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Juliet Mitchell

W omen:
the Longest Revolution

The situation of women is different from thar of any othier social groop. This is
because they are not one of 8 numbes of Bolahie units, but half a totality : the
human species. Women are essential and irreplaceable; they cannot therefore be
exploited in the same way as other sbeial Broups can. They are fundamenm! to
the human condition, yet in their economic, social and palitical rales, they ase
marginal. Itis precisely this combination—Ffundamental and amrginal at one and
the same rime—that has been faral 1o them. Within the world of men their
podition is compamble to that of an appressed minority: but they also exist
outside the world of men. The ane statc justilics the other and precludes
proecst. In advanced industrial sociery, women®s work i only marginal to the toral
cconomy, Yet it is through work that man changes namral conditions and there-
by produces socicty. Uniil there is s revolution in produoction, the lboar
situation will prescribe women's situarion within the world of men. Bur
women ate offcred a universe of their own: the Family. Like woman herself, the
Bmily appears as & narural object. but it is actually a enlrural cocation, There is
nothing inevirable abour the form or tole of the fumily any more than there is
about the charueter or fole of women. It lulu:l‘um:tiunﬂﬂduﬂngyt to present
thmgivmmﬁnlwpum:ﬁpa:unfmnmnimelﬁ Both can be cxalted pass-
doxically, as ideals, The “true’ woman and the ‘rruc’ family are images of peace
und plenty: in acruality they may bath be sites of violence and despair. The
apparcntly narural eondition can be made to appear more attracuve than the
arducus advance of human beings towards culture. But whar Marz wrote
about the bourgeois myths of the Golden Ancient World describes precisely
wamen's realm: %, . . in one way the chilid-like world of the ancients appears to
hmmd!hhhimhnuﬁIMWEmkﬁnﬂutmdﬂupc. form and estab-
lished limitation. The ancients provide & oamow satisfaction, whereas the
modern world leaves us unsatisied or where it appears to be aatished with
sclf, is vulgar and mean.*



Women in Socialist Theory

The problem of the subondination. of women and the need for their
libegation was recognized by all the grear socialisg thinkers in the 1gth
century. It s part of the claaleal heritage of the revalutio moave-
ment. Yot today, in the West, the problem has hm:lm:ﬂulq, if
oot i invimbic ciement 10 the prooccupations of socialiste. Pechaps oo
other major wwie has been so forgotten; In England, the cultoml
heritage of Puritanism, alwuys strong on the Left, eontributed to a
widespread diffusion of casentially conscrvative helich among many
who would otherwise count themselves as C‘progressive’. A dacar
claeriomr of these atritudes by Peter Townsend™s remarkable statement :
"Treaditiunally Sociilists bave ignuced the family or they have openly
mied to weaken j—alleging nepoasm und the ressmictions p upon
individual fulfilment by family tes. Extreme¢ attempts to  croare
sodieties on i basis other than the family have failed dismally. It s
mignificant thar a Socmliat usually addresses & collenguc as “brothers™
and s Communist, uses the rerm “comzle”, The chicf means of
fulfilment in life is (o be a member of and reproduce a family. There is
nothing to be pained by concealing this rrarh.”

Fow Has this counter-revalution come sbout ? Why has the problem of
wioanin's condition become an arcd of silence within contemporary
socialism 7 August Bebel, whose book Fomen in the Paur, Presont and
Futwre was one of the standsred texts of the German Social-Demopcratic
Party in the early years of this century, wrote: “Eycey Socialist
recognizes the dependance of the warkman an the capitalist, and cannot
understand that others, and expecially the capitalists themselves, shouald
fail to reengnize it alko; but the same Sociilist often doet not reco

the dependance of women oa men becauss the question touches his
awn deas self ‘'more or less nearly.” But this genre of caplamtion—
paveholagintie and morralistic—in cledrly inadequate. Muoch desper and
more structural causes have clearly bewn st work. To. canander these
would require a major historical study, mspossible here. Bue b can be
naid with some certainty that part of the explanation for the decline in
socialist debate on the subjoct lics nor only in the coal historieal pro-
coisen, but in the original weaknesses in the traditional discassion of the
subject in the classics. For while the great studies of the lawe century all
. stressed the unpostanice of the problem, they did noc sedie it theoretcally.
Thcéi;jlhuﬁnm of their approach have never been submequently tman-
seended,

Founer was the most ardens and voluminous advocare of women's
liberarion and of sexusl freedom wmong the edrly soctalists, In a well-
kenown passage he wrote: "The change in a histocieal cpoch ean
always be determined hy the progress of women towards freedom,
because in the eelation of womsn to man, of the weak to the stroag, the
'Irif:-tur}' of human nature over brotality is most evident. The den;rnl_! ol
emancipation of women is the aatutal messure of geneal emancipa-
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thon."* Marx quated this formulation with approval in Tée dinty
Fuamily, Bur chasacteristieally in his carly writings he gave it u more
universal and philinophical meéaning. The emuncipation of women
would not only be as Fourier, with his Freater preoccupation with
sexual liberition maw i, an index of bumanisating in the civic sense of
the victory of humaneness over bratality, bar jn 'the shore furbymenl
sense of the progress of the human over the animal, the culeiril aves
the natural: "The relation of man o wooan is the e sidm o oelathon
of human being . o human beinp. It indichres, bherefone, B far
man’s sesmral bebavhue bas beonmge buman, and heow fiur Fis fesaea
esience bas become & sedanal exscnce Tor him, i far his e
has become padary for bin.' This theme i teprbenl of the varly Mars,
Fourier's ideis ‘remmaingd ae the level «f utopian mwral injuncrinn.
Marx unsed and rransfoemed them, integsating them into g philos
siphical erfrigque of heman historr. Bur be recained the nlutm-m:fm of
Fourier’s conception of the position of weomen as an tnclex of gencral
soclal advance, This in effeer makes it meroly a avrmibaol —it accirds the
proiblem & universal mportance ar the cost of deperving it of s
lr::iﬁc substance. Svmbals arc alluslons ro ar derivations of somcthing
else. In Mands cardy writings woman becomes an antluwopolagicnl
entity, an aonrelogiel carcgory, of o highly abszrace kind. Conrenrily, in
his larer work, where he 1 enneerned with deserihing the famihv, Marx
diffcrentintes it as o phenomenon acconling to time ind plice; ¥, ,
marrisge, property, the GEmily remain unattacked, in theory, beesase
they atc the practical basis on which the houepesiisie has crecred jin
damination, and bocruse in their bourgeois form thev arc the el
ditions which make the bpurgeai beazrgeois . . . This aetimde of thie
bourgeois to the conditions of his exinfotee acvaires ane of is unl-
versal forma in bourgeais moeality, One cannioe, 16 iprncral, sprek of
the Family ‘ar red’, Historically, the bourgeain gives the family the
character of the bourgeois family, in which 'boredom and momoy are
the binding link, and which alsn ineludes the hourgedis dissalution ol
the Family, which docs not prevent the family imelf from alwayvs
cannnuing to cxist. Its dirty existence biny ics counterparnt 40 the holy
concept of it in offcial phimscology and universsl hypoctisy, , . .
(Amoing the proletariar) the concept of the tamily dows e cxinr arall ...
In the t8th contury the cancepit of the Funidly was abalished by the
philastiphen, because the acoml family wus already in procos of
dissolution at the highest pinnscles of civilimation, The inenal tamily
bond was dissolved, the sepamte components conatituting the concepr
of the family were dissolved, for cxample, abedience, plity, Bdeliy in
marriage, eic; bue the resl boady of the famils, the properey celation, the
exclusive attitude in relation to other farailics, foreed eohabiraring—
relations pricluced by the existcoce of childien, the strucruve  af
modern towns, the formation of capiral, ete—all these were pre-
served, although with numeroias violations beeavise ¢he cxiztence nf the
family has been made ncocssary by its comnection with the siade of

 Chyurles Eourier: Thdwie des Ginrere N lasrsspents, by O o Casmpulltes Celgs ) T ygys ein
Kairl Mars: The Hady Fasldr{cEqr, trim. bl p- 218 -~ !
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production that exists independently of the will of bourgeois socicry.™
Or, later still, in Capital: ‘It is, of course, just a& absard to hald the
Teutemic-Chrigrinn form of the family 10 bo ulwolute and final as it
would be to apply that characrer to the ancient Roman, the ancient
Greek, or the Eastcrn forms which, moreover, tmken togethes form a
veries in historic develoganent.™ What s striking is that hece the

of women has been submerged in an analysis of the family.
The difficultics of thin approach ean be seen in the mahicwhat spo-
calyptic note of Marx's comments on the fate of the bourgeots family
here und elsewheee (for cxample, In the Camvmmizt Manifecte). There
was little historical warrant for the idea that it was in effective dis-
sohation, and indeed could no longer be seen in the working-class.
Marz thuws moves from general philosophical formulatigons  sbouot
wurten in the carly writings 10 apeciic hastorical com on the
famnily in the later tests, There is a serious disjunction between the two,
The eammon framework of both, of course, wiis his anulysis of the
economy, and of the evolution of properey, .

Engels

ke wan left o Bageli to systematizs these theses in The Origin of the
Family, Prirate Propwrzy and the Siate, afice Marx's death. Engels
declared that the Incguality of the sexes was onc of the fizst antago-
nisms within the human species, The first class antagonism *colncides
with the development of the anmgonism between man snd woman in
the monoguimous marriage, and the first cluss oppression with that of
the fermale sex by the male.'? Baaing much of hia theory on Moegans
insccurite anthropological investigations, Engels nevertheless had
some valuable imalghts. Inhetitmnce, which n the key 1o his cconomist
account, was first matrilineal, but with the increase of wealth became
patrilineal. This was woman's greatest single ectback. The wile's
fidelity becomos essential ind monogamy s lerevocahly camblished.
The wife in the communistic, parria family is a pablic servant,
with monogamy she becomes & private one. Eagels efiectively reduces
the peohlem of woman wn her capocity 1o work. He therefore gave her
physiological weakness as o primary cause of her oppression. He
locutes the moment of her exploitation ar the point of the transition
from communal 1o private properry. I inability to work s the cunde of
her inferior status, ability to work will bring her liberation: °. . . the
emancipatinn of women and their equality with men arc impomible =nd
mus remain =0 as long as women are excluded from socially pro-
ductive work anid restricicd to housewark, which ls peivae. The
ermancipation of wonwn beeomes possible anly when women are
enmbled to take pant in production on o lurge, sivcial, scale, and when
domentic duties require their attention only to « minor degree.’ Of:
“The ficst preminc for the emancipation of women is the reintroduction
of the entire female sex into puhlic industey , | . this , . . demands th
the quality posscsicd by the individual family of being the economic

* Foarl Mlars : T Cormes [dackog y{ s 04 t—46, trnmm. 1563), g vya—y.
& Kard Mg : Cipiial 1867, el g8t | 4po. | N
* Vrbedrich Eagels: The Clpiple of the Family, Private Properrs and the Shate (1084}, in
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unit of society be abolished ** Engels thus finds a solurion 'sche-
matically appropeiate to his analysis of rhe origin of feminine op-

cession. The potition of women, then, in the work of Murs and
%ng-r_i; remamns dissociated from, or wabaidiiey to, & discudzion of the
family, which s in s turn sabordinated as merely a precondition of
private property. Their sulutimns remin this overly economist strees, o
enter the reulm of dislocated specalation.

of womun"s Gpprestion as such, ‘noc skmply as @ bysproduct of the
evolution of the family and of private property: ‘From the beginning
of time oppression was the commaon lot of woman and the labouresr,
e v o Wasvan wur the firss bwsvan beiny rdai tarred beidage, woman was =
sluve mefore tbe wluwe exacind" He acknowledged, with Maos and
Engels, the lmportancs of physical inferiority in aceounting for
woman's suboedinution, boar while stressing inheritunce, sdded thar s
bologial clomenr—her mamrnal functinn —was one J'lf the funda-
mental conditions that mades her eeonomiciily dependent on the man.
But Bebel, too, was unable o do oyore than state thar soosal equalivy
was impossilile withoor socialism. His vesion of the future wan 2 va
teverle, quite diseonnected from his deseriprion of the past. The
sbacnce of 3 straregic concern Forced him mto volantazmt optmism
diverced from relity, Lenin himself, although He made 3 nusaber of
apecific suggestions, inhented 2 tradition of thought which simply
painted to the & Ardel cquation of socialinm with feminine liberation
without showing concretely How it would tmnsform worman's con-
dinnon ; *Unless women are brought to take an independent part not
only in palitical life generally, but alzo in daily and universal public
service, it i no use talking about full and stsble demoeracy, ket slooe
socibism'. Y

Bebel, Engels’ divaiple, attempred to provide o programmatis sceoun

The liberation of worben temaing 4 sounstive ldeal, an adjunce o
socialist theory, nor structurally integrated inoo i

The Second Sex

The conteary in truc of De Beauvoir's masaive work Te Sevomd Sexv—to
thix duy the grestest single contribution on the subject. Here the focus
I the stamus of women throagh thie ages. But socialism as such emerges
as & curiously contingent solution at the end of the work, ina mu

epilogus, De Beauvoir's main theorctizal innovation was to fuse the
‘economic” und “reproductive’ explanationy of women's subordination
by » psychological intorprotation of both. Man asscrts himeelf as
subjert and free being by opposing other consciousnesses, He is
distinet from animals peecisely in that he croates and invents (not in
that he reproduces himaell), bur he tres to escape the burden of his
freedom by giving himseli & spurious ‘tmmartality’ in his children. He
dominites woman both to inprison another coosciousness which

¥ Pkl 3 2wy, _
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reflects his own and 1w provide him with children thar are securcly hin
(his foar of illegitimscy). The notions obviously have 3 consldesable
foree, But they are very atemporal: it fs not casy 1o see why socislism
should modify the basic “ontologital® desire for a thing-like freedom
which De Besuvgir ares ux the motor behind the fixstion with in-
heritance in the praperty system, or the enslavement of wamen which
derived from Ji. In facr she has sinee crlticized this sspect of her hook
for ideslivm: T should mie & more materizlist poaition today in the
firer volume. T thoald base rhe notion af woman ss efler and the
Munichean argument it entalls not on an idaalistic and = priws staggle
of condciences, but on the facts of supply and demasd, This modife-
thon would nor pocessitate any changes in the subscgjuent developent
of my argument.”'* Concurrent, howewer, with the idealint psycho-
logical explanation, De Beauvolr uses an orthixlox economist 2
prosch. This lesds to a definite cvolutioniam in ber wreatment
Volume 1, which hecomes a setrospective aarmative of the different
forms of the feminine contlilon in differens societies through time—
mainly in terme of the propersty system and irs eflects on wnmen. Tao
this she adds wanious suprahintoricl themeos—mytha of the cternal
feminine, types of women theough the ages, litemasy troamments of
women-~which do not modify the fundsmental sructure Gf her
asrgument. The proppect for women's: liberarion ar the end i guitc
divoroed from any hismorical development.

Thus, the cladsical literature on the problem of woman's coodition is
peedaminantly economist in emphasis, stressing ber simple subordina-
rion o the institutions of private propertv, Her biological status
underpiny both bor weakness as a producer, im work refations, und hee
impartance as a possession, o reproductive melations. The fullest and
most rocent interpeetation gives both fcwors a psyvchological car. The
framework of discussion s an evolutonist one which nevertheles
fails noticcably to projec o convineing imape of the farare, besond
asserting that sbchilinm will invalve the libematinn of wotnen 23 one of
UE COnSEn ‘moments”,

Whit Is the solution 1o this impasse? It muse lie in diiferentisting
woman's condition, muuch more eadically than in' the past, into s
scparste sirucarnes, which mgether form a comples —auor o simplie—
unity. This will mean ecjecting the idea that worens coadidon can be
deduced dedvatively from the economy or cquited symbolically with
sachery. Rather, it must be seen as & (pecafi structure, which is & unity of
different clements. The variations of woman's condition throughessr
history will be the eevule of diffefent combinations of these elemerits—
each aa Marx"s analysis of the economy in Procapdialin  Eommamis
Formarions Is an account of the different combinations of the facrors of
production, oot 3 lincar narrative of economie development. Because
the unity of woman's comliion at any one time W the product of
several structures, it 1 always ‘overdetesmined’ 1! The key structures

18 Simote de esuvule; Feor of Circsmtaonr (19804, . 192
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can be listed as follows: Producrion, Reproduction, Sex and Socializa-
tioss of ehildren, The concrete combination of these produces the
‘comples unity' of her position; but each separare atrucure may have
tesched 8 difforamt ‘moment” ar any given historical dme. Each then
muat be examined separately in vndes 1o soe what the present unity is
and how it might be changed. The discussion that follows doss not
preiend to give 4 historical acscount of each sector. It is anly concerned
wirh some general reficctions on the different roles of women sod some
af their intesconnectians,

Production

The biologicll differentdation of the sexes and the division of labour
have, throughour history, secmed an intordocked necessicy. Ana-
tomucally smuoller and weaker, wouman's physiology and her psycho-
biclogical metabolism uppear to render her o Jess useful member of a
work-force, It 15 always stresscd how, pasticularly in the early sages of
social developmwent, mun's physical superiority gave him the means of
conguest over namre which was denjed o women. Onee wiorman was
sccarded the menial sk involved in maintenance whilst man under-
ook condguest and crestion, she became sn of the things
proscrved: privite property and children. All writers on the
mubject mentioned carlice—Marx, Bngels, Bebel, De Beauvoir—link
the confinmation and continuation of woman's oppression after the
estublishment of her physical Inferiogity for hard manual work with the
advent of privare property. Bur woman's physical weakness has never
preventsd her from performing work s such (quite spart from
bringing up children}—only specific types of waork, in specific societics,
In Primitive, Ancient, Oricntal, Medicval and talist socictics, the
rafuan of work pedformed by women hus alwuys considerable (i
has wsuslly been much more than this). It is only its form that is in
question. Domestic labour, even today, bs enarmous if quantified in
terms of productive labour.” In any case women’s physique has
never permancotly ar even predomimantly selegated them to menial
domestic chores. In many peasant aocicties, women have worked in the
ficldn aa much as, or more than men,

BOCieTy & over munple. A each sexiog can mwove st 8 different pucs, the synihesls of
the diffesenit tineacales in the wial soclal mrucrure means that sormetinses contes-
dietiors cancel esely other oot and scrmetdmes they minforos one snother, To
describe the complexity, Althusscr wues the Frendian mrm “overdetesmination”,
The phease “smutd o Pure” (ppemtloned below) refers w the momment whes the
comtradictions so memforce one anotber me to coalesen into the conditom for &
revolationury change

" Apalogives who nmbke out thut housesadk, though b bighe el
reativrly snjoyshile, are mig to schndvwiedge the mill end i routing it
eneaile commmnted erisply: *You all know that even whes wosnen have full
righis, they slill romin Bomlly dosn-rrmodden becsuse all howmework i lefi w
them. lo mowt capm homewark fa the mon the most barbarous and
the muwd srduous woark o wosws can da, Is exzeprionally pory and docs aot
mchude soyihing ther would o any HL;-'m-muu the development of the woman’.
(Collected Weorks woxx. 41). Torddy b

prillliess Juours & year are t by women m hovscwark comparsd with 1,390 '
howss in industry, The Bank estimared a3 waman's ovesall working
bours s s veraging ¢0.6 per weelk
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The assumption behind most clissical’ discussion is that the cruclal
facrar :tmh:tg the whole development of feminine subordinution was
women's lesser capacity for demamding physical work. Buar, in facr,
this is 4 majoe oversimplification, Hven within these terns, in history is
hax been womiin's lessor capacity for violonite an well ds for work thie
bas determine:! her subordimasion. I most socictios wornan has nos
oily been less ubile than man o perform arduous kinds of work, she
has dliia been lees shle v Bght, Man nor only has the strength to gisent
himsell agaimt sotare, bat also agstmt his fcllows, Sovaw/ ceervion has
Imterplayed with the stmvightforwand division of labour, basesi on
biologieal cidpacity, 16 a much grester extent than peocrally alimirted,
Of coure, 1t may pot be petasiined na direcy apgreanion. 1n primitive
socketica women’s physical unsidtability for the hunt s evident. In
apriculiuril pocictlics where wimen's :n.[-:duri.l} 1 swcnlly bnacituied
they are given the arduous taak of olling and cultivation. For this
cocrcion s neccasary. In divelopod civilimations and more comples
pocietics woumun's phyiies! deiciencies again beeome relevant. Warmen
are no use aither for war or inthe construction of cities. But with early
industmalizavion coercion ance more becomes impartant, As Mar
wruote: ‘Invofar ds muachinery dispenses with muscudlar power, it be-
comes @ meam of employme lnbourery of slipht musculir strenprh,
and rhose whine besdily development Is incomplete, but whose limbs
age all the more supple. The lubour oF women and childres was, therse-
fore, the frovt ching soughe foe by capitalists who used machineey. ™%

Rend Dumont pobies oot that o many sones of teopical Afries today
men jre often wlle, while wormnen are furoed! 1o work all day.'* Thias

lodtation has no ‘mataral’ sounce whatever. Women may perfozm
their *heavy’ duties in contemporey African peseant wocieties not for
fear of physical reprisal by their men, b bechiose these duticd are
‘eustomary” and built into rhe role stroctures of the sogety. A further
polnt is that cocrcion implics 3 differene eelationship from coereee 1o
eterced than cexplaitation docs, Tris political mather than cconaomic. In
dencribing coercion, Marx said thar the master treated the slpve or
serf as the “Inorganic and narural eondition of s own seproduction®,
Thax is to say, lbour itself becomes. like other nataral things—cuttle
or soll: “The ﬂt‘lg’hml canditions of production APECIE AN naiural
r.ﬂ:nquhim. metral eanditions af the exddiener af the prodicer, just 23 his
iving body, however repeoduced and developed by him, Is not arigin-
ally I:I-m'-'rlhhtd h$ himself, bat sppears as Kis preveguinie.’ ' Thin i pre-
erminently womin's l:u.m-:lhiurn. Foe far from woman's physleal weakness
ramoving her from productive work, hoer sociil “El{::l'l-l.:ﬂi has in these
cases evidently made her the major slave of it

This rruth, clementary though it may sccm, has onevertheless been
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eomstantly lgnored by writers on the subject, with the resule that an
illegitimite optimism creeps into their predictiom of the future, For if
it is just the hivlogrical ineapacity for the hanlest physical work which
has deteemined the subardination of women, then the prospect of an
advanced machine technology, abolishing the need for strenuous
phytical exertion would seem 1o promise, therefore, the liheratinn of
wiimport, Fuor o meunent Bvdistrialieation iself thus sceris to herald
women's Jibesation, Engels, for insmance;, wrote: “The first premise
for the emancipathon of womin s the smintrduction of the entire
ferle sex into public duseey - . . And this bas becomec possible
only #s a reault of modern large-scale industey, which not oaly permits
of the participation of women in production in lerge nufnbers, bt
sctuslly culls fore it and, morcower strives to eonvert dumestic
work alie into & public industry.”* What Mars said of caely indus-
tezalism i3 no liss, but also s wevr true of an autumated soeleey: ", - it
ia obwious thiae the fice of the collective wotrking group being com-
poscd of individuals of both sexes and all ages, mnst necessarily, sadr
mltable comditions, beenme 2 suuece of human development; altheough
in s spoatsncouily - developed, brutl, capimliztic form, whore the
labourer extats for the process of praduction, and not the process of
production for the bourer, that fact is 4 pestiferous source of cor-
ruption and shivery."® Todusteidl labour and suromated tsechoology
both proynise the proconditions for woman's liberation alongside
man s but oo more than the aditions. 1t is only o0 obvious
that the advent of indurtrialization hay not so far freced women in this
sense, cither in the West or mn the East. In the West it bs true thar there
was & gyewr influx of women into jobs in the expanding induserial
economy, buc this soan jevelled out, and thers hay been celatvely
little increase In rocent desacles. D Boauvoir hoped thar auromation
would make s declaive, gqualitative differcnce hy abolishing alvogether
the physical differential berween the sexes. Bur any reliance on this in
fself accords an Independine role to technbgue wliigh history dloss not
]u..t,'rj'r. Ulrder uqh—jidi-ijL putoinativm eould prossibly lead to an ever-
growing srractural uncmploymens which would: cxpel women—the
latest and lesst inteprated recruits 10 the labour foree and deo-
logricdlly the most cxpendulile for a bouargeoin socicty-—from: pro-
duction afltee only a brict inrerlade in it. Tochnalogy is mediated by the
toeal social strucrture socd it Is this which will detenmine woman®s
future in work relaciona.

Phisical deficiencs Is not now, any more than in the paar, 4 sofficient
explanation of worman’s relegation w inferior g, Coercion has been
ameliomtcd 1o an jdeology abarcd by both sexes. Commenting on the
results of her questbanaies of working women, Viala Klein notes;
*“There it no triee of feminice egalitzrianem—oaualitan o otherwine—
in any of the women's answen to oor gquestionnaire; nor is it even
implicitly asumed that women have s "Right to Worl,"# Denled, or
refusing, a role in prodieciion, woman diocs oot cven create the foe-
cnnaditions of her liberation,
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10 adven of luserialesation

Reproduction

Women's absence from the critieal seetor of production historically, of
course, has hern caused tot just by their physical weakness in «
coftext of cocreion—hut alan by thelr rule in peproduction. Maternity
necessitares periodic withdrawals from work, but this is not decisive

menon, [t i3 mther women's mle in reproducion which has
bugome, in capitalist socicty ar jeast, the spantual ‘complement’ aof
men’s tole in productinn.t Beoaring childeen, hringing them up, and
maintaining the homs —theie form the core uf woman’s namurnl
vocarion. in this ideology. THis belicl has anained grear force because
aof the seeming universality of the family as a human institutiorh There
- little doabt that Marxist analyses have uaderplayed the fundamental
problems posed hete. The complete failuce to give any opetative
content to the slogan of ‘abalition” of the family s atriking evidence of
this (s wel] as of the vacuity of the notlon). The virigl thus creuted has
been quickly cecupicd by traditional belicfs such a1 Townapnd's
quared above.

The biological function of mateenity is & universal, atemporal fact, and
as such hay scermed o cscape the categories of Murxist historieal
analyais. From it follows—apparently —the stability and omniprescrce
of the family, il in very different formis.® Oncs thin s accepted,
women's socil suboedination—however emphasized as an honous-
able, bur differeat role (cf. the equal but ‘separaee® ldeologics of
Southern racists)—ezn be scen to follow inevitably az an i sonn ity
blo-histofical facs. The cususl chain then goes; Marernity, Family,
Absence from Production and Public Life, Sexual Inequality.

The Tynchi-pon in this line of scgument is the idea of the family, THe
notton that *family’ and “soclery’ are virnlly co-cxtensive ferom, oF
that an advanéed society not founded on the nuclear family is now
inconecivable, is widespread, [r can only be scriously discussed by
ssking just what the family bs—or eathes whae women's rale in the
family is. Once this is done, the problem appess m quite 2 new Light.
Eoie it is sbyvious that woman’s cole in the family—primitive, feadal of
bouegenis—purmkes of three quite different struciures: reprodudction,
sexuality, and the wocislization of childien. These are historically, not
imrinsically, related to ench other in the present modem Tamily.
Biologici] parcntage is oot necessarily idenrical with social parcnmge
(adoption}. It i thus cisential to discuss: not the family 23 20 un-
analysed entity, but the separite pravsnres which teday compose it, but
which may tomorrow be decompased nto 4 0ewW pameon.

B Masernity in fhe distinetive fesrure on which bath e base thele bppes: for
oppresion o libertion. The nothxe of woran's potential ispesineity an soomment of
ke puocrestive function reaches the almund o 5 Mepmtto:. il 0
Faseigiie, Cendivions pee o Lilrerid delin |dame, Rivizts rrmpeitrale t1=10 (ughe) bt it
s frand even in Hvehyne Salkorot - Fhewaem Joz Fompmagy (15he )
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Reproduction, it has been stressed, is a seemingly constant atemporal
phenomenon —part of biology rather thin history. In face this is an
ilusion, What s truo is chut the ‘mode of reproduction” does not vary
with the ‘mode of producrion’; it can remain effectively the same
through a number of different mudes of production. For it has been
defined till pow, by its uncontzallubie, nstural character. To this
extent, it has been an unmodiSed biclogeeal face As long 2 repro-
duction rermatned & matural phenpmenon, of course, women Wero
effectivelv doomed ro soclal exploitation. In any sense, they were not
enusters of a large part of their lives. They bad no choice a3 o whether
or how ofien they gave birth to children (apart fuom repested abor-
tinn), their cyistence was essentially subject 10 hinlogical processes
oumside their control, |

Contraceprion

Contraception which s invented as 2 rational technique only in the
1gth century was thus an innovarion of world-historic imposrance, it
emly now just beginning to show whar iImmense consciuencss it eould
have, in the form of the pill. For what it means i thar at last the mode
of reproduction could potentilly be truniformed. Onee child-beaning
becomes totally voluntary (how much so is i1 in the West, sven
today 7} its significance is fundumentally differcnt. It need no longer be
the sole or ultimmate voecsrion of woman, it becomes one apuion
among others.

Miarx sees histury as the development of man's trassformation of
nature, and thereby af himaolf—of human nature—in diffcrent mtics
of production. Today there are the technical possibilitics far the
humanizatinn of the most getural part of human eulture, This @ what s
change in the mode of reproduction coald mean,

We are far from this state of aifsirs as yet, In France and Tealy the sale
of any form of contrucoption remains illegal. The oral contraceptive in
the privilege of & moncyed minotity in a fow Western eountries, Even
here the progress has been realired in o typically conscrvative and
exploitative form. It is made only for wioumen, who arc thus ‘guinea-
pigs” in x venture which involves both sexes,

The fact of overwhelming impartance o that eanily availabls conrra-
eeption threstens to dissociate sexual from reproductive expericnce—
which all contemporary bousgesis ideology tries to make inscparahlic,
as the rairon o' fire Of the Eamily.

Reproduction and Production

At present, reproducting in ous socicty s often a kind of sad micucry
of production. Work in a capitslist socicty is an alienarion of labour in
thie making of i socil product which is confiscated by capiral. Buc i
can still sometimes bo a ceal act of excation, purpasive and ! .
even in conditions af the worst laitation. Maternity in often o
earicature of this, The binlogical uet—ithe child—in trested n if i
11 were a sulid product. Parenthood becpmes o hand of substitare for
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wark, an activity in swhich the child is seen a3 an object created by the
mother, in the same way as 4 commodity i created by 8 worker.
MNararally, the child docs pot lirerally escape, but the mother's allena-
tion can be much worse than that of the worker whose product is
appropristed hy the boss, No buman being can creste another human
being. A person's biological origin is an absrraction. The child as an
autonomous person insvitably threatens the activity which claims o
create it continnally merely as & porsgen ol the parcnt. Posscaslons are
felt as extensions of the self. The child an a posseasion is wapromely
this. Anything the child does i therefore a threst to the mother
berself who bas renounced her anmonomy through this misconeeption
of her reproductive role. There are foew morc precatious venmires on
which to base a lite. &

Furthermoee even if the woman has emotional contral over her child,
legally and economically both she and it arc subject to the father.
The social cult of matemicy ts matched by the reual socio-economic
powerlemsness of the mother. The psychological and peactieal benefits
men receive from this are obvious. The converse of women's quest for
ereation in the child w men’s retreat from his wark into the family:
"When we eame home, we lay aside our musk and drop our tools, and
ace neos longer lnwyers, asiloe, soldices, statesmen, clergymen, bur anly
men. We fall again inte ous most homan relatioos, which, after all, are
the whole of what belongs 1o us a3 we are in ourselves,"®

Ualike her not-productive status, hes capacicy for maternity 4 a
definition of woman, But it s anly a physiological defininon. So long
<3 it is allowed to remaln o substitote for actién and creativity, and the
home an ares of reluxution for men, women will eemain confined o the
specica, to her universal and patunal condition.

Sexuality

Sexuality has traditionnlly heen the moss taboced dimcnsion ol
wamen's situarion. The meaning of sexual freedam and s connexion
with women's freedom is o particularly difficult subject which few
ancialist writers huve cared o broach. Fouricr slone identificd the two
rotally, in lyrical strophen describing & sexual paradise of permutations
—the famous phalanstenies, 'Soclalise morality” In the Soviet Union for
s loag fime debsrred serious discussion of the suliject within the world
eommunise movement. Mary himaeli —in this respect somewhat less
liberal than Engels—eutly in his life expresscd traditional vicws on the
maties: ' . . the sanctification of the sexual nstinet through exclusivity,
the chocking of instinct by laws, the moral beauty which makes
naturc's eommandment ideal In the form of an emotionu! bond—(this
is) the spiritual essence of murmage.'**

MY, AL Virisile . MNewsesis af Fadth (1 84g), p 1oy
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Yet it is obvious that throughout history women have been appro-
priated us sexuil objects, s much as progenitors or producesy. Indeed,
the sexusl celption can be assimilaved 1o the statute of possession much
mare casily and completely thun the productive or  reproductive
relationship. Contempornary sexval vocabulary bears cloquent witness
tw this—ir in 8 compechenaive lexicon of reification. Larcr Marx was
well aveure of this, of course: "Masziage . . . is incontestably a form of
cxclusive private property.’® But neither he nor his sucecssors ever
tricd seriounly oo envisage the implicatians of thia for socialism, ar
even for 4 strucrural analysis of women's condition. Commmunism,
Marx strcsacd in the ssme passaye, would not mean mere ‘communa-
lization’ of women s common property. Beyond this, he never
ventured. |

Some historical consdormtions are i1 order here. Foe if aoculits have
said nothing, the gap has been rlh:rl by liberal idenlogues. A recont
boak, Ervr Dlemied by Wayland Yéung, argucs thar Western civillzation
has been umquely repressive sexually and in s ples for grester sexual
frecdom today cumpares it at some length with Oriental and Ancient
socicties. 1t is seeiking, however, that his book makes no reference
whatever to. women's smatus in these differcat societies, or o the
different forms of mardage-conomacey prevalent in them. This makes the
whole argument o purcly formal exeeciac—an obverse of socalist
discussinnn of women's position which ignores the problem of sexual
frecdom and its meanings, For while it is true thar cermain onenml or
ancient (amd indesel primitive) cultures weee much less pucitan than
Wearern socictics, it i absurd to roegard this s a kind of *transposable
valuie' which can be gbsiracted foom s social scructare. In offece, in
many of these societies sesual openness was uccompanicd by a form of
polygamous  explottation which mmde i in practice san expression
simply of mpsculine dominanon. Since art was the province of man,
too, this frecdom finds 0 oatuml and often powerful expression in are—
which is often quoted as if it were evidence of the towml quulicy of
human relationships in the society. Nothing could be more mislcading.
What is accocssary, mather than this nulve, honstory core of histosical
example, Is satiie secount of the co-viriirion between the dejrees of
sexual liberty and openncas and the position and dignity of women in
diffirent socicties. Same points are immediately obvious. The actoal
hintory is much miore dislectical than any liberal areount peesents it

Unlimited juzidical polygamy—whatever the sexnmlimtion of the
culture which accompanies lt—is clearly & total derogation of woman's
autanomy, and constitutes an extreme form of npp:nﬂ.h}u, Ancient
China s a perfeer illustration of this. Winfogel descrilies the extra-
ordinary despotihm of the Chinese paderfaswrfiier—'a litargical (semi-
offichl) policeman of his kin group ™ [g the West, however, the
advent of monogamy wis o no scase an sbsdee improvement. Tt
certainly did nor create a one-to-one equality——far from it. Engels
commented sccurately : *Monopgamy doct not by any mecans make its
appearunce in histosy as the feconcilistion of man and woman, seill
less a8 the highest form of such a reconcilistion. On the contrary, it

= Kaiel Mars : Proaie Properry sl Comoeenizm, op. cif. p. 19 3.
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appears a1 the subjugation of ooe vox by the other, as the prociamation
n!::mﬂiiﬂh:twmﬂ:m:rmrﬂ}rmtﬂmmhkhu:ﬂninpm-
historic times’. ' But in the Christian etd, monogamy took on @
very apecific form in the West. Tt was allicd with an vapsecodented
régime of gencral scxual repression, In its Paoline wversion, this had a
markedly suii-feminine biss, inherited from Judaiem With time this
became diluted —feudal soclery, despite itx subsequent sopuration for
asceticismn, practised formal monogamy with comidershle actual
accoptance of polygamons behaviour, at keast within the ruling class,
But here again the extent 0f sexual freedom was only an index of
masculine domination. In Enpland, the truly major change ocourred in
the 16th century with the rise of militant puritanism and the ingpessc of
market relstions in the economy. lawrence Stone ohserves: ‘In
practice, if not in theory, the catly 16th century nobility was a paly-
gamous socicty, and some contrived to live with a succession of
women despite the official prohibition oo divoree .. . But impressed by
Calvinisr criticisms of the double standard, in the late 16th century
puhlic opinion began to olject to the ppen maintenance of a mistress.” ™
and the arendant demands of the newly emergent bour-
geoltie accorded women & pew satus as wife and mother. Her legal
ctights improved; there wua vigorous controversy over her social
han: wile-beating was condemned. “In a woman the bourgcois
san bs looking for 3 counterpart, not an equal."? At the social periphery
woman did oceasionally achieve an equality which was more than her
fequnine function in a market society. In the extreme sects women often
bad completely equal rights ; Fox argued that the Redemption restared
Prelapsarian equality and Qualer women therchy gained a real
sutonomy. But once most of the sect were institutionalized, the nced
for family discipline was re-cmphasized and woman's obedienes with it.
As Keith Thomas says, the Puritins ‘had done something to raise
women's stutus, but not teally very much® " The patriarchal system was
cetained and mausained by the ¢conomic mode of production. The
teansition to complete ciiective monogamy sccompanicd the tranaition
to modern bourgeois socicty 33 we know it todsy. Likc the matker
syatem itself, it reproscated a bisotic advance, at great historic cost.
The formal, juridical equality of capitalist sockety and
rathonality now applied a3 much to the marital 33 to the labour con-
eencr. In both cases, nominal parity masks real cxploitation and in-
equality. But in both cases the formal exquality is iscli a cortain progress,
which can help to make possible a further advance.

For the situstion today in defined by a ncw contmdiction. Ooce
formal conjugal equality (monogamy) is established, sexual freedom as
such—which under polygamous eonditions was usually = form | of

i beernes, conversely, a possible force for liberution. It
lhm:m,um.mnpir,th:&rednmfmhmhmmmm!mt
limits of prescot sexual institutionm,
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This movement can be verificd within the history of the ‘sentiments’.
The cult of fer only cmer luthruﬂammmyin:?fuhhnluhgﬂ
mantal forms and with a beightened valorisation ¢ women (courtly
love). It thereafeer gradually became diffused, and assimilsted to
marriage as such, which in its bourgeois form (romantic love) bemame
& _free choiee for Afe. What is uﬂk:?ng here is that meaogamy as an
institution in t!‘h{. West anticipated the ides of love by many centuries,
The two bave subscquently been atficially harmonized, bur the tension
between them has sever been abolished. There is & formal contrea-
diction between the voluntury contrscroal chameter of ‘marriage’ and
the spoatancous uncontrollable character of ‘love’—the passion thar is
celctumied precincly far its involuntary foree. The notion that it eccars
oaly nnn:tnﬂu;rli&mdunrh:n:fun:h:inugumd into a v
contract becomes decreasingly plousible in the bght of everyday
cxpcrience—aonce  sexual lon as a psycho-ideological system
becomes at all relaxed. i

Otrvioudly, the main breach in the traditional value-pattern has so far
been the increase in premarital sexual cxperience. This s now virtually
legitimized in contemporary bourgeois society. But its implications are
explogive for the ideolopical conception of marriage that dominates
this sociecy: that of an cxclusive and permanent band, A recent
American anthology Tie Family amd the Sexcuad Bayolurisn veveals this
very clearly: *As far as extra-marital relations are cuncerned, the
anti-gexuslists arc snll Aghring a strong, if losing, bartle. The very
heart of the Judeo-Christian scx ethic is that men and women ahall
remain virpinal until mardage and that they shall be campletcly
faithful after marriage. Tn regard to premarital chastity, this cthic
scerus clearly on the way out, and in many segrcits of the populace is
maore and more becoming a dead letter. ™ :

Equally it could presage new forms of appression. The puritan.
bourgoois creation of woman as ‘counterpart” has produoced the
precamdiiron for emancipation. But it gave statutary legal equaility o
the sexes ar the cost of greatly intensificd repression. Subsequently—
like private property imclf—it has become g brake on the further
develupment of a free sexuality, Capitalist murket relurions have
historically been a precondition of socialism ; bourgeois marital rels-
Hous (contrury to the denunclatinn of the Commeorss Meaniferte) may
equally be a precondition of women®s Hberatiog,

‘! Albert Ellie: Tiw Falklors of Sex, b Toe Fanlfy sud the Sexmal Reswibicion ec. F. AL
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Socialigation

Woman's biological destiny as motheér becames a cultural voeation in
her fole an sociulizers of chuldren. In bringing wp children, woman
achicves her maln social definition. Her suitability for sodilization
springs from her phwsiologicdl eondition; her ability to lnctate and
occasivaully rolative mnahilicy o undertake strenmous work loads. It
should be mid at the putset that suimability is not inevitability, 1évi-
Steuuss writes: ‘In every human group, women give birth to children
and take care of thern, snd men rather have as their speciality hunting
and warlike scrivitics. Byven there, though, we have ambiguous cases:
of eourse, men never give birth o bables, but in maay socictiss . . .
they are made to sct as if they did.”" Evans-Pritchard’s description of
the Murz rribe depicts juse such 2 situstion. And another anthro-
pologiat, Margarer Mead, comments on the clement of wish-fulhlment
in the sssumption of a sazara! carrelanion of feminry and nurturanes:
“We have assumed that becsuse it is conyenlent for a mother to wish to
care fae her child, this is a erait with which women have bedn more
generously éndowed by a carcful 1elcological process of evalution. We
have assgmed that becsuse men buve hunicd, an sctivity requiring
entesprise, bravery, aud inltative, they have Ireen endowed with thesc
oseful apritudes an parr of their sex-temperament.’” However, the
cultural allocation of rules in bringing up children—and the limits of
its vadahility—Is not the essential problem for consideration. What in
much more bnportiot is o anslyse the patate of the socialization
process itself and it requircments.

Parsons In his detniled analynos cltatms thae ic is cssential for the child to
have two ‘parents’, ane who plays an ‘espressive’ role, and ooe who
plavs an “instrumental® role.™ The nuclear family revolves armand the
two axes of gensmtional hierneehy and of these two roles. In cypically
Parsonian shiom, he claims that “Ar least one fundamental feature af
the external situation of socinl systems—hiere a feuture of the physo-
lojrical organism—is o erucis] reference poant for differentistion o the
family. ‘This Hes in the division of ongankms o betating and non-
lectating claases.” In all groups, he and his colleagues asscrt, even in those
peimitive teibes discussod by Pritchasd and Mead, the male plays the
instrumental ole fr refatfon 1o the wifesmothes, At abe stage the
mother plays un instrumental and expresaive role sér-idsir her infant:
this is pre-oedipally when she is the source of spproval and disapproval
as well as of love and e However, afier this, the fathee, ar male
substitute (in matrilinedl socicrics the mothes™s brother) takes over. In

ot haide LiviStrmmny The Fasily, i1 Mok, Cnifsre sid Sociegy, ed. H. 1. Shapizo
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s modern industrial society reo types of mole are cleasly importane: the
adult familial coles in the Emily of procreation, and the adub occu-
parional role. The funcrion of the family as such roflocts the Funetion of
the women within it; ir is primarily cxpressive. The person playing the
intcgrated-adaptivi-cxpressive role cannot be off all the time on
tnstrwmental-occopational crrands—hence there iy a bullt-in Inhibition
of the womun's wark outside the home, Parson’s analyain makes clear
the exact role of che maternal soclalizer i contemporary Ametican
society,™ Te fails 10 go on to stite thar other aspects and modes of
sodalization are conccivable. Whar & valsable in Parsuns® work s
suimply his insistenee an the central importance of socialization as »
proccss which is comtitutive of any soclety (no Marzist has so Br
provided a compamble analysis). His general conclusion is thaty ‘It
seen to be without serious qualification the opinton of COMmpotent
pessanality pavthologists thar, though personalities differ grearly in
their degreen of rigidity, cortain bDroad fandamenral patterns  of
‘character’ are laid down in childbood (s Far as they are har pynctically
inherited) and are not eddically changed by adult expericnce. “The
exact degrec to which this Is the case ar the exact age levels at which
plasticity becomes pecatly dinunished, ase not at issue here. The
impartant thing s the fact of childhood character formation and s
relatrve stability after that."*

Iﬂfllll:}:

This scvms indisputable. Onc of the great revolutions of modern
paychology has been the discovery of the decigive specific weight of
infancy in the course of an individual life—a psychic ame dispro-
portionately greater than the chrovological time. Froud began the
revolution with his wock on infanrle sexuafity: Klcin radicalized it
with her work on the firt year of the infant’s life. The resule is that
today we know far more than ever before how delieate and precaricus
a process the passage from hirth to childhood is for cveryone. The fate
of the adulr persanality can be largely decided in the initin] manths af
life. The preconditions for the latter stability and integration demand
an extraordinary degree of care and intellipence on the part of the
sdult who Is soclising the child, as well as & persistence through
umc of the same porson,

These undoubted advances in the sciennfic undemsmnding of childhood
have been widely used as an argument to reassert women's Guin-
tessentinl materpal function, at a time when the eraditional Family has
veemed increasingly eroded. Bowlby, smdying evacuce childeen in the
Second World War, declared : “essential for mental biealth is thar che
miant and young child should experience & warm, Intimare and
contimious relationship with his mother,*"” serting a trend which has

* O of Pamoms® muain theoretical Innovations is his contention thit what the ehild
-ﬂirqlnwl-wllimﬂﬂtm:mnlmﬂth:rﬁdpnﬂ]mknﬂlﬂlph
which be is 4 paricipant R D, Laing, in Famify ana Indiridas 5 iracturs vt} con-
tmnuds thar & ehild may imemalize an entice systeri—i.c. “the Gmily®,

M Taleotr Parsins Fde Locial Nystem (1052), ph 227,

1 Jobm Bowibry, ch. Bruno Bertellemim: Dhoer Cnmposemal Fduraiion wark ? The Caee of
wbe Kibbut, in The [Famvify el the Sescmel Komiution, ap. eid. . 293,
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shifted away from s eult of the biological ordeal of maternity (the pain
which makes the child prociows, etc.) to a celcbmation of mother-care as
s vocial ace. This an reach ludicrous extremies: 'For the mother,
Ligcast-feeding becomes a complement to the ace of creation. It gives
her & heightened sense of fulfilment and allows her to partbcipute in a
relationship ss close to porfection es any that & woman can hope o
achieve . . , The simple fact of giving birth, however, docs not of itsclf
fulfil thin need and longing, . . . Mothesliocss is o way of life. It cnables
& woman to express her total self with the render feelings, the pro-
tective attituides, the encompassing lave of the motherly woman."* The
tautologles, the mystifications (an eet of coeatinn, & predsr surely 7)
the sheer ahsurdities . . . “ss clise (0 pafoction as any woman can
hopes to achieve’ . . - polat to the gup berween redlity and kdeology.

Familial Patiems

This ideéslogy corresponds in dislocated form 1o & real change in the
pattern of the family. Aw the family has become smaller, exch child has
become more impanant; the actual a7 of reproduction occupies less
and less time and the socislizing and nurnturance proccss increase
commensurately in significance. Bourgenis socicty is obsessed by the
physital, moral and sexual problems of childhood and adolescence.
Liltimute responaibility for these s placed on the mother. Thoa the
mothers “matoroal’ cole has rerreated a5 bor soclalizing tole has
increased. In the 18go’s in England a mother apent 1y years in o state of
pregnancy and lictution; in the 196os she spends en avemge of four
yesre. Compulsory schouling from the age of five, of course, reduces
the maternal function very greatly ufter the initial vulnerable yeaes,

The present situation s then one in which the qualltative importance
uf socialbmation during the carly years of the child's life has acquired o
much preater significance than in the pust—while the quantitative
amount of & mother’s life spent either in gestation or child-rearing has
groatly duminiahed, Ir follows that socialisstion cannot simply be
clevated to the woman's pew mateenil voeution. Used as a mystique,
it becomes un instrument of oppresaion. Morcower, thore s no in-
berent reason why the biological and social mother should coincide.
The process of sucinlization ls, in the Kleiniun sende, invarishle—but
the persan of the soclilizer can vary.

Bruno Bettelheim observing Kibbure methods notes that thic child who
is reared by a tmined aurse (though normally maternally breasc-fed)
does not suffer the back-wash of typical parcatal anxictics and thus

M Bery Aun Countrywonmmn, in Rl (June, t1o60), ciu Botty Foebn T
Feavinane Mysriqe (3564} . 18

" David Rieuman, while correctly obeerving this, makes s merher vain exithalam of b
“There bas heen a tendency o curremt social rescarch influgpedd as ir ia by paycho-
aczafyvia, o over-cmphasize and over gonerslize the Gnposssee of very sady child-
hood Lo chixrscres furiation, ., 1t Increasingly recognized, however, that chamcesr
mdmf:pulh;ﬁl&kml}pﬂd,,fﬂlﬁﬂﬂn*ﬁdrnﬂmﬂrhtﬁdt
timing of the rarmms sy in chamcrer formation but also in the spents they scly
an el enrh atep.” The Cremd {1910), pp. 8B=19, '
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‘may positively gain by the system.® This possibility should not be

fetishized in its turn (Jean Baby, speaking of the post-four-yesr-old
child, goes sn far as to say tha ‘complote sepururion appeats indis-

pesmable to puaranter the libeoy of the child as weil as of the mother.*01)
Bur whar it does reveal is thi viablliey of pliural forms of noscializariog —
neither necessarily tisd o the nucleze: family, nor o the bielogical

Pl-fl:ﬂ"J

Conclusian

The lerson of theso refleetions iy rhat the liberarion of women can anly
be achieved if o fowr structuzes ln which they are antcgrated are
transformed. modification of any one of them can be offict by a
reinforcement "of another, so that mere permutation of the form of
exploltation is achieved. The histary of the last 6o years provides
ample evidence of this. In the eurly 2oth century, militant feminten in
England or the usa surpasscd the lbour movement in the vialence of
its assanlt oo bourgeois socicty, in pursuit of sufitage. This political
right was cvemually won. Monctheless, though o simple completian
of the formal legal equality of bourgcois socioty, ic left the SOCin-
economic situation of women virtually unchanged, The wider lcgucy
of the suffrage was nil- the suifragettor proved quite unable to move
beyand thelr own indtial demands, and many af their lcading figures
tater became extremne reactionaries. The Russian Revolunon produced a
quite different cxpericuce. In the Sovier Union in the tgees, advanced
social legiilation aiened we liberating worsen ubove all in the field of
sexunliey; divarce was mide free an:d automatic for cither partner. thus
etfectively lguidating mareiage ; illegitimacy was abolished, abartion
was froe, ctc. The wocial and demuographic effects of these laws in a
backward, semi-literute soclety bent on rapid Industrialization (need-
ing, thmf‘nrt,‘a high birth-ratc) were— redictably—canstrophie.
Sta m 3oon. produced a restoranion of iron truditlonal narms.
Inhermtanes wan reinuraeed, divorce inaccesmble, aborcinn illegal, et
"The State @nnot cxist withour the family. Marriage i1 a positive
value for the Socialist Soviet State anly if the partners dec in it a
lifelong univn, So-cilled free love is & bourgeois invention and has
nothing in common with the principles of conduct of & Saviet citizen,
Morcaver, marrisge receives ita fall value fur the State only if there is
progeny, and the consarts experience the highess happiness of paren-
hood," wrote the oificial journil of the Comanissariat of Justice in
1950.12 Women still cotained the right and oblipation 1o work, but
because these gains had nor been integrated into the carlier artcmpts to
abolish the family and free rexudlity no general liberstion has oocurred.
In China, still another expenience o being plived out today. At a
comparable stage of the revalution, all the cmphasis 13 being placed on
libezating women in pywdiecsion. This has produced an impressive
social promotion of woamen. Bat it has been accompanicd by & tre-

—

¥ Hruno Betteflicimn ; LR e P S - ek F Tha Caav nd rhe Kibbary, [ ST 0
From Tie Famly avd Social Meriinreem an car,

" Jesnr Baby: Ll el Meslfemr (rghiy), p.on.
49 Yar Lodienusss (1y5g. Mo, 3], mit. M. Tinstaheff The Artomps 29 Abadizh

1O ihe Fnveiiy sw Musezia, bn The Fawify, ed. N, W, Beil and P, Vagel {196e), p. 1.

.
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mendous sepression of sexuulity and 4 rigorous pusitanism {curreitly
mampant in avic lifc). This corresponds not only to the noed (o
mobilize women massively in economic life, but m a deep oubural
reaction against the cormprion and prostitcutdon prevalent in Trperial
and Koo Ming Tang China (a plenomenan unlike anything in Cearise
Russin). Because the explnlsition of wonsn war mo great in the ewien
Fgiay weomnen's pacticipation at villipe level in the Chinese Revi-
hatinn, wus umquely bigh. As for eproduction, the Russisn eult of
maternity i the 19io's and 1gs0’s has et been repeated for demo-
graphic reasons: indeed, China may bie ono of the it countrics in the
world m provide free Stte authorised contmiception on & aniversal
scale to the population. Again, however, given the low level of
industrializition and fear penduced by imperialist encirélerment, no all-
moand advance could be expecred.

It s only in the highly developed socloties of the West that an authentic
liberation of women cun be envisaged roday. But for this to occar,

- theee must be o trensformation of all the structures into which they ure

imtegeatod, and an “weltd de ruptace’, Y A eevolutionary movement must
baseirs unmlyis on the uneven development of cach, and attack the
weakest link in the combinutivn. This may then become the point of
departure for a generul ransfurmaron. What is the situation of the
difictent structures roday 7

r. Production :The long-ierrn development of the forces of Fm:l_q.minn
must command any socialist perepective. The hopes which the advent
of machine technology raiscd as carly as the 1gth cenmury have already
been discussed. They proved illusarey. Today, sutumation promises
thie sesimcal ponsibility of aboliahing complerely the physical differential
between man and womun in posduction, bur under caplialist relations
of production, the sscls/ ponsibility of ths abolition is pesmansaly
threwtened, and can casily be turpod into s opposite, the actual
diminution of womman's role in production ss the labouar force comtracrs,

This eoncerns the future, for the prosent the main fict o egister i
that woman's role in production is virually starlonary, aod has been so
for s lung time now. In England in 1911 3o per gent of the work-fonce
were women; in the 1960 14 ccnr. The compodition of these joba
has not changed decisively cither. The jobs are very rarcly “carcees’.
When they are not in the lowest pusitions on the factory-fioor they are
normally  white.collar auxiliary  positions (such 28 secrdta
suppartive 0 musculine rmles. They are often jobe with a high “cx-
presaive’ content, such an ‘service® msks. Parsons says bluntly : ‘Within
the occupational organieation they arc andlogous <o the wife meather
role in the family ™ The odicatiomal systermn underping this role-
structure. 73 pér cent of (8veur-old girls in En ire receiving
neither training nor educanion today. The pantern of “instramental”
fButher and ‘espressive’ mather v not substantially changed when the
wosnan i gainfully emploved, us hor job twnds 1o be inferior mo that of
the muan’s, o which rhe family then adaps,

U Sew Louis Althumsr: g, s, Sew noe 1y,

** Varscrss arul Balc, wp, ot po 13
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Thuas, 10 all essentialy, waork s such—of the amount and rype effectively
avaiahle roday—has not provad e salvauon for women.

2- Reproduction : Scientific sdvance in contraception eould, as we have
secn, make anvoluntary mwproduction—which scenunts for the vast
majority of bicths in the world today, snd for & major proportion
even in the Weit—a phenomonon of the pase. But oral contrsecption—
which bas so far been developed in a form which cwerly ropeses the
wexual lunﬁﬁililr of Western eoclety —is only st its boginnings. Ir is
imadeauately disteibuted across clissesand countries and awzits fusther
technical improvemanis. It main inittal impage s, in the sdvanced
countrics, lkely ro he psyehalogical—it will cerminly froc women's
sexudl cxperienec from many of the ansierics zod inhibidons which
have always afflicted it* [e will definircly divoree scxudality from
procreation, as necsasary commplomenta

The demogeaphic pattern of reproduction in the Wess may or may not
be widely afveted by el contruception. One of the mont seriking
l‘.l-ln:rlntl'u:.lu ol wrry reeent voars In the Unined Srates has heen the
sidden incroase in the yrthemate. In the laoe decade it has been higgher
than that of under-developed enuntries such s India, Pakintan and
Burma, Tn fecr, this ecflocts simply the lesser cconomie buirden of =
larpe faruily n conditions of ceonamic boam in the richest esuntry in
the world, Bur I also reflecrs the magnilication of familisl idealogy ax
a nocind force. This leade o the ext structusc. -

3. Socializaton: The shanges in the composiian of the work-fores,
the sixe of thu fumily, the stracture of education, cle—liowever limitsd
frum =25 ides! srandpoint—hbave andoultedly distinished the percictal
fuoctivn aod imporeance of the family. A» an nrganization ic i not a
significant unit in the political powes system, it plays little part in
economic production and o is marcly the sole agency of Hitegmeion
lneo the larper sociery; thus ar the macroscopic level ir serves very
lictle purpone.

The result has bern a major displacement of ciphazm oo w0 the
inmily"s . pavehus-social funcilon, e the infant and for the coaplc.*#
Parsons writes: “The trend of the cvidence paints to the beginning of
the erelutive stabilizztiin of a s rpe of Family structore in 3 new
relation w0 u general scetdd structure, ane in which the family is mote
epeciloced than before, but not in any peneral sense less impormant,
because the sociery 1n dependent marr exchusively on it fur the per-
fornmuce of gerafn oF it vital functions.**? The vital nucleus of trurh
1 the emphagis on sociilbation of the child hus been diseussed. Tt is
esscntial that socialists should acknowledge it and int=grute it critirely
into any propramme for the libetation of women, It {5 noticeable that

2 Jean Haby recuands the mosiby of a8 eaduiry carrsed ot brito sttt des b manin e,
cxrt mceptbon st abordon of N0 WS i U recbombovakis in (94 os 30 P cent
v the e ha D sexiual setisfuction beoause of Gar of clbesfrbian. Cf. 7,
. MEi, "
* See Hevgeer wnald Kellnmr Maeriaoe ami tie Canitrmitim of Fandify, Miageesr (Sunmirser
1yfig) foranalmes off indezlige wild prreritbors] “rocnle boilding* sapectire
Y ervcates pand [hales, w67, s, 0o



tecent "vanpusrd” work by French Marxists—Baby, Sulleror, Texicr—
accords the problem ity real importance. Howeves, there is ne doubr
that the need for permanent, intslligent care of childeen in the initisl
three or four yoams of their lives can (and has been) exploited ideo-
logically to perpetuate the family as a totsl unie, when fts other functions
have been winibly declining. Indeed, the uttcmnpt to ficus women's
existence exchisively o bringing up childmen, is manifestly hdrmiul o
children, Socialimtion as an cxceptiomally delicure process requires a
serene and mature socializer — i type which the frustrations of a perely
familial role are nar lishle to produce, Exclusive maternity Is often in
this sensc ‘counter-prosluctive’. The mother dischurges her own
frustrations and anwieties i o fization on the child, An increasud
awarcness of the critical imporrance of socialization, far Yrom leading
to & restinttion of classical marermnal roles, shoold ‘lcad to a recon-
tideration of than—of whar nkes & good socializing agenr, who can
genuinely provide sccurity and stability for the child.

The same srguments apply, & farfiord, ta the paycho-aocial role of the
family for the couple. The belicfs that the tamily provides an im-
pregnable enclave of mtimacy and security In an stomized und chaotie
codmus assumes the absurd—that the family can be isolated fram the
community, and that its internal relationships will not eproduce in
their own rerma the external relutionships which dominate the society.,
The family as refuge in & bourgeois socicty inevitably becomes a
totlecrion of .

4 Sexuality: It h difficalt not to conclude that the Mg structure
which at present is in rapid evolution is sexuality. Produetion, Cpro-
duction, and sociulization are all more or las stutionary in the West
wday, in the sease thar they have oot changed for three or more
decades. There s murenver, no widespread demand for changes in
tham on the part of women themselves—the goveming idealogy has
eifectively prevenred criteal eansciounsncys. By contrast, the dominant
sexual ideology is proving less and jess succomful in regulating
spontineous behaviour, Marrisge in its clussical form i increasingly
threstened by the liberslization of rclationships befuee and after it
which affects all classes today, In this sense, it is cvidently the weak
link in the chuin—the particulsr structure thar is the alte of the most
eantradictions. The progressive potential of these contrsdicritns has
already been emphasized. In a context of juridiesl equality, the libesa-
tinn of sexusl expeticnee from relations which are extrancous o it—
whether proceeation or property—could lesd to true inter-scxual
frecdom. But it could also lead simply 1o new forms of neocapitalise
ideology snd practice. For vne of the forees behind the carrent
accelesation of sexusl freedom has undoulitedly been the conversion of
contemporary capitalism from a production-awl-work etlios to &
consumption-and-fun erhos. Ricsman commented on this deveolopment
carly in the 1g9y0's: . . . thete i nat only a growth of leisuze, but work
itsell becomes both less interesting and less demanding for many . ..
mare than before, a1 job-mindedness dieclines, wex permestes the
daytime as well a3 the playtime consciouancss. It is viewed 33 a con-
£2 sumption good not only by the old lelsare clawses, but by the modern



leisure masser.™* The gist of Rievman's argument in that in a socicry
bared by worl, sex is the only sctivity, the only reminder of one's
encrgics, the only competitive act; the last defence against rizimerfiar.
This same inaight can be found, with greater theoretical depth, in
Marcuse’s notion  of ‘repressive  de-sublimatinn’—the  frecing  of
sexuslity for itk own frustration in the service of & totally co-ardinared
wod deugged socinl machine.*® Bourgeois socicty at prescrt can well
a play ares of prenarital ses-procreative sexunlity, Even marriage
can smve itself by inercaning divores and remarriage cates, signifying
rthe impartance of the institution iteelf. These considemtinns make it
clear that sexualicy, while it presently may contsin the grearest potential
for exjually well be organized againit anydncrease of
s human possibilltics. New forms of reification ure emerping which
may vold sexual freedom of any mesning. ‘This is 2 reminder thae
while one structure may be the swek Sek in a anity like that of woman's
condition, there can never be o salution through i alonc. The utopia-
nism of Fourier or Reich waz precisely o think that sexunlity enuld
insugurate such s geoeml solution. Lenin®s remark to Clara Zetkan s a
ralutary if over-stited cosrective: 'However wild and revolutionary
(sexunl freedom) may be, it is still really quite bourgecis. Ir s, mainly,
& bobby of the intcllccruals and of the sections ncarcst them. There is
no place for it in the Party, in the clams cnnsciouns, fighting, prole-
taniat. " For a general solution can only be found m a strategy which
affects all the seructures of women's exploitation. This means a ecjection
of two belichs prevalent an the lefi;
Reformism :Thisnow takes the form of limited ameliotative demands :
equal pay for women, more nursery-schools, better retmining
facibitics, ctc, In It conomporary vemion o i wholly divoreed
from any fundamental eritique of women's condition or any visdan
of their real liberntion (it was nor always 3ok Lissolar as it representsy
8 tepid embellishioent of the sratar gun, it han very little progressive
content lefr.

** Wiswroan, ap. k. . 114, )

*! Marcuss offees the proipect of & kebsure sockety produced by awtonsation and the
conscgimend ahift from 3 Promethenn tn sn Chphic erhos (eroticiam over work-
effcrrt) | anad soes in this the rue Hberziiomg of pezuil enesgy for ihy own sosihezic emd,

be illustestes the ditferemse (liror s Codlioarion (19
reoshon s too clome m images of pamitove soricties oo by theaus of rhsternil
relimation ; *, .. satisfhotion . . . srould be st dead - st is, withous the ruls of dllen-
ated labuwer srver the hurran sxistence, Under primitive conditioms., alicnisticon fos s
wid arbisen boomune of the primitive chamcter of the nesds thermmelres, the rudismesiscy
(persoual or sesunl) character of the diviskan of litboar, snd the sbemes OF an ineti-
tut o limex! hdprarchical lt:'cjﬂ-imth'm of functions. Llgder ithe ™ideal™ conditions of
marure incestrial cidllizae slienuthon would be completrs! by greresal suitcgratica-
thoss of bonr, reduction of labour thne w5 mindum, asd exrhangeahilicy of
Functions, , . . the teduction of the warking day (o s poin where the niese quantum
el labour time ne longer arrssiv buman developanent s the firel prermquisite o
freedam.” (Ihicd, p, 138}, Against the conmumer use of sex ilustssied by Riesan
Marcuse poses the necoasity foe evjual dbserifmuthons of leisure, and hemer the “re-
grrasiom 0 s bvwer standand of life'; = virw st of valnes (Cgraification of the bae
hﬂﬂ:T:l'mi,ﬂtfmhh Broiry guilt and fear . . . ") agdien an sutomied- TV culture.
This s premarure,
23 ™ Clam Zetkdo: Rewmdioonces of Lawin {1939, traim. 19as). PP $E—T1.



strarcgic concern for socialisss should be fur the cijuality of the séxes,
not the sbolition of the fmily. The consequences of this demand are
no less nulical, but they are concrete and positive, and can be knic-
grated jnto the real course of history. The family su it exivts at present
i#, in fuce, incompatible with the equaliny of the sexes. Bar this equality
will not come from i sdministrative abalidon, but from the historical
differentiution of It funetdons. The revalutionary denmnd should be
for the liberation of these functions from s monolithic fusion which
oppresses edch. Than disociation of repmoduction fom sexuality
frees acxuality from alieoation in unwanted ropmoducrion (and fear of
i), mod reproducrion from subjugation to chance and unerontrillable
caunality. It i thus an elementary demand to proms for free State
provision of onl contraception. The legalization of bomgsexuality—
which 1 ouc of the forms of nop-reproductive Iﬂll.lﬂl.r——lﬁﬂlﬂll
supparted for just the same reason, and regressive campaigns apaing
it in Coba or elsewhere should be unhenitatingly criticized. The
stralghtfarwarnd abolition of illegitimacy as & lepal notion as in Sweden
wnd Rusais has a similar implication; it would separate murriage
civially frum parenthood.

From Mature to Culture

The problem of soclalization poses more ditfcult questions, as has
been sccn. But the need fur intendive maternal care in the carly years of
a child’s life does not mean thar the prescar single sanctioned form of
soctalization—marringe and family—is Ineviable. Far from it. The
fundamental charscteristic of the present gystem of marsiage and
family i in our pocisly its ngm__:{@:thm iranly onc institutionalized
form af intcrscxual or inter-gencrational relstionship pomible. It is
that or nothing. This is why ir s essentially a denial of life. For all
humen expericnes shows that  intersexunl and  intergenerational

Al 1 melationships are infinncly warens—indesd, much of our creative
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“Hans—where fhic Bamily v only one, and s

litesature b8 & celebration of the fct—while the institutionalized
expregiion of them n our capitalist sociery is uttesly simple and
cigid. fris bl poverty and simplicity of the institutions in this irea of
lifs which arc such an oppression, Any socicty will require some
institutionulized and social recognition of personal elationships. Bue
there i abrolutely no resson why there should be only one leghtimized
form—and s multitude of unlegitimuxed expesience. Socialinm should
properly mzan not the abalition of the family, bat the divemificating of
the socially scknowledged relutibaships Mﬁdﬂtfﬂtﬂlr and
ngidly compressed inro . This would mean q,% Vrange of instito-
{ implies none.
Couples living ropether or not living together, long-term unions witly
children, single parents bemging up children, children socialized by
conventinnal rather than biological parents, extended kin groups, cte—
all these could be encompassed In 2 mnge of instrations which
matched the free Invention and variety of men and women,

It would be illusory o oy and specify these insttutions. Circom-
sturitinl accounts of the future sre idealist snd warse, static, Soctalism
wil] be a process of chiunge, of becommung. A fixed image of the fumre
i4 in the worst sense ahlstarical; the form thar socialism takes will
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‘depeénd on thnpfhrrtrpnﬂiﬂp&ulhm atid the nurure of its collapse. As
Max wrore: “Whar (s mj not the absolute clebomtion of
{m s) creative tﬂlpﬂlfﬂtﬂ'_ without any preceonditions nther than
antecedent  histocieal ewoluthen which the toenlity of this

evolution— e the evolution of all hunun powers s yuch, anmcisurcd

by sny presvonsy sitabiiobed yardstick—an end in itsclf 7 Whar is this, if
not a um-tﬁm-whuc mun does mint roprodoce himsclf in any de-
termined form, buar produces his roeality 2 Where he docs not seck o
remain iing formed by the pase, but is the absolute movement of
hnmmlng-"" The liberation of wamen ande: socialism will noe be
‘eational’ bat & hurtin achicvemcnt, in the long puassage fron: Nature
o Cualtare which is the definition of Imtuq- and society,

L
f
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?duhnﬂmtﬂhhhntb&mufmhu&h: desminds —the
aboiitinn of the fanily, shroguthon of il sexosl restoictions, foresfil
mﬂﬂf ﬁmﬂﬁm—ﬂﬁhf:mﬂmd
any 4l preveat, aml which mieeely servs 2 u
walntane innih]n’ﬂ-ﬂﬂhﬁmiuhﬂdrﬁm praceioil peeitiaion,
By }'ﬂﬂ;ing the whnke wabjeet in toully st gem tormm, Tolun-
turism abjecrtvels helom 1o talniin i catide the famewsk of
nuseetssl peibtetad dincanshis,

What, ther, it the respnible monbutionary attiede® Iy st foelude
hosth Hirmmediste and fundamestal dernnds, bn' & dingle ceitdyue of the
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Econonucally, the mokt elementary demand Is not the dghi to work o
receive eyual pay for work - the reo maditional reformist domands —
but she viph te rgmif swe & lodf. At presene, women perform unskilled,
uncreative, serviee jobe that can be regarded as ‘extemions’ of their
expressive familial role. They are overwhelmingly waitresises, otfice-
cleancrs, hair-dressees, clerks, tepists. In the working-class occups-
tiomal mobility b thus sometimes casicr for giels than boys—they can
enter the white-collur sector at u Tower level Bar only two ln g bundreed
women are i sdiunuimtive or mnnagerial jobe, and Jess than five in 2
thousand src in the professions. Wemen are poorly anionieed (23 per
cent) And reecive less money than men for the manual wark they do
perform: in 1964 rthe average industrisl wage for women was lesi than
tall that for men, which, even actting off par-time work, represents a
muassrve increment of explairation for the emplover, -

Education

The whole pyramiid of discrimination rests on 3 solid exter-counomic
foundatiin—edocarion. The demand fof cqual work, in Brirsin,
should above all take the furm of a demand for an egse’ adee? o)
ryetesm, wince this is at prescnt the main mngle Alier selecting wamen for
Infrrlor work-roles. At presem, there is something like equal education
for both sexes ap to 15- Thersaftor theee times a3 many boya contimie
their eduction s= girle. Only one in three *A-lovel entrants, one in
four university studems is a girl, There s no evidence whatever of
progresd, The proportion of girl universlrty studenes bs the same an s
was in the 1920's, Lintil these injustices ure cided, there Is no chanes of
:ﬂilll work for women, It gocs withoue saying that the enntent of the

ucational syseem, which sctualls fatils Bmisation of arplration in
girle needs o be changed s much-us methods of seleciion. FEducstion
in probably the key area fior immedinte cconomie advance af prisent.

Only i it s Founded on egpuatity can prisluction be eruly differentiated
from repoosduction and the family. Bur this in turn requires & whaole
st of non-coonomic demands as = comiplement) Repeoduction,
sexunlity, and soctalizstion also noed 1o be free from coercive forms of
unificition. Traditicnelly, the socialiae movement has called for the
‘abolition of the baurgonis Family’. This slogan must Ue eejeeted as
Incoemect today, It i nuimaliss in the bad sense, posing a demand
which ls merely 2 negation without wny eoherent constraction b
negquent to it Tt wedkness can be seen by comparing it to the eall for
the sholition of the private owoership of the means of production,
whose solution—social ownership—is contamcd in the acgasion isclf,
Marx higiself allicd the rwo, and polnted our the equal Tutility of the
rwo demands: . . . chin tendency m oppose gencral privare properny to
privare property is expressed in anieml form; marriage | . . I contrasted
with rthe eommunity of women, in which women beeome eommunal
arul comman property.™ The rcasons fos the histuric wealoness of the
notion ie thar the family was oever analysed scrueturally —in terms of
irs ditferent funcrions, It wan 8 hypostasized cntity; the absteaction of
its abolition corresponils to the abstmction of its concoptinn. The
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26 v in the wort sense shistorical: the form that

srategic concem for socialists should be fior the exquality of the sexes,
not the sbolition of the family. The contequences of this demand are
no less radical, but they sre eonerote und poditive, and can be inte-
grated into the real course of history. The family as it exises 4t present
i, in facy, incompatible with the squality of the sexes. Bud this cqualicy
will oot come feom ite adiministrative aholitinn, but from the historical
diffcrenriarion of ita functinos., The' revolutiooiry demand should be
for the liberation of these funcrions from 8 monolithic fusion which
oppresses each. Thus dissochstion of seprodwzion from : :
frecs sexiality from alicnition in unwanted reproduction (and fear
i), and reproduction from subjugacon w chance and Gnerontraliable
causalicy, It is thus an elemenmry demand to press for free Suite
provision of ceal eomtraception. The legalimtion of hom

which is one of the forms of nop-repriwductive sexuvality—ihouald be
supparted for just the sme reason, and mogressive campaigne againse
it in Cuba or elscwhers should be wonhesitatingly criticized, ‘The
sraightiorsand abolition of illegitimacy s o legal aotitn as in Sweden
and Russia has a similar implication; it would scharate marrisge
civically from parenthood.

From MNarmure o Cualture

The prohlem of socislivstion poses more difficult questions, as has
beea seenn, Bur the neod for intensive maternal cire in the carly years of
a ¢hild's life does not mcan that the present single sancrioned form of
socialization—murrisge and family—is inevimble. Far from it. The
fundamental characteristic of the present system of marriage and
family b in our pocicty its sespdisderes | theee ivonly ooc institutionalized
Form of inter-sexual or inter-genemational relationship possible. T is
thar or nothing. This {s Why it is cssentially a denial of life. For all
human  cxpetience shows rthat intersexual and  intergenerational

- relationships are infinitely venoos—indeed, much-of our crestive

impmda

litcrature by o celchrunon of the face—while the Institutionalized
expestaion of them i our capitallst sbeicty s umerly simple and

#d. It is the poventy and simplicity of the institutions in this wgea of
life which arc such an oppressiva. Any society will require some
stitutionalived and social recognition of personal relationchips, Bus
there 18 abpolurely no reanon why there should be only one legitimized
form—and 2 multitude of aolegitimized cxperience. Socialism should
propatly mean not the shalition of the family, but the divensifiaition of
the socially scknowledged relutdonships which are today farcibly and
righdly comprressed into it. This would mean a E[-'!mng: af -
tiofy—wiwre the fumily is only one, and it abolition implies none.
Couples living together or not living together, long-tesm unions with
children, single parena bringing up children, children socialized by
ennventinnal rather than hiological ts, extendod kin groups, cte—
all these could be encompassed in a range of institutions whick
matched the free invention and vasiety of men and women.

It would be illusory to oy and specify these Instturions. Circume
smntil accounm of the future are idealist and wotse, smtic. Socinbism
will be a process of af becoming. A-Eﬂﬁm& future

tmkes will




depend on the prioe type of capitaliam andd the nanare of iis collapae. As
Marx wrote: 'Whar (in progreess) if oor the absolute cluboration of
(man’s) creative dispogitions, withour any preconditions other than
antecedent  historical cvpledon which makes the tomlity of chis
evolution—iec. the evolution of all bumun powers as such, unmesured
by any preeriaidy sntaliicded yardstick—un end in wsell? What is thix, i
not a situation where man docs not reproduce himedlf in any de-
termined form, but prodoecs his totaliey ? Where he doss not seck 1o
remmiin something formed by the past, blur i the absalute movement of
becaming #% The liberation of women under socislism will not be
‘rational’ but 2 human achicvenient, in the long passape from Nature
to Culbuee which bs the defunition of hiutory and society,

L
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