
r r:~, ... 
•. ~j~cTiOS A~1) Tire A U. P (re beth L•..tkacA' Critique of FE1 * 

·• Lawranr.:o Kt-ader' a ·~I 
) ,/· 

Lifchthaim•s Kgrx and the~1 and 

Elanor L&acock's Intra. to FE's 0 of Pam~ly ) 

'fhie outline o:f notes which is mainly on .UIP actually sh"'ws 

that nt.~ne;, .con ox• pro, ware considering dialectics as related 
~w 

to artY,-tdlf:f'erences betwaan KM and l'E. All . tho gt"eate.r, th.,ro~ 

to~e~. -- and indeed bocauee fLukRcs has no~hing to say on 

·the theory. • 

paragraph• 

In fact, let me repeat the whole 
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··.·(p';), L_ukacs• What is Orthodox Marxism?) _,, / 
__..,._--

11 
To be clear about the function of theury io also to 

. understand its own baais, i.e, dlsle:.·~ical method, Thill point 

iB absolutely crucial, and because it hafl been .overlooks~ mach 

con:tvaion haa been in·troduced into <liecueaions of diahotics. 

Engels> arguments in 'the t.nll::!Lubring decisively ln:t:luenced the 
. . . ' . . 

later li:f'e of tho theory, ,. ., . ._.-,. ·. ,').: However we rege.rd them, 

whether we grant them c~ssical statue or whethar we criticise 
~---· ------·- -----· ----·-----~ ~ 

.th'!lm, deem them til be 1 incomplete or eV~J!.J'lawecJ,,, v;e must still .--------- ··---· --
agree that this aspect is nowhere treated in them. That is 

to· .eay, he contrasts the ways in which concepts are formed 

~Rleotioa as opposed to 'metaphysics•,. he s~e~~~o the fact 

~at ir. dialectics the defminite contours ofjcon~!~(and th~ 
1, ., objects they represent) are dissolved •. · Diabetics, he. argues, 

-~'_< .·l. 'I . . _-_:- ::._ I 

is a'continuous process of transition from one/efinititin ;· 

into· the other. In conseq_tle~;_-bone-~ided and. rigid 'caucality 

must. be replaced by inte_ractlon, JL@ he does not even mention 

tha most vital interaction, namely, the["d5.alectical relation_ .. 

' ' :k l:iotween eub.ll'ct and ob.1ect in the historical pro'cess!/ let al~ne' 
. give it th;~;rominence_ it de!!erves. Ye~hout ·this .factor,: , 

dialectics ceases to be revolutionary~~ite attempts (illusory 

in the las+. a~alyeis) to retain 'fluid' c~n~~~~~FOr it 
implies a failure to recognise that in all metaphy~ics the 

object remains untouched and unaltered eo that thought remains 
' 

contemplatiYe and fails to become practical, while (fc)r the·· 
---cr 

dialectical ~ethod the central problem is to change reality,j· 
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· .. All the more remarkable is it that 'l:llere is not a word 

.in that period wl:en none -- and this tim& nona includas 

revulutionaries and GL himself-- challenged either anythin~ 

. •in FE' 8 Qridne or knew of the llli or ~ied to ellparatEO KM 

:rrom FE. In a word, thae·eolu~ely key question of dialectics 

a•r tbe ·~ectical relation between gub.lect and Qbject' in 

ihL.liiBtoriW-lll:W..Illl." !.~ exactly. wha·~ came to life in a 

ve~y· different historical epoch, o~e, in life,. and this time 

r~lating both i:o WL and AMP, clirlf;ed in the~~Uon of .. 
. . . __ -.: ,·· . . - ___, . 

· .:~:r..~:fr.om Engels~ For that matter GL in the -.,ery next·~, 

;;;~fi;(';,j ;;.• ';· .;·J!~I!.graph,<l.?ea mention KM C . MW and FE as one, Nevertheless, 
1 

. 

,. 
' .. 
' 

": . ' ': '•. \' .· . \ 
.. • \I I • 

. ' . . ... . ~ ,. . 
~ . . .... . 

.,..,, ••• l!ely perhaps because the critique is on "pure"· dialectics 

stated .and yet so <:?m:Prehenaive ,as to inolude 

t~~ ~ery heart .and soul of Anti .f.luhring, ito central .J chapter·~ 
• , : "- , • ' • , • • - , _: • ~- • 

0 
: ·' • • •. , I C I 

< ' " ;_oti di_aliictics, arid .the fact that it's not ths.t J)ai·t ln ~hl~h . 
,·-...__ . 

. FE•· s~licited !till's coll~boration when' he a~ked Marx for •· 

• . a contribution "'" Anti~Ptlhr.J.n.g . on· ~))ti~al ecoii,,m::j!what' 

I'm trying to say is that when it came to stric·t dialectics" 

GL knew Hegel mos~ profoundly, saw the revolutionary xature 

of' the :.:Jialectic in Hegel himaelf'. NO OT!Il!:R ••• Y.ARXIST 

CAUGHT IT ANYWHERE NEARLY THAT COGENTLY AND PROFOUNDLY, as 

witness Korsch in that vary same period raising the revolv.­

tionary nature of ilillieetics without a word o:f' cri ticisin cif 
FE's Anti-DuhriM. ~inca our age has nothing to compare to 

either o:f' them, and that after they do know both EN and 

the revelations o:f' KM and FE not being one, and the whole 

question of' the ~hrid World, it will be imperative to uee 

that para. from GL even. though he has nothing to say on AMP. 
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,t r! 
Nllw AMP in and for i tee l:t' ,· None have dol!e as much on .· . as :Lawrence K:.•adsr 

'-" .AMP/-• and that not only. in • what his own studies, aX'e, 

. b:Ut in takir.g ~.£or the ~ranscrit>tism of !!arx:c'c 

EN-- AND ••IIEir;alaMIJDl"AII;?ro DRAW ANY CONCLUSION 

T.IIA.T. IN ANY WAY MATCHES HIS FACTS, 

On.e. feature characterizes all. these failures ..,- and that 

·ie(that not. a single man has any. conception whatever ~f WL. 

Arid .th~ one woman who knows the ..i-esent WLM, Leaco.-1!:, is 

. worse \han all of them becauee ·she combines theix male chau., 
__ . . ·-_,··: ... ' ···, .. : .... -: . ,•_. . - - . . ' . -. . ., '· 

.. · .. ~·;!ilii/ki/ eyen .tliough she also kn.ows AMP,. in a Stalinist,; ·noll,;- •· . ..... . . ' ·-- . . '• . ,; . ' . - '. •. 

,· ·:::·;':~r::.-:~: __ <<.'.'": : ':~· -. :, . -. 
·:' <di!ilr.ctic.;ill manner, . So how i.at :UB limit ()W'Belves to :the 

'A:;y. ·-·~-~~. ~~a~_-)ll oi;idn and f!~echow .2 au.cil\ ... opposi:1i~,v-ie,,;~ 
' . ,; '. .'LK 'ii."ld 'hlirsllf CM,nevertheless reach the same fa1'>iOI···c· •oriCJ,UEI1Ctn_ ••... .:";; 

"':-. . '!• ,:.· 1·. ·-- \\ 

Here'ls.
0wluit EL uays (pp, 49-SO.)I 

·~ - .· ' . . 

;"\\\;has .. b~·;;~-;~~-~~--~~~olar:--t~at E:~l~ made ~~-'~: .. ~}· 
(mention of th~ 'A-sian' or •orlental' mode of production... )-.... · 

i FE refers to this form of llrela tiona in },i'ti•Dyhring tho~ 

)unfortunately' not in oridns,• ___ f.:~·:·. .. -------- _; ': 
'l___.._~-~----j_ __________ -------~ 

Here is Vlhnt LK, who acts aa if it is mentioned· in 

... !lrigln'i ·;g~a~s. ~~t wh~reas in .. the 185:3 articles on AMP 

and in 1857-B Wi-DbhriM, the expression of AMP is the same, 

in Oridn he has totally ahi:t'ted his ground• •,,, the 

contrast between oheae positions and thoee concern~ng the 

Orient in. his later book, the Ursprung der FamUie,• 
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·.,_ Again on Gzj;··;t;::-e;· !JC saye1"The question of the 
' ------.. ~-

Ch't'onology o:r the developmont of the family from ma triarch;y 

-to p::.triarchy .was IU'l illlpc:rtant ono in Engels'. Oridn oi :th.,_ 

Puily•, but not in Anti•DubriM, • _j ·· .. • <:j)'/-. ~. 
This ttn, also ini:ludea a reference to himseu,· pp~ro(6:'Bs _) 

·--·. -- ~---of hie Intro, to th11 EN, where Engels added a ftn: to Marx's 

eJQii:;IOaaicn in QWiiiJ., which says• "Subsequent very searching 

studies of the primitive condition·of man led the author 

of i!sp~tal, ·to the CO!lclusion that 1"4;·-was not the ~ily that 

i b~nda; the .~~~~~i:yJ ·,. 

>(: ·,.Jllh ftn, ~Y FE was dated Nov, '7, 188.), 

·LK then goes into 2 full tables on words used by 

Engels based 011 Morgan and those based on Marx, saying (p,. 78)! 

g::-Marx's strictures upon Morgan were ~enerally paesed over 

by Engell31 alone Engole determined that ·Morgan went too far 

in regarding group marriage and the punaluan family as a 

necessary otage before thepairing family in the light of 
. ... - . - . . - -· _......:. ___ ,_·.~- :.---------·---"· ___ -- -----·----------....__ 
later evidenc~rigels waa also disposed 1'• :-:-e positiy!lY -----n 

r toward-Bachopn 1\.o:tcL.Maine-than_was_JI!IU'x. -~ l------ It is clear 
that thero_is a big difference even in the short period 

.. --l 
between~v~~:~~--188~)When he writes his own Qridn, 
and yet, 

••••• he seems to be unable to draw a con.::luaion 

iiuli one, wlthough on p·, 80 he says1 "E.nJ.rela 
v.. ---
'"'" cu:c 

did not overcome the objections to the utopianism and 
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r ~· r*~~· I \•Ll_!iJ-- ''"' o-r- rP'' '-1' I .,o,. ' -~Jl'{>"t- ·.·. 
-6- lin ,/ -ct!f\.V'''' ~·f\.""_u,.A,<,,v lt . I ~ . , 

(l.JH.'-. ·r , t•J.>v..··VI ~ . ·~ P.v · 

,.,~..., " ., . ..,. ~ '" .. ·:.:2c~~~~~~;:~,Jj;-"': 
I "'l!,;:t:_ r. I' 

;o.nd teleoloc.i within his Qtl&i.n of the frunilY," 1~£0'·_ 2/f" 
. //~--- .. . ~f1t>/ · 

And yet, in the AMP~~ ~~~)LK ~iteer~thout that, too.J11.tf';.,~ 
-le_e.. ding .to. any conclueionl•/t"l•'!- developing these positions ---~jff_a 

~~ . . . . ~~~ 
the ear.'l.ier 1'~cll!ulations which hed been pos11:ed by Engels IJ..'/f. ~'/' .. 

ir;,(~_egard to the origilll8of private ·P.t'Oparty, the iJtate, Y~Jt• 
.... \ities1 0. ... J · 

0
,1,..,.. 

the. a.gricul tural village CO!IlDlur • .,. a!la the bri~ntal deapo:ism tzl; , 
... ·•""'·•,_n·v:MWB~ ~UT ASIDE.,," (my ampheaie) #P, 280atP~~~ls m~de no .-d:T~~­

'""•' :··•· ·• , . , ; at1i;mpt to e sta11lish a cont;inui ty bei:ween tho Mti-Duhring 't1,,...., . 
. . ; __ ::':.! ... ::_~:··;. ·:: ..... -"<-;- ·.. ' '.' . ' ' ' -- : 
~·:·~~ ~@'Origiq. on the subject of the commuriity 'rtlhe ~~~-· CJkf_,J. 

,., •••••• ·'" 1 •• ., • • •• (.<.~I e--... ( 1J, )-.• ;;J:''•• 
.' ·._, ·:, :_;~i~.~~-~ .. ~~~--~~*****tlo*.***it*fr*****O*•*************~~:~~.-**~~-' _: __ . ·-~_: -~-,-.·.·.·~.1 :>,i,j,};,.~i,i""·' , . . . . .· .. · . . . . . . . 0/J~ 

1 
~J({}),"1 

.-. ', Ceorge !.icll;heim, on the other ~11d;@ who has r.o us~ \.J/Jtt:if, 
· tor FE but on the occasion of AMP treats them very nearly · ~··_k{,~; 
as'one, even tb.o.ughha makes it clear that FE.is very much··. -·~~f_~"f_·.·i 

_lower· than KM, 1 @ has written very near;w the b~st analysis q· : 
5Qr ~ .. 

of tha qrun!lriese at a time when ! t was unavailable in English · ... 
. . . 

translation and this praise relates to the sec~ion in it · 

on pre-capi taJ.ist formations, .. above all, e J) sells how 

iliuc.n·more hOstile to capitalism Marx becanie in the-

1860s so that rather th~~ becoming softer on capitalism 

he saw "genuine virtue in village life at the same time his 

hostility to capitalism had deepetl%, This ie worth stressing 
as a qualification to the familiar statement that by the 

1860s he lost some of his early revolutionary ardor," He 

now valued the village community as a bulwark against this 
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iiritegratiori1_ J.Ul!!da:fini tGly dielikes the oridn :!..>"ld ha 

. over-estimation o!' primitive .oomnntnil'llll, suddenly choosing 

only_ that over-estimation to criticize, 
. -~-;----~ . . . ' 

_.-r~ .. 
~,_...."t~~ "In passing it me.y be observed that !llcx's 

sketcll o!' 1645-6 supp~~~:~-~ realistic hint 'at the 

"' emergence of slavery ~om wi t.'lil} .the tribal .:l:t'ganization • 
. ·. ~-

·. 

CJ)mpue thie wi tb Er.gels' account . o£ how and lfh:V 'the old . 

classlOSB gentile. SOCiety' With ita 'simple l&Ot'l'.l grandeur• 

s~oc~li-~ 'to' 'civili.'l.ed' pressure :from o':its.ide,• . - - ' . . . . 

.- ' ' . .. . · 
. ' ~ .i- ' . ..... 

·. fn·'tlla end.it turns out that though he considers Grundri!!ea 

•amo~)he moat •brilliant and incisive o:f Mar;c's 'writipgti; • 

~d · ii~ed!t'~ him, also with anticipating ~a good deal of wh!J.'.t 

Weber had to say-about Oriente.l society,• 
I' ,_, .. 

§ G~ shows c:o:t'rectly how Marx vi&ws •ori-ental soci~ty r(J_ . 
(is) llistorically closer to man's primitive origins, having/·'-"'.· · 

0:~~ conserved some . ~laments of primitive communism 'IN THE 

\~MIDST OF ORIENTAL DESFUTISM' ,,, The forcible disruption 

'\()' ·oi the Indian or Chinese village commurii ty oy Eilropel'ln 

capital completes the proce.a by rendering it truly global," 
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It . \ . 
K!~l-~ Lichtheim continues on Marx's philosophic ccm-

·~tonc.as they always relate '!;o "the unfolding of man•o 

dormant powers~ and thus ...-; 81' seeking new tte.rting polnts 
1---. ' 

i,e,,•new potentis~ities of growth and h~~~~~lg~-~t~ 
-.... ' ' -' --.-- .... ..,., !- in Regel's terminolosy, it represents(( a naw principle',,, 

, ,$[} but .. exactly how doss it relate to 't');; more stricti:f , 

\~'W /) thaoreti~lll ooncept f"rmulE!'~ed b~ Marx. and Engels (of, 

, · V ,.A.nt.i•DIIl'.ring p,l6.S, ~ .edition• §ere the ancient 
. I . . . . . . 
: . r,-;;c," C!ll'IWiunl!s havot to exist, they have tor thousands 
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