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.I)rafts of :M’
1oL to tha usul

'f?_cnarisnsib}:sséfionraiff,

: ‘Eve thing dependa upon the historical background
in which 1t finds itself ... 'If the revolution

' tekea place at the right. time. if it concenirates

© all its foirces to énsure the free development of.
tne villege commune, the latter will socn emerge
ags the refenerati?e ¥orce in Russian pociety and

. as something superior to those countries which
are stil) enslaved b% the capitalist regime,*

Karl HMer, 1 First Draft of letter to
. "i@ Vera’ Zasulich .

L We nave come to the last seven years of h.arx'b iife,
end it is time to draw threads togethe_r. not only OW x78 works
when he was alive, kut of the works found that Wi hedn'+ published

Furthermc:re. it iz a fact that the continuing interest in L\,m_s_

‘Narxism is no.. for history's -
'sa‘:e bu"t' be‘cau‘se- 1t continues to be a livinF universe. Because‘

Marx - had d;scavered a new continent of thought as well as of

unity
evolutioh. anrl mt becauqe he held topether, m\ﬁ%f/hoth

concept and practice 80 creatively, they not only remain
relevant tutl cerry a ¢lobal urrency for our age. PFothing is
more iritegral to +the totality of Narx's Marxism than the
dialectic of literatiorn . Those last yeers of his lifeAwhen
K‘-/m EATAL S AL,
all hlE majnr works were completed an Arevolu‘t:.on end counter-
-/

.,

revolution / rounded out even the totality as still

t

2 newer teginning of a philosophy of revolutions-to-come.

We last saw him in the crucial yesr, 1875, as he wrote

the Oritioue of the Gotha Program and, in heing the vhilosopher-

"eritic of that program, work&el out for us the strategy and

tactics of cortinuing rew lutions until we reach the ultimate,
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the free: "From each: aeeording to his a‘bilitv,:‘

to his need," The eevering 1etter thet eecemm.nied ‘bhoee
"Marginal Notes". gained epecial significance e.B“he referred 1o
-8 new edition of the Revelat ons_of the colo "e ('n'umuniet Trial.
%o which he was appending a reprint of the 1850 Address on the

peruanent revolution. ' ' : '

7
Thet sana pivote.l year, 18?5. ‘wes Hhe ‘year: he coms: -

pleted the Franch. edition of Cepitel, “t0- &M%%Mporm,
added, especislly- the sections on Fetienisg and the ;Qﬂcwnuia-- 3
tien of Eepital. ‘t;hat he e.eked ﬂne readere of “the orig:inel German
“edition Yo make ‘eur-e to reed hhiemm Here mw&;mgreuthen
'century J:.f"t;er *he.t Prench edition and we etill keep "discovering®
paragrephe onitied by "-:ngele from the ﬁret peethumoue German
-'.edition which was to he.ve ineerted all changes mede by N’erx. and
‘on which a.ll other editiohs in every language een baeed.
The spezifically omitted Jparagraph has s speclal sjignificance

. , o~ ] ]
for toth Luxemburg®'s asge and ours A thet is to say, it clearly

shows that ™the co-called primitive accumulation of capital®

was by no means a factor of pre-capitalism only, but 2 character-

istic of the most technically advanced capitalism:

" Butdnly ofte niechanical indvstry had struck rool so deeply that it exevttd ]
preponderant influence on the whole of national prodne stions only .after
foreign trade began e predeminate over internal trede, thanks to mechanical
Industry; only afier 1he world market had successively. armexéd-extensive
arcas of the New World, Asis and Australia; anf finalTy{only aftes a sullicient
number of industrial nations had cntered the arcdis —ou.ty\aﬂcr ol this had
happened can one date 1the d scll'-perpcluallng cyeles,) whose suctessive
phases embrace year, any ‘Always culminate in # general crisld, which
is the cad of one cycle and the starting.point of nhoTfer, Until now the
duration of these cyeles has been fin or eleven years, bu there is ne reason to
consider this duration as congani. On the contrary, we ought fo conclude, on
the basis of the laws 6f cipitalist producton ns we have just expoursted than,
that the duraljo: is variable, and that the length of the cyeles will grndually
diminitdh’-. __ .
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about the Etx Qno;agicgl HOtebooga and can there:bre An no way

ba hlamed for all the debris that has acuumulated on that work,
Ne»er*heless. wve do need to turn ‘to her again preciealy hecauae
vhat toth disputue raveal iz the failure %o recognize the crucial

_role of philosophy. It is riot & question of knoming or ndtknowing

, _the specific book ‘that Marx comnented on. It is a question of
‘1llﬂiﬁ!n your own attitude ‘to- that work, especial]y if you are as

-'ser;oua a revolutionary as Luxemburg was,

It happens, for emample, that when she was a younv ‘woman

of 16 she had rszad M.rgan's Ancient Societv ard Bachcfen 8

"1, Mutterrevht *  These works evidently left sufficient imﬁfession

._on her, for ve find._interspersedvin all of her mature works,
serious references to pfimitive'communism. Just ae, on both mythology-
and the so-called "Woman Question“, her letters reveal also serjous
consideration of womep characters in Shakespeare's Plays*¥*, g0 the
vse of Penthesilea at aso freat a'hastoric turning point as World

" Viar I, to denounce not only &1l who capitulated directly in the
imperialist war dut those who waffled, demonstrates how present
in her mﬁnd was Woman ae power, It is true she did not make a
caterory of women as a special revolutionary force, bui’ dE was most
influential as anti-wap theorist, and aware of the fact that the

women were & mast important section of the anti-war movement,

Kevertreless, the distance between Marx as philosopher

of revolution and Lyxem»urs as g brilliant revolutionary publicist
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énd anti-imperiaiist theorist cannot be easlly bridged, Iuxemburg ‘s

~lack of depth -- and not Jjust vhen she was & mere 16 -- when it
camg to philcsophy, ﬂiq not show iteelf in her first great

ppiemic egainst revisionism, 1898-99, This was so not only because
thé attack on Bernstein wag cast mainly in political-économic tarms,
but also because it was sufficient simply to opéoae Bernstein's
demand'for "removal of the dialeétic scalffolding™ without con-

cretizing dialectics of revolution other than one opposing it to

reform.

.9fﬁé'queatioﬁ'was dnfibéiﬁ“diffefeht'ﬁhén"iuiamburg x
came to. Lr*ticize Narx, himself, and on so central = point aag
accumulgtion of mapital. which for revolutionaries couldn't
possitly be separated from proletarlan_revolt. It may not have
been obtvious to many that such an "economic* question as'accuﬁulad
tion of capital ﬁas diréctly releted to fevolution. ﬁut it
certainly was to Iyxemburg. Because her vosition on imperiml-
ism was put forward :when ghe was very aware -~ ghead of others,
including Lenin -- of the opportunism of the German Social—Democracj.
she refused to see that it wasn't thoge "epigones" that her

theory took issue with. but Marx, himself*.

instead of looking for a "grave-digger" in those decisive
non~capitalist lands, she continﬁed to deny the revolutionary
nature of any "nationalism", simply proclaiming that long be-
fore" capitalism's downfall because of the non-existence of

non-capitalist lands, the proletariat would abolish capitalism,
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Nor dia ohe conaidor that philooopry - the powexr of
negativity ~= helped 1;1um1nato oithor what was integrally

related to cepitalism or imperialiam As thair aboolu+e oppooites

on the one hand, the proletariat who would bripg down the col~-
lapse of capitalism; ano on the other hand, the national,moveé
ments against imperialisém, She certainly did not question
har own reduction of dialectica to a metter of "style® to account
for her disiike of “tno rococeo ornamentation" in Volume I,

. That expression was fer more revealing than ohe had meant it

40 be ¢f her neav~tong-deafness on the question of philosophy
for nidden in the fetishism of commoditics end in"the so-called.
prim1+ive aocumulation of capital™ (my emphasis), was that
- power. of negativity that cane alive es revolutionary Reason as
well as Force. To diomise that as "rococco ornamentation" woo

'fto_causg éelf-papalysis.

.

Her previous differences with Marx on the guestion ol Polend .

she considered tactical, fe2ling very confident that ghe unde;-

stood Poland beiter thao anyono,.mark ineluded., Moreodver, wuch
had hapyened-in Poland since Marx's death, especially the fact
that there now was a Maixist movement there, .Luxemburg felt the
task had become one of finding a wore original as well as up—to--
date analysis, When world war broke out, however, Lenin
questioned not only her general position on toe-Nationai
Question, especielly as it related to Poland, but the
dialectic of its methodology of revolution., And because ,
to him, the national movement meant the dialectica of liberation,
whereas Iuxemburg categorically denied the vresence of any
revolutionary force in the Rational Question, Lenin called
her methodology “half-way dialectics." That wae the firat time
dimlectics was not mere method, but the life-and-death questioo

of revolution.
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it ﬁid net in any way influence her appoaition either to the'

‘ Naijonal Question or to ’L%'—“—”ﬁ” mm
.eentral point wae that the 'orenkdown of. capita? iam in i*s 1m-
perialism stage couldn't mssibly be m explained on
.thg basie of.Marx's formulae on expanded reproduction, and hers

aia,

| :f?'ﬁ@u these questions becme a‘Lstract
“ ‘once the ﬁussian Revolmtion broke out. '&'hat mattered was the
" »eévolution. Her criticism of some of the features. especially
:what‘éhe considered instifficient depocracy. took secondary place

to .her hailing the Ruesian Revolution as the greatest world event

and pra;sing +the Bolsheviks as the only ones whociared + &2nd who

‘therefore should serve as the beacon light for mll.

Withir a ye arycame the overthrow of the x{alser and the
il

beginning of the German Revolution, Her ¢ the reve~—
lution being totel, once action became the determinant, she plunged
in to lead the January 1919 Spartacist revolt, although she had
soberly advised against it as both ill-timed and ill-prepared,
There wes certainly no time to talk of philosophy, not when the
counter~-revolution moved so fast that the «German revolution

was beheaded,
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help, i&n, or Ge:ﬁan

Revelution, to come up‘w;th the same 1902 answer at all times

as both Sfalinists and Trotskysigt do: "the party, the rarty ,

the perty" o= and thep él&im that ,becanse she didn't have

"a vanguard rafty" ang Lenin.diq, that alone explains the _

Bucecess of the Russiap Revolution and the faflure 0 the German,

If that ie aj1 thers $s to 1%, hew does one exrlain the traps.

formation‘into Oppo8ite of that first workersg!'
'the'?taxa—caﬁitalist monstrosity we knpow today? No;

that glib, fetishistic answer - wil? not do, especially not

en followgd by two others, that .

Paris Commune, after Lassa%kanism*
rather than Marxian dialecties became the "program" of the
Socialist Workers Farty or Germany,  Wny, ip g word, at the end
of hig life, did Marx retufn, at one and the Same time,

ent revolution on fhe totally new
Eround of the 1880s,/fthe pivotal Mﬁn/Wbman relationship,
led to his discernment ip the excerpted Passages frog Mofgap,
and fram Maine, Phear gng Iubbock, of a totally new Projected
relationship between the rrimitive

Not only that,
Ject of revolution, So

deep war that view that Le wumm began disagreeing with thoae
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who 1ntexpreted his "Bimtorical Tendency or Oapit alist Accumulatiun“- ﬁ

as if that,wers & universel, He 1nsie*ed, in his or1tique of
Mihailovaky, that that historical tendency we:s drawn for the
hiatory nf Westexn Europe. end did not maen that "the Fast "
(not ouly the Orient, but Russia was inc 2uded) wauld have to

EO tnrough all those atages, In the draft letters to Zasulitch
he pro1ected a possible revolution coming in Ruseia ahead of

the technologically advanced Vest,

o So much balderdash hae been spread about the last décade

of Marx's 1ife that it becomes necessary to clear avay

~ what pdstemarx' Marxists said, in order to get +o what Marx .

| said and did. It is true that we would not have had ¥olumes
T and IIT of Capitel were i% not for Engelé. it is also
ti%;?:’unfortunately, that just as he assumed other "pequeats',
beginning with his Origin of the Family , ' so he had deeded '
all of Mayx's documents (and his own) to the Second Intarnational
as “the heirs", They not only never attempted to publish the
Collected Works of Marx, but heavily edited what they did
publish¥*#, Tﬁe 1leaders of the Russian Revolution. were the

first to seriously unearlh the entire heritage of Marx.dﬁgi_

the heaed of the Marx~Engels Institute stood the well~-knowvn scholar,
‘pavid Ryazanov, He ann_punced & plan to publish two parallel
geries of documents: one, the nfinighed" works of Marx; the
other, fragmented mahuscriﬁé. But Ryazar ov-- who did so much

to bring out Marx's early works, Ereating an entirely new viey
of Marx as a total person and not Jjust &n economist -~ had no such
appreciation for the works of Marx's last decade. Ne doubt, in
part he was influenced by Mehring, who, in hig biography of

Marx, called the last decade "a slow death, " Ryazar_ov allowed

himself a quite gratuitous commentary when he ann,ounced the

o AT,
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rich heritaze, the Ethnological Notebooks aspeciallj, to. the
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Socialist Acadenmy: :

' "Ehis |
SRR etnodd.cal and systematic way of working

" Mayx retained until the end of this life. If dn 1881-82 he
" *intensive, independent

lost his ability for Lﬂmﬂm greativn 4 he never-
theless neve:r: 1031: the atility lor ressarch, Sr.u:eﬁ\::l.u:ae*;P aae

reconsl dering "these Ho ueﬁgoks; the question arizes: why 6id he |
, E.
- was ..e 820 mucn time on “aystematinc , fundamental sUmmMAYY,

m or expend qp nnmh 1abor as he epent WA as late as
-‘-‘he year 1881, %” ne ok vn- geology, “summerizing it
chapter by chap'ber. R e S P T In the 63rd vear
- mznn_.-_e_.)
of his :l.ii‘e -~ {‘het {a W pedantry. Here is agnother

exa.mple. m He received, in 1878, a. copy of Morga.n'e work.
) Learnel

On 98 nages on his very miniscule hanuwriting you ~kno
(i3 T i) 44 2 poBges

that & single pege of his a minimum of
of pr:lnt) h;%a det'ailgd summary of Moxrgan. In such manner

does the old Marx work," i 4 -

haé conconted / B
Ryazanov "this slander after he listed

guch a great amount of unpublished manpuseripts that he, told

the Academy that "to sort out all this heritage" would tuke
30 to 40 years and it was impossitle for any single person

to do it/ABut evidently not impossible for that single person,

Ryazanov, to reach conclusions even though he had not read the
N4k
work. He stressw that he had found no less than

50 notebnokv reaching as far back as the notebooks for Marx's
Garrl Gt r e ey TR ot C 8

J
doctoral thesis, 1840-01 Alﬂhj-lﬂ‘fs and i‘or the decades of “fhn
1850s, 1860s, 18?03./L’I‘hat by no means exhausted the heritage .
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es there were three huge volumss duat -on the queation or a
day ;o day history of ﬂie 1657 érisis, compiled at the time
_Merx was writ1ng what wo now rnow as tbe ggndrgsge. which in

' 1tse1r vas some 900 pages. Pyazanov calls attentian 4o a four-
volume compilaticn that Marx made <= a chzon?égg%oal survay | ',
of the world up to the mid-I17th cenfury, . He _§§§gigggﬁ;iize
that the 50 notebooks, which comprised aome 30,000 bages, were '
written in Marxz's minisucle handwriting so that printed pages
weuld be more then douﬁlé that number, Furthermore there were
‘notebeoks on mathematics which be confessed Pritz Adler had
given him as far back as 9 years bafore, and that Judt
"recently“ he had received another one from Bexrnst, ein. Above
all ~=- and that's what the cornerstone of the whole report waa:
‘about «~ were the 188l~2 Notebooka on anthropology, plus one
substantial'work on ‘geology., I% wae at that point that Ryazanov

~came up with.that gratuituous commentary about "inexcusable

pedantry, "

ijntellectuals who in no way measure ﬁp to the ra discoverer
of 2 new continent of thought o i

lso¥revolution
\ree ipfchic 2 '
seem to fin 4 the f mptation to bring the bigg-er-than-11rfe founder

down to their 8129

/TT Fereo s What had occurred . e “directly after Marx's
deaths .,Engelq?;as overwhelmed by the . i e S
vast amouht of writing that Marx had produced.
that ke knew nothing about, from the very firet time he 2}2423m,/
in Paris in 1844 to the very last months of his life, "
know - was the incompleted Capital ~wh1ch Marx had

teld hts daughter Elemnor, Engels was”to make something out of it 14950
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as 1% furnéd out, what came f£irst from Engbia'.paﬁ vas
Orizin of the Family, not Vol, II, wuch less F¥ol, III, . 'Merx
nad conceived these two volumes as Books II-and IIT %o be
included in a-sj.ngle volume, II; what Marx an’signed to & .
Volume III was his Theoriss_of Sprolus Value, wnich Engels

did not live %o isaue, leaving it for XKautsky to pubiish,

In any case, none of these @f¥¥ had priority over vhat he
cdnsidéred-to be Marx's "bequestﬁ when he found Harx's note~
‘booke on Morgan and realized that Marx hed wanted him to
reed Ancient Society several yeers enrlier, Here is how
M Engels expressed that “bequest™: ‘ ‘

"No less a man than Karl Marx had made it one of his )
future tasks to present the results of Morgan's iésdgﬁbhes
in the Zﬁii Lght'of the conclusions of his own =~ wiégin
certain limitse I mey say our -- méterialist examination of'

history, end thus to make clear their full significance,"

It's very doubtful that all Marx meant to do was to
expourd on the "full significance" aof Morgan's work., But
at that time, and unfortunately ever since, it vt

assumed that Engels reproduced, more or less in full,
Marx*s "Abstract.,” That Engels thought he was doing just
that can be seen also from his Aug. 30, 1883 letter to Bebel,

who hsd been amazed that Enpels was unacquainted*@itu s0 much

of Marx's workss
ARSI YA el

* For that matter, we must not forget, Engels first saw Vol, I
of Capital when it was already on galleys, and Some of the guestions
ne then posed show how very fer from the profundities of Marx's

14951 -
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% You ask: How coutd it happen that Marx hid from me the
conditﬁon_(mere)_in which Marx ieft his work? Very simple:
iT I knew about it I would have given him no rest day or
night until tﬁe book would be completed and pubiished.

Maerx knew about thie more than anyone else; but he knew

also ‘that MMEEE PRSI T NN at the worst,

as is true fight now,1 would publish the manuscripts totally
f
in his spirit, and 1t's about this that he, telked to,’h?af«

" To what extent does that hold ﬁhaEngels' own vork,
‘Origin of the Family, which he had likewise considered a
‘;beqﬁeét“ of Merx? Now thaf wé finally have & tranécziption of
.Marx's ﬁthﬁoiogical thgggggg; we qén see  that nofh;ng
could be further from the truth, Nor is it only & quantitetive
question tﬁough that is vast in itsal£:~ Marx's .excerpts from
and conmentaries on Mbrgan*s.work &lone numbered no less than
98'pagés,'wherea$ Engels' guotation from the Abstract numbered
but a .few paragraphg¥* , ' Nor is it a matter also that oﬁher
anthropological Nofebooks had been sunmarized: Maine, Phear and
Lubbock, not to mention Xovalevaky's work that he had excerpted
in 1878 . No, the serious, overwhelming , if mnot bewildering
fact is the sharp differences beitween Engels' Origin of the Family
apd Marx's Notebooks, whéther these relate to primitive communiam,
the Man/Woman relationship, or, for thet matter, the attitude to
Darwin, ¥¥** Indeét,reiz whole idea of Historical Materialism,
though it is Engels who did give Marx's conception that succinct

title,
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+ ZMarx's historic originality fn internalizing now dala,

whelher that be In anthropolugy or *pure” eeience, was a
hever-onding cortrontation with what. Marx salled *his.
tory and its process™ 24 That was concrete. That was
ever<hanging, And that ever-changing concrele was In-
exorably bound to the universa), becaure, procisely
tecausa, the deicrmining eoncrele was the ever-develop.
ing Subjert — seifdeveloping men and worien,

The whole questivn of transitions 15 what 13 nt stake
belween Marx's And Engels’ views, Marx s showing that
it Is during the transition period that you see the duality,
the beginnings of antagenismy, whercas Engcls alwayn
seers (o havo It only st the end, as if elass gacieiy came
in very nearly full blown afier the communal form was
destroyed and privaie Progerty was establishéd, More
aver, wherz, 4o Marx, the dialectical development from
one stage (o another f2 relaled io Hew revolulionary up-
surge, Engels sces It av a unifateral developmen!.. )

‘In the 1850s, for example, what inspired Marx {o
return to the study of precapltulist formations and gave
new apprecialion of ancient soclety and ils cwitsmen
w3s the Toiping Revolution.® It opened 5o many now
doors on “history and its process” that “materialistioally"
a stage of production wasn't Just 1 stage of produotion—.
beit th Western or the Asfatie mode of production v
but a question of revalutionary relations, Whether that
concerned the communal form or the despotic form of
property, {he development of the individual to sociely
and to the stale was crucial, It wns no accident; on the
other hand, that Engols, who certainly agreed with
Mars’s singling out the Asiatie mode of preduction,
nevertheless happoned to skip over the question of the
Orlental commune in his analysis of primitlve commun.
st In The O#igin of the Family, - :
*It is not clear whether Engels knew Marx's Grundrisse,
but ke did know the articles in The New York Tribuns
oni the Taiping Revolution, .

ARX, ON TIIT CONTRARY, showed that the eles
ments of oppression in general, and of woman In .
particular, arese from within primitive comnmun.
Ism, and no! enly related to change from “"malrfarchy,"..
but beginning wilh establishment of ranks —— relation.
ship of chicf lo mass — and e economie Inlerests that
“accompanied it, Indeed, In Volume III of Capltal, s
Marx probed in his chapter, “Genesis of Caplialist
Ground Rent,” “the economic_conditions at the haslz" of
class “Individuality,” vou can sce the actual dhaleetieal
foundation for his stress, In the Notchooks on anthro-
pology, on properly as tha material Lase for changing
sacla? relatians, He was nnt using Morgan's phrase, “ca.
reer of property,” as {f it were synonym for historical
materialism, .
Engels’ uncritlcal acclalm of Morgan notwlthstand.
ing, Morgan did not “discover afresh In Amerlen the
materialist conception of history discovered by Marx 40
Years ago,'22
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i Far from considerinfr Morganf% )fellow rhigtorical
: ; draft
raterialist® Kerx emphasized in hia{l‘é’t’fer to Zasu;itch *

: who! . o \
that N.or{raa fcan certainly not bte syspected of revolutlonary

tendencies and vwhose works are supported ty the wWashington

government” nevertheless spoke of the "archaic system® as

"higher“ than capitalism.

A

LY
& H lmvﬁkﬂv . 7
. argan's great contribution on the
theory of tho Gens And its carly egalltarian society, but
he certainly didn't tie jt, alone, 1o -the precedence of
mateiarchy over patrlsrchy as did Engels jn the Preface
to the Fourth Edition, 1891, “This rediscoviry of the
primitive matriarchal gons as the cerller stage of the
patriarchal gens of civilized peoples has the same- ime
portance for anthropology as Darwin's theory of evolu-
tion bas for biology and Marx's theory of surplus value -
for political economy.” Marx rejected biologlsm.

in Woxgan as he nad in Darwin,

Marx dldn't toke issue with Morgon's findings about
tha Jroauois sociely and especinlly singled out the role .
of women i it. But he did not stop there, Jn calling-
altention to other socicties and other onalyses, *ho._.
brought in,ofiret, new illumination to the writingz of
Plutareht gt s Ay LA PR
“The expression by Plutarch, (hat ‘the. lowly and
. poor readily followed the bidding of Theseus' and
the stalement from Arislotle cited by him, that
Theseus ‘was Inclined . toward the people’ appear,
however, despite Morgan, to indicate that the chiefs
of {he Zentes ele, olready cntered into counflict of °
intorest with the mass of the gentes, which s in-
ovitobly connacted with the monogamous fumily
through private propetly in houses, lands, hords"23
“Then, Marx demonstrates thal, long before the dis-
solution of the primitiva commune, there emerged the
question of ranks within the cgalitarion commune. It was
the beginning of a transformation inlo oppusite — gens
inta enste. That Is to say, wilkin thc egalilorian com.
munal form arose the clemenis of its opposite — caste,
sristocracy, difforent materinl interests, Morcover, thess
weren't suceessive slages, but co-estensive with the com-
munal form, Or as Marx put it when they bepan chang-
ing the names of the children to assure paternal rather
than maternal rights (a parageaph Engels did reprodugs,
jn The "Origin of thz Fomily): “Innale casuisury! To
change things by changing thelr names! And to find
loopholcs for violating tradition while maintaining tradi-
tion, when dircet iaterest supplicd sufficient impulse.”
In a word, though Marx surcly connccls the tnop.
ogamous family with private properiy, what is pivetal to
him is the antagonistic relativnship between the Chlef-
and the masses”
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‘Which is why B  Marx, while singling
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out how much more freedom they enjoyed than in Yeivilized®
societies, also pointed tq the limitaticng cf freadom a;mcmg
the Jroquois .zt |

PN The women allowsd 0 express thelr wishes and
" -+ opinions through an orator of {hejr cwn gelectinn,
" Deslslon given by tha Counzil. Unanimlly was 4 fun-
damentsl Iow ef Its sction among Utn Iroqnels, Ml
Hary oucrllons usmlly left to the acllon of (he
voluntary principie,*i3d .
Socondly, end this is tho crilicat polnt, the Nussians
tonk libesties when they, In 1941, did transinte tha Marx
text op. Mozgan, Engels, zutvrally, cannot be blamed for
$his mis-trandation. Nor etn the Russians excoso tham-
- meives on the boels that the Inspiratlor for using the
-words “private” and *hallowed” came from Engels. Horo
{s how Afarx exczrpted a part of Sforpon -
" “When. fleld - cuiture bewlesen hatle, dasz d(im)
ganze Oberflaeche der Erde could he made the gub-
Seet of property cwned hy fodividuals fz soveralty
a(nd) {duz) Famitienhaupt boeamo the natural een.
ter- of accumzlallon, the new property cavecr of
" inankind inaugurated, fully done befors the elose of
the Later Perfod of Darbarleis, uckie clnen grossen
y Einfluss nuf (Uk¢) hunan mind, riel new eloments
o .o;r e.;-.arnclcr wach .. * (Ethnologlesl Notebooks, p.
e, 135 . . ) .
: -Here Is the original Morgan exceipl: “Whea field
ygricidture had demanstrated that the whole surface of
the earth enuld ba made tho subjeet of proporty owaed
by individvals in severally, and it was found thot the
heed of the family became the natural eenter of secwms
ulation, the now rroperty career of mankind was In-
augurated. It was fully dane before the close-of tho
Later Perlod of barborism. A Litllo reflection must
cenvinte any one of the powcrful influence Jrroperly
wotld naw begin fo exerclse upon the buman mind,
and of ths great awakening of new clements of char-
“acter il was calculaled to produce . , .*

- Here Is how the Russian translation reads:
“When field agricultire nd demorsirated that tha
whale rurface of the carth could be made the oljeet
of property of separate indlvideal: and the hesd of
the family became the nutural conter of accumulss
tion of wealtk, mankind enicred the new Lallawed
rath of private properly, It was already fully dore
before the Juter perlod of barhorism came to an end,
Private property exerclsed a powerZul influanee on
the humon mind, awalening new clemetils of chare
acter, .. " (Ackhlv Marksa y Engilsu, Vol. 3, p. 52;
Empliasis I3 mino to siress what was reither in
Margan nor In Mara's excerpt.) .

Now the Russians have very cunereie, elass—siate.
capitalist class—interests that inspire them ta franslnte
“the career of property” as *'privale property” and
repeat the ward twice, But why shontd indepondet
Marxlsts who are not stallst-Commurisis liewise nerrow
the subject to collestive vs, rrivate property, when
Marx's point is that the “praperiy onrerr”, b0, accumla.
tion of wenlth, is that which cuntaing (o antagonisms of
the development of nalrizrehy and Jater cluss dliviions?

If we nre to grapple viih that serlously, we must,
first, apiraclate the totulity of Moarx's philosunhy of ray-
olutiun sufficiently to want tp unesrth what Marx had
said fram under sl the delicls’ Wil was atiributed 10
him from tha time of his death In 1883, = * ---
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Marx himeelf “applied" what he was researching

. ae -

to what. as world ravolutlonary he was a participant in, and

'a theoris. of.(fhether that be Volumes II and III of Capital

he lett
on ‘which he was working} zean bé‘ﬁaﬁﬁf%ﬁ?j:‘he o228 wrdting E—”

L L Y ERAS PR o gt et % pum e L P -

: ussign*gevqlutiannrips-and indeperdent scholars. In the case ...

. or hia draft letters to Zasulitch what Marx wag Btressing is
‘fs conflrmed uy the clearly written, well-known, but undigeated,
Preface to the Russian edition of the C ommunist Manifesto .,

Hhat he stresaed waa, first, the historic dete:minant, aecondly, S

" ___" ._......-....-.—--. i e —

1the théoretic concent which would result Af that historic
—-m-ll"'-

determinant ‘were related to a capitalist world in crisis

e st -t ey
.

since 1t is this which creates favorable conditions for. trang~
forming primitive communism into a modern collecgive society.

“*In oprder to save the Russlan commune there must be a Russian

mRevolutipn."'%;n, i ' In a word, revolution is the in-

Bl T T T

. dispeﬁaple whether one has to go through capitalism or can.

.

go to the new society"directly"” from the commune.

ST SRR S

111, MARX'S NOTEBOOKS: T THEN AND NOW .

Marx died before he could write up his Notcbooks
on anthropology cither as a separate work, or as part
of Vol, 11T of Caplial, There is no way for us to knew
what Marx Intended to do with thls intensive sludy,
much less the concrete manner in which he would have
dialectically related the externcl to the internal factors
in the dissolution of the primitive commune. What Is
elear, however, Is that the decline of the primitive
commune was not due just to external factors, nor due
only to “the world historic defeat of the fomale sex

.That was Engels’ phrase, not Marx's,

pE




naver lat go of hia auncept of ravolution whe !-_ ¥
' of the hlstery or pre-capialiat societ:asu.or prasent needa. :
3 .80 here 1t in important to ramnmber Marx'z concant of, Man/
8 waa anal'zinr 1
R A ~.ts 18## Essays

tha headed and\w%ich. as far back as 1868 eleeted e woman, ‘Kadame

"q,w to the highest hody, ‘the’ General COuncil. of the

onal “'It in true: that it took our age to discover
i‘just'how exten34Ve énﬁ concrete wers the historic rnles of wnmen
j{in the Paria Commune* but it is Marx who escribed them in
) Iice as both brave and thinking » but”before
encouraged Dmitrieva. ¥ho | became @eZiinl

of the First International In a word, it was alw&é@ 8 question -
.of not separating theory. from rractice or vice versa, Amd at no
time to consider any defeat, least of &8ll as far back as the move
from matrilineal to patrilineal society as a "world historic defeat",

There was alq[éb one more revolutlon to make and the

a victory,

\reese eoeit, )

Now then, ,1&5 Kan/Woman relations were under

rimitive communism compared to ratriarcha) soclety, Marx was
rot ehout to glorify the former gy - modei. : "« Therefore

he calleqd attention to the fact of conquests, even wBen the commune
was at itg helght,
1495'?
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. . {Just s there
was conquest, even when the commune srag at fis height,
and (he beginning of slavery when one trihg defeated
another, so there was the beginuing of comnodily ax-
change between the communes as well as emotgence of
eonflizt within the commurs, within the family, and ot
only between the family aud the gens. AN these con.
flicts cealesced during the dissolutlon, which i why
- Marz's Notebooks keep Slressing the duality In primitive
sl Sommueniem, :

S ———

e e "7 T the paragraph that Engels did qaoto. ;
‘! in Ths Origin of the Family, Marx emphasized that not
| only slavery, but also serfdom was lalent 1o the femily;

i indead, that afl conflicts that were developing %n the
Lot :
i

ansilion fo class soclety wera present [n the family
“in miclatore.” :

- Fisally, what Marx callod “the excroscence of the
. sate” In classdivided soclely—and he uses that in his.
- . reference to & perlod during the dissolution of the com.,
', muno-is Iniroduced {nte tho question of transition from’ - -
' primltive communism to a political soclety, The point at’
&} tmea Is to stress a Gifferentation in the family, hotit
" whaoa that is part of the guns or ar they sepurate qut of
the gens to another soclely, at which point Marx again,
differentiates between the famiiy that 12 in A soclety that
alreedy has a s*e and the . family. before the stafe. .
- emerged, The point at all times is to have a eritical attfs
tudo both to bicloglsm and uneritfeal evolutionism,
T WAS BY N0 MEANS SIMPLE, unitary develepment, -
and It cannot under any cireums’ances be aitributed
. toa single cause dike patriarchy winning over matri-
" archy and establishing thfrcby nothing less ‘than some,
sort of “world historic defeat of the female 50X."" Marx,
by taking as the point of depariure, not the counter.
‘revelution, but now stnges of revolution, was enabled o
see even In the Aslatic mode of production, the great
resistance to Western Imperial encronchments, contpast.
ing China to India, whers British imperinlism won, .
Throughout Marw's Notebooks, his attack on colon.
fallem, raclsm, as well as discrimination against women,
- 48 relentloss, as he refers to the British historians, jur-
Ists, anthropologists and lawyers as “blockheads” who
definltely didn't approciate what discoverics were belag
mado and therefore oflen skipped aver whole historje
perlods of humanity, Lisicn to the criticisms included in
Merx's Notebooks on Malne: “Ierr Malne als block-
headed Englishman geht nicht von goens aus, sondern von
Patrlarch, der spaeler Chlef wird ole.t27 And 2 Jittlo
Jater: "Nach dem Anclent Itish Law women had soms
power of deating with thelr own froperty without the
consent of thelr husbands, and this was one cf the
institutions expressly declared by the English blockkead:
ed Judges to be {legal at the beglnning of the 17th
cenlury.”20 i
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As against Engels, who was so overwhelmed with all
the new data on furms of murriago and the development
of & family, In and cut of the geas, that It very neatly
subsumed ihe question of property, 1.¢. economics, Marx,
It assemillng new data, never tnlll[to criticlzo the major
wrilers he 48 cxcerpling, He does this, not just “politl
eally”, 1.8 calling attemtion to tha facl that they are
bourgeols writers, but chlling attentior to the fact ¢hat
thelr nuethod s empliric and nowhere is omplricism as
tcthod &8 vacuous &5 wher pathering pcw facis. What
Marx was dolng, initead, was following the empiric facts
dialectieally, relsting thom not only tc other historie
facts, but tracing the Gevelnpment of cach fact, its pet-
rifactica and transformatinn into opposite, casts, Which
Is why he kept his eye on the diffsrcoces in rank In the
gens, emergonce of confilet within ft, hoth In chenging ——
‘material Intorests end In relations botween Chief and

. . rarks, And yet, Marx drewz no suech unbridgeable gulf - howed
Lo ) beiwser, primitive' and civilized as Engels had, As ho 524
. l:mqj,',‘z_ awas.to write fo Zasulilek, In-the year he was working > |
- -7 mest intencively on Morpan's Auclent Secledy, the pive-
. tal polnt was that avervthing “depends on the historical
‘ environment in which ft ocenrs.”
l © - While there was no difference beiween Marx end
: *  Engo's-on such a cchelusion—-indesd, the exprosslon.
“Historieal Msterisiizn” was Engel?’, not Marx's—ike
-mhuonship of concrete to universal always remains,
with ‘Engels, in iwo totally scparate compartmante. Put
-differently, “knowing” Historical Materiaf!sm, and hav-
Ing that always.at the back of his mind, and reccgnizing
Marx ag “genlus” vhereas he and the others were “at
bezt, talented”, did not impart to Engels' writings after
Biarx's dexth, the folality of Marx's aew continent of
thought, Engels’ The Origin of The Famlly, as his first
major work after the death of Marx, proves that fact
ost glaringly today, tecause Women's Liberatfon {3 an
Idea whose Ulme has come, and for that, The Qrigin of
the Family shods liftle direction. .

Ax Marx, in the lasl years of hic lifg was turning to -
_enthropology, it was nelther as the philosophle anthro.
pology vhich ran through his 1844 Essays, nor just as
thoe lalast empiric data in the 18801, Rather, whether It's
a question of the description of the cquality of women
during primitive communism,-or the question of Mor-
gar's theory of the gens, what Marx was focusing on
was the scll-development of humanity from prhnitive
‘eomununism to the period In which he lived, {Hough rov-
olutionary praxis, That is what kept him enthralled as-
he dug deep into Lhe latest in anthropology, in arche.
nlagy, In carly history, technology and agriculiure,
crafismanship and primitive human relations. Truly, we
soe ncre {hal no greater emplricist ever lived than the
greal dialecticlan, Karl Marx, And Marx wasn't hurrying
to make easy generalizations, such as Engels’ on the fu-
ture being just a “higher stage” than primitive commu.
nism. No, Marx envisicned a totally new man, a totally
new woman, & tolally new life forin (and by no moeany
only for marriage); In a word, a totally new soclaoty.

We get a glimpse of this not only in his letters

to Vera Zasulitch, but in his projection of revolution in
hockward countries possibly preceding that in the West, which
he included directly in the new Preface for the Russian

edition of the Communist Manifesto.

14959
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amsweruto he quest:onn Could Russia ascapa capltaliam?
rThé Russiaﬁdﬁﬁgiig fh::e . dﬁ§?; mear only Plekharuv asﬂ-.
Zasulich who did not favor the 1917 revolutlon.- It would taka
the QL___pt of. the German 1919 ravolution barore Leﬂin. in 1920..
turned to the Orient as an extansion. of the Russxan Revolution
and said 'ir not through Ber11n¢ then be"hapd through Paking -

And “rotskg)who aid devexop h:a own theory of parmanent.retolutlonfm
and did Shink it was possibie to go directly to it, had not '

frooted 1t 1n Maxx'e concept._ Co His original point of

' ;départuze, by ail ng to concoive of he role of the peasantry
‘Wﬂ a5’ rawolutionary, far Irom depending, as had Marx, on e "gecond
edition" of a peasant war to assure the ravolution ite success,
never tired of tetelly subordinating ths role of- the peasantry
Imrx, however, at one end the same time, kept aeeing new revolu=-
+tionary forcea reaching dovn even into the "archaic sconomic
forma" , i.e. the primitive commune, pggvidgd - they worked +their
“way out of isolation higgFfechnologically edvanced countries,

and took edvantage of all the world had developed.

¥hat «- with &11 this century's experience =-- mekes it
w«ar fo poignent teo turn the pages of history back to Marx's
time, 18 that his global concept of world revelution was so
much ahead of the times that he, himself, didn't quite know
how to express it in the ldter to Vera Zasulitch.
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Co Marx found it difficult to answor a sim-.
-7 ple question from Vera Zasulltek on iin futuro of the
' Russlan comimitne, in the manner In which It was dee .. -

.- to say, waether ft could lead to coramuniym _without |
s - needing 10 go through capllalism cng evident!s without
R revulutionl He wrote no Joss than four diffsrent var Lt
slons-of his answer, the first of which war fully ten .
pages lony. From that fizst draft untl] the very much .
.- Abbrevistsd one” that he finally seat, what fu clesr Is .
', that his preoceupation fs not “ihe commuze® but the .. " .
. nseded Revolutlon™ = o TR
7 The stcund draft mantfesis aleo ‘what e hed do-:
‘. veloped with the Asiatle mode of production: "‘I‘h&‘
;. archale or primary formation of our glohe confains @ * -+ -,
number of sirata. of differcnt ages, one superimposed
nn the other ., . {(lsolation) permils the emergenty of- '
a central despotiom sbove the communlties . . . I'mow
= come to the crix of tha: question, We cannot overlook .
-~ the feet that .the' archale type to which the Kusslan
sl velutlon iz neoded h2?
.. The thind draft, whiet In part was quoted abovo on |
;. the question’ of the historical .environment belng the ; .
. eruclal point, wes a conclusion Mars reschied 65 he eme, | ST
“phasized ‘“the dualism within it (the communs) pen, '~ -
_mmits of an siternative: aithsr the proporly elecment In -
;g 1t will overcoma .thy collectlvs eloment, or the uth.g; ! .
S '.:-..-.wn. . LR P LN [ HE

-

HIS IS ALWAYS THE EEY to the whole, We must
Tx'emember that fust as, in 1944, Merx was profecting
¢ a0t Just the overthrow of the old but tressing that
"i% 7+ 8 now coclety must change Lumen relatfonships totally,
P as well a5 philogcphieally, so0, once the 1848
- .z, Bavolutions were® defeuted, Marx devaloped & new cons
" “ceptthe “revalution In permanonce Yo a word,- 1t
v " wes i the 1850 Address to the Communist League that
.t Marx ficst projected both the deepening of the conerote
L . revolutlon as well ag the world revolution, the Intar.
e - v relztedness of both. - - ‘
T A we saw, it was' the Talping Revolutfon In the
© - 18508 which I»d, at one and the same time, {0 his ’
sro LT .o, .t .. proling of pre-capltallst forms of soclety, and seelng
e "4 . . the Chineso Revolution as “encouraging” the West Ex-
R ) ropean proletariat, which was quiescont at the moment,
. : * te rovelt, The Grundrisse, which contained that most
W briillant chapter on precapitalist formations, als> con-

L . talned the profection of -artotally now soclety whereln -~
L @p fefal ,;nm{;n;:luthmrx, "%o? ot s&ek fso reatmln r.ameu:ing -
¥ - forme U n the absolute movemen ¥ !
" w,‘f, ;r beCOlDIBZ?:’ l.gc?a.ﬁst,a‘.u ,.f-m'rr_;-‘,.-_ o fly A2 I lis 4 ?ZW‘EM
T "’L'i SR / And kero = affer the great “sclenilficeconomien 4/ 1%
, ) / work, Capllal (which, however, likewlsa profected “hu. /2«

, g skt man power 1s its own end"3)), after the defeat of the ;77

ATl " \__\l Paris Coramune; and after four full decades Zrom the -

2 1t e . start of Marx's discovery of A whele new continent of
o + thought, first articulated in 1844—we se6 -that Marx .
: returns o probe “tha origin® of humanity, xot for pui~
pones of discovering “new” arigins,but for percelving
new revolutionary forces, thelr reason, or as Marx called
it In emphasizing & sentence of Morgan, “powers of the
mind." Kew tolal, eontinuous, global must the concept
of vevolution be now?!? One culminating point in this
, . intensive sludy of primitive communism and in the
. Enswer (o Vera-Zasulitch,32 can be seen in the Introduc-
' . Hon Marx and Engels wrote for the Russian cdition of tha . ‘e

. Communlst Manifests, which, without changing a word In

.the Manlfesto itseif 33, projected tho Idea that Russta - -
could be the first to have a proletarian ravolution:

“If the Russlan Revolution becomes the aignal for a

+ proletarinn revolution in the West, so that both com.
plement cach other, tho present Russien common owner -

) : ship o; land may serve ay the starting for a communist
i _ . L _ development.r . e
=t ———

-+, bated between the Narodnike and tae Marxdsta—thet s ..
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For these Iritish scholars he had nothing but contempt, cﬂlling
ar e "Glor i keatsP

them "rogues, "asses'f, expounding "silliiness” whereas
"the intelligent blackX

Awtralian aberigine AWHo wouId‘ﬁ“f’accepf tho talk by the cleric

(quoted. by Iubbock) asbout there being a soul without a bedy,

How could &nyone consider the very limited quotations from
Marx that Engeis used ixn - The Oriein of the Family " as
any kind of summation gr Marx's viewsf How can anyone , iike
Ryazant:f:,think'that those gzggggogical 'otebooks de&lt

"méinly with landownership and feudalism"?

|

In truth they contain nbthiﬁg short of both & preuhistogy

i uding emergence of clsss distinctions
of humnitys, nc1and g bistgry of"civilization"
bl ~ < Ly s
from within communal Boclety axx B amoue aection i gapita on the

2> forned a complement historical terdency of capitalist ~— ===
accumuilation , which was, as he wrote to Zesulitch, "only of

Western civilizat{on" ——this time directed to the Asiatic mode

of production,




alavery, faudalism and ca;pitalisma

Finally, tna Oriental peaaant commune, the whole

discovery of prim:l.tivo communiem, ie g__jg (underllnad, _9__) &
ter ‘of ‘past but the :lllumination it caete on the relatianship

'to i‘utureo

and recent Russia .
-~ One. 'ﬂriginmm whole question
of the Asiatic mode of productioWsomehow was immediately
withdrawn from circulation Precisely because it was both
factual and related to Jmep Marx's philosophic~historic

eoncept%-sﬁbke bt S Ay P T T T about the fact
that “it is as if Marx returned to the radicalisw of the

184Cs, however, on new ground," fpg the new ground, far
. 741
from teing any sort of retreat to 614 ag’e‘ and less . UL&M’I/'?MM‘“

e e i anw .

radicaliem, revealed "principled new moments of his (Mar:;_'s)
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philneaphignhiatoric conceptions®, This is what we must first
begin develoﬁing for our agé, fully aware of the fect that .

' ﬁé have no Marx fo help us, Just as the young Marx had tranaformea
Fegel's rew:lution in _philosophy into a philosophy of revolution, ‘
when he first turmed to "economies" and discovered in the
proleta*iat the pew Subject, though he had not yet worked out

his original contridutionz to political economy, B0, 8t the -

end of nis 1ife Marx expanded the ?ubjec to include women,
'peasants, Blacka, encompassing the universe 80 that 1he Orient
_was not 3eparated from the Weet nor the North from the South

nor Mid—East frow Ruasia, and gvery moment 28 well as. the

f-tctalitg ol momenta 5pell out revolutgion, permanent revolution.
; _ - e . .

December 23 , 1980
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