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' Draft para. o p. 190 ELELK& in the 3rd ‘para.,gfter "To Marx
tbefdavalopment of . the’ relationahlp of the 1ndividual ) aopiety
and to the atate was crucial” o i ,,f’/

TB Euatub.ﬂﬁk cAusE oriantel despotisn meant deepotlic propertv L
Oﬂlj to yhich the gngl form wae totallx_pucordlnapﬂ' h&-fa&&ed
,.‘fju;;go V4 duality in eash. JThuGPMorgar g demeription of the commun-
‘ai form.of tho Amerilcan Indian afpaarad.a totally different world,
’Ind sed, though he.had-written-of. the. asiatic mode of production ~
n,agﬁi:ﬁnn;ing‘iﬁ 1878 1% is not sc much as mentiened in the

Ir a word. it was no acoident o v .

eacock triﬁd ?9 a4p1ain away the feilgra o
; o nin ingihub ;;ofi fng“td %hehfact

gosition. T a :
OGS’more to bsfudd1e thought

ﬂbpg,ia% the sequenceaw _
eudden ftnte..: :
o 1 The first time LK calls attention to Engels' EEAREX
“(Karr edition, Yol, 1, Pe 380. ftnte, 1) is dated Nev. 7, 1883 and -
definitely shows that Merx's thinking ont the subject of family/:ay -
_beycnd in 1881 and reflects unly Engels position on primitive so-
clety i,e, Marx in speaking there of the diviasion of labor with-
; 1n the family, taking no positien on the question of whether or
“not the family is further developed into a tribe, (Whereupon LK
writess "We infer therafore that Engels studied Marx's mss, notes
on Morgan only after this date" i.8., after Nov, 7, 1883, yet
he wrote the Origin in o few monthe ln 1884)

2. The nax* issue that is involved is that of the gens in
relationship to the’ ﬁriba and to the family and +his differs
considerably from what Marx develcped in the Grundrisse as well
ae 1n Capital., Where . in the Grwidrisse Marx was concernad with
the community in relationship te land ownership Marx tskes this:

up in the drafts to Zasulichi 14584
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pp.116 Em fv-om [X rggm .ch.xv The 'ﬁ %xgamian _the Pgt:';‘g ghal

t" wor.

MQKMLLMMJ as i't: vras tachnically alled. rr:om 'che' /

m ’j,zu Mmu;lz“.wo g:;nacrocracy diacussad. ,Urter d..
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