from Eugene, Los Angeles
HARX'S CONCIPT OF wOMAN, 1843-1303, AND TODAY

Introduction

“The disrect, natural, necessary relationshlp of human being te human being is
the relationship of man to woman ... Consequently, in it is revealed to what degree
the natural behavior of men has become human, or to what degree the human essence
has become his natural essence, to what degree his human nature has becoms his
nature,” These words were penned by larx in 1844 as he broke with bourgeols soci-~
ety and began the 40-year-long Jjourney that enconpasses the creation of his phil-
osophy of revolution, : -

That journey was first a thoroughgoing critique of bourgeois society -- of its
allenated labor, of its property forms, of its state forms of rule, of its religion,
ite culture, its form of the fanily; indeed, of its very form of thought, Such a
eritique revolved around harx's discernment and analysis of the particular form of
production that distinguised capitalism from all previous societles and their modes
of production -= the commodity Torm of production wi.th labor pover, or abstract
labor, as the supreme commodity, : ‘

Second, larx's philosophy of revolution was as well.a.critique of all those '
groups, parties, tendencies, wio wished to overthrou bourgeols society, but whe
did not in feect break in a total way with the bourgeols form of thought and the
bourgeois form of production, In the early. years it was.a critique of the Young
fegellans, and of the utopian socialists, as well as the vulgar communists and
petty-bourgeols anarchists, Later it became a critique of those who claimed to
be rarxists, such as a lassalle, but who thought they could make deals with the
rullng povers and construct socialism "for” the workers, .#inally it bacame’ &
critique of those socialists at Gotha, 1875, whose party program claimed an al-.
legiance to itarx, but which 'in reality would lesd to the reformism of the Second
International, : : C ‘ o S -

Third, narx®s philoaophy of revolution, in distinction from thoze whom he
eriticlized, had been welded together, indeed, created together, Wwith what he
would term the “"new passions and new forces" for the reconstruction of society.,:
Harx spoke of the werking class having a world to galn, It vas as well the Black
struggles in america at the time of the Civil- :ar, and to which we will return
briefly, It was what today 1e would call the Third world,-as lMarx hailed such
events as the Taiping .iebellion in China in the 1650s as ageinst what he called.

the order mongering powers of -the West,

And it was women, Their exploitation in bourgeois society -- subjugation in
marriage, use as labor power in capitalist production, And their revolt -- as -
members of the First International, as fighters in the Paris Commune.

Fourth, Larwx, in putting forth his critigue of bourgeois soeiety, his critique
of its opponents’ incomplete solutions, in his singling out of those subjects of
revolution -- workers, minorities, oppressed nations, iomen -- who would overcome
capitallsm's exploitaticn, its dehumenization -- in dolng 211 this, rarx arrives
at his vision of & new human society, He does so not as a plan from above, but
in making explicit what has been impliclt within humanity's oun fight for free-
dom., He speaks of "a thoroughgoing nzturalism or humarniam, and of "human power
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which is its own ond," and of "freely associeted labor," and of "the end of
humanity's pre-history," and of "the universality of needs, capacities, en-
Joyments, productive powers, ete, of individuals, preduced in unlversal ex-
change" where humanity "is in the absolute movement of becoming.,"

In putting forth this vision of a net huran society as he eritiques the
old, it is to the relationship of man/woman that harx ls drawn throughout his
40 years, -hat we wish to do in this presentatlion is look at parx's creation
of and elaboration of a philoacphy of revolution in relation to his view of
the woman question, -

Though there was feminism in narx's day; there was not a uomen's movement
on the szame level as we see it tcday, 4And we are not trying to say.that harx
#as a feminist, wsut we do want to show that o total was Marx's view ol a new
society as new human relationo, and so concrete was his critioue of bourgeois
society's dehunanization of 211 relationships, that iarx did leave us With
many points of departure on the woman question, on man/woman relations, -

Let's touch on several of them -- first frem the lBhOU, then in harx's
creation and development of Capital, and finally at the very end of his life

in his Ethnological Notebooks.

I, The 1840 --"Private Property and Lcmmunism" and "ihe Commundst nanifesuof

: Ue want to begin with Harx's Lconomic-Philosophic hanuscripts of 1844, -
specifically the essay entitled "Private Property and Communism.” Here ilarx
developed a critique of bourgaols soclety which wae so e¢namored with private .
property: "“Private property has made us so stupid and one-sided that any
kind of object is ours only when we have it, i.e,, when it exists for us as
capital, or when we posgess it directly -- eat it, drink i%, wear it, live in
it, ets, -- in short, use it, .But from the point of view of private property,
all these direct forms of possession, 1n their turn, exist only as means to
life; and the life to which these serve as neans is the 1ife of private prop-
exrty -- labor and capitalization."

Marx also attacked what he called crude or vulgar communists vho wanted
to universalize this sence of possession -- or reduce the question of human
freedem to the question of universal possession. It is here where larx relsed
the question of women in bourgeois society and asied would they bae any more
free if they became not private property, but the universal property of vulgar
conmunism: "The relation of private property remains the relatlen of the
community to the world of things, - Finally, this movement of counterposing
vniversal private property to private property is expreased in the animal
form that marriags (which of course is e ferm'of exclusive private property)
1s counterposed %o having women in .common, Hence the wenmenbecomes compunal

. and common property. e might say that this idea of communal women expressas
the secret of this quite vulger and unthinking communlsm, In the seme way
that the woman is to abandon maxriage for general prostitution, so the whole
world, of wealth, that is, the matarial essepce of man, goes from. the relation
of exclusive marrigge*with tho private property owner for tha reolation of
universal prostitution with the community.”
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In the "Communist ranifesto" waryk continued with this these vhen he showed
that it is bourgecis socitety which views women es a "nere instrument of prod-
uetion,” and has in faci practiced a "community of wemen," torn asunder family
tiea of the proletarians, made children articles of commerce and instruments
of laber, concluding that, "the abolition of the present system of production
must bring with it the abelition of the community of women springing from
that system, 1,e. of prostituticn both public and private "

In returning to the Econoniec~Philesophic. ianuscripts, we see that larx's
vision is far avay from both bourgeois society and any vulgar community of
women: ".e should especially avoid re-establishing society, as an abstraction,
opposed to the individual, The individual is the social entity,”

tarx called for: "7whe positive transcendence of privete property, i.e.
the sensucus appropriatien- of human essence and llving, of material things
created by and for man, is to be concelved aot only in the sense of direct,
one-sided enjoyaent, nor only in the sense of poa;ession. & sense of having.

. Han appropriates himself as an all-sided essence in an all-sided way: hence,
as a whole man, =ach of his human relations of the world -- seeing, hearing,
smell,- taste, feoling, thought, perception, experienca, wishing, activity,
loving -~ in short all organs, are in their objective relation or in their
relation to the object, the appropriation of it, ‘The appropriation of human
actuality. its relation to the object, is the affirmation of human activity "

II. Harx's CAPITAL, the Birst‘Internatiﬁnal, and the Paris Commune

llarx's greatest work, Capital, has far too often been reduced to "discern-
ing the law of motion of capitalist society" without realizing that such a
discernment is:not alone economic analysis, ndather, each economic category
that liarx credted was a human catcgory -- yes, of capitalism's exploitation,
but as well a .category of labor's revolt and quest for universality, ?hat
quest for universality involved all thé funan forces for freedom, Thus, the
very strueture of Capital was -transformed in the 1860s under the impact of .
the Civil “'ar in the U,3,, the 3lack fight for freedom in America and the sub-
sequent fight for the eight-hour day. Garx follows the whole period from
John Brown's raid on Harper®s Ferry to the abrlitionists' speeches, to the
necessity to have Black regiments in the army, - In Capital he writes, "In the
United States of iorth America, every independent movement of the workers was
Paralyzed so long as slavery disfizured a part of the fepublic, Labor cannot
emancipate itself in the white skin where 4in the black 1t ls branded." And
he proceeds to create an entire chapter on the fight for a sherter working
day. as the fight for the elght-hour day spread. ) .

The same specificity of Marx's analysis held forth for working women,
It is in the chapter entitled "imchinery and large-Scale Industry” that Harx
vrote of the dissolutbn of the old family, of tho condiilone women face in
different industries.: "lowever terrible and dlsgusting the dissolution of
the old family.ties uithin ‘the capitalist system may appear, large-scale in-
dustry, by assigning an important part in soclally organized processes of
production, outside the sphere of the domestlc economy, to women, young persons,
andchildren of both sexes, does nevertheless create a now economic foundation
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for a higher fora of the family and of relations between the sexes., It is of
course just as absurd to regard the Christian-Germanic form of the family as
absolute and final as it would have been. in the case of th: anciont lonan,
the ancient Greek or the GOriental forns, which, moreover, form a series in
historical development. Ii i5 also obvious that the fact that the collective
worlking group is composed of individuaels of both sexes and all ages must un-
der the appropriate conditions turn into a source of humans development, al=
though in its spontaneously developed, brutal, capitalist form, the system
works in the opposite direction, and becomes a pestiferous source of corrup-
tion and slavery, since here the worker exisis for the process of production,
and not the process of production for the vorker,"

He looked at what women fece in everything from the sorting of rags where
they contact small pox and other infectious diseases, to tile and brick making,
to the domestic industry -- here the lace worfiers -- wherae 140,000 women and
children worked, and vhere the rate of tuberculosis among women lace workers,
17%to 24, xose to one in eight in 1961, He wrote of the transition from fod~
ern tianufacture and -Jomestic Indusiry to large-bcale Industry as followss
“The cheapening of labor-pouer, by sheer-abuse of the labor of women and
children, by sheer robbexry of every normal condition needed for working and
living, and by sheer brutality of over-worl and nighi-uork Finally comes up
agairist dértain'inéuperablc natural obstacles, This.is also true of the
chéapening of commodities, and of capltalist exploitation in general, which
rests on thesé foundations, .hen this point has at last been reached -- and
this talkes many years -- the hour has strueck for the introducticn of machinery,
and for a thencefortlh rapid transformation.of the scatiered domestic indus-
tries, as well as the manufactures, inté factory industriss,”

fiarx has here spolen of the wearing apparel industry and its transforma-

.tlon inté large scale production, MHore machinery is introduced: "The raw .

- material for this laboy, either ih its raw shape or already semi-fabricated,
1s ‘supplied by large-scale industry, and the mass of cheap buman material
consists of the individuals *set free' by large-scale indusiry and agriculture
+«» The hour of the machine has struck ,,, Children who sre too young are
removed, 'the wages of those uho work uwith machines rises cempared with that
of the demestic workers, many of rhom. belong among the ‘pocrest of the poor,'
The vage of the better situated handieraftsmen sinks, however, since thé ma-
chine is in competition with them, The new -machine-minders are exclusively
girls and young women, .ith the help of mechanical force, ‘they destroy the
monopoly that male labor had of the heaviev rwork, and they drive off from
the lighter work numbers of o0ld vomen and very young children, The overpower-
ing competition crushes the wealiest manual workers, The fearful increase in
death from starvation during the lest ten years in London runs pavallel with
the extension of machine seuing, ‘he new female workers turn the machines
by hand and foot, or by hand alone, sometimes sitting, sometipes standing,
according to tha weight, size and specizl make of the machine, and expend a
great deel of labor-power,"

there can be no deubt that llars, in describing the lot of the worfting
force under capitalism, spoke of worling women as wall as vworiing men,

t was durlng this period as nell that Larx belped to found and give dir-
ection to the First Intornaiional. Although named the Internationsl toxrkingmen's
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association, it not only stood fow saqual rizats™ but had anony its leaders
on the Geaeral Council, Lne. npaiet Lanl. Ihe ves & laayer and publisher.
iler jourral, the Secular Chrentele, publishad sarsts uritings uher otiers
refused to do S0,

Juring the life of the Internztional ;.2rX hat proposed vomen's sections.
Jhen the International weni uader, and narx spoke about the necessity of
poing lower and deener into the proletaria%, 1t was his daughtier _leanor who
besan in the sast wnd of Londion to build an organization of unskilled morhkers,
vith vomen's locals.

Lierx in his writings and in his sectivities brousht fortn both the exploit-
ation of capitalism and the revolt of the masses. ..othere .is it done in a

nore profound tay than in his writing on the Peris Compune of 1071, ‘the Com-
pure uhtch led to narzts wewriting of the "retishism of Commodities" section
of Capital, iu its pivotal chapter one. _hen harx describes the revolt of

the Communaxds, it is 2 revolt of women as well as nen, as can be seen in

the magnificent book the yomen _Incendiaries by ~dith Thomas, which descrives
in zreat detall the role of women in the Commune. - {rganizations such as the
Socliety for the yefense of faris and the ald to the ounded -~ the most socr
i1alist ovganization of the Commune == &re described. S

hesx both in his indirect participation in the Commune, and in his re-
port of the Conmune, canght the cole of womeny Juzing the ‘Comnune lie aahad
lizabeth Dimitriev to 39 <o Paris and organize 2 section of women in the
Mrct International, and just tuo days after the Commune £g1l1, vhen iard
riade hig.addiess to the rirst Internationel as ‘the Civil iaxr in vrance, he
ieote as follous: “ihe +eal vopen of Parls choired again £t the auriace -=
heroic, noble and devoted, 1like the wonsn of antiquity. orikings thinking,
Tighting, bleeding Paris,” . . ,

111, Ihe wTHﬂQ}QQEQﬁL OLs00IS s Ordains and the ngg[ﬁoman iteletion

llavx's £inel wrltings, written in 1630-82, 1ished in the
last feuw years, ytere his ithnological xoteboods, ! ery end of
his 1life, lLavx studied the newly emerzing sclence of anthropololy and looced
anes: at;uan/uoman selations in the origins of class boclety. ‘Jefora.the pub-
Jication of these notebools in-tne 19708, it haé been clained -- and indeed
still accepted by wany sociplist-feninists. = that ingels' ouigin _ of
Private Propert ané the litate es \arx's conception as well.
Lut ihat the thnolegical Totewooks of narx cleaxly shot is that nelther in
facts, nor nost oructally in nethodolol, does Origin of the fenily Tlou
from 102, ’ ) : . .

sngels, basiug hipsolf on Howgan's ggg;ggg_gggigix, sev primitive com~
nunlsn a8 an antecedent of post-capitalist classless society, - Further, he

satt the class sociaty that cane after puinmlitive conmunisn &5 tied very closoly
uith the suitch from meiriarchel to patriarenel soclety, uith the nele~donln-
ated fanily, with, to use wngels® expression, vihe vorld historie defeat .of
the Temale sox," All of thls hes sezved to obol up an uncritical vievw of
woth priaitive connunion axd the role of men/iuoman w~elations,
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narx in contrast had 7 very dilierent vien'of what vas primitive commun-
ism, le too based himseli in pert onihorgen's Anclent soclety, excerpiing it
and connenting on it for some i peges, ,iui his attitude vas neither one
with .0n32n's, nor, mere inportantly, cne with .agels, In werx: (1) The
socizl and sexusl division of labor vere not iafe synonymous, rhough at first
.in Jhe Geshan Ideolosmy, oD hef used the cxpression that the flrst division
of labor 1as sexual, he had rejectsd it long before the 100s, and nou stressed
the fact that it uas not the fanily, but other forms of orgenization of soci-
ety as uell, that expressed the soclal division of society, usngels, vho had
narx's nthnologlcal rotevooks before him, failed to express i.avx's change of
DO.:)i.t" Ol. .

(2) “Though the ;aﬂll“ Uas studied and connented upon, 1t Gid not becose
the universal pathuay to = .class soclety that _ngels tried to make it, ror
laar: thre vere the differences in xelations between chief and ranls, emergence
of" conflicyhithiu. (3) Primitive compunism ras not uncritically sccepted as
classless; rather, for :ary, the origins of class society and. the t= ransitions
to class scciety were to be found :within primitive conmunisn and. not semething,
uhich ceccurred. only. efter, _Primitive conmuniszm had ifs dualities and-thus
the origins of class society were not zlone in the guestion of the family
assuning a patriarchal form after primitive communism, P

; caturally .exx uas opposed to the modern family ihich he sau as contain-
ing within it in enmbryo. not onmly slavery but serfdom, since from the beﬂlnninﬁ
-1t igbonnected uith agricultural service, 3ut .for cary the fémlly uvas not .
the representative of the social division of labor, the pathuay to class

oclety. dather, it.was one of the pethuays, one of thﬁ mqn*fe"tation; of.
the development tollaxd ' class soclety, .

v
]

“hat T think bedomes clazax when you take the totality of lLerx, dirom 1&4&
and the sconomic-rhilsophle lianuscripts to the C80-52 sthnolegical ifotebooks,
is that, in contrest to many others, it uwas not the division of nan/vonan

thidch iax concenirated on, though he certainly recognized it, Jlather, for
nuarx, it uwas the relation of nen/uoman which 1as so desp. So deep that it
compelled hin tine and agein to veturn to that relatienship,’

seceuse jarx did dig into that relabionship as integval to hig uoclu

vieu, and because woren's liberation as z movement is today.an undeniable
revolutionary force, the uaity of harxism and feminism:is.not an external
impositlon, But a novement that comen -from within, In 1980 genuinde larxisn
has Teminisn integral to it, and genuine feminisa finds its most cox ritlcal,
tiet 15, Tevolutlonary expressbn, uibhhala;xism.

IV, _The iodgxpesg_gf_nar"'s Longept of iiopan
It is no accidont that 1t 15 our own age vhich has rediqoovered the
hunanism of narx, and hls speciiicity on uoman, Thus, Simone de ieguvely
folt compelled te end her Hocond-seit precisely with a quote from the young
bax: of the mconomic-Philosophic,hgnusc ripts’ on the man/vonan rolntionahtp.
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sut 1t is most especially +to another wonman philosopler, Raya Dunayov-
skaya, the founder of harxist-iumanism in the united Siates, that we are in-
debted for much of our understanding of iia¥rx not alone as econcmist or his-
torian, but as a creator of a whole new continent of thought, (see “llarx's
tewr Continent of Thought" in her Fhilosé hy.and_ Revolution }, with humanity
at its center, It is she who has singled out the humanism of iarxism, trans-~
lating the _conomic-Philosophic Lanuseripts of 134 into inglish (see hiagxism
ang Freedon), and vho has developed most explicitly the relation of Harx's
Philosophy of revolution and women's liberation, iiost recently she has shown
the man/voman relation in liarx not alone in the 1644 writings, but in these
ithnologigal :otebooks e spoke of,

Her work on llarx's relation to the voman question is not a matter of -
searching for the proper guote from Marx, Instead her concern is with the
revolutions~to-te and how to prepare for them in a manner that will make
sure we move to genuine social transformation, a total uprooting and not
face sexism or raclsm or class exploitation after the revolution., 3he is
asking us to consider the most fundamental of questions -~ Can the -omen’s
Liberation lovement become subject of revolution in its fullness, as reason
" as.well as force, by comprehending larx's new continent of thought as ground
for vomen*s liberation's further development. iShe argues that wilthin harx's
philosophy of liberation there is an intercomnunication of humanity's fight
for freadom historically with our age, with our own revolutionavy subjectivity,

ihat drives Uunavevskaya back to "history and its process", the history bteing
the birth and development of warx's philosophy of liberation 1843-83, is not
history as such, but future, an end to the prehistory of human beings and a-
“beginning of their full, free dovelepment, . e

The challenge is to capture Larxism as a concrete totality, as a devel-
cping universal which provides us not with a Proscription for revolution,
but as a way of looking at this soclety, a way of listening to the voices
determined to be free, a way of thinking, a methedolegy of viewing and par-
“tleipating in our own freédon activities of today, ; :

Cut of sueh a labor, out of such an actlive appreciation for the total- .
body of marx's thought and not just as analysis, or philosophy in the abstract,
we can create new dimensions in ourselves as revolutionaries, For Iunayev-
skaya, harxism as a body of thought and action involves anticipation of the
revolution; actual participation in its events; a sunming up of a historic . .
revoluticnary momert, ineluding self-criticism; and a projection towards a.
future rovolutionary transformation that will once and for all end this class-
ridden, sexist, racist society, . S

It is out of thls total view of narx's philosophy of revolution that we
can then grapple with iarx's concept of .oman and its necessity for our own
working out of where to go now in the women's movement and in the revolutionary
movenent as a vhole,




