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Discuasion article, Ray

ORGANIZATION, ORGANIZATIDN, ORGANIZATION

The triple cmphasis on organization in tho title is not only to call
attention to the fact that I am not writing another rhilosophic lotter,
Rather, it is to show that it is impossible to be a really good organiza-
tlon person -= and here I don't mean the projoctor of Marxist-Huranism, -
but the most rigorous Yattendant" rogarding the smallest tochnical doe
tails ~= unless there really has boen so total an er~inncrung (intoxnal-
igzation) of revolutionary dialoctic, that it comos as natural as broathing.

Let's begin with 2s allegedly a minor dotail as crecating a special
mailing 1list of non-subscribers to gct the chaptor frem the Bosa Lwemburg
book. The very first ihing that is required is the pinpointing of what ’

"is new in tho chapter and, therefore, the type or types of persons you
feol must got the chaptor. . ‘

) Well, what is new in the chapier? What compelled the proposal for-
now classes 'in Philosophy and Rovolution, with ono and only one person =-
the author hexseIf -- {o give thom: Whon you considor the propossl was

.. introduced at the very time whon the -author had announced she would not .

have a locturc tour this year and would in fact not be around for organi-
zational work, isn't it time to ask what changed the goal set at the
convention? ‘ ’ -

A single word, or rather, substitute of ono word for. another, affccts
that transformation, The word is "of" in vlaco of tho word "and", What
that says is this is not a sorios of classcs in Philosspay and Rovolution.
Rathor; it is one in philosopny of rovolution. The faxt is that what wos
supposcd to have been a minor subject (Engels' Crigin of the Fomily) bow
came, instecad, a Groat Divide, and that betwoon nono loss that Marx and
Engels. It undorxwent that transformation not only for the classos, but -
in the Rose Luxembuxg book as a wholo. Tho titic boceme one not only on
"Rosa Luxomburg and Today's Womon's Liboration Movemont” tut (and that
‘ebove all) of Marx's philosorhy of ravelution. '

The way this connocts to that minor mattor of a mailing list on tho
part of mysclf and Olga was that, as we wero working out that chaptor, wo
could see what a challengo to all other Loftists this book would hocomo.
And also a challongo to socialist anthropologists in acadenia, as well as
a challengn o tho feminists, both Marxist and non=Marwist, This, in turn,
domanded 1Al wo 3ingle out,from the various bocks I was sunarrizing,
authors (Lovh those who would be sympathetic ard those who would Lo vory
hos{ile) who shculd be sent oither the soction of Nows & Lottors printing
the chapter, and those who would got the paper as a whole, deponding upen
whothor wo wanted ot onco to have them draw a Marxist-Humanist organiza=-
tlonal conclusion, gr Just create a ground for such discussion lator,

And sinco wo know that we would now have ovon morc enomios than bo- -
fore, it was alsc a quostion of rovolutionary socinlists who did not sco
it as wo did, but who dofinitoly wore sick and tired of tho olitis® party.
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Tt was for this xeason that I anuddenly began & corrospondonce with Sheila
Rowbotham, and in fact she was sent a copy of tho galloys and sont via

Ha HeShano, Thore was a two-fold roascn tha 1attor form was important:
ili that 7 wantod commonts from Harry who was an old male rovolutionaxy wlo
hadn't been opmressively aware of Womon's Liboration; and (2) I vanted
Sheila, who was not sympathotic to mo ut who had writton & poom dediented
to Harry, to got this from Harxy.

0K, for any Nl membor, no matter what the locality, to deviso his/hor
own meiling list would have reguired ro-thinking in a threo-fold way: ‘
(1) How de I really wish to igsuc that challonge, not just as & Marxiste
Humanist of yestoxday but of tomorrow? (learly, it means that I myself
need to understand what anthropology has to do with our organizational
growth, to understand how in the heck could anthropelogy produce tho
need for a total philosophy of revolution? (2) Wnile I cannot wait for
this total intermalization bofore I make up a 1ist, how about roviowing
in my mind, or perhaps bettor, by writing out, every woman's name I had
any sort of dialogue with ever sinco tho Houston convention? (3) And
sinee it is not a "women's book,” but tho question of nothing short of
Marx's philosophy of rovolution; and sinco the challenge is not just to
-living Marxists but to Moxxists from tho very day of Marx's death, ba-
ginning with Bngels, why tho hock make & sox division botwecon man and
woman on the question of philosophy of rovolution -~ so I betior make

surc Jjust as many ncn get this issue as women.

] Now, lot's go roconsidar tho Doc. 30 oxpanded REB mooting,. Again,
in a strictly organizational mannor, strictly on its simple appearanco.
(Phenendna, you tust lmow, is not just show. 4s a goed Hogelian, yeu
must know that ossence must appoar, and that tho decisive tosi comes
whon ono cin sonse whon appoarance is cssonce and when it is mero show,
epiphcnomona.) : . ‘ -

Floase read vory carefully Olga's disnussion at the Dec. 30 meating,
espocially on p.8 of the minutes, beginoning with "Thao chapbor demands a
" postudy of P&R to grasp why tho perepoctivo thosis for the first time over
brought P&R directly into tho thosis,.«" And again, "If Engols’ attitude
to Marx had beon to seo Marx as philosophy, and not jus® goniua,.history
might havo beon differont...and can.roally bo a transition point for all
of us." . L .

Wo arxo still the only organizatlon that has fully 90 days notico of
" convontion-+v-bo, and 60 for plonums; and, to moet once a year is both
exponsive ead frogquent enough, congidering how smill our numbor. Never-
tholoss, bocause wo are so attuncd both to tho masees from below as woll
as to the oojoctive situation, wo hove folt it nocessary also to keep up -
with tho flow of ovenis to chock oursolves- tho first guartor, Tho REB
olweys doos, and often that's an oxpandod REB mooting, Tho way that could
involvo mcst of tho NEB and yob not financially break thao orgonization al=-
togothor is not to oxpoct tho Wost Coast to como oxgopt “via" o singlo
raoprosontative, (oz don't you road tho constitution and know that plenums
domand tho attendance of all NEB mombors?) .
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In a word, ingofar o= content, porspoctivo, balance sheot, tho
Dee. 30 expanded RER mooting was a plenum and ono that startod, not
Dee, 30, but Dec. 18 whon tho REB sot its agendsn -and heard a prolimie
nary roport of what I intonded to say Dec. 30. Morcover, oven boforc
that, I hod already deeided upon tho now classos and sent out to all
mombers, not just to the NEB, an outline of the classes (5, since ra=
duced to 4). If for no othor roasen than the listing of the reading
ratorial, that should havo glvon notice of the fact that, far from
being a claas for thoge who had nevor road PR, the classos wore in
fact a viow of P&R that was related to o new stago of philesophic
%;;e%opment requirod by the new book, (Yes, the bock=to~bo as woll =g

How, then, could anyono deeide to have "their oyn" typoe of classes
on the same work in "thoir own" local? Hadn't we drawm’any leszon from
my attitude to the L4 local which did Just that last year with its .
classes on "Marx's Capital and Those Who Try to Truncato Ii"?

- That iz to say, oven whon nothing of the new venture was involved
last year, La Telt 1t had lost out quite a bit by having finishod itas
- series on Maix's Capita) ond Teday's Global Crisis before I ovor got
thore, 4And has anyone really so intornalized that pamphlot that thoy
can write a full Marxist-Humanist analysis of the economic situation
in the country now? X _ : ST

(You know what is funny? Ernost Mandol has just published a now
book, The Second Slump, on that same 1974-5 orisis he said has "run its
courss", and now another export Loft scholar, Giovanni Arxighi, has oo~
ponded to his theory, "Townrds a Theory of Capitalist Crises," a poat-

"+ script, taking issue in a most friondly manner with Mandel, Though ho

is a strict decline=in~tho-rato-of-profit man, and Moandol is a striect
undorconsumptionist, they “eritieizo" each othar only to tho oxtont of
being truly alike, i,0. up~to~datish, A1l this you can read in the
latest New Loft Roview Sept.~Oct. 1978, an issue dovoted to "Tho
Socinlist Revolution."s :

One word of "thoory" rogarding tho quostion of overfamiliarity and
therofore not rcally undorstanding a thosis on a serious, objentive lovol,
Tako tho question of the 1905-6 Russian Revolution. TIn the noxt chapter
of the Luxemburg book, that's what I will be working on, and wo will bo
challenging Troteky. You may think: "What's now about that? Tho anawer
is, ovorything, BEvorything because whon we havo critielzed Trotsky horaw
tofora, even whon it was on tho amestion of purmanent revolution first
olaporate. in 1905, tho omphasis was always’ on tho Stolinist poriod, and
the empha:is was always on tho fact that Tpotsky had not faced tho roality
of state-copitalism. And beeauso that was tho xoality, we would discuss
tho quostion of permanent rovolution, not so much in tho 1905 contoxt, tut
in tho contoxt of the chinomo Rovolution and tho poriod of 1937. Indoad,
that's tho way I ond the Trotsky chaptor in PAR, stroasing that any thoory
that was that far romovod from tho rovolutionary rolo of tho poasantry
would automatically collapse vub of its own hollownoss, But when I will,
in this chaptor, take imsuc with Trotsky in rolationship to both Lonin
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and Luxomburg, the criticism will bo, not on statc-capitalism, not when he
Wwas wrong, but when hc devcloped his most brilliant theory of all directly
within the 1905«6 Revolution., So you can sce how wrong it is to think ono
is familier with a cortain situation and thus losc out eon tho crucial ro-
lationship of Roason and rovolubion as a unit, and thus not got to: the
total uprooting that Marx had in mind with his rhilosophy of revolution.

OK, sec whether you can anticipete my nexi chapter, and meanwhile,
let's turn our attonbion to one other concreto matier: CD's tour. I
think that one mamncr in which our mombors —- naturally vory anxious
for the organizati¢p to grow =~ havo a tendoncy to csk too much is
to make 00 many medtings for a visiting momber from the REB, This
flows from the oxpectation of immediate resulis, They think if thoy
only could get onc morc meeting out of the person, that would really
mean new membership, In truth, howover, it 1s they who have to get
from cach appearance so many now ways of pwoject Morxist~-Humanism,
that rather than asking the speaker for onc more tallk, they should teost
themsclves with how thoy approach a porson both boforc having heaxd
our national spoaker and aftor.. . ‘

In tho caso of Indignant Heart: A Black Yorkor's Journal, this is
ospocially crucial since both the publication is new, will nced an over.

. broader poriphery,and the Black dimension as prolotariat will be forced
by the objoctivo situation == unomploymont -~ to turn, at onc and the
same time, to activity and thought, I'm not saying wo'ro on tho ove of
that typo of 1589-50 Mirors' Genoral Striko which holped give birth to
Marxist~Humanism. But §Y will havo its hands full and must proctics
theory as well as activity, . - ‘ o

Orgonization, finally, is socond nogativity all in itself oven if
that docan't come until rovoldtion brings forth all sexts of pow forms of
organization, It is for this roason whon, in the Phenomerology, Hogol ar-,
rived-at Absolute 'Knowlodgo, ho spoke of organigation of thought at tho
very holght as Absoluto roachos Golgothe. I that scoms 50 havo no con~
noction with Lonin's "AlL powor o tho Soviets," and party work "mst bo
checked by nen-party massos," and gods ovon more complicated with his
Will whon ho finds ho has not a soul “to loave his mantle to, just give
yoursolf an assignment totally to rewrite Balabanovat's “idontity" sho
found betweon tho “chaotie" conditlons of tho 1907 London Congross and
the actual 1917 Russian Revolution, in-both of which the only ono who
was always punctual was Lonin, and the only ono who was mosit moticulous
with his notes: "not a single word oscaped him, not a gosture, Ho moti-
culously took down overything in a sort of diary, thon I saw him 10
yoars later in Moscow, yrosiding ovor tho scssions of the. govornmont, his
manncr wap oxactly tho samo," (Impressions of Lonin, by Angolice Bala-

banoff, ».18.)

The polnt = tho ormanisational cssonce -=that Balaobenova cannod
grasp, is that ono cannot tako such motlculous notos in such absolutely
opposito eituations as London 1907 and Moscow 1917 unless ono like Lonin

actlcos the concept =~'ne recvolution can bo succosesful without a thoory
of rovolution," ' o

Raya.
January 26, 1979 Dotrolt




Tewarks & D scuss on at the 12-%0-7" Specal [EB(slightly
revised

by sev'n e York

in Iran today. ve have seenh that the revoluticnaries cannot
all Lack on pre-capltalist(IaJarlc) cer.s i they hope to really
vareot the capitalicl : harbariss ol the Shah. Leaving i as Ry
hwoaeiny -8 a revolut onary{as do the Trotskyists) parallels the
idealizat .on of tie anc ent gentes by Engels. ‘e need dialectics
‘nptead of scheaatic riens of goud and ev:l . whether in Engels
near-return to DNuussean s aoble savage: or :n soue Iranians des:ire
fer an Is'al'c itepub ¢ and a brealk- w th the Hest.

You can t zc back a ti e and espec .ally the +o.en resise 1o
du So—--as liax-oe fedinsea ansieu in hiB recent article in Le idunde
(Dec. 2.1:73). \hat ve have tuday in Iran is ‘o danger of being
strangled not only G:rectly by the U.5. but irternaliy by the sane .
type of narro nationalisi: vith its ~anti-i perialism as truncated
the Lebanese revu.ution in 1i73. This is despite the fact that the
Trotskyists are hapoy becouse the ucvewment today oppuses boih
Tusaia and the United States. ' -

Thip type of reductionigu~—--reducing the dialectics of naticaal
1iberation tv anti-Wezternisi-—-vhoce basis ;s i.patience to get
to the reveiution and happiness over critigues of the bourgevisie
ernerging ron nev directions, must never be confused with the guite
valid search ior set revolutionary subjects.

Yo can See this type «f reductionisu alsc :n Engelc over-
enthusiastic esbrace uf Worgan - vhere as Taya vrote in the nev
draft chapter e skipped (ver cumpleteiy +tat the masses vere
gring and thinking. Thus Engels ignores the fact that the ancieant .
gontes hecaue for exai’e the oasis of the caste system in India
just as today 8 Left ignores hov the Algerian Revolution becane Lthe
Aligeria of Jounedienne witih its refurn to clfuslrn vayse especiaily .
Tor the woen. o ' .

Just. as moedern revelutions(and especially Iran's) compel a
questioning of and are megsured by their attitude toward the
pan/vonan relation, so with the new buok Raya takes this dialectical
problein posed by today s Yomen s Liberation Hovement baclk inte
a rethinking of liarx s philosophy of revolution. In this new
bool the sanfucuan relation’ becoues ceintral to a ro-exaiination
of the Marxian philogonhy of revolutioa, just as it had in
raecont years Tor laya becuie central Lo the examination of
conteuporary revolutions~-----capecially the Pertuguese and the
Chinese. .

Thus the nev work with tinrx’ s Bthnological Hotebooks can be
seon a&s n continuat.on «f the verlk begun garlier in analysiiug
sexisd in Vertugal ond China, by taking that centeuperary probleil
as the jusping off point for a neu look at iarx's dialectics

The neu vork vith the Ethaological. loteboolks also openn up
ground for continuing the lind of disenasion ve ve had ol tha
peasantry, Biack and the Third Vorld ever sinco the African
rovoiubions and the chapter on thew in PG and the new werk
rocontly avound FFSADT, and nov THOWT. It brings to life her
lettor this Fall on hou the Grundrisse hos since 1463 hecoie as
erucia) fer that periud as vere Lenin 8 Philosophic FHotabuoks




Tur tie puesi-World Yar I pericd. This ig because ol the
Grundrisse s ciscussion of the Asiatic wwde of production.

Today ve re faced with the kind of narrou nationalign neaning
a return to pre-colenial days, that Fanon once cppased. lHe
epposed this ' thout hovever negleciing vhat vas positive about the
coneunaiis, i ancient Airaca. And today it s tue tiouen s Liberation
linveuent vhich mucn more than the left  puactures these preiensions
4F peturn to suslin lac of the veventh century or vhatever. ’

"1e key point iz the concept oI & ‘property carcer+ rather
than narrouving that tc private propertr. Th the case of China
for exmaple as naya cuotes Etlenne Jalass in PLR. L capstalisn
ig thousht ol also as state-cap.ta~is. then ‘n China it in a ~lwary
wlg wan- . Tor Chinese scclety did not have private proverty in the
j/estern sense---—yet the Venlueion tdeal ¢f fauily and service to
the state is no less reactionary and in fact stifled free thuught
even nore effectively than the Churcih-dociinated European iiddie Ages
d4id as Balazs shows in his discussion of Chinese tovms vhich were
not centers of frec. thougnt at all.

As against the narrour nationalism of sose in the Third Vorld
and their supporters, or Engelsian sche.atic views of prehigtoric
gentes as iree af class strugugle, Larx s p;t_.!mological Hotchovks )
shou a skepticisn tovard Horgan. Thus his stateuents are dialectical
me—val where Grecks are civilized and yot wore barbarous toward
wonen thas -barbarians'. Lukace, while dutifully citing Engels
(and even 5telin) in hls discuseion of Hepel's theory of tragedy
in The Yeuny Hegel , likewise shovs llegel s view of the establishuent
of patriarchy by Creon over Antijgone’s fighter For older tribal
Torus(vhers wonen counted fpr wore) to have been fully dialectical.
ilegel sides uliiinmtely with Creon and sppreciates(as did Harx)
the aclhigvements of Greck socioty, but does not igaure the price
paid in vouan o subjugaticn and in the Tact of a clave svciety
as a vhole waderueatlh the ‘philosopiers:.,

Harx 5.es beyond llegei but not in the vay Engels thought
he(Engels) aid. bul uvhich vas really a retrepression to the
nomedinlecticnl vaticnal.sn uf the BEulipghtentenie--lo Kant and
even back to Huussean s "neble saviyler. “Hard goes beyend Hegel
by taking the mase wovenont as his Toundatiun---the Paris Commune,
tihe Civil War in the U.S., and tovard the end ol hus Life Yusaia.
Lasreuce ‘Keader is vrong vhen he writes that Capital laid bare,
the contradictions of capitalisn and that Marx ras trying to begin
expluring the origine of cap talisy in the Ethnological lotebowls.

ilo it vap larx 5 iuterusc n the noh-Huropesn vorid(ad
eopecially Qussial} ns shovn by nis letter to Zasulieh. INaya vefers
to thie prubing by Harx at the end eof the ‘frotsiy chaptor of BYl
wwmand contrasts it to Leon Trotsky s own harrov vigw wi the
peasantry. Hhe vrole there that “Trotsky s outlook vas too
Burope—ceniered-. ALl ol this takes on nev i purtance in Light
of the net prijected bulk.

Aoparently Engels too dov ail e uwuriilenl pluiage into
Horgan - s arehistory, as llaya vrites in the.new draft chapter
- happened to sltip over the auestion of the Oriental Comsune in
lip analysis of priuitive corwunisu “n The Urigin of the Fadly. -
Instead Engolc oifers us his otage theory of civilizatinn, talkon
irown Horgan.




\hether, vith Epgels: tedey s vulmar Marxists hold that -
vatrisrchy aind private proper ¥ arose at the same tine( and o
therefore s:uewalisn will automt ically frees wouen) or whether they
ro\.rogresslw‘l,j follow Draper .in seeinp scx division &z Tirst ’
&ad therefores hardest to uproot{and therefore excuse #n advance
the sexist socialsin they're trying to create, not 6 mention thoir
sexist vanguard crgan’zationg)--—or hether like De Deauvoir and
st e Yeninists one erit cizes Bagels sharpiy but coesn + take it
back .ate aauther look at marx(ar into the rass wveuent) although
- che does guote the magnificent passage Froa 1844 Farx at the
end ol The ._Sccond SeX-~--~jlone can match the truls dialectical
presentat on o the arub.i.e-.: "h ch llaya has laid before us in

the draft clupter. ' ’

Once again it ':1ae been by going ore deeply into Marxz that
a truly ériginal contribution has been made vhich does in fact
add someihing nev to Harx. As with Mary haya iz not conserned
with wicovering origing but with uncovering the new rovolut onan
subjec-t and its dialectical relationship t-. the prolctariat. Haye
Ur ‘tes that .ve see that Marx refurns to Brobe the "or:.ﬂ'in-' of

ianity not for purposce of dwsccwur'.ng “nev origing but for
perce.w...ng nev revolutionary ferces their reason or(l-{organ)
“povers of the mind'.-

To ré&eurn for cae woilent to Iran bexore coneluding lot Tie
cuute lax .o Doedwnson: -Yhe tvumen are espec! ally b':tt.._r. -1n Pa;.uw v
thoy Tecently vere seen shouting their hatred of Islnn...a hatred .
vhich vues nothing te'the .ancuvers of i .perialismi." Vurther: .-

“Tor the uument ve are very far from a leftist lslax.x...(! o have)
a.nt--u’eatern and mtt:,»ﬁ..le“lcan Positions and at the same "tlme it
exercises brossure for the. waintenance of an avchaie -oral order.

One cen. catl-that revelutionary if one vishes to,(Lg ionde 12-3-78).°
le goes on tu predict a rupture.beiveen the Loft and the Mueli~
erergy in lran. as in LS0Y. Dut this is not 177 and as ve
learned today, 1997 itseld really lasted wntil 1917. DBut today

such a rupt.ure can ..n:-e.n & genuine Lass revolution: in Irar




PRESENTATION ON ®MARX'S AJD ENGELS* STUDIES CONTRASTEN: RELATIOfi-
SHIP OF PHILOSOPHY AND EREVOLUTIOW TO WOMEd'S LIBERATIOR" for Circle
Women'!s iLiberation Union by Terry Moon

I'm basing my talk on a new chapter of a book in progress by
the Chairwoman of News & Letters; Raya Dunayevskaya. The book 18
called, Rosa Luxumburg., Today's Women's Liberation Movement and Marx's
Philogsophy of Revolution end +he chapter 1s titled, "Marx's and Engels
tudies Contr~stedr the Relationship of Philosophy and Revolution to
Women's Liberation.® In the Chapter Ms. Dunayevskaya contr-stg

Engels'! The Opigin of the Femlly, Private Property and the State, to
Merx's Ethnolowical Notebooks which were just published in 1972.

I went to talk about this chapter and women's liberetion as a
question for us today and to start by asking what it means to consider
eny philosophy of revolution whether we take matriarchy, abortion, fthe
concentration on the ERA, or Marx's new continent of thought. Each of
these represenis a wWay of thinking that gives action a certain direc-
‘tion. I want to develop some points which by no means will cover
g{erything 80 I hope you will raise many questions and comments in the

scugsion. _ . . .

Let's begin with Karl llarx. What is so exciting about the dis-
covery of his Ethnological Notebooks is that here is a German man in
the last years of his life and he returns to deepen what he developed
gguﬂears before when he broke with bourgeols soclety and wrete his

Humanist Essays. What iz if; that he said in 1844 that speaks to
women in 19797 Let me gquote you:: .
«esthe Becret of the relationship of man to man finds its un-
ambjguous, definttive, open, obvious expression in the rela-

. tionahip of man to wWoman,... From the character of this re-
lation 1t follows to what degree man, as a gpecies, has be-

- comé human, and has recognized himself as such.... To what
‘degree the needs of man have become the human needs is alsoc
seer, in this relationship, 1.e., to what degree anpther human
being is needed ms a human being... ‘ :

' Now some, like Shelia Rowbotham in her book Women Rasistance
and Revolution, clalm that all Marx is doing here 1s taking s measure
of soolety. The position of wemen is seen by Marx, she says, as an
"his{srioal index.* What Dunayevskaya has shown us is thet what Marx
was developing in 16844 is how total, how desp a revolution is needed
to uproot this expldtative, alienating social order. We see Marx's
vislon of what a new society would have te be--what revolution must
mean--where a human being is needed as a human being.,  That was in
1844. In 1883 he delves into the American anthrepologist Morgan and
Marx gets very excited beocause he sees haw much freedom the Iroquois
women had--more than most women today.

But here 18 where a difference between Marx and Engels emerges.
Engels wrote The Orggig of the Family after Marx's death, yet many of
today's feminists treat that work as 1f Lt was written by both Marx
and Engele and try and use it as ground for questions of Women's Liber-
atlon todsy.

Engels looked at the Iroquols and at their matrilinsar--not
matriarchal--soclety and said this is so great! Look, the women have
veto power, even in questions of war. Engels thought this was so great
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that we should just modernize their communal form of society~-sort of
the primitive commune with electricity. In fact, Engels ends his book
with a quote from Morgan stating that the higher plane of civilization
“will be a revival, in a higher form of the liberty, equality and fra-
ternity of the ancient gentes.®

Marx looked at 1t differently. Yes, women had veto power but
1t was still the men who made the decisions. The chlefs were men.
And how could it be that this golden age of the gens could gvolve in-
to what we have today? Marx saw it was because the contradictions »t
were right within the primitive commune, whether that be bebtween men
and women or between the chiefs and the ranks. The division that
characterizes all class society--that between mental and manual Zabor
—-—gxisted. ’

So, where as Engels got carried away with the equality of the
primitive commune, Marx kept showing how horrible capitalism is-but
simply updating the old is not enocugh. Let me quote you from the
chapter so you can see the kind of work he was doing. {Quote from
®Marx didn't take issue with Morgan's findings...® to "Moreover, these
weren't successive stages, but co-extensive with the communal form. ™)}

Marx didn't see the solution as going back. Before he studied
Morgan he wrote in 1847 that "The history of all hitherto existing
society is the history of class struggles.® ilor would he have rewrit-
ten it after reading Morgan even though Engels belleved that this ne.r
meant all "written® history. But again, that is Engels, not Marx.

So what does this mean for today's Women's Liberation HMovement?
Today's WLM has raised new questions. We began by challenging the
_ Left snd saying, 1f you are telking about freedom I want to see some
éhanzes made between you and me right now within this organization.
We challenged that whole diyision befween mental and manual labor say-
ing no longer would the women serve the coffee and crank the mimeo
machine while the men wrote the leaflets and made the decisions. We |
took the measure of all so-called Ysocialist" countries end found
women were not free in any. But we have had 11 years and need to look.
&t what has become of many of our battles. o

Whether we go as far back as suffrage or look at the Ilight for
abortion or the ERA we are stopped short of where wc want to be.  The
gains we meke aren't for everyone and there are set backs.. Women
thought winning the vote would change everything. We thought we won
on abortion, yet, Ms. Magazine just ran a story of Rosie Jimenez who
died of a butcher sbortion because med icaid would nc longer pay for
a safe one. (If safe ones there be given the recent Sun Times series.)
We are stopped everywhere bocause we do not have a philosophy to gulde
us. Even ‘yllis Schlafly (as those who heard the so-called debate
iasy guarter know) ovon Schlafly had us arguing on her ground. In the
debate Ltsalf 1t was Schlafly, not Friedan, who quoted Gloria Steinem
speaking at the July 9 rally saying that if women don't get the ERA wo
will become the revolutionaries the Right claims we mra. Sohlafly
went on to call the 100,000 July § demonstrators "lesblians, abortion-
ists, and federal employees." Frledan termed this statement a "elur,”
thus acoepting Schlafly's designations as an insult, and shouted that
ERA had nothing to do with abortion. A need for a "songtitutional
underpinming"--not the revolutionary women's movement—-was Friedant's
solution to the lack of .enforcement of numerous lawes "guaranteelng”
women's rights. . ' .
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_ We cannot be content with only working out e direction for
Women's Liberatior unless we?ﬁﬁat in the process we are talking about
a direction for the werld as o whole, Otherwise we end up isolated
and short, far short, of where we want, where we have to go. .

How can we do this? Especlally when it is true that the WLM
has never represcnted all women. But the fact 1s, since we are human,
Wwe can make sure we associate with every force for freedom. One of
the forces that has been so important for every freedom movement and
from which the WLM learned so much, was through our association with
the Black movement. That is true whether in the time of the suffrao-
gists who learned how to be leaders and to speak cut in public for
freedom from Black women like Sojourner Truth and Harrict Tubmen; or
today when we learned about sit ins, teach ins, bgeotts, etec. from the
Black civil rights movement of the 1960s, This questlon that we start-
ed with--how deep a revolution hes to be--can be geen right in Scjour-
nor Truth and Harriet Tubman. If you saw the TV mcvie on Harriet
Tubman then you remember the last scene that showe her being very
proud naving a letter read to her from irederick Douglass. &nd yet,
alter the Civil War both she end Sojournor Truth broke with Douglars,
(Tell story.) : ‘ _

It is very important the words that Sojournor .Truth said be-~
cause they reveal her vision of how total revolution must bs. She
told Frederick Douglass that he was “short minded.” How, isn't that
beautiful! And here she was the one who was "uneducated".aqd yet she
had developed so beautifully her rhilosophy of revolution. .

. On the question of the relationship of white and Black women
I want to read a poem that a white woman friend of mine was inspired
t cwrite after watching the TV program on Tubman (Quote Merianna's
poem. ) What I love .about %this poem 18 the first and last lines be~ .
cause she has split the word "idea’ into "1t and "dea' s0 that you see
“that thls powerful idea of freedom is in an individuasl--an I. The . -
last line shows the passion for freedom that' is at the bottom of.al.
movements for freedom. I anm bringing all this up not to carry on a-~
bout our roots, but to say how revolutionary and unencumbered with any
illusions about human relations in this soclety are thnse who exper-
ience all the limitations of this world and thus hcw eritical is the
Black dimension in working out a direction for the WLM, ' :

.. So what has this to do with Marx?  One thing is his emphasis cn
totally new human relationships. In the Grundrisse Marx has a chapter
on the Asiatic Mode of Production where he looks at this backwards mode
of production in China. Yet what is important to hinm is that, in the
1850's in a backward commune, the people developed the Taiping Revolu-

tion which was fighting off tne Bpitisn imperialists. In the last .
vetr of Morx's. lifc hs wanbs 4o answer o lotter ITOM & Russian woman
revolutionary, Vera Zasulitch, who wants ko know the future of the
Russian. Commune--could it lead to communism without needing to go
through capitalism? He wrote 3 drafts before he wrote the finished
lettor to her. 1In each one he stressed, not "the commune" but ths
"needed Russian Revolution." He secs that there ‘18 a "dunlism within
in (the commune which) permits of an alternative: either the property
alement -An 1t will over come the collective element, or the other way."
Engels saw not dualities, only straight line developmont. "Marx was -
projocting not Just the overthrow of the old but...that a new soclety
muet change human relationships totally, actually as well as philo-

sophically,"
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The need to counterpose ilarx and Engels can be scen in what is
happening in the WLM. Last month Elescnor Leecock spoke on Enzels and
the Origin of Women's Oppression" at the School for Harxist Studles in
Jew York. Most of the people who came were Women's Liberationists whno
vented to lmow what did Marx reslly do on women. ot only did Leacock
never even mention Marx's Ethnological ilpotebooks, but when a woman
from ews & Letters asked her about them in the question perlod len-
cock answered that Marx's Ethnological Notebooks were only creatod
because " there were no xcrox machines back then' and that Fngels was
greater than Marx because he "squeezed everytinlng you conid get out of
fhose notebooks." The level of the presentations werc that 'n 2000
BC the men made the cutzides of the snowshoes and the wcmen iade the
ingide. Cen this kind of discussion help our movemond £90:.5y7 Shella
Rowootham in Woman Resistance and Revolution treats ilurx xad Engels as
one. She quotes Ensgels thus: "...prostitution is baref on rrivate
preperty and falls with it. Thus connunist societv, inetond of intro-
ducing community cf women, in fact abolished it." Wit gnecls is say-
ing is that commumnity of women would fall wita the tnll of rrivate
property. What llarx zays is very diffcrent:

"The relation of privete property remains the relatica of the
community to the world of things. Finally, this movement ~f
counterposing universal private property to private property
is expresced in the animal form that marriage (which, of course
1s a form of exclusive private property) is couaterposed to
having women in common. iience the woman becomes communal and
common property. We might say that this idea of .communal
women expresses the secret of this qulte vulgsr and unthink-
ing communism. In the same way that the women is to abandon
marriage for gencral prostitution, so the whole world of wealth,
that is, the material essence of man, goes from the relation
of exclusive marriage with the private property owner for the’
relation of wniversal prostitution with the commuwmity."

Sc you see what is key to Engels is. private vs public property
while to Marx it is the question of totally uprooting =211 forms that-
would fragment the individual. ' '

i Even someone like Marcia Freedman, the Israeli feminist, at her
speecch at Northwestern, tallked about the overthrow of o supposed pre-
historic matriarchy. She certainly agreed with Frgels that that -over-
throw was "the world historic defeat of the female sex." Evelyn Reed
of the SWP developes similar ideas based on Engels and never even men-
tions Marx in her book Women's Evolution. Right here at Circle 3andra
Bartky will be having a class on Feminism, Hatriarchy, and Marxisn.

To me, as a feminist, this debate is very important because what so
nany of the so-called Marxists are doing by saying that for women to
be free we must first abolish private properby is telling us to wail |
for our freedom untll after the revolution. They are putting a pre-
reguisite in fronv of our strumgle for liberation. It was opposition
to just such ideas that was the basis of the birth of the WLM. If

you are not ebsolutdy concrete about this new forece and reason of
revolution, the WLH, then it shows right away and you have a slogan
such as, "Women's Liberation through Socialist Revelution" instead of
"Soclalist Revolution through Women's Liberation, Black Liberation,
Workoers Liberation and Youth Liberation.® .

. ~ So our vision can't be one of simply exchanging onc set of
propoerty relations for another but of totally new human relations.
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I would like to conclude with a quote from Marx's Bichteenth Rrumaire:
The Social Revolubion...cannot draw its poetry from the past,
but only from the future, It cannot bezin with itself beiore
it has stripped itself of all its superstitions concerning
the past. Earlier revolutions relied on memories out of
world hlistory in order to drug themselves against their own

- content. 1In order to find their own content, the revolutions
of the nineteenth century have to let the dead bury the demd.
Before, the expression exceeded the content; now, the content
exceceds the expresgion.

So sisters, we too must let the acad bury the dead and begin
workinyg out a new bepinning for our aze. We can besin right now.

Terry Moon, Jaauvary, 1979




SCME  THOUGHTS OM EXPANDED REB OF DECEMBER 30 -~— Peter, NY

(Excerpts of presentation to NY local 1/24/79)

The expanded REB meetinp in Detrolt Dee, 30 broke new gpround in Marxist-
Humanlat philosophy and organization that we have to consider very serlously
and continuously in trying to meet cur Perspectives this year, that struck me
repeatedly in Raya's presentation and in the discussion was the new type of
response we have to now make because of the world situation so laden with
the need for a total break with bourgeois society. The most important con-
cretization of this need wes the proposal for a series of five classes on
Philosophy and Revolution to be given by Raya herself this spring. While the
idea of the classes was discussed before the 12/30 mecting its integrality
to the philosophic discussion taking place there was so important that umless
we catch this as "the new"” we won't meet the challenpes facing us.

By centering on the concept of the clagses the 12/30 meeting developed
a continuity uich the spirit of our September convention by posing a dis-.
" econtinuity. In the Convention Yergpectives Report it was shown how the nhil-
osophy of Marxist-Humanism had become on objective force of world affalrs as
important as any ongoing revolution, and the ideas of Rudi Bahto wete clted
ag an indication ef that. We saw the demand for a total break with bourgeois
soclety could not be left to the realm of working out methodology in the
abstract, but that Marzist-Humanists had to ecgage in the battle of Iideas
hased on a new method of activity as well. The concluding parc to the rTeport,
"the Praxis of Philosophy, flowed from this pevspective. This began to be con-
eretized just days dfter th2 convention by Raya in her September letters on re-
organization, touching on organizational matters ranging From Olga's worl with

her on the new book to the new responsibilities facing new membezs at conveation.

Just as re-organization at convention centered on the Praxis of Fhilosophy -
the integrality of Marxist-Humanism with objective world events that in turm
demands cur relation te the cbjective to center on our role as a philosophie
action group -- sv dees re-organization spelied out after 12/30. Only now the
response we are respoasible for mating in our zcotivitles has grewa greater than
evai, bacause the past four months have made our ideas a greater rovee of
re:solution than ever before,shown by the publicatior of thaz.Farcl translation
of the Dec, N&L Two Worlds columt and the publication of Parts 1 aud II of
Indignant Heart: A Black Worker's Jourmal. Most important, since the convention
the book to be on Rosa Luxemburg, Today's-Women's Liberation Movement, and
Marx's Philoscphy of Rovolution has developed and ie openfng all sorts of new
doors to us, Lec-organization today then entails expcrienciag the workings nut
of the new bnck as it comes to be, for the ideas token up da the new chaptev
published in .ha Jan.~Feb, N&L have a lot to say about our pressing organ-
izatlonal taske,

In her presentation at the 12/30 meeting, Raya began with Iran and ended
with N&L as o:ganization, and I don't think this is any accident. In the new .
chapter Raya chows thit unlike Engels' uneritical acceptance of primitive
communism as a higher stage of human development -~ in which Engels upset the
dialectical structure of Marx's Communist Manifesto in taking issue with the
statement “the history of all hitherto existing society is the histoyvy of
class strupgle -- Marx saw primitive communism as containing a duality between
chiefs snd tribesmen that with tha accumulation of wealth developed into full
forced clas3 antagonisms. 1 think what £s beiug said here is that for Marx the
division of mental f{rom manual labor ie the key relation of society, and he did
not confuse the soclal division of labor with the division of taske; that men
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and women performed separatc tasks in primitive communiom was to him not as impor—
tant a8 that in performing those tasks they were being frammented. by tlie division
betwean chief and tribe, decision and executor, montnl and manusl, The class line
for Marx wos never a question of who owned property but of what type of activity
soclety forced the individual to perform. Reya them eaye that it is in the transi-
tion to a new order that the intermal contradictions manifest themselves, shouing
how Marx examined primitive communism not to-derive a unilinear evolutionism from
history as did Pnpels, but to perceive new subjective revolutionary reaponses

from the oppreseed of his own day. I think this is why Marx's lettera to Vera
Zasulitch on the possibility of the Ruseinn peasant commune serving as a basis

for socialism ara so important; for Marx the Rucsian revolutionary subject could ~
go straight to spefalism 1if it related to new outburats in the weat,

All of this tied inte the dissussion of the 12/30 meeting whera the unique
dimension of Marx's thought was related to the 1905 revelution and tie Second
Congress of the Russian Socinl Democratic Party in 1907 in London, and ongoing
revolution in Iran, and our own organiratijon. Raya showed that with the first of
the Ruselan revolutions in 1905 Lenin renzeated Marx's merhod in the Ethnolopical
Iotebocks in 1907 by singling out subject as Reason of revolution in seeing the
new Third World ravolts. This ties in very tightly to today as the Iranian revye..
lution of 1979 demands that singling out and acting upon the Popular Revolutle:.

a8 integ-ul to thé reason or philosophy of revolution, This demands we

preserve and recreate Marx's and Lenin's method by confronting those who shackle
revolution with stages as do the Popular Frontists, dooming spontaneous upheaval
to the back-docr dealas of a Khomeiny. Unlike all the other radicals, the Trot-
skyists espacilally, vho forget thelr Marxiam just at the ‘moment when contradie-
tions reach their breaking point in order to latch on to a short-cut for revolu-
tion, ave to project our philosophy 'in opposition to the stage-ifiers and evolu~
tionists in practice, just as Marx did in the Fthnological Notebooks in theory.
The work on the Ethmolopical Notebuoks then, far from being only a re-statement.
of what Marx said 100 rears =255, is the actual product of the objective sitvation
yearning for a response that can advancé the worid revoluticnary movement. -Just
as the objective aituation pointed to at Convertlon compelied a whole new serics
of reorganizations from us, so now Rayn g work on- the book-to-be has caught the
esgence of the tagk revolutionaries face today. -

Vhat is moat interesting to me i3 tke way we can see ' a single dialectical
process upsurging within this histcrical period and in the very diccusaion within’
our crganization, Wews & Letters caught the movement from practir: ‘£or a totsl
breck with bourguols svciety with iletism and Freedom and this allcwed us to an-
ticipate the thoughts &nd actions of the new generation of revoluticcaries in
the 1960a. Then with Fhilegophy and Revolution we took up the movement from
theory to practice that was missed in the 19608 and which dizging into in the
1970s becomes the most important preparation for revnlutien. WNow we are entering
a new phase in <he history of our organlzation and the world, where the new hook
is working out tiese two movements merged, and what flows {uom thn unity of 1hil-
osophy and reve. ution becomes crucial. Hence we have to joia in the process of
the book's coml.g-to~be, not in the ‘sense of anyona hui Raya writing it, but in
the sense of our orpanizational developments down to the smallest detail becoming
infused with i{ts pricess of becoming. When placed in relation to the new book,
even tachnical Acrails then ceagse to be minor, but become conduits for the con-
cretization of =~ new continent of thought. Thie we have to see all rhe proposed
reorgenizations ~-- from the new tasks of fike and Olga, to the new center, to my
own move to LA in June -- are then not dinor footnotes at all, but the way we are
trying to practice the new of Philosophy and Revolution,

e e
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The 12/30 meeting was an important step in cach one of us figuring out how
to measure up to that perspective for ourselves, I see it being the measura

of all our activities; for imstance, we have to see Denby's tour in HY not as
an opportunlty for project hatching, or small mass party-ism, but rather center

our activity on inviting contacts tv hear Denby and taking upon ourselves the
task of deepening the profound ideas he will develop once he leaves town, Hot
facing up to re-organization means leaving all the workinge out to another,
Why do we so often then forget our philospphy just when we pet to the
econcrete,when we are attacking the Popular Frontlsts and those with the

Second Attitude precisely for this reason? ’

We are now facing a preat challenpe to measure ourselves this month
with the new Jan.-Feb. 1ssuc where the new chapter is placed in relation
to the editorial on Iran. akinn this integral connection ¢lear to ourselves
and to others 1s essential. For 1f our philosophlc legacy is being born
out of the latast cbjective cvents and if we are not takirg seriously that
legacy, both as archives and as method, does that not mean we will be
impotent in dealing with the objective situation? In other words, heu
are we even in this day to meet the depth of the movement from prac-
tice at all 1f we do not articulate the movement from theory as a
force of revo!uiion, and convince others of it too? After all, have we
not sald agai:x and again that Raya's method is the grounding of all.our
vork from Workiag Women for Freedom to Frantz Fanon Soweto and Amers
ican Black Thought to Part II of Indipnant Heart: 4 Black Worker's
Journal? In this sense, as Mike said in discussion at the 12/30
meeting, the proposal for the new P&R: classes is not a gubstitute
for those wa had planned at the convention around the archives but a

deepening of the very concept in light of totaliy new developments,

For these classes will be very new for us, and by that I don't
mean we'll have a new project to work on. Raya herself will be plving
all the lectures and it will be the most explizit rendering of the
great divide between Marxist-Humanism and all ochers ever given.
We can develop the mew type of revolutionary activity so sorely nseded
by inviting our closest contacts to them, sitting dewn beforehand with
them and trying to work out the new in thelr response to them.
Since all activity of the classes 1s arsund tha explicit ground of
P&R gilven in a new way, each doing surzommding it, as lony as our
perspectives are foremost, becomee a form of eritical-practiecai-
ravolutionary activity. Even involving the outside in helping us pat
up notices for the talks, working on publicity, developing things to
bring up in discussion, will open new doors if they are doing those |
thinge because they are catching the historical nev in the talks from us..
For let's not forget that in drawinp the great divide between Morx
and Engels, Bcya 1s also in a new way distinpuishing her development of
Marxist-Humensot philosophy from everything else. By this I don't mean
ego: as she put it in her summation to ihis 12/30 dieeunsion. "under-
estimation of vhat we represent starts wlth not truly realizing that one
not two has nothing to do with egos.” And as Olpa put it, "If Engels’
attitude had been to see Marx as philosophy, and not just genlus,
history might have been different,."Rather, I mean the classes provide
a unique opportunity to meke the great divide between ourselves and
all other tendencies precisely on the ground of the new chapter
published in this issue of N&L.

I think Raya herself provided a most concrete bridge betueen these
pressing organizational concerns and the work on the great divide
between liarx and Engels in taking up Marx's phrase that non-actuality
must become actual. Marx used this phrase versus Hepel as early as
1841 and just as Marx began his new continent of thought with a




fundamental break from Hagel presizcly on the question of Hegel's

Absolute being posed so abstractly as to confront the empirical wprld

as "the enemy" so todaey our restatement of the Absolute Idea through our

new continent of thought demands breaking with the entire approach to
osophy of revolution. In thig

1 {mportance
in a new way, Haking
the prounding of our
to this world ecrisis




Michael, Detroit:

Excerpts from presentation on Marx's and Enpels' Studies Contrasted: The
Relationship of Philosophy and Revolution to Women's Liberation 274779

+++. Throughout the pages of this special issue of News & Letters, this
crucfal question appears: MHew do you keep an on-golug revolutinn on-going?
That is what confrouts those fighting for freedom in Iran, in Nicaraguz, in
Southern Africa, Tight nwow .... That is what Raya was expressiag in vary con-
crete terms when, {muediately after the 1975 Portuguese ccunter--coup she wrote,
"Will the Revoiution in Partugal Advence?” Heread i:. In my view, is method
is very closely linked to that of the werk ve w11l be discussing today.

This 18 becavse the phiilosophy I am speaking of here is Marxism ~- as Marx
developed 1t over the 40 years from his bresk with bourgesis sociaty and his
1844 Economic-Fhilosephie lanuserints, through his preates: work Capicel, to
his final studies on anthropology and the Russian coxtume: at. the end of his
1ife, :

-His philosophy stands in srark cottrast to many calling themselves Marxis:s
today, who are forever ready to rush in and divert every on-going revolution,
rather than looking at wha® 1t mesns for their cwa nzeded re-orpanizaticn,

. The truth is that every generation of Marxists since Marx died has served only
- to progressively varrow ancd stimt Marx's philosophy of revolution from'its or-

iglnal concept of n total upreoting. -

The betrayal does not ﬁave to be conselcrs, Yat it reveals itgelf not only
in relation to on-going revolution, but in relatlon to Marx as well, if we only
look at the title of the first scction of the Draft Chapter: . IR

i Why a Century to Publish Marx?

Despite the fact that ever since Marx's death nearly 100 years ago, cownt-
less parties and groups have claimed *o follow lis Jieas —— to aay nothing of
the great number of non-party incellecruals ~— tha revealing truth is that
"it has taken nothiug short of a series of revolutions to bring out the unpub-

lished writings of Marx," ...,

What we have to confront today, ia that the contemporary Wewsn's Liberation
Movement, ‘even as it ¢4d challenge the men not to separace thinking from doing,
and did break orgemizitionally from much of the Left, did not bring out liarx'a
final work, the Ethuclogical Notebouks, writéen from 1880-32 as he studied an-
thropology =~ a new c~lence calling itself nothing less than the "study of man",
_ and concentrating on the stages of human history before medern capitalist soc—
iety, especially the ManlWoman_rglationship - - .

I'don't vant to uaderstate the difficulty.of the Ethnolopical Notebooks
in the very unfinished form they were left when Marx dled. Professor Krad-
er's peticulous transcription of the Notphooks, in all thelr original multi-
linguel character, does not make easy reading. I have studied them for the
peat week, and I have the advantage of reading some German, as well as having
studied anthropelogy in college., So I have something of a feel for the terms
and ideas of Morgan, Maine, Phear and Lubbock as they struggled to create an~
thropology as a sclence, Co ) = . .

Yet it was still a véfy difficﬁii‘tanﬁ. And aéli f&liowed‘naya's ﬁoints
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as she takes them up in the draft chapter, going back and forth to the Notebooks,
what became clear to me was that what was involved wasn't any queation'of an-
thropology ‘or of German -~ but that tha shared language between Marx and Raya
was the lanpuape of revolution., That is what allowed her to sce Marx's sharp
differences with llorgan, and where they ied ....

11 Yal Draper Misconstrues

For Draper, the point both of departure and of return seems to be his asser-
tion that for "Marx and Engels” the Woman Question is rooted ir the “orimordial
division of jabor" between the sexes. Placing its origin befor: all others, he
proclaims that "this division will be wost resistant to uprootiup.” So Bibli-
cally-based does this sownd, that tlomen's Liberation cannot help, in Draper’s
view, but ba something to be first confronted after the Socialist Revolutionm.

Far from that being Marx's view, the lMan/Voman relationship to liarx actually
showed how total a Revolution was necded to upyoot all thz “nre-history of hu-
manity™. By "pre-history” Marx meant not history before writing, but sll the
history of humanity vhere shackles of class, or race, or age, or sex preventad
the full expression of humsn talents -- that is, all history up to today ....

In truth, tarx's views on the famiiy had been expressed and redeveloped
again and again. There was something very new within Marx's final studles, but
it was not any question of Marx sharing Engels®' designation, "the world historic
defeat’ of the female sex.” For Marx, the critique of Morgan stressed the aocial
division of labor even within the family, as it emerped, rather than the sexuval
division of labor alome. . '

What becomés very clear, is that there is a proiound difference between

how Engels viewed Morgan's study of the family and Marx's views. Vhere Engels
becomes fixed on “The Family", devotring 52 pages of his 150 pages to the discov-
ery of "matriarchal gsoclety" and its "gorld histeric dafeat, seeing it as the
opposite of the primitive commune, Marx's view is nowhere neay as simple ~- or
as Raya chardcterizes Engels' attitude, "unilateral" a opposed to "nultilateral”

_That Marx looked at the same "facta", tie same aonthropological "data as
Morgan, followed with the greateat intevest each report -- whelhur unew research
or 2000=year-cld quote -- YET real with the most critlcal eyes, iz clear from a

dozen or more argurents in the Norcbooks with Morgaa, arc far nore with Maine
... The pivotal polnt in the collapse of the gens' and the establishment of pri-
vate property for Marx 1sn't what Morgan singles out — the monogamous, fanily --
it 1s the new oppositions arising between the Chief and the masses, within the.

ge“s LI . . . ..

It is nevartheless quite a surprise to return to your copy of Origin of ihe
Pamils and —c2d thar Engele' Firet praface, written in 1884, credite Morgan with

Tilseovering afresh in America the materialist conception of history discovered
by Marx 40 years ago"! And by, the Pourth Editiocn in 1891, Engels' Preface cites
the "re-discovery of thé primitive matriarchal gens" as having the same lmpor-
tance for anthropology as Marx's theory of surplus valua had for political ec-

Cﬂm 'L e oL . e

The point 1s that no matter what the data—- the subjest matter = at*ﬁand.
Marx's relation is first to revolutionary transformation, No one could possibly
accuse Draper of that,a;titudg to his gubjgc:.sinqerh;a cogceppiog‘of the
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tevoluticnary hictory of women is yet another exercise in not seeinp what women
have done ..,.

Draper once again compounds Engels' mistake as his conclusion leads further
than ever from Marx’s philosophy of revolution, Returning to. "the world historie
defeat of the female sex” a8 the problem to be overcome only after .., after ...
after, Counterposing vomen's frecdom and social revolution is Draper's final - .

title "Social Revolution Comes.Firgt."

What happened to the socicl division of labor today -~ never mind in the
Primitive commune? What happenad to the struggle to be whole human beings that
When Marx posed the divisico
all class socleties ~ it was
as well to pose its re that the prester the fra meatation of

the human being, "the greater is his quest for universality.” And when sexism

15 added to the question of class, doesn't that megn that far from working women-
having to wait and wait because theiy oppression supposediy originated first, that
they will bae awong the moat revolutionary? . .

It dsn't just a question of the nineteenth cenvury either, It 1g exactly
vhat we found in practice in the Civil Riphts Movement, 1966, as we went to Bzl-
tinore to organize the Maryland Frzedom Unfon. We had a whole plan worked ous
on who to organize first, and how the whele campaign would go, But when we pur
out the word that we were there for anybody who didn't have a union and wanted
one to join, we were flooded with hundreds of calls. And we told them to waic,
80 we could follow the strategy. But the first ones tp walk “ut were nursing
home workiers making 35¢ an -hour and working 72 hours a week. It was somathing. to
see Black wecrkimg women on poverty wages suddeniy telling not only the owner and
the city what to do, but the civil rights leadazship also, ’

. The point, as Raya puts ig, isn't what Engela wrote in 1884 —- it is whether
the ground laid by Draper as he misconstrues what Engels had already failed to
‘grasp from Marx's Ethnolopical Hotebooks helps  today's Homen's Libcration ‘Move~ -
ment or not, ‘ :

It is one thing to catch the new ~- and 1t 1s very exciting then, -as when
Women's Liberation arose Just' as the 'GUs were Proving thei:: iradequacy to the
task of vevolution , But ten years later -- aguinst all the diveczions and
pulls of bourgeois scelety —- {r ig again the question of hov you Leap an ongoing
revolution onpoing tha: tests every tendency with pretengions to offeving a phil-

esophy af revolution for our age.,

IIT Marx's Notebooks: Then and Now
=== =2 ¢ To-evooxst Then and Now

In tracing Marx's critique of the dissolution 6f the primitive commune, the
question of “Zuality" -~ internal duality -- constantly reajpears. Considey that
when he looks a% the Northwest Coast Indian tribes, it 1g not alone sexual divi-
sion of labor that concerns him. It is also the soclal division of labor as rhe
potlatch ceremonies provide for the exchange of'aurpIus'products and the spec-
ialization of preduction, Consider that when Marx looks at what in the nineteanth
century was celind "primicive" soclety he did not draty any such "unbridgeable
gulf" between those societies and the "go~called civilized cnes," 1t is not only
that he viewed Sirp Henry Msine, founder of legal anthropology, as a "blockheadad
Englishman" filled with colonial attitudes., It is also thac within primizive
fociety Marx saw no utopia, but rather'the origins, in miniature, of evary antog-
onism -~ avery contradiction == of prasent-day life, 1if only in embryo,
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It isn't that Marx and Engels were presented with different facts ~= indeed,
Engels had Marx's Notebooks. The problem is much decper and more difficult than
any collection of facts. at least to me. What 1s clear is that, after Marx's
death, with Engels facing plenty of new data en merricga and .the family, as
authrcpolopical research blossomed, these new "empiric facts" were not the same
thing in Engels' hands as they had been in iarx's. It isn't rhat Marx diare-
garded the newast Information. On the contrary, he followed it more closely
than the anthropologists who gathered it, For llerx, each question of organiza-
tion within the gens was followed historically through ttansformation into op-
posite as ‘caste. Look at his notes on Maine's analysis of Ireland and see for
yourself the Iimitations of anthropolopy e .

To me, the publication of this chapter 1is an historic moment for revoiu-
tionary thought, It {8 not that no one has ever suggested a sharp divergence
between Marx and Engels before. Plenty of intellectuals have posed it ~- even
to the point of saying ridiculous things like "the worst tning that happened to
!arx was to meet Engels." But Fnpals was a revolutionary, a true collaborator
with Marx. It was only when there was no Marx that Engela had to face workin
out new territory alone. And then the question of havinBY ﬁraaped the totalit"
of Marx's "new continenr of thought » hiz method, became crucial ....

What Raya has done to reach this hi storic divide is a genuine digging ocut
not alone of facts but of method. It ds a "digging out'. that haa nothing in
common with Draper 8 elain to "excavating" Marx's work. What it is related to
is keeping one's finger on the pulse, both of today's freedom atruggles AND of
Marx's philosophy of revolution, .

Considar theee two points on the questioa of theoretic prepararion, cf an--“
tieipation ' of what will actually burst out: . .
{1) Reread Raya's "Dear Sistezs" letter of Avgust 9 1078 1n the N&L Pte-Con~
vention Discvseion Bulletin #3, written fully iwo months before she' ever saw a -
copy of the Ethnolopical Notepooks, and had zocess only to the few excerpts En~
gels included in the Origin of the Farily. (Guote £rom bottom p. 2 and top p.3)
(2) Reread also Raya's "Note on Pope Sonn Paul Ir" in the llov. NEL to see what
having your finger on the pulse of the movemen: means even when you you are suppos—
edly "away" ‘from ell actlvity and confired to the nineheenth century..

We discussed earlier the serles of rpvoluttona neaded to bring out the un-
published writings oi Marx, and mentioned how although Mar:'s Fcononic-FPhilodg- .
phic Manuscripts were publisted after the Russian Revoluticn, it tock all the.
way to 5 the Hungarian Revolution of 1956 to place them on the historic 'stage.
That's not the whole story, at least on this question of anticipation, of theor-~
etic preparation for revolution. Raya had studied the esssys in 1543 and made
them central to the opposition to the new state-canitalist age.’ She had spent
the 13 years befure Hungary 1956 following the logiec of tliclr movement as Maix
established hi~ philosophy of revolution, beginning with the Man/Woman relatien-
ship as the mz:3ure of all human relations. And so wiaen Huagery did explode and
it was finally learned that they were calling themselves Marzist~Humanists, only
she was prepared to publish a Marxism and Freedom as a contribution to working
out the pliilosophy of revolution against state—capitaliam, and to call Marxistu
Humanism the neow woiid stage,

It is in that sense that we are proposing to study. this April, Philosophy
and Revolution, in & series of four lectures which RD will-give ot Wayne State U,
The needed re-organization of each one of us as we absorb what is involved in
both the realization of the contrast between Marx and Engels, and in the maturity
of the philosophy of revolution today which brought that centrast to lighe, will
be firat on the agenda in these claasea.' They are needed now {f we are really to
meet the challenge of keeping the on-going revelutions on-going. Each of you is.
invited to join in reading and working with us then, jaut as we invite you to par-
ticipate freely in todsy's discussion. Both are part of fulfilling our responsl-
bility to cee that the relationship of philoscphy and revelution to wompan's libez-
_ation remaine not for some later date, but is the true character of 1979.




