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!JLlrxismis not a dogma, but a methode, a r-evo Lu t i.cn ar-y,

di;lectic«Jn'd~mlter:ial'ist m~thod. This method stands ln

contr3diction to that methodof s6ci~1 study founded on

th·..itthe dialectical char .cter of 'the r1Jrxian method '-

.~'

the misleJding bôsis of "scientific objectivityu" Our tcJsk
\,

GS revolutionaries is not to interpcet the world but to change
Il 1 . :: --.: '~

it. And we cannot understand that world without acting., .. " ."":'..-r ;-~, ra.se
Our resear-ch , our striving .t.oward "truth" must",w c2: on .a

,. . .
found .itIon of __ act Lve str~9gle for liber atLon ,

-\ :/-.'....• '.~'

But liber3tion of what? It is when we ask such questi~ns

lIfJ(.RXX beco mes obvious: the t ask ~ to Ld.be ra te "everything"
1 - --the. -b t<t\ i\'j -

be~ause it is'the ·everythingl~that determines the charlcter
and the shape of the p~rts. The oppression of human

reveals itself in aIl possible aspects of ~RXX~RH±XHX~ our /

beings exists simutaneously in aIl domains of life and

social existence. There is not a juxtapositiœ of oppressions
of class, of eex, of n·Jtion.- each of which has its own

1autonomous roots. RJther, it is aIl aspects of social life-
\Y\ ~\r \",~'{"a.(.-tI<M- 1
J'\tha.t'compose our m-r terLa L rral~ty.. ,\11 the problems of

.' .' . . SI ,,",u \ hl ~eL1U,$fJ
;our society ..?re exposed andrai~ed~by the premises of the

.;. . . -;. ,."":'1':"",:- ~- ~ . ."-. - . '.. ;" .-._;..':::"';,.', .. :". - \, . . 'r '...

method of histurical mc t.erLa Ld srn , ~l;e=, ••S••• 'IIS_•••••'
. -.".-" _.1..,';-· \. ,"

'/ .

- -' .'- - 1

'..'Mode of prl1cluction,s~~'ia'l--f6rmations~ social 'ciëlsses, '._-:~ -..--.JI

~\.!~~~~~
. :~. .- ..
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Lnf rastBuc ture and supers truc ture, Xk~X~MI!!X±i:ll!!NXXllltf

de terrrrLn.i t.Lon and dom i.n.s noe , ethnicity and n.r tLonh ood , Stùte
.Jndfamily, etc. are tee key concepts. The questïon is not
whether these concepts should be retained o~ rejected, but
whether they need to be enriched with new conce~ts. If one

,
accepts the premises of histo~ical materialism, the
superstructure is determined in the last instance by the

that is by
Lnrrcstructure ,A' il • , • the economic or productive base
of the ~ociety. Hmw We must know hoW surplus is generù.ted
Qnd appropriù.ted in a given social formation, for this
informdtion is the base of our dnù1ysis.

The l-hrxist me tvod is revo Lu+Lon ory only ta the extent
that it is the method of the worker's movement. It is \
the revolutionary' ch oracte.rof the pro Let ardan struggle that
is decisive in aIl of _!ife's domains, ùnd it is this

-\-ho~e..
th-Itm-,.kes the prrJ(betarLm revoIt different froml\w..tof
Qll cIels es th:lt rose to power in pre-cùpitalist societies.

until the epoch of
For/': 1 • th capi t aLdsm the struggle agai nst scarcity -
the struggle for the dorn LnatLon of n.a ture - imposed narrow

t~tl,e. d(~s sh"lj'J le.. ~
1imits ••. 1 ~. f l' th 1"J~ 2A revea lng e re 1910US

character of alienàtionl 26 2IiG 0113& SblUggI@5

Capita1ism.resolves the problem of scarcity, but it does sa
cost

3t the;\(illfi ••••' __

of commodity
of dccumulù.tion, thatis ta say)at

(l. ceaJi~!)
alienation'Awhicn the transformation of the Labor

the cast

. ';, .
..
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force itself into a commodity has intrbduced into our social
existence.

The appearance of the prolet~riat produced the first
utopian socialists. These utopians

1

differing from

those visionari0s who p~~eded them imagined very con-
cretely a world liberated of aIl forms of oppression: rel-
i<Jious, economic, political, f~milidl, nationùl. Since thdt
time we have scarcely attempted to envision a better future.

The contributio~.of M~rx and Ehgels with their m~terial
analysis of the system of capitali.sm was to point out both
the possibility and necessity of a tr,..t:"lsforrnedfuture. The
dream of a future humane society became more than a series

of visions: it became the embodiment of the material inter- 1 •

ests of a class - the proletJriat. Simultaneously, social-

ism boe ame a necessary agenda for the sr.ecLes because car-
italism was hedding'tOr-Jarès the destruction of humanity.

~-HQ... c...;c \l\e.ttS ~ove ln ~",-t-
Before exami.n Lnq how ~;\ 6 '. 2 III h as por.ed the

problem of "feminism" it is necessary to receoLtUlat~:Ogo back~•••the origins of the wo rkers'm'.vement , It is not an accident

1,1

/

thdt the utop i.an s of the f Lrs t; decades of the 19th century
conceived the liberation of women in a language shockingly

modern. ~RR Fourier's Le Nouveav M~m'monde amoureux
iùlready cont0ined the esrential fOint: th; oppresive nature

of the fùmily and what Alexandra Kollontai would calI the
1



~necess<.\ry development of the. "potential for love"
in society.

w\R,
H:lrx and Eriqe Ls wen t Jiuch further.lIJ(IIiP.llliè--1\ the\C'"

discovery of the key to modern opprespion (commodity
Su(.(.t::~~orc-Ç- -t>re..cap.-k\\-$\ SOO('~q oÇ, ..

production), as theA c, 3· l oppress.ion (man' s dependence
,t.{a.r~ a.",cL ~·~e.IS

on nlture),~opened up new perspectives, perspectives ~!~
nal ] ] . 1. 7

~8 .i.~on anew-found consciousness of the alienation of
\

~ .humùn beings (by comm~~ie~ today, by religion yesterday).
1
!

Engels insisted on the hidtorical character of the family,
which he clùimed would, like the state dnd for the s .me
rcasons, disa .peer , He wr ot.ee "The reLot i ons between the
sexes will transform themselves into relations purely
privùte (personal) rel3tions in which society has no place
to intervene.' ••• ).bec~~:,e it (communism) will do aWdy with
priv ..rte property, ~ it will produce the possibility of
rdising children commun31ly and will destroy as weIl the /

two principle bases of m~rliage as it is now ccnstituted:
dependence of women on ;men and the dependence of childrenthe

on p0rents."

Cornc.od Lty alienation, the ideological translation of
the requirements of ~rivate property, is the Èxxe
found0tion on which the capitalist society is consituted in.roc rt\S
aIl its"E and institutions - state and family incl1i1ded.



- ~-, ..".

Once ±x~xmx rid of this alien~tion, the rplations between
the individual .rnd the society will be of a totally new
cb arecce.rs ••( •• ~: the submission of the individual to ~

society" will be sUClEeded by the real liber;)ti'n of the
\lesindividual. ln this vision of liberation , 1 :",therecognition

(1) thatthe present cho recter of reLatLon s between the eexes \3
t e..lCl~6nS (2)

••••.qoverned by"U : th.)t requ Lobe the society and~ thet
the orpressio9 of women, which has of course aspects unique
to it, is nevertheless an integral and necessary fiom of
the general oppression thdt exists under cdpitalism.
'ln gzéh±gzsr ln this vision of liber'Jtion lies 1*a

,recognition that the organization of the reproduction of the
species is not independent of the organization of the X~~

reproduction of the social structure in general, ~
,

ZCGGiJlJi."R that the family is a social institution and not
a necessity for the reproduction of the species, a~~

that the oninion according to which children ought to be
~Kc.h)3;lId':1

brought up"by the-ir p.r rents is a -.r myth necessary to the
pres nt org~nization of social reproduction.

.i

ta:tha -loti Hi '11 .-f H;:..rxand Engles 4tAJIl!IUnUnl • liI'ud kr'l.ad.
(lCCE!.tbce.. c-t .ho\..'tSeol~ hI~S.'\·hco..\ù~S o-Ç ~l +0.-..,1,

••• br1ttlectagainstA•••••.•[I •• â~jo _ in the workers movement.
For the ideology of the bourgeoisie, the domindnt ideology

1of the society , was a constant brake on the development
1 ioor~eois. \cl~c.l~

of consciousness among the proletariùt.A-- tended to
1 .limit and coopt the movementl without challenging the ~8~.~•• _t..jl

/

1_ ]



essenti3ls of the capitalist order. The essential
for 'ù class-based society is maintainence of the social

us.division of .labor ,(manual .••.1\ intellectual, conceptual
VS.

~\physical, etc.) whic~ perpetuates ali~ation and
commodity production. Whole sections of the workers)movement

are enticed to reduce socialism to a form of capitaïsm
without capitafists. Except for the substitution of
t,ublic ownership for prLvate property, nothing is chs nqed
in such a society: the division of labor remains, the
hierarchy of org~nizatio~, ,and consequently the maintentance
of institutions necessary to guar~tee ,the %HR~~X functlioning
of a c lass societY3 ~r.sl'.s:t es we.\l.

1

One cornes round to a mechanistic philosophy (economistic~
idedlist and non-revolutionary. There is no gap between ~
vulgar ~arxism and the analysis of gourgeois x~~xaxx

i\'\.eQ.~ ~e. are.-
sociologistSJ A tI' ." phenomenaA,,- observed "empirically",
in LsoLa t.Lon , and attributed to a unilateral and specifie

• r

cause. The division of l~bor and'" hierarchy are necessary
/

"techniques"'"the family is à requirement of human psychology
/

or of hum an education; the ~nequality between men and women-
1
1ùcknowledged' or denied - oU9ht

the particularites of each ~f
1

to be examined in relation to_

the sexes.



,:\>(otJe. c:l-
Alexandra Kollontai,~ 9).· incapable of reconciling

..

communism with the maintenance of the f~mily and 6f the

oppression of women. \vhy? .BecüD:;e the end of commodity
alienation permi ts.and requires at the SêlTl e time the develop-
ment of the f:5potentialfor love" in society, the liquidation
of individu~listic egotism and the blos~oming of human relations
bosed on qcnero.sity. Coope rat i.on wi thout hderarch y , in ù11

o..y\~

domdins,~the end of the division of 1ùbor are not pos~ib1e
ie'J \'\01- until

without the reso1ution of the prob1em of scarcity'AB)J••••••••
the domin0ti n of nature is achieved. iut this achievement i~iur~

-tNe.
requires a ~Acu1tural revo1ution~

.--~....•..._ ..-._'~..._- ..._---
~ ..

WIll. rt:=quiresthat the human being become c.spebLe
Today..J

of generosity. Aeommodity a1ienùtiün and :-. competition
rea.\M..

reduce thel\fÙz:iet( 7" in which one is capable of
rec.c:o..l"+'·~

"reciproca1AJ;.,iii'Sj&GZpj isi9n of the rights of the other"
"of care and capacity to listen and comprehend the movements

~(edoJo •...To~o..n:ls
in the sou1 of the other.w Constrained to be aA 1 S others

Or)~ . h\Jl'l'\o.t\, area...
in socèlhty, canA~ be ••_ ••••~Ain the ne? f lùfeAwe calI

"personal life?" One often thinks so because it is necessary.
to estab1ish ùn equi1ibrium between the horror of daily

1ife and the idyl1ic image of which we hùve need. From this . \
need stem HXSXHRXXX ideological myths essential for the

<.
1

reproduction of the system. i

-"
..----
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The first of .these,l\ is "monogomous

su ch exclusive love becomes

love". Ideally,
absolute

"propertY'APossession
1/. •

other. Th~s absolut~sm, alwaysof one's spouse, one by the

contrJdicted by re~lity, is the transposition to tbe dom~n·

of relations between the sexes of private pqçperty.

AppeQring to be a mutually restrictive situation, this possession

is in r~ality that of the woman by the man. Other necessary
',," notQ,b{~

aspects _ ac company this myth:" the "forever", founded on

the false premise of an invariability of the person during
h,s/her a."-

: he c our s e of ..••• ,\ life.j "tnvariability that testifies~
. . ir .moreover, to ëll\.1nCapJC~ty --A progress •••JI ••••••• ÎlHJlfiMWSC But

the pererfial n.s tu.re of the male-female union fulfills certain
a.r\cl, pr .ic t i.c aL
essential" functions •• --the indissol vabi Ii t.Y of mor r Laqe , i~CU\ ec~n.,",I·c..

"-L; !!!:S- t\e.ce~l~ ~Q'....se...",",e..+QIr\.l~ is 4\~
t\ eE; J~ of the bourgeois familY'A place ?f accumulation of

- \+ ,S CL .
riches~ for the transmission of wealth.A~ PSYChOlogiCal.~~~t~

Sv~ a...
becti2l~,;eA~ "guarantee of s ecurity" appeases and consoles.

Howeve r , s uch "securi ty" obvious ly impoverishes, becu&ise
. for_
it it does a"'Jay with an integral rQspectA- the personality

S1e~un••, G-o W\. and continuaI
of the othe~_A_ consciousAreflection"'" Such "permanent

Co,,-t, I\tJ OcJS

securi ty" reduces the capaci ty for .IN .1H7',." development of

~ sensibility, of * !" 2 intuition, of -the intellect, of .•••
( ! ••( i .t.generos~ y.

~ HThe second myth is "exc~sive motheE love. One

is taught that the couple constitutes thé essential milieu

for the ed uc ab Lv.n of infants. Here again, .,JIIR the society



-----
tr,~n3forln~into egosim the simple fact tbat each man snd
each women co nno t b: a. f~lther IOd a mother to every

is c"'O-I\~ec.L
child; 1;;: ' If!JiEe ~his fdctl\int'oan"eternal truth'~.Jfounded
upon _neinÎl;l71finstinct."~he family becomes the

privileged milieu for the peproduction of imrotent persons
just like their parents.

It is nec escary to unde rsb.mo , as Kollontai wrote,

that ''"it is thanks to the efforts of the proletarians and
not •• of the f~minists that the woman is able to liberate
herself progressively from the yoke of the family", cr ~s

~oc:.\Q..'·'-'ecl-
--- ••.• 'l'-_t:.•••••NelcyaA "the revolution will be proletarian,

3
not sexual or-feministic." .•Brutal phrases that can be in-

\.rJ Q.~:
ter[lretted in the wrongl\~il!Ce.!Î!812Ii ::];è2•• hsa]' WOlRf coppted
by male chauvanism in order to deny the imrortance of the

bandied cW out
XRIIIXNXR ·female revoIt, • 13 l by ~ bourgeois i8pi.j ••

feminists to destroy the solidarity of the working c Lass,
Il . . \\The cry~ The revolution will be socialist, not natlonallst-

;

was hcŒdly ever met with equal polemics and ideological ob-
jections.

2. Autonomy of the female prob'éU.m?

The hYi)ot'tlesis of absolute autonomy

of the oppression of women can be formulated in the

following manner:4
,/

.&.._---" _ - ---_.

1

l.~ __. .. , __ i



1- The op.!ression of women is specifie (unique) because
~s . , -it " not rcla tCd

J
in the b~ginninCJ, to an economic situation j

~ women, by virute of~hàrl function in the rep~Gduction ~
<He... ,"ore.. 1

of the species, .• "dependenl'ton nature 11

specifie tr~it of womanhood has prevailed until our dayj.
1it is for this reason thdt men can place women under their

1
1

\0
.-, ,

/

than men and this

authority. 1

. 1

2 - The histurical explanation of the orgins of
female oppression would be the fo11owing: the reproductive

~.
i

il )s':il function of women •• sse!68al Lnd 1 iL f. aM' i Ail9nRf!

produced in men a'f~ar of this formidable power; such a
source of

functisn w~s aAsuperiority, but equ4lly a SGurce of weaknessi
becuase women, inc~pacitated by the reproductive function,

1·
1
1

were not able to partici~ate equally with men in the fight
again: t noture , -Men put ~b'8G~t!+llllljg!!!l&!Ïf' •••••••••• __ l •• a""•••' •••••ullll!,.. this vulner-

ability ••to their own .idvantaqe by creating a 'ffi:1:a1t! division
of 1.lbor which then became a h Le racchy s on, the orie sLd e the
women, destined to the busk of reproduction, on the other •••.SIde-

the men, conquerors of the land. This division of l~bor

exc1uded women from political power. Moreover, men
~e- cR.

ûp)ropri.Jte? for themselvesl\~ wealth "I\ch~tdren - -
which women creat.ed~ by the mechanism of the famil~,: ' t re.d.vc1"j

LeM d women to xk~~a dependent stùtus in the çeproductive
.,

prOÔess.

r,
, .

.•...... :', '. -'"-



, 1

:' es~entially
3 - l'his situation is ferpetUi.ltedin,\the

/"

s:J.me forms.
. 1

One knows th~t women are al ays excluded from )olitical
power , ,\11 c Lass .societies are exc l.usLve Ly ., •

masculine societies; women
their ùssociation withmen

·ttain theii class status by
l o~

father, brother,~husband.
4 - ~\Ieh ave come to the decisive moment because _

progress in biol~9Y permitsÎfinally W& wo~n ~ control of
a.ncL ~e..t(.."!:1

their bodies ~ ~ m.istery of the process of reproduction of -the..
! 1 spec i.e s, l' 1. for women the recuperâtion of their

t?1ea.."S
physic~l ûnd psychic potentialities b aAthey can take
i.lW0yfrom men the power that they had over the children:

thdt is)women have the opportunity to destroy the family.
harx believed that it would.De.the pr-o Le+ar Lct that could

SQ,'j ~ -relVl:".s,k)
get rid of the fa.mily; no,,,only worne n con do it. This task

,
is essentiùl~ bec~lse the family is the privœleged place

for the reproduction of a hierarchical system and oppression.
heJ~ '. .

'domen must thus rejoin ~ the pr-o Let arLo+ to .••."them _ .
feQ,.\, î.~
N!) al . 1111111.. tha t the task of hume n liberd tien mus t

pass via the libcration of women.

One must distinguish these hypotheses of "revolutionûry"
C.VN'ents

feminists from those of otherj\ tg? t of the
~~

feminist movement. There exists, at least in the USA ()nd
in Northern Europe, a bourgeois or social-democrat feminist



is w i thov t; doubt the most f amou s advoc ate , a movcment _

J

.j
1

movement based on reform, a moveme n t; of tu'lt.ichBetty Fried4n5

in which the objectives are limited to the suppression of
d i.s crLm.i.nat Lon••be cwocn the sexes wi~hin thè sys t ern ," dis-

,crimindtil,ns tho.t rerna i.n still more sly and cunning in the USA

6thdn in Curope. Here the c:titic of the society, oftea,.

1 •

bitter and just, attacke the "institutions", considered one
.if t.e r'the other, in LsoLatLcn , in 'the good trùditi<.:nof

Anglo~axon empiricism, M±±R~K±XMA±~RX One never rises
i

to recognize and grasp the ubity and the significance of
the totality. In short)one tontinues to ignore the fact that
AmericJn society is a capitalist society!

/

.\.more rddical tendency h as appeared nevertheless,.ror' . .•a tendency "Awhich Ko.te MJllett .has been without doubt
responsible for formul~ting the strJtegy: to go beyond the
suppres~ion of discrimin~tions in order to envisage the'
collectivisation of domest~~ ta;.ks and the raising of

--t~
children.7 One discovers then that Il . A society is sLck ,
but one does not k now qui te what is the n.i ture of the illness.

~his rùdical current pays dearly for the absence of a
prületdri~n trddition h~vin9 its own ideolcgy, a situation
:.; 0 ch ,1r ...1eterL:; tic 0 f No rhh ..rneric ~I • ~Jtt-"'51J112._. __ , Ifllll[],!g~t!!ll("C~ii~bllll!g.-6Is•• 1"'1~)''0 Mo.r}(\·~t ~ro()I'\G\lft2, 9
H .vi.nq ~)ee !..1 j !! = ::è PM -., one i~ ou t.orni ticù.lly

a p Irt of the Anglo-Saxon populi~t trùdition and of the
tr~diùn left, wi th all of the ambigui ties that. such can

produce.
1

;é.J
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'fhis failure to understand the social illness CJives
\vùy toftfeminist n ·.ti.:nalism",
of war b(;tween the sexes: to

that is to say to el decL ..Œ .ti.on
, .J '"ïe.",a. \~

the drcùm of a fSiii"e"society,
rid of men, as·has been proclamed by Valerie Solanas and

.Jill Johnson9• "Th<..mksto technical progress, one c.m
tOddy peproduce the hùman race without the assistùnce of
men Cor perhaps soon without the as~istance of females) "
procL~.ned SoLJ.nas. One C]f"t:l/a feeling t= t.he horror of-the...

wh.·c.h ~(cJ.U(e.> Svc.~ a. fïot~. Î\ClSe. -f'e"pt,,'ll-s
.une ri.can soc~etYI\ c-.r de nvunc es the money, the competition,
the hier~rchy, the power ùndlthe government, respons~ble for

o rpress ,'0"" -the'1 1
1\ c. 2 y.. But, bectbse" ~ 10~ not believe in the possibility

of revolution (Solanas reduces revolution to a hypothesis
. . +h~

of an act m(jde by men"),,,~ come. n2.turally to the point

of attributing the unhùp;iness of humonity to the masculine
half of the species -C"to the imperfect genes of the male").

/

.1
1

~nd as a logic~conclusion, if one is to destroy the men,
hct oroncxu a Li, ty d i:,ap!.eors , SoLlnas t..ik es adv.m t.lge of this'
logic to reveal her profound h ·tred of sex in gener~ :
"Sex does not pe.rmttitany rcLa t Lc-n , On the con t rary

it Ls a.soli tJry experience, it is not crc.vt â, ve, it is a weste
of time. A women can easily, truly easi0r than she thinks,
rid herself of X sexuùl drives and bec orne sufficiently
cerebreL ond reLaxed to turn tovJ.:qr~dfi1:?msof rel .it Lc.ns and

",hic.~ o.r ~ "
activites truly valuùble. Here we see the reappe0re~ue

A 1 ~~~$

of the old purttun i.sm that ~A the act of love a sin.

,.
1
1

1 •
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(The ~olanas position must be distinguised from that of
Jill John~(m, a position which sim,()lyf(enies the present

(Q.Y\(L i1,o.t \ f\. 1\~ QreseeQblt. -\~ ~rlt. )

possibility~of meaningful sexual activity with men bec~se
they are the oppresors.)

A)\~~.tltied with the black movement suqrjesâ s itself
immcdi .Le Ly r OSGi11 i bi.c n between f Lo t; reformism and the
an.ir-cb i.s tLc dreorn wli.i ch r-emo Lns neverthelcss unreaLf.z abl.e,

C 6: iS '
Both po.sitions h...1ve'beencoopted 7 7 j, at Leact un til
no~ by other movements in these countri~s.

It is necess 'ry to compare this type of feminist movemcnt

to thoce of r-evo LutLori.i ry Russia during the 1920s and to
that in comtemporJry Chin~. The Russian revolution tried to
Il Ld.b ernte women".· lt tried seri.ou sly, but wi th the same means

\N Ith tu h,'c "-.. .
...md the S ume met:lodsI\~ it tried to "liber:;te the proletariat".

w~Th.lt is, to libcr2teAti directives from above. The gbvern-
ment decreed the ~bolition of mdrri~ge, declared
. rigorous
love,~equality of the sexes, etc.

free
But in this domai, n lilçe

)

in the others, no. m.i+ur a+Lon of the .masses had prep nred
the masses, and the state was substituted for the Society.
One cre~tied child-c~re centers, one took the children from
f urn i.Ly educe bi. -n to be educoted by "specialists", etc. Cne \
knows no\'lho. this all ended: "free love" did not liber .te
women~ ~ it only gav~men ~he occ~sion to rid themselves

1
.---

.~. ' - .U ~ ' ••••



,"

of the LJ:;t vesti~es of "a sense .of responsibili ty"; the
ch Ll.d-ec are centers and the schools reproduced a c Las s-cbes èd "

society, because one did not question hierùrchy and the
""0.\ e, hQ.~e""on '-\

division of lt\.bor. And"wl:8 l' d,tMa'.I!I!IW •• i regained its
domin ..1nce.

worne n

If the ehinese experience XX has succeeded in ùdv~ncing
from " a critique of feminity to a critique of socièty"lll0

~

it is becau~e the Chinese came to understand the errors of
the Soviets. China is ùttempting to socialize - and not
to "st~tize" educùti .n, maternity, the up-bringing of child-
ren, etc. For this China has avoided sppar~ting the fight

of vromeri from that of the soc~ ty in its totali ty. to abolLs h
the division dnd the hierùrchy of labor. China starts with

the hypothesis that women and men are deformed and alienùted
by the oprression of class and by the oppression of the

r ••

fem~le sex that accbmpanies it, and that nothing will be
ùttqined without the disalien~tion of the one and the other
simultaneously •• The Chinese postutate tho.t, ùt lea:~t--w;..t
potentiallY'Athe sensibilihes"of men and t of women ore
identical;- that the "md le" charactcr is not due to masculines
genes .rmd "feminity"due to female genes. China rej ects,

psychologic~l explanations of such • differences.



" .
"

Let us return to the posi tion of the radicc=al f em.Ln Ls ts

which we outlined above by putting forwdrd the four theses:
Juliet ~Utchell and Nelcya, who are the most coherent and the
mosE ddv3nced of the radical feminists, do n6tdistinguish
between the fundamental contradiction and the secondary
contr~dictionsof ~ society. The~ ignore thereby the very
qucstion of the drticuldtion of contrddictions. Howevcr,
the funddmental contradiction is always situated at the level
of the mode of ?roduction, and reveals the generùtion of S il 1

surplus and its ùp ropridtion by an exploiting clJss: this•_.-.-

~ is the sense of h Lr.t.o.rLc aL ma t erLa lLsrn , of the
dQtermindtion in the List inst'a~nce by the economi~ b.rs e,0::/

'rhe other con crvd Ltctions, wh"tever their origins arid their
Se COn d.a.r tI\ +0

p_ŒticulJ.rities,. arej\sUfrg,',_t.! l~ the f urid orne ntaL contradic-
ti',Jn.'(hey are _ remodeled in • such a Wdy as to serve the
interests of the ex~loiting class~s. This does not take
dwày any of the significdnce of the second:1ry contradictions,
since , it is alw~ys possible ~hat the whole system will

be put in~ question from the base of a h "inst'::ible
marqins" of its "peripheries." But the second ;:trycon t, .id i.c tLon

canrio t; bec,.rne the weak link in the system unless the la ..Il- t i9

lN sw. , t)e. 1of 151 J1_ 5 J
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The myth of origins is -* debatdble. Fdr from being
excluded from the fight of man against XR nDture, women
in ·primitive·societies we~en insured ncionly the
ret'lroductionof the 5'~ecies, but from the neolithic

revo'ution:x~e sedentôry agriculture as weIl; the first
re igious cuits, estJbli~hed on the basis of two-fold
fecu~ity of women and of the earth - is testimony to

this f sc t., Women\ howev er , have d lways been exc~ded from
the highest forms of poiiticai power. Why? One (xpl3nation
is that politics is an extension of war, and thdt w~r
h s been the ~omain of men, since women have been C
confined because of their role in the reproduction of the

most
species and in .~riculture. Up until nowAspeculations on the
historical origins of the Gppression of women have served
to replace comprehension of the diaiectic of the whole
with mechanistic, Iinear interpretations. Such analysis
thus becomes a pseudo-scientific justification of an ideology:
that of nationalism or that of feminism, ~. for exam~le.

, 1
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and of ex~loitiltion by war and the submission of the defeated.
This linear explanation finds itself in the tr~ditionof
Durw I n and of the "biological" -mechan I.smss the s urv Lva L of
the fittest (physicù.lly, biologically). The myth serves

ideologicù.l
perfectly itst\function it puts the ethnic JIll! antagonisms
before those of class, it a•• 1a affirms the histocica1
~nteriority of ~ racial or ethnic oppression. It serves
l' nu t L.nalism in thilt it ù.ffirms that n.s t Lon a I ( Le , r acd a L)

oppression which has existed throughout the ages, is autonomous.
. )

It permits us to dvoid the essentia1 question, that is to
know how .••••t.·illt __ .1 na tional oppression is put to the service

of class oppression.
It is the same wi th the myth of the ",1sychology of

~X~ origins", formuldted for the first time by Freud, in
male

al'version , in reg:Jrd to hoses. 12 Freud places ùt the
origin the murder of the f.lther and t he combat among the
young males for the pos_ ••• iOR possession of the females,
end m.ikes aIl deri ve from this pretended "psychology", that
is seen dS eternal. 1-l=:•••• From the roint of view of Fruedo-
h.Jrxism, the farni1y pr'cedes ~ social organizdtion, __
flIxa4ïill (JzcecJ. ' t (Father -z. Putron =- Power); ·in this

"eec;L Conœ r f\..
perspective one~~ not a•••• ty Ar~oneself with
uhderstdnding the generù~tion of surplus, •• More likely

/
j'
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one vi ews 25
3 SOPSO'iip'OPCS the app.roprLa t.Lon of surplus as

an extension of the psyc hoLoq.y that is hypotl1esized as
•internalto the fJmily. To this line of;dnalys.s, which

~ ,~ non=d Li Lec tLc aL (in which f uc tors are j ux ta .osed and
in which exp Lana t Lon s Lire uni l'Jtt:ral)we wish to oppo.e our

..
view - x thJt of a globale analys~s, diJlectical and
historica~of the articulation of oppressions, in a perspec-

~\!c:.~'~ ~,t'tive of the liber.Jtion of the whole -,,~ and "'",society.

3. Stdte, the fr.lmily,and modes of production
\.

The simultJneity of the State and the f~mily as
soci.a L instriunents of oppression, is the point of departure ~('"

-,-
~ our analysis. But the formg, of the st<1te, as the forms

of the fLimdy, res~lt from the demands of the dominant
. nCl.fore... O-t ~

mode of production and determine the~~ t i various
forms of oppression. ln srite of the cont~nuity of oppres-
sion, it is always different: that of the proletdriat is not
that of the slave, and thdt of ~ women in capitdlist
society Ls not t:liltof women in a primitive economy.

Let us begin with the liitest pha$e of history -
'-'

the c.rp i,Lilist world. The discovery of an Clnconscious by

of SOCill reproduction. Freud did not see this, however,
and 9 Ive an et~~~al dimension to the capitalist reality.
l<cich returned to theproposi tion of l'-"ruedand posedthe



j u _t and x cv o ~ I:i: ..ry quc c t-Lo n ;
~ (J.

it ~18)c-~~":<:olc:t is not a quc c tiun

of expl1ining why c ert oLn befngs r cvo lt (the "nevrosé';:;'~

but ~ r,tther a Cjue.,ti·n of e xp Le i n i nq \'Jhythe rn i j orIt y
" 13does -= not revoIt .:.g':linst~[J .r ess i.on ,

However, Reich S3~ the es~ential function of sex~al

repre~sion as a universal mechanism of fàshioning beings

who would accept oppression. vte contend that sexual repression

functions as one possible mechanism o~ repressi~n. lndeed,

under capitalism this has been a domin3nt mechanism, but it

is not a necessary one. ln order for wùrkers to acce~t

commodity alienation it is necessary that they repress

x:è~18I recognition that "the right to laziness" and the joy
QJo\ttof work are one El the s -rne , ~vithout this recogni tion, .

ISthe living force of the socialist visionAobscured.

sion and 'an anti-joy, anti-pleasure ideology are useful,

if not essential mechanism of aliendtion. ln contr:.st

certain pre-capitalist societies did not know sexual

repr-ession. ln sorne societies there was no need for it;

religious alien3tion WdS sufficient to assure the social

reproduction •
.~t one stJge of its dcyelo)ment c~ )it~lism w~s quite

~ble to use sexual repression in ordcr tOltt~in its ends.

One c ln see u Lso th.lt this vJ 3S ~ true of sorne societi ..'sè::;.
dur.t\-S .

Athe tr~nsition to cdG.italism, Qocl'et1'eQ w~ th t'" ~ ~ "ere e ves 1r;~3

of u:..;ev 11ue and the. tdS te for de 1iiJhts and en io yr.ie nt 'VI, re
to 19Lh

still much in evidence, as for exam rLe in XNI!f 17thl'century

Cng land and in Germany of the Hohe nz o Lerns and ,ieim-:-:r.

Thus )the im?Ort,lnt function thût protestant pur i t an t srn \./.)S

ltue.s.
.:.bleto xx fi11.14 But this means .-•••__ •••••IIt· i t t'l't- ,,1 SUlly

-- -- _._~--- ~~~---------. __._- --------
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fram the moment that exch~nge value is directly a~ce~ted
as a basisfor sociEt~as it is tod3y in the most developed
ca~italist societies. One can see th5t Jlreedy capitalism
can offer the luxury of "sexual eojoyment" to the expLo i.ted ,
But at the same time it reduces sexuality to the st3te of
banal merchandise. The sale of instruments in the super-
mùrkets of Scandandvia permitting one to get a mechdnical
orgasm are good examples of xxxxxx this

cnenqe , Thdt it is sti 11 ci ouest L n of m.erchandise ster.is
-. ydrt"er

from the f act thLit the scarch for .~\~tH 1 0 AI e:;w hos becori:e
unnecessary: the relJtion of hum~n being and object is
substituted for rel~ti ns among people. Such a rel~tion with
an object confo.rms weIl to t'e bourgeois idea of individualisdt,
that is to say.)to· the necessary Ls oLo t Lon of individuals, t:iem-
selves things to produce a profit.

herbert i',arcuseand the Fr·::>.nkfortschoo L put e;w)h,"sis
on this new form of ~ cOoptation of sexuality:.~

~hen commodity dlienation becomes totally internalized and
use-v.:.lluesare virtually forgot'en,"repressive tolerance'"
and self-repression can be substituted for whdt were focmerly
external forms of repression - religion and police forces.

----------_._.~.. ---- t---- J



Oroe ~a.~ re ~r-~~c.kec.t
Athese philoso~hers for remaining in the realm of (ahistoricùl)

psychology, when in fact they have furnished aIl the elements

to leJve it behind. Thus, in ~ros and Civili33tion K~rcuse

attributes to "ze pz-essLve desublimation". (a psyc h o an aLy t i c

mechanism) an effect that society in fact produces directly

by the triumph of commodity alienation.lS
Pr~v..J,.O-

Both Era :rlEN..}rxismand interpretations of "autonomous

female oppression" assume ahistorical forces th,lt remain the

same despite evolution of the productive forces. .such

interpretationJprevent us from understanding the terms of an

alternat~ve.

(1

One ç"- l'
ç !! • ùlternative is ch ar uc terLz ed

by the possible persistance of cormnod Lt y e Li.e n at Lo n
- and thus of oppression - inspite of the disoppe:rùnce of

the spec i eL opp re ssLon of women. The universe th:lt Georçje

vrwe1l im::lgined, 16th ,jt of 1984 ,is the logic .i L and nec esSury

end of the s~tisfaction of the demands of bourgeois f~minism.

ln 1984 one mdkes no distinction between women dnd men; they

are perfe~t1y symetrical. Orwellts vision is the perfection

of c.vp Lt aLâ s t; h orr ors , The furni1y in 1984 is no rnore the

pLuc e of the opr-r essLon of women, becul):-:;ethe d orn i.nIti..n of

n~ture in the dom..}inof the reproduction of the srecies

is perfect. Rdther the family is the place to fashion

- ~-"-_. ---- _ .•_---_._-- - -' _._----" -- -_.-..- ------ ...•.. ~---
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be i.nq s (symetric.:i1,men and wor.en , no difference) th3t
accept; oppression: the oppression of Ln f u nts b,: .:f ·t:ler
and mother, indistinguishJble from one Gnother, in the f.lmily

prepares for the symetric31 op~ression of adLlts bj the
Stùte.

ln r~a1ity, the compl~ints of feminists founded on the
theory of the historica1 Jutonomy of the oppression of
worne n serves to acœlerat.e the march towa rd 1984. The
social democfatic solution produces the same result -
take Sweden as an example.

ln the artiçu1ation of oppre·.sions that of class is
dominant. We must understand how the role of the state and
that of the fami1y h~ve combined historicaI1y in total systems~
of oppression, how ideology has deve10ped certain functions
in certain societies, and how certain aspects of oppression
h6ve interacted to form historicù1 who1es. ln other

---'" ~.

words, wh~t one must do is



;~ .

to write a
"the"""in ~I\re -·1

history of the f30ily and of women's o ..)ressi~.
hiS\o(','(l o-P Soc..,·(.-t\e.s)

relations to theA~*'B311 8~ @38~"" of ~
st.1tesand social f orrna t Loris ,

ln pr~capitùlis~ form~ti~ns, th·~t 3re orgJnized around
the direct realization of use values, the fJmily is the

unit of prod uct Lon , Women are Lnteqro ted into ~ economic
Q.C'e.

life)3sJ\~ men. Female work is not exc~sively "h0use·.·JOrk~.
"'-i Moreove5 one does not distinguish such work from work
in the fields becuvse J!! in both ceses work is a que ctaon

of cre~ting or producing use xx±e values. ln CJpitdli~t
societies the distinction between use value and exchange
value is so ~M±KXNX pervasive and exchange value so dominant
that we tend to project this distinction (and domindticn)
backward in time and assume that the domestic work of
women in pre-capitalist societies wùs necessarily devalued
as it is in our society. The forl.~ of the technical divisi~n
of 11bor between women and men in pre-capitalist societies
dre immensely variable, as are the forms of family
organization. ('~exual repression" is not the general rule,
although it existed in cert~in c~ses.) The role of
the family in the educ~tion of infants 1s only partial,

'\
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society iI.311I1!"'ùlreadY-tits own mein s of intcrvent~on7

( .:::Ige.5ra..d'''.5 _-:J initiation, SÇ)2.?,?lS ••• ). The s up> I emerrt cr y
dependence of women in reg3rd'to n3ture coexists with that of

humlnity in 0eneral; Lt is acce~ted with the same f·t~lism

~ as other forms of d e pende nc e - sickness, f am.Lne , etc.+0 eq\~\',,- I.u"~
lt rema.ins" WIaIS wornen vt e r e a Lws ys exc l i.ded fram ~oliticdl

power of the domi nant; c I os s e s , .vnd i t is on this po: nt,

'---. i.

1

and this ("oint a.lone - but i t is of ma j or im ortance - th at

is reflected the specific~ "fatality'" of m:.i.t""rnity and

i ts Lde oLoq Lc aI reflection (the "in trinsic inferiori ty of t:,e

ferndle sex). Onenotes that in aIl pre-cdpitëllist societies

m:irria.ge~ and lov e are unconnected. l"Lrriage is a social
is

a,' .e.i.r , and La if_ i ts functionAto assure the reproduction

of the soe c Le s and :g&;:jIjIif of the mode of production (of.

ùde--:~late uni ts of ;>rocuction, of domi n :nt Ld ne aq es, etc.).

Love is s Lt ua t ed outside this social or q.m Lze t i.on , orid this
. re~a.•..~ .. "love./I ï S ,

fact ~sA)j .J [foc@} .is normal. ~a:~_*,t.'iLlIiL ~breover'Â.c:.ften the <::X.c.lUSIV'e..
, , UJfË .1 s;f ~ ~. _p•..iv: \edy~,., o·f ~e. fv \\n~ '\.:..\a ss , who o.\c~e..

L& ~ L g f tl. BX,35 r'" ± L.i' " ..e 31 If 1. 82 f Ci Il ;1c , the 0 nLy
-the.. I\kte...

pe r a.vn s h ...1v~'WJ-s::=;Ii'Aright to exe r-ci s e t!lcir humnitYé ~A L:IC

c hLv.t Lr ou s love of the s e Lqrieur s and t.he worncn of n .hi: .i ty ,

tllJ t of the pr i.e.: tSc1nd :.r Le s te~; r.e s of Egyrt, ~tc. ln :Jurn,

one sees that the f,;imily in pr ec ap i t a t ds t s -cLet Le s \·J.5

a If r e dy f uf i Il i n9 the f ur. c t ion 0f .iiiiliIii.' __.lI-.!f!iill!l.•••1..' .i".SllllltI2~'•• .;IjM_l"'~tflit'-

._-- _ ...._...-~------- . --..1.._ "'_ ,,--,-------,~---- --------_.,-_._-----~-,..-I



rQ. prcd.ùc '\~
M!lfiid~"""J_,,.. ••••i.,"T•• S_-.Jg~t""i slIiilIIIIr_.fifiaallll!lEl".' •••""iL",,,. ~. /\ the s oc i e t y e5 i t was •

Capi tal ism does not re:;resent, d es c i, te sorne a', :'e.lr,mces

to the c on t r ar y , any progress in this dom.ii.n , beclD~e here

as..a:a: e Lsewhe r-e , it is the moment of ne qotLon , (3(31 __ -:;'

recognition of the
Cd:iitalism represents however,,I\~ possibility of liber-

ation. With c~pitalism appe3rs in effect the sepJr tion of
h'I~{h. .

TheA~ of the feminists, indomestic work and social work.

so for as it does not recognize the dominJtion of commodity

e Li.e nat.Lon , idealizes social work , Domestic wor k is not
0("

less monoto~more brutalizing than the. p.r.rc e Ld.z ed n.i tur e

of social work; wh,jt could be more destr~tive than to turn

s c r ews or to f ill out bureaucra tic forms? cI t ". J Illa/ ••
""This :ta.c.t €,K' p \a.,"s
'fi. why the women of the pr oLet .r r Let; , who know •• wha t; their

ehdure..
hus b.md s must,t\s . " are less sensitive than the intellectuals

to the R:cries of this type of feminism. The "advlntJge"
lies

of s oc Ls I work ~t\elseJdhere: in its collective c hc r vc te r ,

to which the islo1<:.\tion of the wornan in h c.r ki tchen is

indeed the op posLt e .:wd tbo r~Q~ -â>iJsi@< 'il. !1l' _ J.
:>-- ----------- - --.-.-

(~~~~ that _c:.::'..n. .5'5'-"':'-':=O.~~~~C~~~w()r!<,.!,,~ace.~••. • .•.•. -.1
~he structure of dornestic work negates the possibilityo-Ç. collec:..t.~

to the ascendency of
It is thanksl\ ~ crp i,t,..llism that m.ir r Luqe and love .i r e

no longer s e p.i rv.t ed •••• in theory of c ou r s e , vJhy7 iJec1i2.'e. the

f arni.Ly is .no longer the IA.nit, of pr od uc t i.c.n , but ·th.)t in \-;hi-:h
Ot (,.;~o.\~.

one org .m i.z e s the ac cumuI.otion of C')9i t31 for tral-;smissionl\

,JIIIZA.s well i t is the unit of consumption. It WJS ..,t.iMilII1::1i==_" ScIl ) ~ •
.~'

-_._.- ..•..•...•••.......-- - -'--~.•.-"'-~ -. ,._ .._-- .• _ -- .-



until recently) 11•• 1& ; '] as long as c ap i t a L r-emaLricd

pe~scn~lly identified withfue c~pitclist, such dS for the

bO:1rgeoisie of the 19th and e ....r Ly 20th centuries. ln ord r

to re~roduce such a form of c ap Lt a Li.crn it W .•.s ne c e s sc.r y to

reinforce the LsoLat i.on of the fa.mily from other aspects of

social life, a reinforcement rendered possible by the f~ct

that the family became the ref~ge of use value. T~is

isol~tion incfedse~ the oppression of women by men. It

introduced as weLl, a new element, or ~ reinforced. it:

sexual repression.
Cc\'\+; ~vè(L

But c;·i~.,italisml\o Li ltQ~ it~' advs nc e , The de ve Lo .rnen t;

of the forces of pr od uc t Lon forced c spLt e ' ism to c Los t rie

i e,. i tself in more and more socLll and •• more and more

abstrdct forms. The bourgeois c~pitalist gave way to the

ùnonymous scciety (the corporation) ~nd the f~mily 9~ve
\oSt

way as the unit of ac curnuLotLon , Inh :..ri t..s rice l HS1 i ts

importance. The family becQme. only a unit of consum~tion •

."t me s ame time domestic work di.s a ppe zrned wi th the introduction

of houselhold appliances for the .·....mer Lc an middle c lass.

t:ven the household is no longer the milieu of the rroduction

of use va.lues. There is no 10n0er a r8fuge for the

production of us e voLue s , no [oriqer ..i p l.uc e for s ex u.i L *~"'~j_r;::::=:.

enjoyment, there is no longer an y t.h i.n.j ; it becornes difficul t
+heï

to c onv Lrice women thatAt .,. still p l ay a s oc Ls L r oLe ,

5 .society strives to give them the illusion th·.3t thcy

p Lr y ,1 big r o Le in the ed uc.r t.Lon of inf in ts ond ..J dcc()l.:d:lvc

role whose object is the social promotion of their hus bond ,

- --_._~-_. ---- -"--- ~.:.....•.---- .•.•.._..-~-'--- ~~-----_ ..~~._- .- -_._--_. ------.
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:.:iuch are the t· rms of t~,e bourgeois f arn.i Ly •••• und the bcq Lm .Lnq

of i ts 4i4i••• _L.. c on tern.vo r er y crisis.

The fact th.~t the bourgeois f arn.i Ly 11:1: consti.tutes

a unit of consumption, prevents us from viewing the op~ression

of wome n as a class opp r e s s i.on , s pec Lf i.c c Ll.y "oprr-e s s ed

,_,t the economi~ level" in a system of ~)rodt;ction - the

point of v i.ew of Nelcya _ ~cul3se domestic wo r k does

not create exc honqe value, and bec~3e c api t aLi.s t; exoLo' t r t i. n

is situ~ted dt the level of the creation of exchJnge v31ues.

Exploitation ought not to be reg~red as a result of 3 direct

r e Le t.Lon between the capLt aLds t; (as il~dividuLlI) and the

proletariat (ds individual). K~rx insisted on this Goint

that c .pi, t.a L is at once social (go1J-bûl) and ,j,t the s ume time

p3rcelized (individual), as the prolet~riat is dt one~

a c Las.: and a collection of individuals. ~ocial capital

ex~loits the proletJri3t )5 a clQSS (~nd the 0r~let_ri t

c ons i.s t s of f ami.Ldes of prolet.-:ri_·,ns). Uomestic wo r k ,
(W a.-5ele.C;~ i~

production of use values,/\~ dSI\.:l11 direct p r od uc t Lon

use va l ue s under cdPitalism) .ic t s upon ;md r educ e s the

cast (the value) of the l.lbor force. ln this sense, '-/o.. en vr e

of

no t exploi ted by their bus ba nds , but are.l a I onq vii th their

husbonds , exploited by ca;)it"ll (and ac EuaLl.y ~)l s upcr ex-

ploit"d). .An.Jlogit?s can be made here with other situ L:: nc

ln whi ch I:::hec r e.s ti. n of use v .Lues per rni. ts ~ "oVereXi)loi-

tation": the African pea ant, who produces for the m.irk~t and

,L .,

1

j



for his own ;-;ubsistence, is s upe r ex o Lo.it ed bectlJse his

activ{ty of subsistence ~roducti.n reduces for c,Jpital the

value (the cost) of his l.bor power. ln this sen3e, it is

not worne n in general that are ex pLo . ted, ,31though all worue n

are o,)~resset, but women of the prolet'ri3t th3t d~e

"overexploi ted Ir:.

ln this siiese one c an s 3y th Jt the cpp r os s Lon of worne n

gr:ows with"*,e develorment of ci1;Jitalism. Pc_~gress is not
\\ 1/

lineûr a nd continuous, and •••. p c r tLa L Ld be r c t i.on s , wh i.ch
Co -0 r+e.eL ,

are on y such in app , u r-arice , are..i\!I!!,' '_ 1 p' .el to reinforce

a renewal of op~ression in n~w forms.

J?'.1raèox: 15 the .vme.r Lccn f ema Le of the middle c Las s e s
tOddy

more oppressed" than the --ur-op e an worn an or even the ··mric_n

womdn of yerterye3r? Here the danger ,:f being misunder~t~od

is c r uc i.a L, ~ I.omen have ai \.•~ys iJeen 0,) .')rcs ed. Dut their

oppr e s s Lon clid not excl.ude the f ac t; tl"ut they ..vere nscessary

to1be reproducticrn of the soc LaL f or matLon in its tot ~.lity

and not Just to assure the biologic31 reproduction ~the

spec i.e s , For the ~t.!II:===:.t pe as an t wom.m \'/1-10 wor k s in the

fields or ~ for the hou s ewi.f e who assures the nubu i.nt enc e
he', wo,k..

of he r f amI Ly .i t; the berj Lnni.nq 01' C3,Üt 'lism,/\" _ Ni' ••• W.1S

n.c e s s ar y for society. One hit her , one c l o i c t.c r-ed her,

but she existed; one vcnerated her in her role as mother, as

good worker, and Qlso as sexual object, as • w~s and is the -~ ..
case in the l.atin or Ar.Jb world. Because delight .,....

-------------- ----
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also exists, as use value, although it may well be reserved

for men who appropridte, impoverish, ~nd deform women.
ln evolve? capitùlism, the triumph of exchange v~lue is

so total that the enjoyment of lj~e is unknown: pur ibol nism
need no longer be imposed. Doesn't frigidity become the rule,
badly compensated for by pornographic exhibitionism? At
the s~me time domestic work begins to disappear. Women,
~jB qua women, bec orne more and more unproductive, objects'
simply of decoration, though xxi:i: still necess...ŒY for bio-
logical reproduction.

It is often said that the societic s of the Third wor Ld
are more oppressive towared wome~, but very little work
has been done on this subject.17 Our dnalysis, however,
conludes that in each society, capitalism aggravdtes the
oppression of women in comp'rison ta th~ir former situation.

of
4. The alternativ~x~ feminism: reform or revolution

Means of birrh control are not a novelty. Every society
kNXR knew to sorne extent how to control births. ~hilc ln
pre-·:alss soc i.e tLcs this know Ledqe tended to be the domo i.n

of ,111 women, in most class societies this 'c now l.edqe came
to be strictlyregulated by the ruling cl.:1sSand its dCJents,
i.e., religion .and the state. ln spite of the fact th~t the
simplici ty of modern means of contraception .s nd their qrc.i ter
efficacity give women a much gre~ter margin of libèrty,

--- -- - ..~--
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in c ap Lt.eLd.s t; societies, this control is still bej i n excer-

c i.s ed , p.s rt La Lly :XXXl!!!gt.hrouqh the rru. d i.c eL h i.e rarchy ,

The manner of viewing

the me ons of bir-th control reveal$ the n ature of. the t ask.

that is envisioned. One talks alw3.ys übout the "mdstery of

women over their bodies il. Such a view implies • that _
~ 1:1 w-" e t\.. ~ l\..

there is no place to think about the ccntrol;\ of their.o\bodies.
~lj One.is not suprised that the rese..lrch c o ncern i.nq

the pill is totally founded upon the vision that the body

of women is "imperfect" and it only should be controlled.

A liberù.ted society would seek to 'Jive to all human bei~s

- men and women - the mastery of thier bodies, not only to

master fertility, becu7J~;e the d orn i.n stLc n of nature is the

rn.sterLa I c~lOdi~tion of 2: free enjoyment.

If we want to dchieve disalienJted heterosexual rel~ti ns

we must x stop seeing birth control, birth, and children

as female domains. But, des pite all, the "pill" gives

to the woman for the first time the possibility to fight

ùgainst rather than

.rcce pt; the fJt,.,lity of n.i t ur e , the h crLt uq e - enormous it is

true - of religious alien,.ltiun t.ha t; prœc ed ed cornrtlcditY.Jlie-

n,a.tion. I t is in this sense that our epoch consti tutes

an exceptional moment to knock ut this weak link in the

chain of oppression.

_.- -- - -- --- -- .•. ---------- ...• -------- .J
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It belongs to women then to consti tute an org sni.z u t.Lon
ov.;n,

of their" -.:R. The oppressed are na.tu.i I Ly preoccupied b y
1

the,pt1rticul:t.r oppression te which they :ire subjected.

The anté1gonso.m be twe en women and ,men, ',' by i ts very -:
ts«, ~o()r(.e.. of ck~,,~',~ ~.~th ~~ pr"ol~ \dr\('(.r; kT

n.rtur e ~ ! àtiT'j r -1- Lj'Q 'mnrir ••b LA. lis, A._.. loi 1\
ces a. SQIO!<:"'c&. 0 t>~.-eSS:;en...

E6 .• g experienced 1 _ by women~ To recognize their
, +Ca. h.s<.€ ntL

own alienation, toAùw ~ it and inscribe their fight in

the general fight against the f3mily, the ~tate, and

social classes, women must get together,' to express themselves

freely. " uie!l:cs iil ••r,is LLuLMen too must urid e r c t; md

til ,t they are opp r es s or s and that they c.mno t serious Ly

revoIt agoinst oPDression without coming to grips with

their p~rticipation in the oooression of women.
-the. .çû.~.:t-. ' , ,,

But~ that the feminist movement could
ccY\h.L,,,1-\!. \-0

_J\the g~neral

p.ar t i.c i.pi t e d" Clhc;l.
t'l1 e.a.Y\...

t .1Sk 0 f l i ber a.t::..0 n do e s no t s -j _ '- i f '9'1\th 0 t
do Sc. as c\se~\...e.\'~J

it will au tometLca Ll y 13 l!' 1
,

71 Here...there is • are.-k;o
~ ~\Lor- Co'V f>·ta..n d)'\..

1] ,- - - T _ 5 t refornmo\!X: fi - Q'?or t j, 1::::i:a:t..in thetllternativ~

context of a system of op or e s s Lon brought to d new s t ate of

its devolopment, or radical- t z-.ms f or-matLon of the s y.r t.ern .md

thereby Ldbe r ut i. n of the t.ot aLi, ty of social r e Lat Lc.n s ,

Euch of these two options has his - theoretical f ou nd a t i.on s ,
final

itsAobjectives and its own strJtegy.

The first option is founded on the basis of ..••••. c, kl,c,Ç (f\. -t\,e..

-.:.....~ -~-------,---_ ---.,--_----.._------------=._--- _----- - --_._-- ---- ---------_.-:..._-----_.
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autonomy of women' s opp r e s s i.on , This gives \<Jay to ,•• {\U~"ii.J·,,~ a,,-

Lnc on t es t .ble reali ty,. .! ! 1 " -the p.rr t i c ul e r d~ -cridence
on not.ur e

of ~ vJOrnent\ds r-e or oô uc e rs of. ~he. s pec Les th 0 d j ~Wl? - j ?~ ç~

But 4-k.1~ (~co.s.'"h~ 1'" o,,~ ~t"h·&. (i'~cL-the.r~ ce....
~è+Hll lltOPOT?/t Al-t nou r Lshes ~ t:le il usion th.i t it is

possible, in Iiberating ±N \JO!:len from thi_~ de pznd enc e ,
lJl-

to resolve the feminist pr obl em, Isol. ted.(\ this way - the

pJrts f%m the totality it prevents us from seeing that

women cannot be Iiberated -==- from their so ec LfLc op ression

without Iiberôting humanity in its totality. This per-
·a.ho

s pec f Lve" prevents us from unders bandi.nq tha t the pers :-·ecti ve

of pure ~apitalist horror - ~ - is also a possibility, ~4~~t
in this perspective ~ qener aL opor e s s i.on is r oLsed to a

new and higher level, in spite of the fact that s~ecific
o~

opp r e s s Lons -"rJce, R sex, age, - di.s s app eo r ,

~I.-, 3 'the str'::l tegy thù t corres .londs to this

pe r s pec t i,v e ,,""""'" r evo Lves around two cle _tr demands , The first

is x~ 55 equality of rights in the system, thùt is to sùY~

the integr.Jtion of women as a l,bor force e~uai to tlat of meQ

The system can give women thùt, not of course without diffi-

culties, Just as it CJn give ~ !ldry incre]~es to tr Ide

union members. It is even possible thùt under the pressure

of demands by f~minists, the present system of "overex~)loi-

tdtion" of women by their exclusion from ~ capitalist

------------~
1
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production and their reduction to domesJtic l.bor, will
become less profitable than their direct exploitJtion.

The second demand com~letes the first; it is that of
the ri~ht to sexual comportment analogous to that ci men.
Until now, Dourgeois mcrrLuqe ~ has becn the rule, m.'lrri.::lge
in which the immanet dise~uilibrium was surmounted by
prostitution. The asymmetry, the op~ressicn of women by
men, reduced prosititution to that of women. ~s ,.

.vs the
.A~ perso ec t Lve of equality in the capitalist system..,.is

accepted}we see the commencement of m~sculine prostitution.
~i."!IIE'===1 ==:::::::Ii:Zt==:;1;::::::'1I3_r~. In fact, both masculine and feminine
pros titutes t-:lâQii @~ L21Lt 614 are the complements and companLon s

c~ -.bo..~e,,{..
of the im~otence in love in an o9pressiveAsociety.

The liberQls of the system proclaim dnd ~dvocJte
repedted

~ free love. HO'I.Jever,the",f<Jilureof these experiences
should m~kes m3ke us understand that impotence i~ love is
due to general aLdenat â. n, to the qener-aL oppression, wbi.ch

prDhibits the limited succegSof only one s ~r sector of our
by the workers

social lives. Just as "participütiGn""in t!1ecaqit31 ist
enterprise ~ becomes a M!It f arce in the context of the system}
3 : 43 just as the juridic independence of ~t.Jtes docs not
0et rid of n~tional oppression, it is i~lusionary to w~nt to
cre~te a secret gQrden , a ter~itory for individu.Jls to

j:;or""aso l.o t;e themselves &!2S4:1\ the society. Sorne ~ priviledged

-.
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Lnd Lv Ldu a Ls , here and t:.ere, might s uc c e ed , more or less,

but at the g~bàl scale, ~ failure is certain. ~ ln re ,lity,

the re ï ocm i s t; pat.h seems quite LrnpossLb Le from the ..ut se t ,

Each step of progress realized in this direction, f.IL fram

attentu~t~ng dissatisf~çti~n, eXJcerbates it: drugs,

ponogrJphy, supersex merchandise, neo-mysticism 811 reve~l

the failures.

ln terms of this perspective ~hich ~ees fem~le oppression

as autonomous one must view the tr-.idition of "feminine
. +\\e.. . f Jl'Ilnationalism." The Lesbia.n L~ation,Alr/ellput tl!:le 0

\ -bt:lO \:.)
JOhnso~' Le ove s one to understand the ab and onme n t; of the

fight for a transformation of the society in its totality.
~ecL

Pailure Iead s to retre at , But this retreat is i'7ü"rWi"'".:lnd

even manipulJted by the social classes that do not wdnt to

change the worl~and the feminists, 1ike the nation~lists

in another domain, 'risk being the first victims; The n~tions

who refuse to put into question the fundJmental cause
18c ap Lt.a Li sm - r em.a Ln dorn i.n.i ted ~<i.ef:ICtQ.

will/:h.lt•••• s exua Li t yj be in a d i.s oLi.e n vt ed soc i.e t y we

Cc",\? \~+el~ Muw
c Innot"Yim- im.l<Jine., E4iCilj\lt.·ssC.,1nit· br; co nc e l ve d in t e rrns

ol ''.....a.~~crWM<!.\ 1.

of nit tl r.,1l ru lf~ s ...he ~\1th" d nd Aex ce fl tion 3 4 . 1 1 il 2ii 1 l)) J 1 j! '.
how'èv'~r h,\e('o.W\t-...)~\:t rt.Cl~ ohe.. o-t' N '\a.bhO(~<!.I,h(~·.
~31 ksi. The concepts themselves of morality, rules, l~ws,

no rm.ilLt.y , . bnormality, t.o Le ranc e , :XN~ pr'esuppo se the Qi 3 JE_

existence of the ~tate and the family in chJrge of their

enfonQcement. For us the only definition of "norm::ll" is

fi nCI n-, i l i (!n. 1 t cd" •

1!1 • " Î F J: ; '+
-'
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~the liberty of individuals. The dL:llecti~ of the superLo r
sociùl being d Ls aLd.e nabr-d - and the uni.m.aL t.".t r em.i i ns in

.h Lrn , turned d\-Jayby centuries of oppressi on , will.ret.-,keItS.
~ rights. Heterosexuality, bisexuality, homosexl..W.lity

univerdal mission of liberation of the Jrolet]ri~t. But we

will lose their me~ning, .at le~st in their rresent sense.
The theoretical found~ticn of the revolution~ry option

resides in the real comprehension of the s Lqn i f Lc ence of t r.e

mustn' t make of this m.issi ,n a reigious c:~::.zJ~IIII!!~Q!lllis.~!!trprophecy';
,:t . \3 ~ :ta.s:'c:..i{,a.+- re~u.l·rtS C:C\"n?\~-h~~ 'L"

4*18 1..@I21_i-- (!)JÇ 't ."06141 :! E - 'i' 5

, j j,aEcr+-'I -4- ~'J- ] "3Pç· ...J~ cC

çQrre~~Y pd. te tbe ?ç'li8:Jd!) of sccicLj. _For the first time,
hi l-Nê, in history, __ n.s ture can be sufficiently domina-

S:O
tedAthat the proble~ of scarcity c·.n be resolved; for the
first time, human beings cdn,~reallYf~dsters of their
bod ies, For the first time r::liaious alien .•tion c.s n

.hv+ \t- ""ost o-f' te l\.. S \V~ ç -'
dis~ppedrA gi 'ary way ta the most general, the most abstr :ct
of ûblienati(;1l,s that of mE commodi~ies; for be first time
the human being is himself reduced ta the abstraction of a
com.r.odd ty - ci Lu bor'force.

~~ s trv~le.. \'S .b~Iw~~~
~Anothing or everythingj there are no more intermediate

From now on IE.d.Lili.) ie lHHH3i';l,.

solutions.



It is a 1 _ cricial thlt the women's movement be ~ro-

letarian and not feminist,' bectlase if the figh t for the

affimmation of their personality coincides for women \~ o~

the pr oLet ar â c t with t.h eLz; c Le s s interests, it is not the
who l j't/~

sarne for the women,-1L!IYUtslJe in the world of the b()'-rgeoisie.

The proletarian revoIt however, v;ill .n"r.1,:dn~

hopeless if it is not directed to Li.be r e t i nq h um.m i.'t y in its
\./S

tot<.Jlity from ail forms of Ç)p.pression. And for" ~ the pro-

letariat •• is not the sum of "p r oLet er Lans " (rn.vs cu Li.ne for the

mect part) directly exp Loi ted ~ in the f ac tor i.c s , 'l'his

nJrrow vision of the oroletari~t, th2t ollows at the most to
nod.. +0 4\ès: aa;r .

ci.ve a ccndescendil!gl\~ the "the wornen " (..,nd at t:,e s orne

time to the ":-:eople of the Third";rld") \'/:1(. ar e t r y i.nq to

Li,be r ate themse l ves, is the view of econornism. Th l': pro-

letariJt is the entirtety of men. jnd women 3t the center

.md at the periphery who are oppressed by c ap i,t31 : 90%

of hum.:1nity.

The crisis of the f.Jmily institution, jcins the crisis
o..l\~

of the jtdte,~of morJlity, reinforcing the exceptional chùr-

<.Jcter of the present moment. The "masculine virtues" -
-------

virility - hdve f.Jllcn fram their pedestal. They a~D0~r more

and more for what they are: cower di.ce , o~portunism and ~

careerism, - in fact the barbarous violence t3nd the lack of



finesse, the impoverishment of the heart and t~e s irit.

\t the s c rne t Lrne the "feminine virtues" sensitivity,

mor~l courjge, em~athy, humdnity - c~n be rccognized ;s

belonging to women because they cire less weIl intesrated

into a brutal system •

.:3ocia.list,5h-:.ve tended to lose sight of the c ent r eI

Lrnpo r t aric e of ")erscnal" oppression and its counterp ..rt,

"pe r sone L" dreams and visions of .:l more hum.sne life. 'lî-,e

women's movement is forcing us to confront the ~uestion:

How will ~ocialism tr~nsform all modes of social life, from

the rn.ic r oe co norru.c to the intim jte, from the global to the

inter;Jcr.sollal? ln evo Lua t i.nq the an aLy s e s .irid d ern.vrid s of

the feminists, we must keep c Leor .bc ut; this c ent r l con tri-

bu tion they con tinue to rnoke to JZlMXXXjO:M~~:-D( the s t r uqqle.

1
1

1

1
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