {&Marx moved ki to Part IT in eﬁl:t:l‘.ﬁE 0ls maie the
topﬂ.c of ‘yropsrty central, Social recoghition of (PATERN he wrote,"is
dama.nded because these chxildran are coms into the hex's pro eventu-
G ato helrs." ] 9.55' 7 ' '

gap-developad this.after which Ma.rx davelopeﬁ, ls'b by citing ‘Pluta.rch
ran_hed not,dj:l‘.to ﬂristotle, &t‘:an oppoaed Morga.n

11 S “Pnit‘a:ch,tha%'the “lowly poor readily followed the Bladng
eseus "the statement from Avistotle cited by him, that Thesous/was
fiélined - toward ihe people’,appear however, despite Morgan, to iniicate
;tha cnieg_g o,t_t.he_gentometc. ALREADY ‘ENTERED INTO CONFLICT of interest with
he DASE of the geutas which-is inevita®ly connectd with the monoganmus /
auily th.mugh JFrivate pwop. in houses ;lands,-herds."

-thaﬁ-i-t-—éontinuas: "mgelnwibhaao considération from hm resentatlion
Yo

T o TR aEhs by {organ at this point in tre.*,r_.r,htforwazd

oL Wio unuwa.. .a.O.a..-"fu
LA

ide from ca c’.‘.i ' hat is
nnsotion . mpj'ﬂzg; botl?xe &p.zblic

(See also mP.von.m.Pm .:)

Pﬂ_
. with éthJI'hesls nl‘-‘eu :
- o:ropa‘mt“@mbrnf'sm"fm

: - . "The- theory o
! _;_Et. F fra.tenzi‘by an& communism thru a.ction of

T
H
sts on the

m.sm b_e'o:_t_hg_ orienfal & Elmopam

.Engels .Drigin,pp.l58ff:"A‘1‘ ALL- EARUER STAGES &R P essenti.a.lly .
collective......&distribution comrrunis‘bie_" Kz 'I.'HF Div, OF LABOR,

UNDERMINES. THE COLLECTIVITY OF PROD.
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