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S Foreword lelmS Ap. 11, dbﬁua“ amﬁﬁgmgéig : That{zﬁ;;;; “é&

“is no‘@nd if the books zr: on Narx' ph11030bhy economac*
oy soc;al— \atorloul Theory (" hlator¢oa_ materEaTism' ),
lea ‘averytningz else’, which in jart’bonﬁtltutes the
tne{iTvols, of the h-% Werk ce, e .
&he'next p. heg the veryllst ref’, #c¢ 211 of these zmccumuiation of
. books ori phil, , turns out to refsr 1o only I, Melellan's Karyx
) Beforo Mart;sm (rd:why he doesn't mention Melellan's The. Prundrlsqe
Sisvery interceting): Mes2aros'Farx's Theory of Alienationy
apd_thn-??d and oneg that rets the greatest praise 1s Lowy' sf’;Q;B
nls L French., The c¢a1m Tor the necessity to dls;e?ard
1. ar-to luok for any 'erand - 1h°orv' is bacuuse after- nll
% as 2 revolutiorist and thervefcre "it is to bend +thé stick the
Sther waythat. this work is entitled oo+ rather than. Political .
7T h mlgnt be intarpreted too narrovly, (p, IZJ ="

i% 2gain on p. 131 "It 1n th:s Marx,; the polibical ma

'gubwect.
TE4Y—-= hag e there
3 View OFf the 312%3"33
f?ﬁ’WE?E‘irUr*hIs"fI“stw TPoli:
.the & 3rd is
o on Marx , not Mz
he 'whele until 19871 when"between ‘
s3] dltlon of M~E work" (rd: evidently.
nrev;ously only the Ruaslans nad a collected edition of Mx's. ork:

ut he "kno: Ruualan. or awy ldést refers to it, and thereforewny
“uhtiz, 1)%&3 .adsﬁhzl=§§£9f and then c¢laim "the nresen»

ork. could hot have’ ’heen written before the phbllcptloﬂ of the Werke
practlcally upeaklnF." p.20.
_,/'—_"\ 4 #ﬂ-ﬂ-*ﬂ****k%**ﬂ %HH: -4k

- N'?( '
The: bﬁiﬁi:ﬁfgstlc pf all exg 18 is-the 3 pages that now “:J
follow ds ASHTA subtitle od* valoualy what method means
. Ao'ihim. is "excavation". And gave it or not, the one who gets '
‘credit ior that word. as irf fm& -authormeant it as s substitute.
Tor method is Lenin. Lenin’e fSiate and Rav., which was written in
Corder to put an end to all % idginta ations of Wx by
Mxis Hﬁdnd iy and - therefors produced Lerin's claim that one +ds to eénfage
-vn, avation/tc ret down o hat“rx*"tﬁﬁh Tor, is now s;ngled ou ot
he mebnoiologv neecded: _//It is ironiec that this method,
/ble rly demznded in the intévest of simple scholarship has nev&r’ /1
’been used by any academic +reqt1qo in this f101d opye R

Phe. -5th (actuaxlv the ;1na¢,'v1nce tie last’ "Format“ is merely
efercnce to ¥#% tranclations naeﬂxénd a . thanks to the Rabinowitz,

igo"ncatlon) is ertitled "Engels" and is, indeed, not Q&Y merely
tzfenge of E as if Le and k were 1 but will actually define~%he y M

whole work becauss i4's Drappr'“ 1dea thut there ig no difference”

oy T a I “T‘—on ar
14378Iﬁdaf’i%%ge;s.“i;ﬁﬂ:w?“ﬁ: oFotbad Wat oS IR Phr1 BB
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&t be tj+he others werﬂ, tile ﬂ‘nd. Wrdppr statL5|V! funudmuntaJ
bac""round fact is ‘the division of lawvor whizch the 2 cillaboratons
‘cnrrc:.ously established and i‘ollow; * p. 23, "j'"nE(-:lu' name
‘was signed o many & pro aduction 't:nau was 1L,erdeu‘ ) repw~e°nt
the 301nt v;pws of *hn toiom! ". .23,

- ine format states that he vouldn t refer to all *hn now ﬁrans!s'
‘,SlnLE_thl vol, was "gubstantially comnleted uooui Cei, il

. 'Ylnally Dysapsr ‘1ists the scone
T owol, 2 has O 7 parts and the 31:':1 is
i _" M1xed~class..." and het ;
“Phere Ly another reference .49 LT ;._d purt «.“Ezrﬁeﬁ*~"~'
"PRE oc1erI TEveiution” which '*'?T’ “Lp{sfxuu%;r elations:
- touard the emancivation of w NN

_-—‘ﬂ

)Qrapter" "Tb ‘Democ ratic nxi‘ Tlst" is very busy Pﬁr"’:h
£ Mx hefore he was.a. Mxist with'loks ol siress as to hdw.

:5”Hegeé§§&JaE%eﬁgg‘°r i the’ whel ] re~ 1848 milieu was.

‘His.main: phint, however, seems to be "that democracy was what
ted most and that therefcrn‘-oven as a bourge01s. Tiw.w
soefate ang—itsTburedl

Yy ! jeal-Apprent ~geatoewith Y
or'the pllwht oF : 4gf'absant.d(p 63), but even there, -
Draper is bugy hitting cut égzinst bnllosopby. mvplcally M =
Stlll th@ phl},ﬁPy tralnlng.——-apprcarhes the wnpst on:from- the. .-
X gffﬁ;? the 1ntellectual fashion of the une.g {p.67) -

3. - "
mn

: , Throu ifSoeini Reality to Theory", 1 "From nur hlndSL nt'
£-w61ld: be easy to‘ﬁyap craie the theore+1cnl level +hat Mx reaqﬁﬂ&
7, this art:cle. Ap73)-

‘ks if Draper ka “not‘suff101ently Pgrhﬂad—mxw*o-hré‘bwn,leve =
and strongly enque JIEEt unau phllebopher equals bourgeoxs.
“he now: entltled :

1n Crlthue ‘of Pol Econ. - his new
beglnnlﬂgq to “Ihe Gritigue of Hegelian
" Phil, of Law" , meetr—irom LT DY, saylng
IRat Mx rde Tiberately si TOST , @ he riepelfdn universe
of concdpts irngd terminology -~ in urdor o tutnel his way out {rd -
emphasis) .. " with the implication belng that Mix radn' = rezlly.
yet done so in 843, Thg, whole point of the emphaslis on democracy
ag ageingt "the nonﬂrchlvi Hegel®” ig to preterd as il democracy
is revolution; he even guotes Kx Vvs. +he utn r for- -
which Wr‘natu?ﬁ{lv demands -- Mi's words ;
as 2Tweys needed. And that even when a.new
701 n# irig b= stder to stress the last
4 qﬂgﬁiﬁJ, 24'“Thc Rreak With hﬂgﬂl" and while he credits him w
"ﬂloushlnr off Fereliznism® he also maintains <hat Mx "was far
from Tinisheg witih unijﬁ?bccqs, 1T inderd he ever completed it.
(p.QlF) . o T ——
z;/ \\
wWith tne Ly ) ””hb Now Direction" one would think that he? ‘
flnallv cxed:t*ng Fixwdth- hFMLQ%&bﬂcomo a Mixist, but no -= he is
") o
w

18 0 Mesoydctly &3 that horrible bourgeols
he v g

f;zﬂhg:lilg_ggpcnds on Eastun.~-
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s oyHe? always purs human1ut pr‘n01n]es in guotation ‘marks, Tutther v
! chncretlze 8 it as "the realization of: human freedoin, & bioade oo
,.v.L iton of OOmmunw,m. is necessary” {104) This poes on into ‘ '
g;r New. D;rac %, wkere he deals wik h.Rx*_and
. léh"QMeai;_ ARG RN 5? First get “Oflentation: Sownra
7r#d emphasis) the Broletorid ,,'?_ﬂ,reUu,nv\4#emrdwhe—peﬁrttczf
- ! lexicon: prole%ar¢alvf.bﬂ#'- ' 1ssiming the modernﬂ meaning,
@Sﬂ ma;nly in the decade ov T o Mx ﬁrotv_ggaL_ _nev pergpective
(p.131; fioy ﬂnJV-“uar LUV TOUE LY, oL rling ~fre HD‘"“rz‘Tﬂ“”
'1-;W 5+ill moving in the th‘l]?ht z/i;)be :ogb,"f ”1’u1 takon for -
&f\‘granted by the youns Hzmedert and oifevolutlorar principle
‘.- hed .not.dgt veen davniopeu.’ (0 207) Aln thas cortIrtes i ]
. "Powarus Theoxy uho H‘o_w tariat", whereupon we, of courbs
“mnet ston. gel contribution and nis living with
‘Mary Buwrris Mtrugff " (p,162) but don't think
Coyow're ea.tennr . “miTee— Tt this point he first éE‘t"'
S0 (1)} he 189 -which he blzmes the ix-En,.Institute for-
""“vllrg “ncnron "féﬂd Ph{lasopvigé&i_yﬁivn he’ eldlms "is a 2
1ingfornrt et veryilest chapter, it iy very: -f%if

1itely focuced on politizal economy, rot ?Pllcsophj . 'y
And when ne geis to the questiun of alientates Iabor, h2 is
ygMA claim that the"notich of allenatron which, w
sgentialily briginal with him v (piTEYE) had bEEH g
MY sﬂywﬁuggested (vig. Pegei~and Pnunrbech s idea of_al;ﬂn,—
L ’"’g%g&zg%nd 184 .'wnlcn lix- had read
218N 2y, indeed rived -the oppoesite
) turns out to befpf Book on Hessw
Fiad _ 3 1Y r2the. entire new continent of thougl’
nd ‘evidentlyy: the on ~BD.. find-dt—"n-hia- WX -scylf . i

‘ﬂ?ﬁ—tha—cqpcept -,Mlzehﬂtlo. ‘mut stg__fggg_ﬁggal_%%yon.!
d Hesstlas any. snri of_ rovoli?ilnaxx_jhﬁnzy of the pro
- haf' ‘"nqL a merely philosophical no ticn® it was now'p
001q_ecorom1r foundation.of-A h:*glass_ainnszl_,ﬁ {p’Ijb)

JA. but. since ! r

. Clazs Theory of Staue (tha+ ran: is alw&ya mﬁv

neve’)gets ther o—4alkr BT the greatmess OF mX "o The qUeS
. ~«t5%§~ﬂs’23‘ HD; will interpret it, , we get a lot of
--re;ernnﬂna nrlor to WgEE My, as Mxist , which nevertheless Show

how very o ,LH an bu;eancraCJ ¥x was, and thercfore
it'e 0 G guotn stathments,. hHe gren wesramei subtitles
tnls .ngels kae evcn thou »h 1 's Engels himsell who

said T} von hemeL N in Faris inlB4l fix had 2lready workeg o
,+he theory almovi as clearly ns what he, 2., is expresﬁlng it in
1860 {7?) .In any case, by the time (p.189) wher HD deals with -
what everyone recognizes as the Tirst statement of his. mat,
~— the Germ., Ideo.-- FD chooses 4n put the word Mrxist in quo+e" -
"the first 'Mntxiut' wors",

/ ?eﬂhe only <hing tuat 1z of any interect or relevancs to the present

{ =- znd +that only by taking the abasolutely opposite point of view--
is the analysic of tne Bply Family , which wos directed in good part .
agninst Eugeng Sue's Fusteries of Paris novel, But what would he
ef rreat interest ow raievance fo Lodas 1o the fact that Sue had
wrltten this agninst Flora Tristan and Lix and E, came to Tristan'>
defense, wihich is never once menticned, A, ‘

. b ‘“ﬁizzﬁﬁ yégezy 7 Eﬂs«xah Qlertrmnniies K D iR L
AU otpotiidos " Cpras) f 14380
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'Not only 't:nat. ut even tnouglﬂ HD Jr ' “'y cred;\.t _
-i‘or :tlr's't gtating the quf-st:l.on of revolut:.onar; practices and‘evan

vhe has . to refer, therefore, to Nx's really Tirs et great
- projection o which came bvafore 1845,_

sees & way out of.

".a.l_mz:tgwl;n_, ‘
_'Rh.e\'.]?hbses un Fel h, he immediately
‘dea ing comb §ively with 1t. by saying:"Th esezﬁep 3 on

. srhach are naturallw most 52 rigtoridnt and Y
: F'p ilosopic outleok, which afpert b))
thirg. tesis, ie fundanental- e —of ’t.he prlbéunl

Nof self-emnncipation.” \13/232} ina then he hury 4 ,

t‘leme,thourh it L nkq "10 bh]]osop‘rlr‘@ tackrround of I‘-' m. w;,th . R

ite-political coﬁmf" s political thevry deévelops ag a4’ gu . de =

t{T?EVOlutﬂonai*y practive- lr‘t:h’e”nourse .of which thne ero"Itt‘,mna
the revelutionary zndfn

;ﬁ‘es“t‘omcw Tand The struggle changes
- political theorv Ve will .;ca this ;mnpen--more 'Lhan*om:ew-__.(;g.w_

)\3‘% Fq Q/ \Lu o Godn o rw"—ﬁlv@ + i c‘/h‘/!-ab /\/ ﬂ‘

ies to end this

= --U e apmsmpats

ZEART" 113 . The: Theory of the Jtme\& {p.235)
o 11l which is the first chapter hers, iz entitled "The {,a e
’ﬁi‘llhh the first % ritled “The Stat ‘
‘-and Soclety™: “nd -shows terrific dependence on +he articles in tlhe ,--.%

:' "ternétlcnal Enclvdclopzdia of the Sonaaﬂz Sciences 11968 edition ==
helieve =~ check “thiz »=’ that the ‘ard :c 28 on pol:.t:.cs there ars-

'_i't‘ten by Eeswn)--f\/es. Vol. 12, 45=28% "Fol 1 Science! =
's 4 e—-f:bn-——m T"'ﬁ&ﬁhat here, (;g 0.55 HD beging, ‘with
Eagelyl@rig, of the Fami The .Tirs ,»-,sec‘omn o is cha ter is .

ealledPolitical and Fr Topolitics thoritd" and’. a)s it
tarts. with Qr_i"of Faity.y - S 2 e cona-- gaetion . Loy ¥ e/Sonara't:es
§ e 's “not s:l.mply

i'OLﬁ" ig also. " The /Ar gection indalled “The
flags FrotD, 1.8, kapdin referring to Engels

ng of _"th't;e “poleri-iievin ins i tiutions ‘he -ri.'se o
; ﬁg}'ﬁ' ) that is 'to',':é}"? *hETdﬁTrunﬁtﬁ LE-grsoume;
sgongiders himggli- n by quoding () hilde in a’
S publluatm J ,ﬁ?a‘c BY yronolopl sy de cr_LEc how Man Malkes'’
: ealin~ rore with fhe higtorical procecs-v‘hlcn:

might he chYTed/the State bakeo Lterif./{ Znglfs is concerned to.

show tnat 1t 18 in thigs process that The state makes ttself in-

"dependent of -=oc:1e'1'y as 2 while, ! Ap. L 2L7)

:'-: Himself , {30 s(?':,

“g‘ The/h gech e State as /&j..ructu“v‘ once again_ goes.
%\ : he _‘Eu‘yc'lope -arrd an Cu -
" K
-] t;st 3 chapters;”--"‘he bt'rt:e i 'thl"' biethodb and I‘orms"- ‘
AR e Seoie and Demoeratic Forms" 4The Tendency Towards
fRow ’ 2 ﬁutonomy“ -= zll, base themsnlvea on uhe Taét thaththough"
"gfg'ﬂﬁ sta‘t-‘ js an expression of class sntagonism, and. »thourh" 1% can.
me have democratic forms, it not_anly-car_have oiher +ha_,_$ mocratic
: m';,"ﬁ Torms 1 bpacu;ig__:pefm‘k?"lonolomcal uper structu it has
L = a" endency towards autcemony’. - T 1s “hypertrophy
o of eIV —Fndofeclrse, along with hypertroph;, HD feels
i B it impere tive to become poetic and talk of “the state as Galiban
o et (p. 3185, - This becomes an abs ol»ﬁg recessity because of “the
23 ) political ingptitude oI xhe cgpl‘ta igt class.” All this is towardés.
'oarg only one and, which though he says wes rdecisive f‘or Mx's tnlnklng
K an the suhject", actually rplisn, ression( 60)
adds, "Bonapartism.”

ghout °1iwo"eg1' "“‘“5'3%’ o et apd hearl $.of notes:
or ages ex ea ~
E‘i{%dablblé ofrl{phy {2 very, \l?arv HOOT onef) wtllthoul. sg gucg a.S bothermg

=
b
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i T ic

" : *~é ik pages; Pars I is veally .?f
;Ju%m an lntrudlctJJn. und lebrerof 7y one reason . -- 1o preteh

v not Fhat but Ju _

f*th the .zttack on phil. and the young h/ iy
i’ykﬁlﬁ' VX thﬂ Pur qﬂ%%n
41

. <§/ Af\§4k/’ 7.
alsTh 11)4hru. l}- zrt IT , in Bk I, Wwas devoted HE “
hiof The Family 5¢ jh‘~uhole of BX IT (‘h"f thru 23 /Alus R
append;ces. trle" o exﬁ ird onupaf$1dﬁ'”o "?1m7ﬁ:€/1_; T
% were & uingls aeve]opwenT whlcn, o doudt, will extend tc R

nec sEary Tor tho'"tr

Tn 1

i, hie

onlv one qzn&le contrlbuulon and that is
, which comprises the 2 Gl on"Oriental:
‘ Re 6ih Appendix, called'Sp 1al Hote

rgpod £15m “arore Marxs -T E“WT%IQE%?”Fab
-tl 51 =

?*%ha—Smrc%ehtnf‘on Ti- the gue
‘how ‘can- possibly the - expose of
‘:‘fablpu?'fl . . . . ,

ch. of fart I "Ch. 15, "The. Eo?&pggﬁﬁmodel"' Lf 4

;abl

ta 28 p ‘exfenszon nf Mx'e yrnwt “13+h BRifiiire-of Louis- Eondp
parte".”. “kgain, the ghost of flegel is what drives him.on, " Hele
E’ﬁoirg to act ad IT There TF?#PT BEen Enough writeen | on Mx'g
; ‘historic work, and nig is ncededﬂ!ﬁﬁlﬁiﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂk'ﬁb shos/
Cdust how great My, is, Mx. had, howaver, begun this most brilliant
“worik by devoting his very lst sen tence, Lndeed thm very Ist word: -
wltr‘"hegel" Well, it takes e FHHE  the drropant
Sraimudition” of a HB to sy "’eaV1nr aqlde. degpl's inTlated
_genecallzatlon that ' all’ greza} hlstor;cal evenis occur twide, s
“Ythe st time as’ +ragedy, +he 2nd ‘as farce', and grantlng tHe “;
comedic dlements in Bonaperits rise to power, =g in Hitler's, — - =
it wag & concesasion to the short-sided pﬂndwtrﬂ of the time to S
view the event of Eonqpa“tLSﬂ as a farce," (n 03).#Eﬁhe onkly o
trouble with that.statement i¢ that, 1lst it is a 1¥e 1o atLrlhutu '
to Hegel what it 28 added that it was a iragedy the lst timb, e
T ' suraly, crudition ought to at least have noted.

whe”e X elahorat s oh the qun tlon of twice
— - R PO RN E

$ "C“uu?llerP for Danton, Louls Blunec

fov hubesplerre,,the rountain uf 1848 to, 18:1 for the Mountain o

Rl 1793 to 1795 t¥e Nephew for the Uncle.” Instead, HD's eruition

- - footnotes “hws claim that it was only an initial reantlon by show1ng
~i?{jfv . inathich 3 weeks exacily a coup da’ ctﬂt uccuxvd, when Ch. 1 was wm»ﬁj
e - . writlen, when Ch 2 wau written, and the wholetwasn't flnxuh"d until.

2 ftarch, concluging, " It is not untll ghiY hat Mx's essential

. ‘ theory of Bonapartism is set down," (P, ] ‘The on]y

- ey nnnnnr+1cm mhg+ N

. s trouble is that hx <ian't huve A +¥dajry of Zor

- . i theory of Ronapartism is attridbuted by HU as a good Trotsxylot

A . who relembers. Lt'sS development of ‘the ‘th. nf gon, to explaln
Stalinism urur thun aveid the elass ture of the Russian tranci‘14382

.- I into oppositi,




'tend Bonap@r+1em and ealls it thg_,Blsma¥?
t to be tatiomrfrom the Origin of .
~-iHe —"’_J—N q—lx?:e;r%m_ M?e:rw——-umz_rv upr af
the analory'betw=en Bismaris and.Bonaparte's regines LoThuE
se-has ~te ‘admiy - that he found T8 reference in Mx to_;ustlxy_hngvls.
statements td_this. xten¥ion ¥REL WAS TuUpposed to. have vees ela-
\bdzT ted-by—ﬁifn—ﬁaﬁfgg achioved the 2xiensicn to his own satis-
“faction, it proceeds on'?ﬁ 1? ~=' thig ig the Jrd-ch, - headed as
Conapartism -- this timewas - "Bona rartlsm and the "Progressite
‘Despot'" S6 anxlouu 1f HD to make Bonapartism a unliversal that
put of nowhex E;——“* g£9.1in the case of where Nx had
WErttenr e 1CELtility I Ure MGV wmeT it A Eers) anvclone£9lr
la d;sgustlng article by HD was un this unrelatnd ques+1on o

30 a b— ' et
anything on Simon Belivar 1eg d one man, HD, thod ne pu IR
‘-115ned it in New Foliticsl 1 Winter -- but here it nrve 37~

‘ transition point tc the .._U ch. &galn on ngap dgfm. 18 .
‘"Ronauanx*sm'in\E“ifem_w » To that zdd(Ch ‘ﬁﬁ an ) wnlch makﬂs :

g>just-on the question of the atdte In .
; , the rest c- the 3 remaining ch., --"is that, teo. How-"
..evar, .sincé the @ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ' 2 on u&;C’tdl Lespotisu, along with ' -
their. notes are itHe: only -half-objeciive chopters tha+t could ;
‘almogt be. calied a COhurlbutmon. th37 is whht we w111 turn ‘to..
fand r~nrl up w1th. wo ‘ . v S

ar

.- on Gr*en tal . ﬁeSpotlcm- rheca§t“.
hﬂd State and " Bureauuracy., seet at
First t¢. have no relationanlp » rractically ne .reason for .dein
or thig’ whole part except that he Very ruturully slngled out
anything that had:to:do w1th bureaucracy. Morvover, it is the
< only pilace-where he dutually Finally gqjs_ggpn to T i
which shows that Mx wasn't interestid in &nter~rev n y but a hew
- force ¢f revol®n -, the Tai' ping (mn. %;gf’ﬁfho &en bxlnyq oub -
.that fact 4921n when he brings attention to thé Amerlcan edition-
: of an;tal HuV1ng lef out the pura. wh;ch referr. t2 the Tai' plng

The very next page, howpver, we do stﬂrf with the fact of atate ‘
property, not private property, as 2 the earl
soclely, and in faqlhgpmmunalﬁprgn_£$y all leading to a dlfferert
Iorm - of class society ihan private capitalis And. in fa v
that Mx alroady was looking , knew already y:iié 5? to Porinnta ion 17
to the racific® -, as againg t Wwhat-was. thnﬁgsifiil_a‘a_gp o _then,.
the Medilerranean.and the ATIENTIcd and that this orientation
of hix Wag due to the discovery of gold and te the advance of
‘@gr_ﬂz#ﬂz£§?7\p. 819}, And while it's true that ne tries to
play down Fx's 1nterenu i America by saving it was "a bit of -
j hlstorv in order to pilleory ihe Duchess of SutherTland as she poved
~tefdore the women's movement az o nnilanthropist.” (p 520).

ut no mather how he tries to pE it down, there's dbsolutcly n

no way i bay down how exci tef S w1th that Chincse rev'n
and how ad written that"t ov'n in time react on.(&
hnflaAd = uhruUJhﬂanaﬂFd“ﬁn" tone,™, WOIIT e e el Lous
spXtacle, that of China sendinF discrdor o the Western Worl
whlle the Western powsrs, by “ﬁ{lJ“ﬂ, French and American war :
/\ \steamers, are conveying® order! o Shanghai, M Nanking and
ihe mouthsof the Grand Canal L:fb




F:Lr‘allv.' It bu.,gu".s 1:0 ‘Guws-what 1.1: is that HD is d*'lv:mg at.‘
that the ¥ev to t}m orient, and as Mx put it “even to thv ()Jc-is';m.h
al hpﬁven" ia absew‘e of nrw'zte p!"/.), 'end 1and.
'Nevertholem., this 'wr.. Ue—un on. -'L/.e Pre-cal 1iq1; farmativns, frem.
the G"chd from his w*"xt :'g"- for }'-e Tribive, evan, tqough
“HD Fivas a different source for X The vest thing that .
he has done in the whole 2 hooks, afd. in fact, iz the onby o
. plac,e where he calls a‘t‘ron{.mn +3 tre EBnplish edition of D]y -
‘ © not only hav:.ng leit out tn,-t pzlrd{fr‘apl’. but in seneral de- |
- Herelizing lix 5_;)3_1;&113410 Sding., fius, instend o*‘f_”
) heging tranv"amﬁ d:. enness ang’ Carlelnweaen)l,unng ;
raﬁslaued ‘pYmitive community, the intter is trarsizted as
" society based on ppoperty in common (D, g29), And of.course
“he hzs. to conelude that Mx def inité ly TEE smonasizing the fact
that rroperty taxes different forms before slavery, under f' o
» capi tz.Xism, etc. - He even ends up . ot raford
_%o-Zasulitch and rises ‘i:r::'umnhan ul;; ' FWith the
' _ 0T Wa-WEVE A% full an 10eaWE we- csn
%01 Marx' B woncépti‘o “of “the SOCIA. DAEIS. DI.-—JLSJ.SIJ.Q__-J_Q_
Nows what wasS-the-rature political gtructure, asscrﬂlated

e P

»

I

d c.hap' o "b tate nd B.zreaucra.c‘; a
otisn, HD will contirue 2;11:‘1 tiikg
} n of riéntal su-"le'by. and _have’o 1‘1 on
apse -wheh, . - iz makes .4 raference ‘to “antrhopolog“ &k
."‘JIES" ancL that ] w31l téll you h=2 is

S wEteh o“o*rs"on_ﬁ‘i‘nv“‘s’"n' norvhcre TeTthGTE. A dl“ect ;ucg,a'

/. from Ehose Notebtoks or to where you conld find ihew
ﬁapnlflceni transceription of Mx's %thnologiezl Notebooks . in 1Lhe
Amg,s terdam Institute for Soc. Histery where they are posa.ted ‘
‘4n.%she original form, (The only otnt.___r_lmo‘tc;rapmb. fuer that

‘Ryazansv tooek of these lgkzhoolr, 1n 1023, vwere first ‘made
aveilable in Russia 1n [_tjib/ and had Been used , as wrongly as
‘they - had been trunslated, by one American Lucas. vone of this

) is vefe _d _E?__E‘ HD.)  fne *new" eoptiitution by HD tegins
‘Hectiop 7\"The ol 1L1\,al Dependenncy Eelationghin'®
wheré - Teis.back ngels, . AT smd this time :
not ‘only makss Mz equally. res rammb but stresses that
£his "Intellectual collaboration with «-.arx’ “ns sSole work |
in which they undertook a more or les °ys‘i‘e1m*t1c nresentat:.on
of Mx's ideas...” (n.f(?, avidentiy 't.br: reference 16 to Ch, 22

o_?f‘ .nt*-—uuhr:.r'sr) : e “w——-—--fJ

All f tln.:. J..; in order to Liad tw what In)' called "the innermoat
¢ with “labor rent” WIS explaining
4, and_ibe gurer-clinazn *o that will %therefore
‘ T (Ch b7, secodd subsection,.

©the hidden f{gund 13ion of the entire socia.'l structure

and with 1%, ¢t nolitical ferm of the relat;onq
.betwnen sovexi 4y and indepsrdence in short, the specific
ind = --+c.—"'l (Chack +ha Ferr edition p, G919 against
thd fo1G ig using, )




sn,_csmeﬂ—araﬁeh*eﬂcuﬁﬁf' sion: "These three sentences.
pLesent “the most concentrated statement ty Marx of his theory
of the staté in relation %o his theory of social structure and
change, pitehed in teras apn¢1cabie to all clags oc1eble

withouy’ eYCEptlJﬁ. #IT one had to selett from Mary! WTitlhg  _
¢ 81ngla statement’ wh;ch confaln “the main body of hls theoretica
work in ovo, this would be if, (p.371) o

PR f.-____‘__;,_____,___..._—-w—ﬂ_'

P s K . .
"

2 nhadter followed also bty 3 sp cial nOTus
1 e gccd “a an expnue of Witd ! 2
:;e;debate An the 19508, which wa®f dgne much batter Ly Hob Qba#ﬂﬂ,
‘of uuch’ﬂfprnq51on” by Narx sn "thgvggiggis_ﬁars___
15 ..y I have no ides how HD is géing.to use, it
S'purnave%.' More of that, perhaps, in thefnoie Py :
ordér to. g0 bauk agaln to the Gr: in of the Family.




.;Karl.Marx”s Tneorv

L'/- -——: Wv 4’/4707‘-” i

.was‘a mdch Ubﬁd exprc351on but oi course

HallDraper's, Vol I
’ oi Revduulon

‘1«

_there was no organlzatzm with thig name. AsS we have exglalned.

:rparhg meant 5"531?112£I7%endtncii‘nven if - unorgggxgg. We

T r"" e e T o am e e e

aparty, thls meant arnnun01n? adherencp to a certaln w1ng of

1th modern party'structur fi pood place in the ‘NS R.:if*

Tt =t

) thls meanlng of "party" and also the ab0ve—exp1a1ned mcan'

e e v

1ng oi Drgan der Demokratle, is a® u31ness announcement whlch

S

Pa g z _.-——-h_a—-__m¢ -

i £ : ratie
.f,aoastpdzlﬁihrouph thEII‘ELESQn cunnecflons with the heads

T ——

ﬂof the Democrat;c party in England France. Italy. Bel—'

e e

.""gJ.um ard North Amerlva, “the ﬁadrtors are in a pos:.t:ton

— Lo v

to reflecu the pOlltLCO"SOCIE rmovem nt\abroad for their'

ey ——— o ',“n‘-‘w'

readers more correctly and clearfﬁ*fﬂan anv other paper.

. In this racard the Neue Rhﬁnische Zeitung is the organ

not simply of the German but of the uuropean Democracy., " éﬂ)

That is, it is th2 organ of atmovemen‘ (the Democracy) and

mot o ﬁply of“a“igncept (democracy) ' ;-
-.._/ o )

'24- 1n10rmat10ﬂ on Orcers eeer™ in NRZ LEE_EEE;,lB& to

e e £ e et -

. u; Jan.- l‘“l-o } wEy 61876 !n,rw.r*w 8,5' 9, . For previnusg rll.s;_
see KNTR l:153 fn.
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cussion of "party",




