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Feminism, Marxism, Method, and the
State: An Agenda for Theory

Catharine A. MacKinnon

Sexuality is to feminism what work is 10 marsism: that which is most
one's own, yet most taken awny, Marxist theory argues that society is
lfundamentally constructed of the relutions people lorm as they do und
mike things needed to survive humanly, Work is the sociul process of
shaping and transforming the material and sockal worlds, creating
people ny socind beings as they create value. 1 js that activity by which
peuple hecome who they ave. Class is its structure, production its conse-
quence, capital its congealed form, and control tg issue.,

Dedicaed 1o the spivit of Shelly Bosaldo i us b,

"Fhe second pant of this arvicde, which wiil wppear s w forihcoming fssue ol Signs as
“Feaminism, Mavklsm, Methodd, and the Suite? “Towad Fembnist Jurisprudence,” appliesihe
eridque devetoped bese w theasies ol the seats ind 1o Reggaek enntendunls, Bordnndeles ure pais
aof'a fonger work In progress, The nrgmnens of this cusny on the relslon between wmarxism
wad Teminban has nol chiunged stuee it was fiest wiltten by 1073, e dve arguanest on
Teminism fsedl hus, i the Imervening years, the minuserip has heen wilely circulnted, in
bl muttions, tor eriticism. Reflecting on tha process, which 1 hope publication wil
vanthiie {UHs is *um agenda Tor theory™, ) tind e loliowing people, euch In theiv wiy,
contrtbuted most to B8 presest incomation: Sonl E. Alvarez, Douglies Bennen, Puul Bres,
Runth Colker, Rbert A, Duhd, Kives 5, Davls, Andres Dworkin, Afic Fernunder, Jine Flax,
Bert Gurskod, Elbent Gutes, Kuren Huney, Kent Harvey, Lindu Huughod, Nan Keohane,
Duncin Keomedy, Beb Lanis, Maeiha Roper, Michelle 7. Roxuhbo, Anae £, Shinon, Shivon
Silversiehn, Viderle A, Tebbetts, Ronn Wilensky, Giye Willinms, Jick Winkler, and Laura X,

The super work of Martha Freem mnd Lis Ann Gaster wis exsendal to its productivn,

AT Dy Tt Unduersily of Chicago. At Hlas resvaval,
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Liaplich in feminise theory is u parallel argument: the mokting, di-
rection, and expression of sexuality organizes suclety into two sexes—
women and men—which division underties the totatity of socinl re-
lations, Sexuality §s that social process which crentes, organizes, ex-
presses, ind directs desire,! ereating the social beings we know as women
and imen, as their relations create suclety, As work Is (o marxlsm, sexual-
ity fo teminism is socially constructed yet constructing, universal as ne-
tivity yet historleally specific, jointly comprised ol mantter and mind. As
the organized expropriation of the work ol some for the benelit of
others defines a class—workers—the organized expropriation of the
sexuality ol some for the use of vthers defines the sex, woman, Hetero-
sexuality Is its structure, gender and family its congealed forms, sex roles
it qualities generalized to soctal persona, reproduction n consequence,
and controf ity Issue,

Maurxism and feminism are theorles of power and its distribution:
inequality. They provide accounts of how social arrangements of pat-
terned disparity can be intevnally rational yet unjust, But their specificity
B notincidentl. In marxism to be deprived ol one’s work, in Ceminism of
one’s sexuality, defines each one's conception of lack of power per se.
They do not mean to exist side by side to insure that two separate spheres
of social life are not overlooked, the interests of two groups are not

| have vendeved "nuexion” by fower vase anal “Ihwk” in wpper eose and bave been
usked by vhe publisher to explain these cholees, W conventlonnl to copltadize senng tha
devive Froms w proper ninme, Since 1 wivh 1o plice gl snd Femialam in equipoise, the
dlspurive ly’mgrnphy wortkl welgh sgaing oy aalytle atvuctire, Capiulizing bl would
germnbze the texe, 1abso bope femisda, o polides ninbored by those it worke in the s
of, Is never nued alter an individuak, Back §s convendonndly (1 mm whd) regaeded as o
color entdser thinn s rucind or nutfond desiguntton, hence i ot wandly eapliadlzed. 1 do not
regurth Iuck rix mepely w color of skin plgnentntfor, bue oy o herluge, wn experience, a
cultiral undt perspund Identiry, vhe meuning of which becomes specitically sigmatic andzor
glorivus undlor ordinary under specific soci condilons, It is as much socislly cremed as,
nd it feust I the Americun comtext no less specificrlly mesnlngut or definliive than, nny
Hogulsrie, teilad, or veliglons ethndchy, wll of whieh ase convemdonally recognbied by
caphalizatkon,

1. "Destve” i seleched ws i wwvm paesllet w “vabue™ v st theory 1o vefer w it
substance felt 1o he primardial or uborlginal but posited by the theary s soclal and con-
thngent, ‘Phe serge In whlch 1 mein b is consomum with its development in contemporiny
French feminist theovles, e, In Heélkae Cixous, e 1augh of Medusi: Viewpoim,
wans. Kelth Cohen und Pauls Cohen, Slgns: Jorrmal of Women in Calture amd Society 1, no. 4
(Summer 11170): 878-0; and i works by Cavthier, frigaray, LeClere, Dainvns, wad Kristevn
by New Feench Bemintsms: An Anthology, e, Ebtine Murks und Tsahelle de Consrtfvron
{Amherst: Univershy of Masuchuseits Press, 10805 My use of the ters bs to be distin
guislted from s of Gilles Dedeare and Fellx Guatnet, Anti-Cedipaes: Capitalivn aud Sehien.
Phrenia (New York: Viking Press, 1077 and Guy Hacquenghem, Humssexral Deslie (Lan-

- dbons Alfison 8 Dusby, 1978), for example,
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obscured, or the contributions of two sets of variables are nol ighored,
“They exist to argue, vespectively, that the relations fn which many work
and few galn, In which some fuck and others get Tucked,? ire the prime
moment of politics.

What it the cliims of exch theory are tuken equally seriously, euch
on its own terms? Can wo social processes be basic at once? Can two
groups be subordinated in conflicting ways, or do they merely erosseuty
Cun two thevrics, each ol which purports w account for the sime
thing—power as such—be reconciled? Or, is there # connection between
the fact that the few have ruled the many und the fact that those few
have been men?

Confronted on equai terms, these theories pose fundamental (ues-
tions for ench other. Is mide dominance n creation of capitilism or is
capitalism one expression of inale dominance? What does It menn lor
clss analysis if one can assert that a socinl group Is defined and exploited
through means Largely independent of the arganization of production, il
in forms appropriate to it? What does it mean for « sex-hased analysis if
one can assert that capitalism would not be materially aheved it it were
sex integrated or even controlled by women? I the structwre and intet-
ests served by the socialist state und the capluatist state differ in cluss
terms, ure they equally predicated upon sex inequality? To the extent
their form and bebavior vesemble one another, could this be their com-
monality? Is there a relationship between the power of some clisses over
others and that of all men over all women?

Rather than conlrom these questions, marxists and feminists have
usuully either dismissed or, in what amounts to the smme thing, sub-
sumed each other, Murxists have criticized Feminism us bourgeols in
theory and in practice, meaning that it works in the interest of the ruling
class, They argue that o analyze soclety in terms of sex ignores cluss
divisions imong women, dividing the proletarint. Feminist demunds, it is
claimed, could be fully satisfied within capitalism, so their pursuit under-
cuts and deflects the elfort for basic change. Efforts wo eliminate barriers
W women's personhood—urguments for access 1o life chances without
regard 1o sex——ure seen as liberal and individualistic. Whatever women
hawve in common Is considered based in nature, not soctety; cross-cultural
analyses of commonalities in women's social conditions are seen as ahis-
torieal and facking In cultnrad specificity, The women'’s movement's focus

2 1 know no nondvgrmded Enghish verls for tie sctivity of sexol expression i
would uffow w constevedon punllel to, for exmpple, *1 un wesrking," 3 phrase ti coukl
nppdy w nearly noy sctiviey, “Phis Fact of fnogunge omy vellecs md conuibuse e the rucess
ol obscuving sexuubly's peevisbveness n socda B, Nur s (sere rny active verb nwenning 1o
aet sexnally™ Wik specificully envisions n woman's nction. 11 binguage constrncts ns well as
expresses the suchl world,-these words support heteraseruad viues,
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1
upon atthudes and feelings as powerful components of social reality is
crhticized as Ideudist; its composition, purportedly of middle-class edu-
cited women, s advianced as an explanation for its opportunism,

Feminists charge thit marxist is male defined in theory und
practice, meankng that it moves within the world view and in the interest
of men. Feminius argue that analyzing society exclusively in class wems
ignores the distinctive socly! experiences of the sexes, obscuring women's
unity, Marxist demands, it is claimed, could be Gind in part have been)
sitistied without aliering women's inequality to men, Feminists have
often found that working-cluss movements mul the lefi undervilue
women's work and concerns, neglect the role of feetings nnd auitudes in
a foeus on Institutiona) and material ehange, denigrate women in proce-
dure, practice, and everyday life, und in general Fail to distinguish them-
selves [rom any other ideology or group dominated by male interests.

Murxisis and Feminists thus necuse each other ol seeking (what in ench -

one's terms 1s) reform——chunges thit appense sl sssunge without ud-
dressing the grounds ol discontent—where (agnin n each one's terms) a
fundamentad overthrow is required. ‘The mutual perception, at its most
extreme, is not only that the other's snalysis s incorrect, but that its
stiecess would be a defeat, :

Neither set of ullegations is groundless, [n the Feminin view, sex, in
atlysts and In resdivy, does divide clsses, u Fact mansises hiwve been more
inclined to deny or ignore than Lo explaln or change. Mursists, simikaly,
have seen parts of the women's movement function as u specinl interest
group to advance the class-privileged: educated and professionat
women., To consider this group coextensive with “the women’s move-
mem" prechudes questioning a definition ol conteseed Tnterest wid resis-
tnee! which glves dispropordonate visibiliy to the movement's least
broudly based segment, Bt advocates of women’s imerests hive not

_ alwnys buen chss conscious; some have exploited cliss-bused arguments

for advantagd, even when the interests of working-chiss women were
thereby obscured.

For example, in 1866, in un act olien thought o inauguraie the lirst
wave of femindsi, Joln Stuart Mill petitioned the English parliament for
women's suffrage with the following purtind justification: " Under what-
ever conditons, and within wintever limits, men ave admitted to sul-
frage, there is not o shadow of justification for not admitting women

uncier the snume, The mujorlty of women ol any class are not likely o

“differ In political opinion from the majority of men in the same cluss.™
Perhups Mill meaos that, to the extent chiss determines opinlon, sex Js

3, Accepting this defintiun s tended 10 exchude from "the winwen’s movenent™ and
unike invisible the diverse wiys thiat many women—notably Blacks end working-chss
wipmen—have maved ugudnsy thely determitnts, . '

4. John Sw Mill, *The Subfection of Wounwen,” In Esvys on Sex Equality, ed. Altee 8,
Russl (Chlcago: Unbversity of Chicago Pres, 1900), pp. 1R85,
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irvelevant. b this sense, the argument is (to some persuasively) nasrow.,
1t can also Justily lmiting the extension of the Tranehise 0 women who
“helong 10" men of the same chss (hatalready exereises it 10 the Turther
detriment of the excluded underclass, "theis” women included.

This kind of ressoning is confined neiber to the issue of the vare
nor 1o the ningteenth century. Mill's logic is embedded i theoretend
strictare that underlics much contemporary feminist theory amd
Justilies much of the marxist eritigue, Tl women shauld be allowed 1o
engage in polities expressed Mill's concern than the stte not restrict
Inclividuals sell-government, their freedom w develop mtens Tor iheir
own gr_uwlh. and their ability 16 contribute o society Tor the good of
Inrnwanity, As an empirical rationalist, he resisted aributing o biology
whi could be expliined as social conditioning. As o utiticaian, e fowd
most sex-bused inequidities Inaccurate or dubious, inetficient, and there-
fore ijust, The liberty of women as individuals 10 achieve the limits of
sell'—sle\'clupnwnt without arbitrary interference extended o women his
meritoeratic goal of the self-made man, condemning (what has sinee
cotme W be termed) sexism as an inerference with personal initiative and
tuigsez-laire,

The hospiulity of such an analysis o marsist concerns is
problematic. One might extend Mill's argument to cover class us one
meve urbitrary, socially conditioned factor that produces inefficient de-
velopment of talent wrd unjust distribuion of resources amony individ-
uals, Bt although this might be in 2 sense materialisy, it would not be a
class analysis. Mill does not even allow for income leveling. Unequul
tlistrihlmiun of wealth s exactly what lnissez-laire and unregubated per-
sonmnl mitim.ch produces. The incividual concept of rights that this
l!u.-ul'y requires on n jurldien! Jevel (especiatly but not only in the eco-
nomic sphere), a concept which produces she tension betweeen tiherny for
each il equadity among all, pervades Eberal Teminism, substantiating
the til'flicislli that feminism is for the privileged lew.

- The marxise eviticism that feminisw focuses upan feelings and -
titudes is also based on something real: the cemrality of consciousness
riising. Consciousness vaising is the mijor technique of analysis, struc-
ture ol ovgitnization, wethod of praciice, and theory of sociat change of
the women's movement.® In conseiousness raising, often in groups, the

B AW personally suppuorced wnbversnd suflage. As i) happened, working-class men
gt ahe vote before women of any chiss.

6. Femisias huve ohverved the Tmportinee ol consclonamess vadsling whthout seebig it
ns anethand In the way developed here. Sce Panefa Allen, Free Strce: A Pevsfective o the
Nttt Grutefe e Wamen's Liferation (New Yorks Times Change Press, 1970); Annrctha fose,
"f:mmi:mmens Ratsing,” i Mother Was Not o Peasont, e, Musgarer Andlerson (Montreals
Content Publishing, 1972} Nuncy MeWHlts, "Comempornry  Feminism
Conschonsess Rubsing, o Changhng Views of the Poliicat,” b aien o Politics, e, }uncl
_|':.u|m.'lu.- (New Yok Jobn Wiley & Sous, 1974); Joun Casselt, A Group Called Womten;
Sisterhod & Syuholisns in the Feaivist Muvewent (New Yorks David MeKay, 190275 el Nancey
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impnct of male dominance is concretely uncovered and analyzed
through. the collective speaking of women's experlence, from the per-
spective of that experience. Beciuse margisg tend to coneeive of pow-
erlessness, fest sl sy, as conerete und excernally imposed, they believe
that it must be concretely wxd externally undone to be chianged, Wom-
en's powerlessness has been found through consclousness rising 1o be
both intermlized and externally timposed, so that, Tor example, feminin-
Ity Is Identty 0 women as well as desivability 10 men. The feminist
coneept of consclousness nnd its plice in socinl ovder and change emerge
From this practical analyde, What marsdsm concelves ns clunge in con-
sclousness is not & form of social change in iwell’, For Feminism, it can be,
but hecase women's oppression is not just in the head, feminist con-
selunsness is not just in the head either, But the pain, isolation, and
thingification of women who have been pampered and pacified nto
nonpersonhood—women “grown ugly and dangerous from being no-
body for s0 long"?—is difficult for the muterially deprived to see asaform
of oppression, particulurly for women whom no man his ever put on a
pedestal,

Marxism, similurly, hus not just been misundersioud. Marsist theory
has tenditionally attempied to comprehend all meaningiul socinl variance
in class terns. 1n this vespect, sex parallels vace and nation as an un-
digested but persistently salient chatlenge to the exclusivity—or even
primacy—of cluss as soclal explanation, Marxists typlically extend class w
cover women, 1 division and subtmersion that, w feminism, is inadequate
o women's divergent and common experience, In 1912 Rosa Luxem-
burg, for exnmple, addressed u group of women on the issue of suf-
lrage: “Most ol these bourgeois women who aet fike lionesses in the
struggle against ‘male prerogatives’ would wot like docile lunbs inthe
cump of conservative nnd derieal reaction if they had the sulteage, In-
deed, they would certainly be n good deal move renctionary than the
mitle part ol thebr cliss. Aside from the few who have taken jobs or
prolessions, the bourgeoisie do not take purt in socinl production. ‘They
are nothing but co-consumers of the surplus product their men extort

Hartsock, "Fandamental Feminlsm: Provess wael Perspective,” Quest: 4 Feminist Quarterly 2,
no. 2 {Fdl 1976): 67-80,

7. "Tond Cade (now Bumbinu) s deseribes o despevste Black wongmy who has wo
oy ehildven avd wo e means w cave for them or bhevsedl in “The Pilk Genucdde or
Libevation?” In The Block Wonan: An Anthology, ed. Tonl Cide (New York: Mentor, New
Amertean Libvnry, 1970), p, 168, By wsling her phrise in alered cotttext, Edo not wanl to
thlstort her weaning.but 1w extend 1, Fhroughost (his essiy, §bave trled w sec iF women's
conditlon v shured, even when contexis or migmitudes ditfer, (Fhis, it s very different 1o
b “nobody® ue o ek womun thin as i white Fady, i selther s "somebuady™ by male
siadiords,) This is the approasch w rice and edinbely nttemprest dirowghout. 1 apive W

Inchuecte vl wormen in dve werm “woren™ in smme way, withou viobaing the pariicakeriy of

miy wonn's experlence, Whenever this fills, the stareamem is sbnply wiong and will have
1o be quadified or due wspirssion {or the theory) alsmdned,
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from the proletriat, They are parasites of the parasites ol the sociul
body.™ Her sympathies lay with “proletasian women” who derive their
right 1o vote from being “productive for society like the men™ With o
blind spot mmttogous to Mill's within her own peripective, Luxemburg
defends women's sulfrage on cliss grounds, though In both cases the
vote would have benelited women without regard to elass,

Women ns women, aeross class distinetions and et From nanure,
were simply unthinkable to Lusembusgs, as 10 most narxists. Feminist
theory nsks marxism: What is clusy for women? Laxemburg, again like
Mill in her own context, subliminally recognizes tat women derive their
class Ipusiliun. with concomitant privileges and resteictions, from their
associntions with men, For a feminist, this nay explain why they do not
uniwe wgidnst made dominance, but it does not explitin thin dominance,
which cuts scross class fines even ns it takes forms peculine to chsses,
Whit distinguishes the bourgeois woman from her domestic servant is
that the Tater bs paid (@ barely), while the former is kept (if con-
tingently), But is this o difTerence in socint productivity or only in its
indices, indives which themselves nuity be products of women's under-
vitlued status?! Luxemburg sces that the hourgenis wonk of her time

B Rusn Lusenbiog, "Women's Sulfiage and Chiss Sreguhe” i Selected Puliticat
ll'aﬂ_ium, il Bick Howard {New York: Momibly Review Press, 1071, PP LE-E Loy oy
ey et e tre alme women us n growp vote more comservirbvely thin wen, an s von.
vettional feftripght spesteun. Tie apparently sccurnie ststeion iy vhey dir may five
secaunted lor left mnbbvatence on wamen's suffruge as ol ils amy |u'im-i|;lml view ol the
veske ol velron dn w pulities of idiond ehange,

i hid, p. 2320,

HL “Uhis questlon is mest produgsively exphied in e FORTFIVERSY over witges foe
hussework, See Margaees Wonston, *Fhe Pulithenl Eeomomy of Wanen's Liberition,”
Mentidy Review, vol, 2, we. 3 (Sepromber 1908, vepringed i Prom Peainban to Literation
ed. Eabith Hloshine Allaeh {Cambriclge, Muss.t Schenckonn Pablishing Co,, 1971, |lp..
PRSI0 Peppry Monen, “Women's Work s Never Done” in Wemen Unite §Voroine:
Camnaelizn Women's Ecucittomad Press, 1972 Hadee Sdwards, * Housework snd Exyploits.
than: A Markiae Analysis® No Maee Fuosand Gumes: A Junnal of Female Liberation, Jae 4
LIty 107D, pp. 92-100; snd Martiroxs Dalla Gostn and Setma Jieves, The Power uf Wamen
aened the Subwersion of the Conmamity (Brisiol: Fatling Wall itress, I!J"lEl). “his st work sitnmies
|Ill|.‘l!(l.'\\'|l!'k By 3 racder thearetiond context o wingefessiess el el pofitieal power
while avaiding support of wiges for honsework us n progrmmg iss nuthers ave siiee cone
W support wigges e hovsework, dedweing i from he perspective preseried bere, See also
Sybvia Federke, Wager againe Honsewark (Rrisiol: Palilng Wall Press, H979; Wally Sves
t'.mnlw. “The sewhle nnd Her Lidor under Capitalism,” New Left Review 85 ( fmntiry~
Febvuary 1974): 124 Coval Laopine, "Women and Pay fur lausework,” Lilerion 18, n.
UV (Mig-fane 1974 11-19 Nicote Cox i Sylvia Fedevil, Conuter-Phaming fiom the
Kitchen—Wages fiur Howseweorks & Perspeetive on Copital and the Lefi {Bvisiob: Publing Wall
tress, 1970); Woewly Edinond and Sou Flewing, eds., A Work oaiel N Pay: Wonnen, Hotse-
warek anid the Wages Dire (Bvistal; Falting Wall Press, BF75); Jemnenie Stivelva, The Hutisewife
and Munxist Chave Anolyis Senstle, Wash.: By the anthur, 175) (paomphiter wiably feam
the wahor, 110, Box S054 b Semide, Wash, Q8 Hsy; Jemm Grurdiner, “Women's Dinesric
Lathar" New Left Rrview 89 Uaneriy-Febywry 1975)‘: A7=55; Deth Ingber und Gloveld
Menlern Times Group, “Che Sucin Vactowy,” Fofting Well Review, no. 6 (1976}, [ EYH
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I8 “parasite of 2 parasite” but fails w consider her commonudity with.the
proletarian woman who Is the sluve of « slave. In the cuse of bourgesis
women, 1o limit the malysis of women's refationship to capitadism to
thedr velations through men s 1 see only its vicarious aspect, “To fail to
do thiy in the case of proletarian women is 1o miss its vicwrious uspect,

Feminlst observations of women’s situstion in socklist countrivs,
ulthough not conclusive on the contribution of marxist theory 10 under-
standing wohten's siturtion, have supporied the teoreticul eritique.! In
the feminist view, these countries huve solved many socinl problems,
women's subordination not included, ‘The criticism Is not thag sockelism
has-not automatically tibevated women fn the process of trunslforming

production Gssuming that tis winsformation is occurring). Novis it to

diminish the significance of such changes for women: *heve is u dit-
ference between u society in which sexinm is expressed in the forn of
female infanticide and a socicty in which sexism wkey the form of un-
equal representation on the Central Commitee, Andl the difference is
worth dybng For"'* “The eriticism is rather that these conntries do not
make o priovity of working for women that disunguishes theny from
nonsochulist societles, Capltalist countries value women in terms of their
“mexit” by male standards; in socialist cowttries women are {nvisible
excepl in thelr capacity ns "workers,” a term dint seldom includes wom-
en's distinctive work: housework, sexunl service, childbearing, "The con-

wtn Landdes, “Wages Tor Honseworks Subsicbang Capiadisn?” Quest: 4 Feiniv inrierly
| H K Lil] U

2y e, 2 (Bull 1978): 17805 Bangn Weinhuuns uned Any Bridges, “Uhe Other Sidle of the
Puyehecks Muisopnly Capltabsnd vhe Stvucinre of Conserdption,” Munthly Review 28, no. 3
{ July-Auigust 1O76): BB~ 10,

LB These dbacrvions ore comples asd varied, Pypicufly they bugin with the rec-
ognhiun of the lmpovtant changes socinflon his nacde fos womnen, qunlificd by reservinlins
b fos peremtinl to wiike the venuduing necessiey ones, Detia Davle, “Women b thy
Cenntryside ol China," in Women in Chinese Suriety, e Murgery Wolf il Rosune Witke
(Stenfined, Califs Stunlind Unlvershy Press, 1974); Katie Curtin, Women e Chive (Nuw
Yurki Pathfinder Pross, W76): Judith Stacey, *When Parlieehy Kowtows: The
Signilicince of the Chinese Faniily Revoludon Tov Fendnia Vlseorvy,” Foinis Stidien %, no,
278 (1078): B4-1 143 fulin Kvlsteva, Abunt €hinese Wonen (New York: Urkeen Bnuks, 19n
Hildun Svans, Boes Socilinn Lilevate Woment Expeviences Jrom Eastern Euvape {Cinbiidige,
Muas: Beacon Press, W) Muvgrer Randull, Cubunr (Wmnen Now (Toronto: Wainen's
Press, 1974) G edltedt colimion of Colrn woamen's twn obsersanbns); s Culer Waomes:
Neewr: Afleraard CCoromn: Women's Press, 19743 Cavollee Bengetadeoed mint Aliee e
nsn, “Eaneeging from Underdevelopmean: Women s Work fe Cubus,” hy Cupitufist Pu-
frigichy and the Case fov Sucinfist Feminion, ed. 28y Blsenstein (New York: Monthly
Review Press, 19790),

12, Buelsn Ebirenyeleh, “Winn 1a Socinbixt Femshdsond Win { June 3, 1970), veprimed
I Working Pupers on Sucialinn el Feminton (Chicogor New Amerdm. dtovement, mal.),
Comerpabin is pravided by femilsts who have more dificolty sepurnting tae two, Susin
Browmmiller notest 1 seems 1o me than o coutnry that whped aut he 1serse Ty e Ly i
put ol svamber of women on the Cented Commluee® (*Notes of i Ex-Ching Fan,
Fiflage Yoice, quened by Bmyn Welsbaum, The Currfuns Courrtshipe of Wampie's Lieralivn amt

- Knwialism {Hosion: South End Press, 1978, p. 7).
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cern of revolutionary leadership for ending women's conlinement to
traditional rales o often seems limited 1o nmking their labor available
to the regime, leading feminists to wonder whose nterests are served by
this version of liberation, Women become ns free as men o work outside
the home while men venmin free from work within it "Fhis ulso oceury
untder capitalism, When woman's tahor or militney suits the needs of -
emergency, she is suddenly man's equal, ondy to regress when the
urgency recedes,'™ Feminists do not wrgue that it meuns the same to
swomen to be on the bottom in « fendal vegime, » capitatist regime, and a

-sovinlist regime; the commonality rgued is tha, despite et changes,

hutenn s Bottem,

Where such attitudes and practices come o be esiticized, 18 in Guba
ov Ghima, changes appear geaduad and precarious, even where the el
fouks mujor, I seizures of state and productive power overturn work
refations, they do not overturn sex relations at the same time or tn the
Sine wity, a8 @ clss analysis ol sex would (ind in some cases did) pre-
dict. Neither teehmology nov socilism, both of which purport to aler
women's rofe at the point of production, bave ever yet equalized wom-
en's-staus velutive 1o men, e the Teminist view, nothing has, At
minimum, a separate effort appears yequired—in effort din cun be
shaped by vevolutionary regime and work relations—but « separite ef-
fort nonetheless. 1n light of these experiences, women's strugyles,
whether under eapitalist or socinlist regimes, sppeit to feminists w have
more in common with each other than with lefuist strugggles snywhere,

Atempts to cremte a synthesis between marsism and Teminisim,

B Sieey . 11 abasve): Jomet Sulad¥ nreel Juctithy Meskle, *Waomen and Revohmdon:
The Vs of the Sovier Undon onel Clive,” Suriudist Revafution 1, no, 1 (W70 30-79,
Lhada Gardom, The Foneel Mowmain (Cumbridye, Muss: Wirklng Papers, 1974) Riclka
Svives, Pl Warrew's Libevation Mot i Russiae: Fewbwism, Niilivor, it Boldwvinn Mrince-
v, ML Princeton Univeesity ross, 1971, e BUR-4RE,

Il See Fidot Costee, Wounen amd the ¢nbus Hivalution (New Yook aliliscles Press,
10705 Dt compre Fiilel's “Speech i Closing Seasivn of the % Congress of e Fudevminn
of Caline Wormes,” Nuvemhber ), 183, Gt Review 4 (Decenshor M2y 17-24, Srephanic
Ut of Revahuting withive o Restution: Women iy Cuiea-Uisaoe (Bostons New Baghiad
Feee Pres, b, Ul is the genera) posithon utken by officie docuniens of the Chinese
sevolution, us calleeted by Ellsubeah Groll, eck, The Wamen's Movesent in Chi: A Selectinn off
Readings, FH9-1973, Modern Cling Serles, no. 6 (Linlon: Anglo-Chinese Bdueatonnt
fnstitoe, 18424), Mue Fse-Tang recognized i distinetive dosmination el wonten hy rmen xee
tiscasston by St Scheom, The Palitiend Thatight of Mun Pre T [New York: Py e
Vablishuers, 1909}, p, 457), by interpressthuns of his sl deouglom the revoistion
siw by of sex uk busurgenis deviion (see G, ., P W, 2209 Fhe Lendnda view
which ihe fatter dectmens seem w reflect is expressed by Gl Zetkin's necoum, *Lenin
o the Wemim Qilestion,” excerpred as_appendis in The Wauan Gueatinn {New York:
Pareraitioml Publishers, 1951), p. 89, Engels enrfier uaced the appression of women 1)
the vixe of chiss soclety, the patrinsehnt Finnily, wonck e stane, svguling 1t wonmn's stajus
would be chamged whh the elimination ol privine progeity nsa fun ol ownership und Lee
Interatium intu public Prucuction {Friedefeh Engeds, Ovin of the Family, Private Proputy
aind the State {New York: haermsninl Publishess, 902, ’ '

n
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wimed socitlist-Feminism, have not recognized the depth of the an-
tayionlsin or the separite integrity of each theory, These Juxinpositions
emerge us unconfronted as they strted: either feministor marxist, usu-
ully the latter, Secialist-feminist practice often divides nlong the same
lines, consisting largely in ovganizationsd cross-memberships and mutual
support on speciic issues,'® Women with feminist symputhies wrge -
tention 1o women's issues by lelt or lnbor groups; marxlst women pursue
lssues ol cluss within feminist groups; explicitly socialist-feminist groups
come together and divide, often at the hyphen,'®

Most attempts at synthesis attempt o integrate or explain the appeal
of lemindsm by incorporating Issves feminism kdendfies ns central—the
Family, housework, sexuality, reproduction, soclalizadon, personal
life—within an exsentinlly unchanged marsian analysis.'T According to

15, Shedln Rowholwn, Hidden frum Historye Rediemrering Wonen in Hisiory fiom the
Servnteeith Gentary to the Present (New Yorks Random {louse, 10735 Mary Ju Buble,

“UWaonnen ek e Suctulla Pary, 1001914 iy Alluaek, ek o 10 above); Rubery Shaller,

"Women aind the Communiss Paviy, USA, HI0- MOS0 Sodelis Reviee 45 (Miy=Jane
1979 73-118. Contemporary attempts to cvente suctilistedemintse groups and sosneglos
ure exemplificd In positdon papers: Chicngn Women's Liberatlon Union, *Sochlix
Feminismt A Stutegy for e Wemen's Movearent,” mineogeaph (Ghleago, 19723 (il
uble-From Women's Libernthon Unbow, Hyte Pavk Chagner, 819 W, George, Ghicago, 111,
GUBs7Y; Bevkelep-Oaklnd Women's Unfn, “Pincltes ol Uity Seclalist Revolugion 4, no,
| {Junvnry-Murch 1970); 89-82: Lovender md Red Unton, The Political Pespective of the
Laveuder and Red Unfan (Los Angeles: Pitnshen Penting Collective, 1975). Rosalind Por-
chenky, "Dissolving the Hyphen: A Repurt un Muexis-Fumbalst Groups 1-5," in Ehenstein,
ed, (n. 11 nhove), md Red Apple Collectlve, *Sochilist-Fembnls Women's Unions: Past it
Prosen,” Qusst: o8 Fouinist Quarterly A, v, | (1977): B84, vefleat an 1he provess,

M. Many attempts mounity begm as un effv e jusily women's struggles in suexis
seren, s 1 only than el suke dem degitimate, This mxlery hisks under mony spmberle
uttennps, wlihough Feandnisn bos bvgely vedirected s efforts from justilying iself’ within
uny oter pevspective i developing lis own.

17, While wwe feom & Femials standpolnt, dis sweeping churneteclzation does
anbnimize (e wide visrteries oF aursist theories i have prodiced signiliconity dillerent
miulyses ofF women'ssituntion, Julies Micchedl, Wonmr's Estete (New York: Rmsdon House,

1071); Shelln Rowbsoibim, Women, Residanee and Revafution: o Hisiny of Women and Reveln-
it bn the Mudeeo Werld (Mew York: Rundoo Flouse, 18723 20ub Blxensiein, "Soime Noies
ait the Rebatlons of Capitulist Putviurchy,” in Eivenstein, ed, (00 1] aboved; EB Zavetsky, “So-
clulist Pothics anch the Familly," Soclalfst Revatution 19 ( Januanry=March 1974): B3-01; 81 Zo-
reisky, "Cupliisn, the Fumily s Personat Lile," Sociatist Revedution 3, nos, 1w 2 (Jan-
wnep=Apsil JOT8); G0-120, und no. 3 (Moy-Jure 1973) 18-70; Vivginin Hekd, “Murs, Sex
and the Pransformaulon of Suciery,” n Women and Philowphy: Toward a Theary of Litennin,
el Coral G, Guuld nad M W, Wartofsky (New York: G, 1% Paimon's Sons, 1970}, ppe.
1GH-H4; Milutla Markovit, *Women's Lilierudon ond §hean Smuncipation,” ibld,, pp.
HB-B7: Hal Draper, “Movx and Engels on Women's Liberadun,” in Female Likeration, b,
Robevin Sulper (New York: Mived A, Knopd, toe, 1972 pp. 83-107. No matter how
pevceplive nbuut the contributions of fembnksm or spmpuabetic 1o women's binecens, these
utremprs e Eeminbun, ulthnutely, us o movenent within nueexiam: *F wan to suggest thin
the wonien’s imovement cn provide tie busls Tor bullding n tew sad mnhentie Ameston
sovinllsm®™ (Nuney Histsock, "Fembnist ‘Theory und the Development of Revolutiomary
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the persunsion of the nrarxist, women become o caste, # stratwn, n
cultueal growp, o division in civil society, o seconciry wmrmliclic;n.
o a nomutagonistic conteadiction; women's liberation becomes a pre-
condition, n mensure of saciety’s general emuncipation, part of the
superstructure, or an important aspect ol the class struggle. Most com-
monly, women atre reduced to some other citegory, such as “women
workers,” which is then weated as coexiensive with all women," O, i
u:hm his become near veflex, women Lecome “the Fmily,” us il ('his
smglu {‘urm of women's confinement (then clivided on class lines, then on
racial lines) can be presumed the crucible of women's determination,!” Oy,

.‘E‘tr'.'m-;:gy." in Flisengiedn, v, (e 11 abisve], o 57) Atempts 1 synthes i i e
,I'lllil'.:i mt:lmlv Gayle Rubln, “I'he "Il !n|Wnnwn= leus u|:l t.‘l)nz:l':":n;il:i::l:l‘:-Itl':::rul:tl:;j't:tl'
h::x. s Lovand ane dntlivopalogy of Women, Ty R, Reiter (Mew Yark: Montlely Review
!.rc:m. TSN pp. 157-210; Shells Rowbotham, IWamen's Adbevation and the New Pufities
Spekesimn Pamphlet, o, 17 (Brlstol: Falling Wil Pross, 971 Annene Ko -m;i
AmaMug-lu WnIlw. “Penrdusnr waek Munerinlism,” in Feminism amud Mateviotism: Women 'mm'
.1llm!r.n_;f l’rmhu'mm,‘c(l. Annette Kalmy nnd Antibarie Waolpe (Lanclon: Buoutlhedye & Kegan
I,-.mlI TSHTHY A Favewr, Femininity ns Alienations Wowen and the Faily in Morxism and
! .:_)‘e'.frumm{r.'lr.t (Londun: Plusa Press, 1077); Meredinhy P swnd Jowathin Sehvn “the
Wageless Shive and the Profetasion,” mimeogph (5972) Gvpdbile from the ualhm-)'
Uetdi 1, hartnang, “Copludisim, Putrinvehy, nnd Jub Segregimtion by Sex” Sigus: Journed uf.'
Wouten in Cl.l'ﬂtll? tfunl' Soclely 1, no, 3, pt. 2 (Spring 10976): 147-00, :m:i “’I‘h‘c. Usnhugy
.\'ltll'l'hluc‘ of Murxisin undd Feaninisin: “Towirds i More Progressive Unfun,” Cprisd :"I")’f
Cliss B (Sunmnee HI29): 138 ndvoues of “wugges for howsework” mumh;uud i 14
sullmw:: |!mI wm:k by Lindu Govidon, Woman's Barly, Waman's Right: 2 Sweial Hivimy uf !I.irfh
(.:mrml fn Awerice (New York: Grossmam Pubtishers, 1974), pp. 403-14, Mso see | Iiscln
(:m'clun. “The Struggle for Reproductive Freedomm: *[hree Stages ol l"emi.nl-:m." in
:;im‘~s.l.ulll;i.m.l' (:I. I ubove}, Clmrlnlal_c Buneh nnd Nancy Myron, Closs and Fmaini.;ur h‘.‘ll-
1|1I;;:;|I(;i o fl:.:,l vest, B exemplifies, withom explicily astfeudnlig, Teminist method
I8, This temlency, nguin with it vanldons, Ts wanifest in wid whie
us diverse is Chaynle Guereel, Marsisim and Peminivn ('I'u;'umu: Cil;:.lil(":m :Vll?l.l!f:l :":I:ec'l:::::t
tiun !'o't:xs: 1974); Mavy Alice Waters, “Ave Perdidsn wnd Socllism Rebated ¥ In Fruduivg
und Surlufivm, ed, Lindy Jennesy (New York: Puthfiuder Press, 19723, pps, 18-26; Wculh.cl'
lhulerﬁmm‘ul.I'mi'u'r Five (Unatergrovml, 1.8.A.; Red Dragon {!ulll-::llvu. I!I?!’v): Marjorie
Kl “Cubis Afack ot Women's Seeond Shift, 19H4=-1978.% Latin Amerivan l"n:‘[:r'm'w.\
-I.' lmx.'l aid 2 (WhnerSpring 10770 106-10; A Syemanskd, “Ihe Sovializnlon of
\}m!lm'n 3 ()m‘n'ussicm: A Muxist Theory of the Chimging Position of Women b Advisved
(J:nprml.m Huciety,” fnsurgent Sucivlogist 6, no, 11 (Winter 1976} 21-58; " The Political Evon-
oy o Women,” Review of Rudical Political Eeenomics 4o, 8 { July 1672), See also 'i.ulum
-li[‘]";:‘;;"‘t!;"'mr:"' the l.:lm'nm and Wok, pr What Is Nel i fie Bune {l'lrislul: Falling W;dl ‘I’ruw
o RS e Jor “wagees B housework” dienr- e stanse that it see 0 us
vxpir;itetl beenuse Wiey do \’\:urk--lmllsul\'\::::';t'.‘ ety i she senae hat i sevs e
9 Eogels (0, M above); Leon Troisky, Women ad the Family, wans. Max P )
ﬂ||- {New 't'uf'k: |'ill|l|!l|('il'l' Press, 1970); Evelyn Reed, Wonan's Bvolution: From .:‘hr.l::lr::?}t:;
ti';lmrlira‘f’ufmfrrlml Family tNew Yorks Puhlinder Press, 1975) Lise Vogel, "The Enrihly
'mml)-. {t‘udu:n_f Aericn 7, nus, 4-5 (July-October 1979): 9-50: Kollun Collective, "1l
1 ul:lfcs of !Iw_ Fardily: A Mnvxis View" (paaper prepaved for Sochilist Femindst (:Ullft:'l‘l'lll't‘
e Vellow Springy, Oblo, July 16, 1978y Elnda Limpus, Liberation of Wenew; Sexund Repres-
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the marxigt meaning ol reproduction, the ftecation of produciive re-
Ludons, i punned into an wnalysis of bislogical reproduction, as if wont-
en's bodily differences from men must aecount for thelr suburdinativn
1o men; and as il this socixl analogue o the biologleal makes women's
delinltion materinl, therelore based on & division of fabor alter all, there-
fore real, thevefore (potentinlly) unequal.®” Sexuality, if nuticed atali, is,
like “every duy life,"t" anlyzed in gencder-neutval terms, as iF ity sociul
mening cin he presumed the sume, or coegqual, ov complementary, lor
women and men® Although a unified theory of social inequality s

© presaged in these steategies of subordinabon, staged progression, and

ussimibition ol women's concerus w left concerns, 1L most an uneven

s ol the Family (Bustem: New England Free Press, aabli Sindene xon, "On ihe
Super-Explolatien of Wonsen,” Sythesis 1, no, 4 (Spelag 1977)8 1113 Davld B, Levine aad
Lymn 8. Lavine, “Problems in the Mavsbo “Thewey of the Famy," photocopled (Depuni-
ment of Economles, Yale University, July 1978), A common apprssieh t rembng women's
shuotlon 1 concrminenas whb the Gunlly 330 nuke women’s drevmstinees the facldent or
fiseus For y veconciBiution of Murx with Frend. 'Fhisappronch, be turn, alien becomes mare
Freudion than marst, without yer beemnbng Fenlaist o the sense developed here, Julic
Mivghet), Psyrhaanatysix and Feminism: Ereid, Reich, Laimg wnd Women (New Yorks Pansheon
Buoks, 19743 Bl Zuressky, "Mide Suprensicy vl ie Unconseluws,” Sucialist Revlution 21,
nek 22 Juownwy 1075): 7-606; Nuncy Chadoros, The Rejrraduciion of Muthering: Psyehuinalysis
annndd the Sweivhsgty nf Geader (Wevkeley: University of Cufifornia Press, J78) See abs Nerber
Murewse, "Soclidia Fewdabsn: The Hagd Cove of the Bvenn,” Edeentric; A fuoand of Eiduca-
tiunal Chinge, no. 31-32 (November 1974), pp, 7-14,

). Semetimes “repriduedon” refers w blologicnd reproduction, ssmeibmes w the
“regrrodictlon” ol dully lite, us housework, sumetnes o, Palivel Beonomy of Women
Group, “Womes, the Ste and Reproduction snee U 130" On the Politiral Bconomy of
1¥ouen, CSE Pamphiet no. 2, Stage 1 (Lomdlons Condevence of Suddaliss Economins, 1977).
Famdly theentes (i 11 above) often mnalyze biolgdeal vepraduciion us o par ol the Bonily,
while thearlex ol women us workers olien see Bt us work (0. 18 shove), For an sauilyshs wl
reprodiceion us un uspees ofsexaalily, in the context of niaiempred syathesls, see Gordun,
“The Strugple for Reproducive Freedom: Fhree Suyges of Fembaism®™ (n. 17 abuve).

21. Hewid belelwvee, Everyday Life dn the Meodern World (London: Peaguin Nuoks, 1971)
Bruee Brown, Mass, Frowd amd ihe Critighe of Eversday Lifes Fowsed a Pevmnnent Cultveel
Revalition (New Yorks Montily Review Press, 1973),

22, Herbeve Murcse, Evis and Clvllivation: & Philosaphical Duqubry into Froid (Now
York: Rindin Hovse, 19568 Willwehn Refely, Sex-Pol: Exsays, 1929-1934 (New York: Row
dom Huotee, 1972 Rebini Relehe, Sexility and Chuse Steaggle (londmy New Lelt Booky,
10700 Bevtell Ollwnn, Sueld and Sexual Revolvtii: Rxvays on Musx ol Reich (Boston: South
End Press, 19700 Red Colivetive, The Polities of Sexidity b Copitalinn (Londons Sed Codlec
v, 1O78). "Fhis s wla teve of Michel Boscnah, Ve Fistory of Sexiality, vol. 1, dn Dtrodue
e (New York: Ranclom House, 18, Althovgh Foucmlt anderstacds thin sesentity
wust he diveussed ot the sune tine s method, power, ciws, and e Tiw, e does nol
spsemtlently eonprebend the speclicity oF gender—women’s sid men's relton 1o these
fuctors—is i pricwwy category for comprebending them, As one vesuly, he canm distia.
govishy between the sitenee shout sexuntivy than Viceobmsbin s e Tt nolsy discourse
andh the silence that hasfeen women's sexuabhy underconditions of subovdimbm by and w
men, Lican notwlthsinding, none ol these treviats grasps sexuudity ineluding desive self')
s saeiol, now the content o its determbnmiun us i suaist sochid order din eroticies potency
s e} noed vlethakawlon Ges fennle).
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combinwtion Is sccomplished. However sympathetically, “the woman
question” Is ahways redueed to some other question, instead of being seen
us the question, ealling for anulysis on its own terms.

Sociulist-feminisin stands before the sk of synthesis ns if nothing
essential o either theory fimdamenally opposes their wedding—inceed
a8 IF the wnign had already veeurred wnd need only be eelebrated., ‘The
fuilure to contain both theories on equal terms devives from the fiilure
o conlront ¢ach on its own ground: at the level of methisd. Method
shapes ench theory's vision of socil veality, bt Identifies its central prob-
Jem, group, and process, and creates ag » consequence s distinetive
conception of polities as such, Work and sexuality as coneepts, then,
derive their meaning und primacy from the way cach theory upproaches,
grasps, Imerprets, and inbabits its world. Clealy, there is reltionship
between how and whit & theory sees: is there a margist method without
class? u ferhinist method without sex? Method in this sense organizes the
apprehenston of twuth; i determines what counts us evidence and
delines whit is taken us verification, Instead of engaging the debate over
which came (or comes) fivst, sex or class, the task for theury is 1o explore
the conflicts and connections between the methods thin found it mean-
il;gl'u [z-‘:o amalyze social conclitions i werms of those eategories in the first
Pplace

25 Muwsdst inethued bs not mosoliche, Beginmiug with Mars, i s divided betseen ]
u.-pisi‘uumlngy Uunt embruges hs own bistorlehy and one i clabing prerteny s peadiny
wutsicle itselll Ty the Sivssendency, af) thoughn, inclueling socal needysis, s idealogical in
she sense of bebng shaped by sl belng, the concidons of which nee eternnl to no theary,
The project of thoury i 10 ereate whnt Lukies desevibed o "3 theory ol theory wad o
comsclunsiss of consclonsness” (Georg Lakides, “Cliss Conscionsness,” i Histiry attad Gl
Consehmstess Stuedies in Masxiv Divdectics [Canshricge, Muosa,: ML Pregs, 1168], |n 47).
Theury s soehl werivity engagest n he lite sivatdon ol vonsciousness. See Jame Fh,
“Epdstemolagy wud Polities: An isquivy Inae “Fhedy Retadon™ (1, D, diss, Yale iJni\'a.-ml)-.
197:0). In the second tendency, theory is neomestusl 1o the extent tad i s coreeet, Roal
pracesses e shoeggh processes aee distinet; being lins pringicy over kauledye. e vepl
van ondy be unlfied with knowledge of sthe vend, us by dinlectica) mmerinfism, beeuse they
hiave previousty heen sepistssted, Nicos Fovwkintens, Poditical Power and Sucint € losses {Lan-
don: Versi, 1978, 5 14, Theovy us u Form of thamghe i imerbusdobogivnly seu apst g
fromm the illushms endemic w socinl veulity—ddeology—and Trom veality fusell, » workl
stelined us thinglike, Wddependent of bk idvology nanl theary, Eleology ieve meny
thesmgha Uit B suelally determined without being conselons of its derermbmtions, Slonitec
thoughy is s Bkely 10 produce “Fulse conseionsness” as uceess o wials, Thenry, by duling-
Hom, dscom the comteary, nonideotugival, Sinee idenlogy s intevesied, theory mwest be iy
intevested in ovder w peacirate magtlas ahint jueatity sl degidosne the saius ., Ax Louis
Altsser wirrned, “We know that o ‘pore’ selenve oty exisis on condition tha it con.
vinually Frees iwelf T ideology whivh oeestples i, davnis oo e B0 owait For i (o
Aere { Lontloa: Verso, 1979, p, 700, When this uttenm s suceessful, saciery is seen “lrom
the gkt of vlew of el explobmlon™ (Lowls Albwsser, Loin ad Philusuphy [New York:
Monehly Review Press, 1971), p. 83 A theory thin embrneedt s own histoyichy nilght see
the sclemflic imperative isell as historicully contingent. (On the ohjecive stineulpolig, see
texl, pp B85 The problem with using sclemific methad to wnderstnd women's
sitwanion is thin b Is precisely unclear uad eraeiil whin is Waenaglat snal selian ds hing, so dhie
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Femintsm hus not been pereelved s baving a method, or even a
centrnl argument, with which to contend. It has been perceived not us a
systematic analysls but as 4 loose collection of factors, complaints, and
jisues which, wken together, describe rather than explain the mis-
fortunes of the female sex. The challenge is to demonstrate that
feminisin systemuatically converges upon » central explunution of sex
inequality through an appronch distinctive 1o its subject yet applicable o
the whole ol social life, incduding class,

Under the rubric of feminism, woman's shuation has been ex-
plained as a consequence of biology?* or ol reproduction and mothering,
socinl organtzations of blology:® as caused by the murvinge luw?® or, us

the wepuvation hsell becomes problemmle, e secomt fendency graouds the morxlst cidm
1z be xclentifies the fivs, by clidin co capivve as thougha the Bux ol Bistovy. The Birs s more
hospluadde i Feminking tie second lins beesme the dominone vradition,

24, Simone de Benuvoiv, The Second Sex (New Yorks Allved A, Knopl, Inc,, 1970, Her
exlstontind theory merges, in order to eritbelze, sucinl meaning with biokglent determina.
thon bin “mmtomient dexiing®: "Here we luve the key to the whole arystery. On (he hiolsglenl
levet n species s muinwined only by creming iuell anew; but vhis cresfon resulis nnly In
repenting the sume Life by more lndividunis, But min assares the eepetithon of Lile while
winseending Life through Exluence; by this transvendence he creutes values thit deprive
prere repetidon of all value. . . . Her misfortune ko hinve been Blulogiclly destived Tor the
vepatitlon of LHe when even i hev own vlew Lile does not envry whthin el s rensons for
belng, veusons that ure move hnponia thaw lile ftsed” (p. 59) She does nat ask, Tor
exnmple, whether the social value phiced upon "repetition of life,” the Lact thut i Is seen us
hermive rather tin generive, or the Tt i women ave mose identiied with it tam are
men, wre dhemselves suchl rtiliei of women's subordinatian, ytkier U existentlat der-
ivittons of bivlogicl fist, Shubamith Firesione substitutes the contradiction ol sex for clas

In w dinfectienl salysis, but nevertbeless wkes sex fisell as presociut: "Unlike ceonmie:

elngs, sux chiss spenng divecely From o blologleal reatity; men and women were created
diifTervens, wnd non equadly priviteged. . . . The biologicnl iy is wn fnhevently unegqual
power distilbutdon” (Phe Dicdectic of Sex: The Case For Feudnlst Revolution [New York: Wil
liam Morvaw 8 Co., 1972], p. 3) Her solutlons are conslstents *The irecing ol women
from the aprunny of their reprottuctive blofogy by every means nvailuble, und the diffusion
ol childberslng and e chilivenring role 1o the soulety us » whole, men ns well is women”
{p- 200). Sweun Biownmbler (n Against Our Will: Men, Wonien and Rafre [Mew York: Snon
# Sclwster, 1070]) expresses a blologlent theory of rape within s soclul critique of the
centruBty of rape to women's subordinmion: *Men's steuctornt eapicity to rpe antd wom-
an's corresponding strvcwarnd vulnernbility wre ns basle w he physlology of both ot sexes
i thee primwl net ofF se dsetl, Had i not leen tor this accldent of blology, mn accommodi-
tion requliling tre locking together of two sepurite poses, penls ad vigliw, there would be
neither copulation nor rpe ns we know it ., By anmtondesl fiat—the inescapnble cus-
atruction of thely gealtaf argnas-the human nnfe wiss o natoenl predator b Bie Bumm
femule servedt us his niarst prey” (pp. 4, 63, She does nit seent o think It necessiry to
exphihn why women do not cogull men, o egod biotogled possibiliy, Critehadug the Lo
Tor conkusing intercobrse whb mpe, she lbads them blologleally indistnguishable, leaving
one wondering whether she, wo, must nher or nequlesce in the Wological,

0. Advienne Ricl, OQf Wonan Her: Matherhood as Expevience and fnattidion {(New York:
W, W, Novton & Co., 19763 Chadorow {n, 19 phave); Dovorhy Dinneesicin, The Mevmnid
and the Minotaur: Sextial Arvangemeitts aml Humait Maluise (New York: Havper & Row, 1977);
Swauene Avens, lnsarifate Deception: A New Lok af Wamen and Ghildbith ie dwrvica (Boston;
Houaghtm MU G, 1979), '

20 Lake MI's ™ Vhe Subjeciion of Wamen” (o, 4 alesve) 1 I She avkgia urifealation
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extensions, by the putvinvehad fumily, becoming society as a “putsiar
chy"i#? or as caused by artlficial gender voles and their attendant at-
titudes.®™ Informed by these attempts, but conceiving nawure, law, the
Tumily, and roles as consequences, not loundations, ! think that
feminism fundamentally identifies sexuality as the primary social sphere
of male power. 'The centrality of sexuality emerges not from Freudian
tonceptions® but from feminist practice on diverse issues, including
abortion, birth control, sterilization nbuse, domestic battery, rape, incest,
Jesbianism, sexual havassment, prostitution, female sexual slavery, and
pornography. In all these areas, feminist efforts conlront and change
women's lives concretely and experientinlly. Taken together, they are

_ producing a feminist political theory centering upon sexuality: its sociul

determination, daily consiruction, birth to death eéxpression, aud ulti-
mately male control,

Feminist Inquiry into these specific issues began with 1 broad un-
masking of the attitudes that fegitbnize and Dide women's stitus, the
identionn! envelope thnt contains woman®y budy: notions that women
desire and provoke rape, that girle’ experiences of incest are Fantasies,
that career women plot and advance by sexual parlays, that prostitutes
are lustlul, that wite beating expresses the intensity of love, Beneath
eitch of these idens was revenled birve coercion and broad connections o
womi's socil definition as o sex. Reseimrch on sex roles, puwrsuing
Simone de Benuvoir's insight that "one Is not born, ene rather becomes a
woman,™ disclosed an elaborate process: liow and what one learns to
become one, Gender, cross-culturally, was found to be a learned quality,
an acquired charucteristic, an assigned status, with qualities tat vary
independent of biology and an idestogy tat attributes them o nature,

ol the sheovy, genevnlized I much contemporary eminksiv, thn wamen are nppressed by
“putsinrchy,” memnbng o system ovighating i e hovsehold wherein e Bulier domi-
ites, dhe sireciure then veproduced dirowghom the sockety in gender reliions,

27, bi her "nones voword w theory of panriareliy® Kite Mitlett comprehiends “ses s o
st entegory with politieal mplicatons,” i which polities refers w0 "power-stractared
velationships, wrvangements wheveby e group of persons is controted by awther,
“attavehy’s chiel institation s the Banlly™ Seswal Pofitics {New York: Bulatine Douks,
1GUL pp. 52, 31, 45).

28, Suncru L, Bem nal Daryl f. Bem, "Case S1uidy of Nonconselous ldenlugy: "T'rain.
ing the Wonan to Koeow Her Place,” i Deliefs, Anitndes and Human Affaivs, el 1) ), Bem
(Hehnont, Colik: Drooks/Cole, 1970); Eleanor Enunons Maceaby und Cirol Nngyjuckiin.
The Prychology of Sex Diffevences (Suntord, Calil: S1antord University Press, 1974); mnd
Shivley Weliz, See Rotes; Wintogical, Psychulagical and Sveinl Foundations (Nvw Vork: Oxlusd
Universiy Press, 1977,

“20. Nar does it grow directly from Lacaslan voots, alihough Frenels Fominists haive
eontributed mich 1w the developing theory rom within that tesdlidon,

WL De Beauvole (n, 24 ahove), p. 249,

$. J. H Bluck, “Conceptlons of Sex Rofe: Some Cross-cultserad senl 1omgitding)
Verspectives,” dmeriean Psycholugist 28, no, 3 (Juue 1072): 512-96; Naney Chodorow,
“Being and Bolng: A Gross-eolorgd Exanduslon of dhe Sodaltarion of Mules wnd
Feamfes," in Women i Sexist Soelety, ed. V. Govnick and . K. Mo (New York: Dosie




817

8¢

PR . evleec Tt tien

The discovery thut the Female archetype is the Teminine stereotype ex-
posed “woman” as a socinl construction, Contemporiny industrial soci-
ety's version of her is docile, solt, passive, nurturant, vulnerable, weak,
narcissistic, childlike, incompetent, masochistic, nnd domestic, made for
child care, home care, und hushand care. Conditioning to these values
permentes the upbringing of givls and the images Tor emulation drust
upon women, Women who restst or Fail, incheding those who never did
fi—for exnmple, black and lower-class women who cinot survive il
they are soft and wenk and incompetent,* assertively self-respecting
women, women with ambitions of male dimensions—ure considered less
femule, lesser women, Women who comply or succeed are elevited as
models, tokenized by success on mitle terms or portrayed as consenting
to their natural phice and dismissed as hiving participated il they com-
phais,

It the lhersture on sex voles and the investigations of particular
issues are red in Hght of each other, each element of the Temile gender
stereotype is revealed as, in fact, sexnal, Vulnersbility means the
uppearance/venlity of ensy sexunt nccess; pussivity menns receptivity and
disubled resistunce, enforced by tmined physical weakness; soltness
menns pregnability by something hard. tncompetence seeks help as vul-
nevability secks shelter, inviting the embrice thit becomes the invasion,
wading exclusive access for protection . ., from the same access, Domes-
teity nurtures the consequent progeny, proof of potency, und ideally
willts w1 home dressed in savan wiap® Woman's infuntifization evokes
pedophilla; lixation on dismembered budy parts (the breast man, the leg
min) evokes letishism; iolizion of vapidity, necrophilia, Nareissism in-
stires that woman identifies with that image of herselt that man holds up:
“Hold sill, we are going 1 do your porteiit, so that you can begin
looking like it vight away."™ Masochism means that pleasure in violion
becomes her sensuality. Leshians so violate the sexuality implicit in
femnle gender stereotypes us aot 1o be considered women a all,

Socinlly, femaleness means Femininity, which menns awractiveness

Buoks, 1071h K I Sewrs, "Drevelopment of Cemder Role,” in Sex amd Befavior, ed, ¥, A,
Beneh (New York: Julin Wiley & Sons, 1105),

B2 Nudonal Bluck Feminlst Ovgunizion, "Stut tal Purpose,” M (May 1974)
“T'lie bluek womann b ik o be strang, yer we nre pevseeuted Tor hindug anrvived (. §4),

Julnante “Fillmon, “Welfire Is 0 Women's Isswe,” Litertion Neus Sesvice (Febwaary 20,

VLY, In dimerdea’s Working Wowen: of Documreatary History, 1600 to ihe Presatt, ed, Roslyn
Do, Llisdn Gordon, und St Reverby (New Yeork: Vintage Buoks, 10763 *On TV
1 o feairrs (st Dman werth means Desey aend that ity senns being diin, white,
yoagg amad vici coo B odie words, o AFILCL etber leavs thist Tl o *vend woman®
e hehg ol the didngs she bt and Bnclg ab the tilogs she can't hivee® (g, 367-54),

W Muvabel Movgaw, The Potad Women (O Vappasn, N.J: Fleming 11, Revell Go,,
1923), *Putud Wormmn® mukes binsphemous sexendity Into @ home aet, redemesicaing
whit prostliutes buve nrkeied as forhidden,

L. Cixous (n. § above), p. 892,
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1o men, which means sexund murnctiveness, which meuns sexuyl
svirilulitity on male terms,® What defines woman as such is what wirns
men on, Good givls are “auractive,” bad ghvls "provocative,” Gender
suciafization is the process through which women come o identity them-
selves as sexunl beings, as beings that exist lor men. It is that process
through which women internalize (make tielr own) & male imuge ol
their sexuality as thelr identity as women™ It is not just un lusion,
Feminist inquiry into women's own experience ol sexuality revises privr
comprehensions of sexual issues and transforms the concept of sexuality
itsell=its determinants and its vole in suctety and politics. According w
this revision, one “becomes & woman"—acquires and identifies with the
status of the female—not so mueh tiough physical mataration o in-
culewtion iito appropriste role behavior as through the experience of
sexunlity: st complex unity of’ physicality, emotionality, Identity, and
stutus affvmgtion, Sex as gender and sex as sexuality sre thus defined in
terins ol each other, but it s sexuality that determines gender, not the
other way wround. ‘This, the central but never stied insight of Kute
Milkett's Sexwal Politics,* resolves the dunlity in the tevm "sex” hselfs whin
women leaen in order 10 “have sex," in order (0 “become women"—
wonan as gendes—comes through the experience of, mnd is 1 condition
for, “having sex"—swoman as sexual object for man, the use of women's
sexudity by men, Indeed, 1w the extent sexuality is social, wonen's sexu-
nlity i Its wse, just as our lemaleness i its akerity,

Muny issues that appenr sexual From this standpoint hive not been
seen as such, oo have they heen seen as delining o polites. Tncest, for
exinple, is commonly seen as a question of distinguishing the veal evil,
erime sygainst the Tonily, from gielish seductiveness or fantasy, Con-
triception and abortion have been franied as maters of reproduction
el Tought out as praper or improper soctal consteaints on mature, Or
they are seen as privite, minimizing stte intervention into intime re-
fations. Sexual hirassment was o nonissue, then bectme a prablem of
distinguishing persona! relationships or ulfectionte etadon from
abuse ol position, Lesblimism, when visible, s been cither a perversion
o1 not, 1o be wlerated or not, Pornography hus been considered a ques-
tion of fveedom 1o speak axd depict the erotic, as against the pbscene or
violent, Prostitution has been understood either as mutad fust und cleg.
adation or an equal exchange ol sexusl need for economic need, The
issue in rape hus been whether the intercourse way provoked/mutuatly

#6. Todleatdong ave en ks B ivae s only in Wesiern indusivial socierys Covther
veosscieu il resenrch i cefiniely needed,

i, Love jusilies diis on the emmiond level, Firestone (o, 24 above), chap, 6,

37, Milteres poalysis Is peveasively soismed by the sonse thi women®s suius bs sexu.
ully derermined, ¢ shipes her choive of sudiors, scenes, ind temes mnd aderfes her
wost peobnted evldelsing o' women's deplettan, Her explleht discassion, bowever, vacithutes
henveen clear glinpses of that argament el sunements nenrly w the contrny,
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desired, or whether it was foreed: was it sex or violence? Across and
benenth these issues, sexuality isell as been divided into parittle! prov.
inces: tracitlonally, religion or bislogy; in modern transtormation,
morality ot psychology. Almost never politics,

lna feminist perspective, the formulation of each issue, in the teyms
Just desclbed, expresses ideologically the same interest that the problem
h formulimes expresses concretely: the nterest from the male point of
view, Women experience the sexuat events these issues codify™* as a
cohesive whole within which each resonutes, The defining thieme of tat
whole is the male pursvit of control over women's sexuality—men not as
individuads nor as Blotogical beings, but as a gender.group cluacterized
hy mutenesy as socinlly constructed, of which this pursuit Is definidve,
For exnmple, women who need nbortions see contrace ption as i struggrle
not only for control over the biologleul products of sexus] expression but
over the soclal rhythms and mores of sexual intercourse. These norms
olten appenr hostile 1o women's self-proteciion even when the techiol-
ogy I8t hand, As an instance of such narms, women hotice that sexuat
harassment looks o great deal like ordiniry hetevosexunl initiation under
conditions of gender inequality, Few women are in 5 posidon to refuse
unwanted sexual initintives, "That consent rather than nontmiuality is
the line between riape and intercourse further exposes the inequality in
normul socinl expectations. So does the substantinl amount of male Toree
illowed in the focus on the womn's vesistance, which tends 1o be dis.
abled by sociufization to passivity, 11 sex is ordinarily aceepted us some-
thing men do fe women, the better question would be whether consent is
a meaninglul concept. Penetration (ofien by & penis) is also substimially
maore ceniril to both the fegal definition of sape and the male definitlon
ol sexuat intercourse than it is 1 women's sexual violation or sexual
pleasure. Rape in marvinge expresses the male sense of entitlement to
flccess (o womnen they annex; incest extends it, Although most women
ure yaped by mén they know, the closer the relation, the tess women are
nlowedl to cliim it was rape, Pornography becomes difficult o ctistin-
guish from art and ads once itis clenr that wiat is degrading w women iy

- compelting to the consumer, Prosttues sell the unitateritlity that pos-
. nography ndverthses, That most of these issues codify behavior thi is

nelther countersystemic nor exceptional s supporied by women’s ex-
perience as victims: these bebaviors are either not legal or are effec-
tively permitted on a large scale, As women's expetience blurs the lines
between deviance and normaley, it obliterates the distnetion between
ubuses of women and the souial definition of what # woman is,

38, Kach of these tawuies Is discussed a length In the second piset of this ariicle Ty
wivd Femlnlst Jurlsprudence™, tortheoming,

$). On uborlun nnd contraceptlon, see Kristin VLuker, Tuking Chonees: Abartion aid the
Deciston Not to Contracept (Berkeley: University of Culifornin Press, 1975). On epe, see
Dinw K. H. Russell, Rape: The Vietin's Pevsprective (New York: Stebs & Day, 1977 Andrea
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These investigations reveal rape, incest, sexual larassment, purnayg-
riphy, wnd prostitution ns not primarily abuses of physical lorce, vio-
lence, muthority, or cconomics, They are abuses of sex, They need
not and do not vely for their coerciveness wpon forms of enforcement
other than the sexual; that those forms of enforcement, at least in this
context, are themselves sexuabized is closer to the wruth, They are not the
erotization of something else; eraticism ftself exists in their form, Nor are
they perversions of art and morality, They are art und morality from the
mile point of view, ‘They are sexunl because they express the relations,
values, feelings, norms, and behaviors of the culiure's sexuelity, in which
consicering things like rape, pornography, incest, or lesblanism deviant,
perverse, or blasphemous is part of their excitement. potential,

Sexualhty, then, is o form of power, Gender, as socially constructed,
embodies it, not the reverse. Women and men ave divided by gender,
made into the sexes us we know them, by the socil requiretnems ol
heterosexuality, which institutionatizes male sexual dominance und
female sexual submission. " 11 1his i true, sexuality is the linchpin ol
gender inequality,

A woman is a being who identifies and is identified as one whose
sexuality exists for someone ebse, who is soclally male, Women's sexunlity
is the capacity o arouse desive in that someone. IF what is sexual about a
woinan ks what the male point of view requires lor exciiement, have male
requirements so usurped its terms as to have become them? Considering
women's sexuality in this way (orces confrontation with whethor there is
any such thing. 1s women's sexuality its absence? 1f being for anothey js
the whole of women's sexual construction, it can be no more escaped by
sepuratism, men's temporary concrete absence, than eliminsted or
quadified by permissiveness, which, in this context, looks like women
emudating male voles. As Susan Sontag said: “The dquestion is: what sexu-
ality are women 1o be liberated o chjoy? Merely 10 remove the onus
pliced upon the sexual expressiveness of women is 1 hollow victory il the
sexutlity they become freer 1o enjoy renmins the old one that converts
women inte objects, . ., ‘I'his already *veer’ sexuality mostdy reflects »

Meden nnd Kuthleen ‘Thanpson, cAyaimt Rape (New Yewk: Favror, Strus & Glroux, iy
Lovenne N. G, Gluk and Debia Lewls, Rajre: The Price of Covreive Searafity (Foronw:
Wamew's Press, 1977); Susan Griffin, Rape: The Power of Conseivtmess (8 Franciseo:
Hurper & Row, 19205 Kofamu ye Subinos, “Rape: A Rudicnd Avatysis ron the Alvlean.
Americen Perspective,” in his Our Women Keep Our Shies from Fallimg (New Orleans:
Nkanbo, 1D80), pp. 26-40. On Incen, see Judith Hermnn il Ehn Hivsehman, *Faher-
Dargliver Tucest,” Slgur foterad of Woinesr in Culture aind Sueiety 2, o, 1 (Sumenee 1977):
74550, On sexunl harassmen; see my Sexitel Harasent of Working Wumen (New Huven,
Conn.: Yule University Press, 1), On pornograply, see Andren Dworkin, Pornngruply:
Mon Possessing Women (Now York: G, P, taamun's Sons, 1981),

40, Elten Morvgan, The Eratizution of Male DominancelFemnie Sitbwnsdon {Pitshurgh:
Knuw, Ine., 10755 Adilenne Rich, "Compuleary Heterasexunfity and 3.eshinn Exlsterice,"
Sigrs: Joernal af Wamnen in Citltuve Sueirty B, ne, 4 Swnner )Y 53 1-00,
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spurious iden of Freedom: the right of each person, brielly, 10 exploit
und dehumanize someone else, Without s chinge It the very novns of
sexuality, the liberation of women is » meaningless goal. Sex as such is
not libevating lor women, Neither is more sex.™' Dues vemaoving or
revising gender constraints upon sexual expression change or even
chullenge its norms?*? This question ultimately Is one of sociul de-
terminution in the broadest sense: its mechunism, permenbHity,
specificity, nnd tatality. 18 women ave sucially defined such that female
sexuality cinnot be lived or spoken or felt or even somadeally sensed
apiet Fron its enforced definition, so that i #s own kick, then diere s
no such thing as & woman as such, there wre only walking embodiments
of men's projecied needs. For femiuisn, asking whether there is, so-
cially, a female sexuulity is the same ns asking whether women exist,
Methodologicully, the feminist concept of the personal as political Is
an altempt to answer this question, Relinquishing all instinctual, natural,
trunscendentul, unel cdivine authority, this concept grounds women's
sexuality on purely relational terraln, anchoring women's power ind
nccounting for women's discontent in the same world they stnd against.
The personnl as political is not a simile, not a metwphor, and not an
analogy, It does not mean thit what oceurs in personal ife is similar o,
or comparnble with, what occurs in the public areni, It is not an applicn-
tlon of cilegories from social life 10 the private world, as when Lhgels
(followed by Bebel) suys that In the Gamily the hushand is the bourgeois
ind the wife represents the proletrint™ Nor is it an cquation of (wo
spheres which remuain analytically distinet, as when Reich imterprets st
behavior in sexual lerms?* or n one-way infusion of one sphere Jino the
other, as when Lasswell interprets politicat behavior ns the displicement

A1, Susin Suntag, “The “Tlisd World of Women,” Pt Review 40, ne. 2 (1979);
180-200, esp. 158,

93 “The sume gquestion cold e aked of Tessing sadonusochinm: when women en.
e In vivunlized sexund dominance o submbssion, dues it express the mile sevcine o
subvert 12 "The mawer depencds apon whether one s o suchd or Dlotugteal definttion of
gender ad o sexuntig wiscl then wpon the content of these defiudions. Lesbig ses, sy
ws xex between women, does not by definlton tmseend the eratbzming of dombiwe and
submlsslon and (helr soctl equaton with mucubinity nnd femininiy, Dusehffemme ns
el (ot just gended vole playing, together whi paraliels in tesbinn sndomasochism's
o wnd "bomwn,” siggest 10 we it sexunl conformity extends e beyond gender
obect mores, For i comtrnry view xee P Culffig, Sapphistey: The Buuk of Leshinn Sexnelity
(Fallahisser, Fli: Nufnd Press, 1980) Guyle Rubin, *Sexsal Palitles, e New Right anet
the Sexuat Peinge,” v What Color Is Your Hamirerchicls A Loxbian SiA1 Sexunlity Reader
(Berkeley, Califi: Samols, 1979), pp, 2838,

43, Bngels (a, 14 abovely August Bebel, Women under Suciatian, tians, Dadel Delean
{New York: New York Lubor News Press, 1004),

A Releh (. 22 whove). He extmines lelag, or example, ns o guestion of how il
e con e e to destre thebe own repression, Fhis might be seen as i pregursee w the
fembiilst queston of huw femule desive il con become the Just tor selammilitation.
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ol personad problems into public ohjects® 1t means tint women's dis-
tnetive experlence #s women ocewrs within dia sphere thia s been
socially lived ns the personal—privive, emotional, interiovized, particu-
Ly, dnchividumed, intimate—so dit what it is w o te poditics ol wom-
a's situstion iv o know women’s personal lives,

The substantive principle governing the authentic politics of wom-
en's personal lives iy pervagive powerlessness to men, expressed and
reconstituted daily ay sexuility, To say that the personal is political
meins that gender as a division of power is discovernble and verifiable
through women's intimate experience of sexual objectification, which is
definitive of and synonymous with women's fives as gender female,
Thus, 1o feminism, the personal is epistemologically the pulitical, and its
epistemology is is politics ™ Feminism, on this level, is the theory ol
women's point of view, It is the theory of Judy Graha’s “common
wormn™* speaking Adrienne Rich's "common language," Conscious-
1vess vetisiog is s quintessentinl expression, Feminism does not appropri-
e an existing method-—such oy seientific method—and apply it w a
difTerent sphere of saciety w revead its preexisting political aspect, Con.
sciousness vaising not only comes to know different things as politics; it
necessarily comes to know them in i different way. Women's experience
of polities, of life us sex ohject, gives rise 10 its own method of appro-
printing that reaity: Teminist method. " Ag its own kind of social adysis,

445, Harakd Lavssweudt, Pryednnalysiy and Palitivs (Chivago: University of Clivagu Press,
1143y,

AG. Vhe nplovisu “Feminisim b tie theorys Teshiandsn is the pruesbee” B Been st
wied 1o "Filiriee Atkinson by Anne Koedr, “Lesbiunism and Ferodnisim,” in fedival
Feiminism, ed, Anne Bocdi, Ellen Leving, nid Auba Ripone (New York: New York Thoaes
Bauk Co., 17, p. 248, See wlso Wacerlesbinns, *The Weomme Flentified Womm," ibil.,
pix 24453 FiGyace AtkInson, “Teshiwndm & Fervindan,” dumaon Odyeseys Tl Piest Cllee-
fiun of Weitings by ihe Pofitival Pisneer of the ¥omen’s Movement {New York:s Links Books,
VT, pr Bi-HH; ) Solasston, Leshinn Natfun: Phe Feminise Sufutton (New York: Simon &
Schuster, 1979, pp. 107, §85, 278, iy wphovisns neceps o simplistie view ol the v
fruasbeip between theory ned practive. Feminban seconcepruntizes de comneedon b
tween belmg s tilaking siuch i i iuy be move acenrme 1o say Qe Feminkan s the
cpistennsdogy of which. leslstanisns b s ostalogy, Dt see 56 below o tis ke slistine.
fion wy well,

A7, fewly Goalw, The Work uf o Comunn Woman (New York: St Macth's Peess, 1978),
“The Compnon Womine”™ poehis are on py, G1-73,

48, Adlenne Rich, "Oyiging nnd Hlistary of Consclotesiess,” in The Dveam of'a Comin
Laegwarge: Pupins, 1974-1977 {New York: W, W, Norion & Co., 1078), |% 7. 'Vhis tnenns than
o womew's movement exbie wherever women tdentify eoflectively to vesist/vechim iheir
dhetermbnini s sich, Phis Tenibnist eedefinhlon of consclusness requbres s covvesponding
vedefinition of the process of mubitizig I Tewminist organdzing, Fhe wansformation rom
siborcinate gronp w movenent pesllels Mars's disidnedon besees o ciss i isell ™ nd
wcliss i sl See Rael Maws, Tie Poverty of Philnaphy (New Yorks Intermtiogal
Puldlishers, 1O6), p. 195,

44, bn additisn W the vefvrences in n. 1, see Sandra Lee Durky, "Towird o
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within yet outside the male paradigm just us women's lives wre, it has o
distinctive theory of the relution between method and truth, the individ-
witl and her sockl surroundings, the presence and place of the natural

andd spivitual in culure and soclety, and sockl being und causality itsell,

FHlaving been objectified ns sexund beings while stigmatized us ru!cd
by suljective pnssions, women veject the distinction between knowing
subject and known object—the divislon between subjective and objective
postures—as the means to comprehend socil lile. ‘Disnllectcd from
objectivity, having been its prey, but excluded from its world thraugh
velegution to subjective imwivdness, women's interest lies in overthrow-
ing the distinetion isetf. Proceeding connotutively and inalytically i the
same thne, congciousness rudsing s #t once cotnmon sense expression
and erliieal articulition of concepts, Taking sitwated Feelings and com-
mon detail (common here meaning both ordinary and shared) as the
matter of politicut annlysls, it exploves the tevenin that is most damaged,
most contuminsted, yet therefore most wonen's own, muost intimately
known, most open o rechintion, The provess can be described as a
cotlective "symputhetic internal experience of the gradunl constructon
of [the} system according to its inner necessity,"® as a strtegy lor de-
constructing it

Through consciousness raising, women grasp the collective reality
of women's condition frem within the perspective of that experltence, not
from outside i, The claim that @ gexunl politics exists and s socinlly
fundamental Is grounded in the claim of feminlsm {0 women's perspee-
tive, nut from L, 1ts.clim 10 women's perspuctive & its caim w truth, In
its account of itsell, women's point of view contins o duality analogows

Fwnomenslogy of Feminist Consclovsness,” in Feminism and Phitvaiphy, ed. Macy
Vet Bragygin et ol (Totown, NJ: Linfelield, Adums & Go., 1577 Susan Grillin
veflects/oreutes the process: “We do aot rush 1 speech. We alow oursebves to be moved.
We do not aivenpt alifectiviy, . .. We sl we fid experlenced this aurselves, 1 el so
pisch for her Wen, the s, with her hesd omdbed Ty Tap, she suld, | knew whut o do,
We sabd we weve moved 1o see her go dhrough whit we ud gone theough, We wivdck thix
gve wy some knowledgge” (Woman and Noatave: The Roaving huside Her [New York: Hurpes &
Rov, FO78], . 107), Asserduns such as "our politics heyin with our feellogs” have enseryed
trom the pracies of convclonsness valsing. Somewhere between mirror-seliesive de.
tertnindon st swnpscenelence of determimmis, "tedings ave seen n both aeeess
trutli—at thies 1 b phenomenologiontly trmspirent—nad i snificn of polhics, There i
toth suspleion of Teellngs and affirmmion of ek bealth. "Phey bramme simulianecusty an
linet expresslan of snter es nml o fess conaminued sesonvee For verificuion, Sve Sim
Finnelseo Redswekings, "Owr Polities Begin with Gur Feelings,” ln Masealine/Feminine:
Readings in Sexual Mytholugy and the Liberation of Wowen, ed, Berey Rusark und ‘Theode
Roszak (New York: Hurper & Row, 1080). .

50, Fredule Jnmceon, Marcion and Fern (Princeton, NJ.: Princeton Unfversity Fress,
1071), po xb Jomeson i describing dintealeat mettind: *1 vy el thn the dialecticad
wethod cu e neguived only by w conerete working throngh of desll, by o spmpathetic
fnternad expevience of the geadwal comnructon of u system wccording to s ey neces-
sy
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to tha of the marxist proleswiat: determined by the veality the theor
expludes, it thereby claims specinf nccess to tha veality, Feminism doe
ol see its view as subjective, pirdal, or undetermined hut us neritique o
the purported generatity, disimerestedness, and universality of’ prio
accounts. These have not been hall’ vight but hnve invoked the wrony
whole. Feminism not only challenges musculine partiality bt guestion
the universulity imperative isell, Aperspectivity is revesded us o suey
of male hegemony,™

*Representition of the world,” de Beauvoir writes, “like the worle
itsell, is the work of men: they desevibe i from their own poim of view
which they confuse with the absolute truth,™™ The pavallel bewwee
represemation nnc consteaction shoudd be sustained: men ereate 1l
world from thelr own point of view, which then becomes the truth 1o b
described, This is a closed system, not wnyone's conluston, Power t ereal
the world from one’s point of view is power in ity male firm® The male
epistemuological stince, which corresponds w the world it creates, is ob

ar

S0 °Ihix distinguishes both fentinizo and st beast o soain in omesism feom Frend
“hy sebfansidysts is s6I0 ntereupted wned B lnve vealizod the veason. e only annlyze i
sell” with ihe help of knowledge ubipined objecrively (like an outsider), Genalne selt
unilysis Is Impossible, otherwlse theve woulld e no Ineurntie] illness” (Sigmuned Preu
Letter s Wihelm Fleiss, #71, October 15, 1887, quied in Mitchell, Payehonnaiyis au
Feminion: Froud, Reich, Luing aud Women [0, 19 nbove), pp. Ai1-82, see nlso po 271), Glve
thaw Tnvrospeerion is net naokpticnlly dispositive w Freud, the collective selfkpowledye o
Feminkun snight be colteerive neavosis. Alhough it i interperseuad, s il m insider o i
world,

B2, Feminis schofies ave Seghning to celiicize objectivity from dilTeven diseiplinae
stundpobng, although not as Trameally i bere, nor i it conpection with objectiticntion
Jutine Shermu and Evelyn “Puvwn Beek, eds., The Prisw of Sexs aays i the Seeivlogy «
Kumeledge (Minlizon: Unlversity of Wisconsto Press, 1979, Maegvic Eichlee, The Doule
Staaidavil: A Froninist Critigie of Feminist Socind Seienve (New York: 5t Murnin’s Press, 1980
Feetpn Yox Kelter, "Ceastler nud Sclence,” Psgehonnalysis e Contemurary Thongh 1, nen
(L7 O35, Adricnme Rivh, *Tewsed i Woman-centered Usiiversity," io Waime and th
Pouer to Chenge, e, Fovence Howe (New York: beCeaw-1BIL Book Co, 1970),

63, De Bewuvalr (o, 24 above), De Beavoly Il nut pursieed the ssdyds o the pois
1 stogeest heve by 1979, chlier, See her *fraduction,” in Mavks snd e Convrveon, vl
(t | ailnpve), s o E-588, :

ol “This dfaes not mean wll men have nale power equally. Aweriean Bhick men,
inswnee, Imve substantinly Tess of . But w e extenn that ahey connt eremte the worl
Fram thele polat of view, they find themselves smmsnned, casioned, Berally ar fig
tively, This supports tather thim gualifies the sex specificity of the argument within
vesplving the velmionship between s nnd sexism, or the eelasthon o either o clas
Althaugh bistorically yeceiving move nttention, vace and pion are ot heewise snatogons |
sex in the plice they aceupy For, snd the challenge they gpose w, nixis theory, 1 ihe re
basis of Blstory and ucrbvity 1s clivss snd elies conllict, whist, other thin *fibse conschrastess,
i onee to make of the historical force of sexism, vichun, s nativmlisny Stinitarly, positia
it suprieluss unlt with weae memning, saeh us “Black peaple,” 15 noulypdenlly pavidted o
positing o supes-class Gont supraseickil) unit "women.” "Frewing vice, waton, smd sex a
leaser incliuded problems hus bees the major respanse of marsis theovy 1o such challenge:
Any velinlonship between sex and viee tends to b dely emirely out of iecoumt, sinee they ar
copsislered paridhel “strata Miempis 1o condront the keter issne include Advienne Rick
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Juetivity: the ostensibly noninvolved strce, tre view From a distanee and
from no particutar perspective, apparently transparent to its realbity. It
does not comprehend s own perspecivity, does bol recognize whin it
sees us subject ke itsell, or thust the way it apprebends i world 1sa form
of ity subjugution and presupposes it. The objectively knowable is object.
Wamitn through male eyes is sex object, tut by which man koows him-
sebf at once ns man and as subject,? What is objectively known coere.
spoires 1o the workd ind cin be verilied by pointing 1o it (as sclence does)

- becnuse the world iself is controfled from the sume point of view,®

“Pistoyal o Cheillzadon: Feadnism, Rocismmd Gyisephobba," 0 0n Lis, Seevels and Silenee:
Sefevtedd oy, $966-1 928 (New Yorks W, W Nonon & G, 19785 Schiv funwes, Sex, R
el Class {Brinol: Falting Wadl Press, 19671 R Colesaad § P Cotos, Wamen of Crisis (New
York: Defl Fablisting Co., Delncovte Press, 1978): Socialist Women's Caucus of Lotisville,
“The Rucist Use of Rape and the Rupe Charge” (Loudsvifle, Ky, co. 19773 Angelin Davis,

~"The Role of Black Women lo tle Convvinlvy oF Stves,” Blick Scholor 3, no. 4 (Decembor

1071); 2-16; The Combuhee River Collective, “A Black Fembnist Statesment,” by Elsensieln,
ed. (. 11 uhove); Riven CGevmum, *Retations of Cender susd Sexarlity duving e Perkd of
tnatletlanal Slavery in the Southern Cotades™ (working paper, Yole Univershy, 18,
EL V. Spelmn, “Fembndim, Sexbm sod Racisin® (University of Magsuchusetes, 19813
Chiervle Movagn ind Gl Avankehita, eds., Fhis Bridge Colled My Barks Wrilings of Radicel
1Woment of Gulsr (Wittevtown, Muss.t Persephone Press, 1081), :

5B, This suggears n way o which navdsm and teminisor may be reciprocally il
omtvsing, withmn, For the momen, confromiog the decp divisions between them,
Muerxism comprehonds the sffect world's soefol vxdsiences how objecs ave consthned, e
beddud I tochd e, Intused with mennbng, veeated B spsteaitie i structasnl rehnlon,
Fembubim comprebionds the soelel worli's afjert existenve: Dhow wimen sre cesed
i the fnge of, wd ax, thingy, Fhe object work®s sovid extstence vaires with the e
v of procuction. Suppose i wherever 1he sexes nre uhegual, women are oljecs,
P what e mesns e e o abjeen vivdes whtly the productive redmions that erente abjeets ns
sucinh, “Thes, wndey primitive exehimnge synems, wonen are excumge abjects. Under
coplialbsm, wennen appems ws commuodities, Thi bs, woamien's sexanfity ns ohject Tor men b
vithwed ws olifects nre vnder copitalbsn, onmely nx commeditics, Duder trne compamban,
womien would e culleative sex objeas, 1F wonen luve universally bee sex objecs, s afso
tvnne Al evonter s ahe fesed-apore i osavisd e his o hisory, B womest hive sheays been
things, it ds abs troe slsn diiigs diave ot sheiys hiek the sane memdng, OF couese, (s does
ot expluin xex neepudity, 10 imevely abserves, anve that inegquatiy exiss, the way s
dbyvamies aany Imerset with e socd organkzudon o producioe, Sessd objeaitiaaion
runy nbes biave 1 sepirme hlstory, with s own peviods, Tovms, struciees, wdmstgy, und,

- petemthilly, vevaluttons,

At Ja a sense, this veallzetion collapses the epliemologyfontotogy dlstdneiog
wlhogeilier, Wi Is posely v ontologicl emegory, & emegory of “belng™ free of sovial
peveeption: Suvely st the slifober disivcibon, Uliimately, the feminla spproac vims
sucht bgeiry frito potitlend hermenetdes: mpatey Ingo sicuaed mesndug, one in which the
ngivy dsett particlputes, A feminist politieal beemeneimtics woukl be o thenry of the
unswer jo sl gquesion, What does U mean? shan woakd comprebend shia she fivse question
(o sdebvess ds, "Tor whennd withion o camexe that compreliends gender as  seciol division of
power, Usetul genevil ivemmemts of beriseseticnl fssues (which veverthieless proreed us it
Fembibsn, or u specllic prablemaie of women, did ma exdse) clude Jose? Blelchier, Cun
temfrnrary Hevmenenties: Hovweneatles us Method, Phitowphy amd Critigie (Laondon: Roaledge
& Kegun Baud, 10803 Hons-Georg Gaclimer, Philasoplicat Hermenentics, wrans, David £,
Linge tBerkeley; University ol Callfornia Press, 1978): Rosabing Cowsed aml Jubtin $l4is,
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ombining, like any form of power, legitimation with foree, nale puwer
extends beneath the representation of veality to its construction: it makes
wornmen (as it were) aied so verifies (makes true) who women “are” in i
view, simultancousty contirming its way of belng und ity vision of trutd,
“I'be evoticism thin corvesponds 1o this is “the use ol things 10 experience
sl As a coerced pornography mode! put i, *You du iL, you do it, aned
you <lo it; then you become it,"* The fetish speaks feminism.
Objectificution makes sexuality a muterial readity of women's lives,
nat just a psychological, auitudinal, or ideological one® It obliterates

Laugitage and Mutevinfion: Develufneits in Seaidotuggy amd the Theory uf the Subjeer (Lansbon:
Hentedpe & Regan Pad, 1977), Shary Bady opproachies the aatologicnd issue when she x:u)':c
Al witaslogivnd thenry withour understanding ol sex voles cun it e "really umulugi.-
el” eyl Gond the Father: Pmonrd o Philuxugily of Wonten's Liberation {Baston: Benven Press
H!?!}I. 1% 2D B Both b 1his work, sd more purvsively In Cwndlcaluge: ‘the .\lmwm:‘r.«lr;i'
Rudival Feminism (Bustons Benron Press, [978), the extent of the ervatiog of wonses's n-nh‘i\-
!?y nmlc‘c|.sisu:umhmy. therelore the extent and waure of wemen's gy, s stighed i
Grvor oF s ceitiyuee of ies les wud distoniuns, Consider her hevesiygnion of antee, n practice
in which tndiay widows are spposed 1 thray hemselves et thein duisd Bstauls
fonerud pyres In geiel @ to keep puie), I which Duly Tacwses wpan densgsiilying iy
iul.!ugt'd volumary nsprects. Women nre revenled vugged, puslied, browhvaten, or i
wike cacreed by the disninl and Trighrentng prospea of wichnehond in lndin suclery (Daly
Candlentngy, pp. 113-13), Neglected—both ns 10 the wouken inrvolvedt sl as 1o e im.
pliciduns fur the entive dagnosks of sexlsm as iBusioR—nre suiee’s deepest victims:
wuthen whe wimt o die when daeie bt dies, whe volunteer e nutl‘cimmnlmlnrn;
lwt'nuss' they hefieve theiv lifie 15 over when bis is, See also Dunciin Rennedy, *“Fhe St
ture ol Bhwkstones Conumenngistes,” Buffal Lane Review 28, 00, 2 Q070): 21112,

B Dworkin (0. $hubave), p, 124, Explicioess s the sesthetie, the nlhowed sensibiliy
uf ulqlr:rl_iliud ertielsm, Under this norm, writien wd plonsred evocutions of sexanlity e
conipadsivedy Btebul, What i I 1o avouse sexuidity ol ant iao recount events RIS
tively,” Lo, verhully md visunlly 1 re-present who did whit e swhom, On the "dynamie ol
tonal expliviunens” us stylzneion, exploted in dhe contesi of the *Bieemnst imsight ol (e
e movel: the Iteviveaving, the symbolle iml svocturn) imerchinge etween ven-
et mul sexissl veliions,” e Eleonge Siciner, “Eros ab Seion: 1978." i On Bifficadty
ataet erfn'.r fismags (New Yorks Osfrd University Press, $978), Jr. MKk "(:‘Im.-m'm-ss al dis-
cennae fin George Bllon's work] aets o os o Badadon bt gs o Hhevining privicy within
which llw.rluu-m:lur i chieve the paradox of smtonomons life® (1 W7 "This connerts
the ek of sch lheraing priviey Bor women—in lile, by, or etters—sith women's fack b
autenmmy asd awtientic erolic vocnbulary. '

”»N Lindn Lovekice, Ondent (Heeaneus, N L Gitdel Press, TAHUY “The s nury e
llr'm- for t;l'.lxs. See Richard Seanen el Joranhan Cobby, The Hidden frufurivs of Clisy (New
York: Allved A, Knopt, Ine., 1972), Marsism teiches i L'K]l'llil:llh)!lfdt‘ﬂI‘illllllI‘llllll A,
how .I!l.'l.'('.'t‘ﬁll'i])' produces vesistancefrevohithm, Wonen's experience with sexvat
okplsulﬂlnnmlum‘mi:aliun teaches that It adso produces gritelud complichy in l.‘xt'h'l!; 'l:' tur
survival sand sedl-hohing o the puiing of Wie estnction of sell, vespect for wehrich rln'ml:r.w
Fesistitnre concelvable, 'Flhe problem heve is ot o exphin why women sguiesee in heir
cantlition but why they ever oy wnything b,

8% “The evislpre of sexaat objecificidon first becnme visibly explivit in ihe Americun
'l\'un!un‘s movement with the dissapiivon ol the Miss Amerlen Pagenin in Seprember MR
Ihzhm Movigan, "Women BDlstupt e Miss Ainerica Pageesnt,” Rat (Septemher 147H) rv.-:
pivied b Coing Tow Fure The Personnd Chvondele uf' 0 Feminist (Mew Yerk: Rancm Huluu:
1977). pp. 62-87, The st vompelling wceount ol sexol objectificnion | know is u;n:
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the mind/mater distinedon that such a division is premised upon. Like
the value of a commodity, women's sexual desivability is fetishlzed: it is
mude o appear a quality ol the object itsell, spontancous and inhérent,
Independent of' the social reladon which creates it, uncontrolled by the
foree that requires lt, 1t helps i the vbject cooperates; henee, the vaginal

ndned in the followdog descefpdon of wotmes's depicivn s thie medin: “ Avanding
1o txoge andd conventhms which wre m lust Being questoned B uee Ty ne means Been
overconie, Une suchd presence of i woran §s dllTerent by Kind Frons tin ol noman, .0 A
nu'’s presence suggests whun e s capoble of dolng to yor ov For you By contensy,
wankon's presetice expreases Ber own e w ersell, md defines what ean and et be
dire do here oo Vo Be B s wonsm huis been to be Do, within an allutted sl contined
spawe, o e keeping oF wen. The socind presence ol womes Tas developral asoa vesuh of
ey bingeaserdy B Nl snacder sueh onekigge wivhiin such s liied sprce. B s s Ieen
e cost of wowomons sell Being sphic into two, A wosim wast continually wideh heesell,
She Is almost comdmlly necompanied by Ser own honge of heeself, . .. she romes o
consicler the surveyor mnd tie surveyed withtln ler ns e two comsdaent yer abways distine
clements uf her Tebentity as w wemon, She hos w seevey everyurlng she yd everyihing she
does hecuuse Bow she appeurs to oliers, wsdk ultinmtely bow she appears wonen, is of vrucial
mpravicnce for what is normally thanght of as the suecess of her fife. Fler own sense ol being in
hevsell Is supplaned by o sense of helug appreciuted a3 bevsell by amather. One night
AmplIty vhix by sylingz meay aces weanen wppesr, Men laak o swemen, Women weleh themelves
eing fonked at, "Flis ceievmiines ot only mest relvhons between men and women but il
the rebation of women W themselves, ‘The swrveyor of womnn I hersedt s oates e
merveyed, Feoannle. Mg stie e hersell inu an obiject—ad most purticalurly mn abject ol
vislon: s sight" { Jolin Bevger, Ways of Sering {New York: Viking IPress, 1972], pp. 46, 47 [my
eimphusds)), AL it ks vdssbg here is an cxplich recogaition that s process elxadies
whin the sexanliy of wonen iy about nnd that it expresses an Ingguutieg in suclal power, 1s
i ferninia contexy, nesthetles, inclisting bewy aned Imsiggery, becomes the must politiend of
stlijeets, See Puvple Seprember Stuff, “Fhe Noviaive States of Heterosexualitg,” In Les
bundon wimd the Women's Mavewrent, e, Charfone Bunch snd Naney Myron (Babisore:
Dl Press, 1078}, pp. 79-8Y, esj pp. H0-81.
Murxdst atvempts w deal with sexual objectilication have nou connecied the fsswe with
the polides of uestheties e with subordination: “She beeomes a sesanl ohiject only In o
velmiongbdpy, whes she nlfows e w e bee i certain depersoonlizing, degeading way:
il viee versn, s wonman doves i become w sexual suliject shaply by seglecdug her appee.
wnees There B ne renson why n wonsen's fibevatkan netivist should not try w luok preaty s
mevictive, Oue of the widversud homsn axpivations of Wil thies was to vaise rendiy o e
tevel of art, o2 o Bequry ds o vadue in ielt™ (Murkesic (1 17 above], pp. 165-60), Oiher
arieanpus come closer, sl withant nebleving the eritique, e, Power of Women Gollective,
“Whint 15 0 Sex Qlijects™ Sorintist Woman: A finienat of the nteraational Marist Gronp 1, no.
P OMarchiApril 74): 73 Daon Densmare, "On the Tempration to Be u Renifol Ohjec,”
in Townsdd a Suciolugy of Women, eh, G Rififos-Rotheeddld (Rexington, Mass.: Xevox Pabii
cudin, 1972 Rt Avdind, "Womes ax Objects: Seience sand Sexuad Pelhles,” Sciener for the
Peaple, val, B, ue, B (Seprember 1974); Chauley Shively, “Cosmeties us i Aet of ftevoh
don," Fayy Rag (Bustan), veprivded b Pink Vriumgles; Radical Pecspectives an Gy Liberation,
ek P Miched! (Bostont Alysim Publicusion, 1950). Resemtment of white benay stan-
ehiseds W prominent in Bluck temdnlsnn, Bewory sonduds inenpable of achlevement by nay
wuriun wee 10 Tullill w dund Bmcdon, They keep wornen buging praducis (o the praliof
cupitaftam) v cosngaeting foe men (o be alfismed by the siadivd ot smmess), Vla is,
theey make women ek ugly wnd indegome s we need men and money w defend sgrlns)
vejectiondsellrevulsdon. Blnck women nve Turther fvom being able cuneretely t achieve the
stnndard that no woman e ever ichleve, or it wostd fose its poine,
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orgusmi'" hence, fuked orgasms slogether” Women's sexuslness like
nmh:' prowess, is no less veal for being mythic, 1 is embodied. (.Jmn-
: |'1lm!ltics do have value, butonly because value is i social property arising
Irom the ity of the stme social relations which, unconscious of their
determination, letishize i1, Women's bodies possess nio less veal
<Ic.:eirnbilily-:-m‘. probably, desire, Sartre exemplifies the problem on the
epistemological level: "But if' | desive house, or a ghass o water, or 3
woInan's body, how could this body, this ghss, this piece of ]JI‘U'pcl‘l
ru.mdc in my desive and how can my desive be anything bt the mnj:
sciousness of these objects as desirable?™? Indeed. Objectivity is (he
methadolugical stance of which objectification is the social process, Sex-
IHIII objectificntion is the primary process of the subjeetion of wum'uu .I(
tnnites wet with word, construetion with expression, pereeption with t‘.‘ll-
lurce'npmn. li.l)'th with reality, Man Fucks woman; subject verly object,
Phe distinction between objectification and afienation is called into
question by this analysis, Objectification in murxist materialism iy
thought to be the foundation of human frecdom, the work prm'es':e
w[:ercb'y a subject becomes embodied in products and rcl:llionship'-; w
{\[i(.‘ll:ll‘loﬂ is the socially contingent distortion of thal process, » reifica-
tion of products and relations which prevents them from being, wid
h_emg seen as, dependent on humian agency.™ But from the pui‘m of
view of the object, objectification is alienation. For women, there is no

60 Anne Koedt, “Fhie Myth of the Vaginal O usm," i Koudu o : L
nlavad, pp. 108-207; “liGviee Atkhysan, “Vu‘;imul Orgusm i L f\\;:l:iil’ ;;¥::!;~Iinf:lh‘.i|l(:-l\:irl-lll
lh-np:msc:" i maton Odgeey {u, 106 abuve), ppn 58, S o )
i 6L, Shere Hive, The Hite gt o0 Nutiomeide Stidy of Feunte Sexndify {New York: Dell
Enblishing Co,, 1976), "Dy pn ever Beke urgasnsy pp. 26741,

G2, Jeun-Poud Snvive, Exisiential Payrhuinatyis, teuns, Huzel . Baroes (Chicago: Heory
Reynery Cu, 'E'J’J'H). I 20, A similie tressment of desire® peeurs In Delenze and Ul.mllnri‘l
duserdption o wian ns “ddesiving-machine,” of wan in vefthon o the ubjeet worhl: "Noy sty
:!n_llu-_!dug oFereudon, b vther as the belig who is in inthate contact with the profunml
life of ull Eeprins o alt typres o beings, who is vesponsible for even the stys and unbiat ke
und \\-Imcu:l.fu.-lcssly plugs s argan-muchine into w energy-machine, i tree o s by, 3
Dbrvisy in.l,u his nauth, the sun hieo his wsshole: the evernal costoiom ol (he |mu:hi|||.-u|l':llw
wlverse” (Debesee undd Guanenrd [0 tabove), g 1), Realbzing dan women, soniully }uhnl:il
the uhjuel teaton erinslarms ais eliseonrse It o tuite ncewrate deserlption of the 'I"r.'minisi

analysis of women's desivabiliy 10 sn-—he breast in bis woteth, the energy maching ino
which he rcinﬂ:h-s‘siy phags an organ nachine, Extending their ingulivy inw the extent 10
which t!lis Kl of shijeallicaion ul’ wousan iy specilic W copitnlison either as ;H'nu.m urin
ils |mrm'.u!:u' form} does Bule to vedeen the sex Bfndness (Wil 1o the sex of lﬂl ﬁ'uul-
puflll‘)lui :hls supposedty el theory, Waaseen ure wt destring-machings. o
' la:l. Puigr Illlurgc.-r et Stantey Pulthery, “Reificiion nnd 1he Suciubagion Crivique ol
(..mmhmsm-ss.. New dLeft Review, vol. 35 ( Jantnry-Februnry (968) Merbrer Mareuse, *Fhe
!-i;mndml;;n ul l-{lfmrlcul Aherilism,” in Stidies in Oritical Philosuphy, 1vans, Joris !)L' !h'ut
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(!ll";.‘!‘ll;.:''I"J:!t-‘;;.:;:l:.:l:""l"‘:'i :IU'H), Rl Khae, Fatw-Makbng s Prasls,” Tolus 19, wo. 2 {(Summey
LR INl.\'“II _n\loxmnm,.\fur.\"s Theory of Alienation {Londens: Merdin Press, 1972 Bertodl
()HJI‘I:NI. Alienativn: Muss's Coticepiion of Mua in Capitafist Soriety (Landon: € .";lll;iil‘i(i 1e i
versity Press, BIT1; Maveise, Bios it Civiliration {1, 22 ubnve), s !}H-I-EM. HJI-!ZL: "
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digtinction between oljeciification and alicimmion becanse women Iave
not muthored objectifications, we have been them. Women have been the
mnvre, the matter, the acted upon, W be subdued by the aetiog subject
secking 1o embody himself in the social world, Reification is not just an
ilkusion w the rveifieds i s also their veality, The aliemued who can only
grusp self as other is no different from the object who can only grasp sell
an thing. 'To be man's other is o he bis thing. Similarly, the problem of
how the objeet can know herself us such is the sime as how the alicmied
cun kiow its own alienmtivn, This, i tern, poses the problem ol
feminisin’s nccount of women's consciousness, How can women; s
ereated, “thingified in the head," complicit In the budy, see our condi-
tion as such?

13 order 0 wecount for women's consclousness (much less prop-
agate 1) Feminksm must gensp that nide power produces tie world be-
fore it distors it Women's aceeptnnee of Ltheiv condition does not con-
uadiet its Fundmmental unaceeptability it women have liule choiee i
become persons who [reely chouse women's voles, For this venson, the
veality of women's oppression is, finally, neither demonstrable nor refut-
uble empirically, Uil this is confronted on the kevel o method, eriticism
ol what exists can be undercut by pointing o the venbity o be eriticized,
Women's bondage, degradation, divmage, complicity, and inleriority—
wgether with the possibility of resistance, movement, or exceptions-—will
operite as burviers to consciousness rather than as means of necess w
what women need 1o beeome conscious o In order to change.

Male power is real; it s just not what it claims to be, namely, the only
reality, Male power is & myth that makes itsell true. Whiat it is o raise
consciousness ks 1o confront male power iv this duality: as ol on one
dlide aud 0 delusion on the other, In consciousness raising, women lenen
they have ledrned thit .men are everything, women their negation, but
that the sexes ave equal. The content ol the message is vevealed true and

“fulse it the sante thime; b [act, ench part rellects the other wimsvalued. If

“nien are all, women their negution” bs twken ay social criticism rither
ihan simple deseription, it beeomes clear o the first time that women
are men's equals, everywhere in chains, Their chaing hecome visible,
their inferlority—their inequality—a product of subjection and 3 mode
of ks enforcement, Reciprocally, the moment it ks seen thy this—life as
we know s not equality, that the sexes are not sochlly equal, wome
anhood can no donger be defined In termy of kel of maleness, s
negativity, For the first thne, the quedstion ol wlin o wons iy seeks its
ground in and of a world understoud as neither ol its moking nor in its
e, and finds, within a eritical embrace of woman’s Tractured and
allen image, that world woimen have made und @ vision ol its wholeness,

65, Rowhotlum, Wumen's Literation aud the New Pulities (0. 17 above), p. 17,
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Feminism has unmasked madeness as o form of power it is both on-
nipotent and nonexisient, an unread thing with very real conseguences.
{.m'il Neule Hurston captured its two-sidedness: “I'he town has o bisket-
full of feclings good and bicl about joe's positions und possessions, but
nobe hiad the temerity to challenge him. Fhey bowed down to hhn
vather, beenuse he was all of these things, nnd then again he was all ol
these things becatse e wwn bhowed down,™8 I "positions and posses-
siong” ind rulership cremte ench other, in relation, the question becomes
one of form and inevitability, This challenges feminism 10 apply i
theory of women’s sandpoint 1 the vegime 9 ‘

. Feminism is the first theory 10 emerge from those whose interest it
affiems, Iis mcthod vecaphulites as iheory the reality it seeks w caplare,

- As marxist method i3 dinlecticat nueriadism, Teminist method is cone

sciousness enistng: the eollective eritical recongtitution of Uhe meaning of
women's soclal experience, as women live through it. Marxism and
’(.‘IIIIIIIIHII'I on this level posit u different relation between thought and
thing, both in terms of the relationship of the wnalysis itsell to the socin
l!l.c It cuptures and in terms of the participation of thought in the sociad
Illq it analyzes, To the extent that materiatism is scientific i posits and
rul.ers. 0 a renlity owtside thought which it considers w hive an
ul):;m:uve-—llml is, twuly nonsoially perspectivil—content. Consciousness
|'=|.1.-iing. by contrust, inguires into an inteinsicatly social situaion, into that
mixttre ul.thought and maeviality which s women's sexunlity jn the
fmost generte sense, Itapprouches its world through a process that shares
its determintion: women's conscinusness, not as indivicua] or subjective
ideas, but as collective social being. This method stands Inside its own
determiations in order to uncover them, just us it eviticizes them in
order 1o value them on its own terms—in order 1 feve its own terms at
afl, Feminism turns theory itsell—the pursuit of a true anabysis of socl
file—imto the pursuit of consciousness and wrns an analysis ol inequatity
into i eritical embrace of its own determinunts, ‘Fhe process is wanstor-
mative as well us perceptive, since thought and thing are inexiricable nnd
reciprocally constiviting of womnen's oppression, just i the state as cacr-
cion il the state ns leygitimizing ideclogy nye iuilistinguislmlxtu. and for
the sunie reasons, "Fhe pursuit of conseiousness becomes # form of politi-
cal pr:tclic;‘:. Consciousness raising has vevealed gender refutions o be a
callective Tiet, no more simply personal dian class relations. This imptics
1.!1::! clinss relntions may atso be personal, no less so for bebg it the sane
time collective. "The fiilee of marxism 1 realize this iy connect the
|’n-s:t“i “{’;;.llmuu?f; jﬁl;:j'alun. Their Eyes Were Watching Guad {Urbana: Univ sty ol Dliasis
G2, tn 1he seeond Pt of this weiele, " Feminism, Marshig, Method, ind the Ste:

Towird Feminist Jurisprudence ¢l ing in 84
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fuilure of workers in advanced capitalist mttions to organize in the
socinlist sense with the fuilure of left revalutions to liberate women in the
Feminist sense. . :

Feminism stands in relation w marxism as marxism does to classical
political economy: its final conclusion and ultimate critique. Compured
with marxism, the place of thought and things in method and reility are
reversed In o seizure of power that penetrates subject with object and
theory with practice. In a duaf motion, feminism turns marxism insice
out and on its head.

. To answer an old question—how is value created and
distributed?—Marx needed to create an entirely new nccount of the socinl
world, To aiswer an egually old question, or to question i equally old
renlity—what explains the inequatity of women to men? or, how does
desive become domination? or, what Is male power?—Ffeminism revolu-
tionizes politles,
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