~ October 15, 1978

To WL~N&L (also to be read to the locals):

Dear Sisgters:

~_Two seemingly opposite universals =~ "one, not two";. a total
. Uprooting -~ have hecome especlially alive for me, ag I am at the
very first stages of the work on Rosa Luxenburg and Earx's Philoeophy
-of Revolution, One ig Engela’ Oririn of th FPamily upon which
not only the Stalinlat—Trotskyiat-"La?t" atily rely very heavily,
but the latesgt Yratentioue six~voluma -work-%o~-be of Hal Draper's
barxfs Theory of Ravol tion never doperts from. On the cantrary.
Draper 18 so busy not geparating in any respact whatever Engade
B Harx, that he wrltes of tham as one, Nowhere is this more

Fiking than in his “chapter” entitlad "Marx and Engelsg on Womuen's
berationv,

{Accordirg to hig prodection of the work in the only twom5;5é4{‘

' }élfar avaliable to the public, that chaptor 18 supposed to be in -

t IITI of Volume 1X, which deals with “Mixad-Class Elemants and
yements"..,and ineludes tne "Women's Rirhte Movements® So anxious
Draper to intervene in the Women's Liberation Movement that ha
&les out that'chapier, called "Marx end Engel's on Women'e Libera-

ublished in ifternatienal Socialiem irn 1970 , 1t
erivique -of fer my Two Worlde. column In
Yy makes available the volume which

for review,) - : :

Y I want to 1imit mysels here to just one reference, Footnote .29
jBiates: ¥ Marx, "Abgtract of Morgan's Ancient Socletyv', quoted by
;Engela"Origin of the Pamily." Since T knew that Engels quoted only
!A Tew parapgrephs of Marx's "Abstract", I became curious and sure
-arough I found that Engzels did no such thing, though Enpele himgelr
f£ave the impression that he was giving the essence of rarx's Noteg,
S ¥hat Marx*s Notes turn-out to be are no lasss than 254 pages.
‘Hgreover, although he thought that Norgan*s work was quite important
nd asked Engels to read it, he by no means apreed with EBngels that
?E was8 “epochal,.* Secondly, the Notes are not only on Morgants work,
AUt also on ths lategt worke in anthropology by MMERY John Budd
Phear (The an Villsre). Henry Sumner Maine (Lo the Zarly

- History of Inat]tu » and Jom Lubbock (The Op —Civilization).
+4And as if all that J L1 of sorgan'e

g what Morgan had
bi anthropclogists,
hic notes by Marx.)

Above all, these Motes that Marx never fOt to develop in full
and on which he worked in the last years of hig life, can under no
circumstances he Beparated elther from the new works on the Orient
that Merx included in his 1857-58 Grundrisge, nop from the very last
writings from his pen, the fowr different drafts of.+the letter in
answer 1o Vsra Zasulltch on the prospects of revolution in Ruesie,
and ite relationshif to "the village commune”, In a word, what we
n

have here, if anyth &t all wag needed on the uegtion, is the
aceang that aepagate he penius liarx from “the sgu:nd-in:command“.

Engels. No one should read Engels' Oriein of the Femily without also
14586




tsbocks, which are now avallable in a magnificently
‘ ed The Ethnoiogic .Hotahooka o L Aarx, wditod
e Xrader. By edlt 9 N0t mean ‘that Keador took any
With Morx's noten, but that he hag a very profound and
ive Introduction of soxb B5 prren, ag we 28 notem 4o hoth
duction and to 8 Notebooks of 67 paguz, ag well as
. 35 pages gnd i {ssuaq
- WOBt 0f these Notew
you nesd to kiow helf a dogan o¢ker
i Exgiich, continus in Cormaun,

: &
e Iatin bafore ho Yoturne tack to finish the aentanceo
point is that Krader did not o he
~The oxdpingl hednweitton notobookts, evailahle at the -
1BUituts oF Sonk4l History &n the Kethorlands, S

and g'-n;l.% Marxte,
7y, 8tert of hia new contis

irst reised the quention -
ahlp == was nover let g0

: : for into opi:os%:ergas. _
purposess of reduc Engels 40 his own
sr to hit a 's Women's Liberation
i et mele chauviniem,

gy tha;ight.you. might want to be with me in the prdceés of wbrkimg
.'out the néw Book rather than be confrontes with its vorked-out views,
e if ak rresently expresoed they are not all too -clear,

Y
.




