Eleanor Purke Leacock's Introd. to Engels' CRIGIN OF THE FAMILY .
PVT.PROP.&THE STATE, IP.ed/.3rd .
printing,1975 (lst.1972) -
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'Apﬁbient e by Lecwis Henry Moragn,1677;tnpels® 1834, E. focuged

on 3 topics: (1)developmental stages of mankind's Yis., (2)neture
of primitive soctety with regard to prop,,rank,family forms &
descélt systens, &(3)emergence of commodity prod,,economically
based obasses &the states— -

pP. 9, MNorgs, d. mdrthonsed through to a theory of sequential stages ih
““marripge/p, 10 M{rgan had remainred dubious about the hypothesis
of human evelution until he met &talked with Darwin.,...

P.121"1% used to be commonplace in Am.anthropology, follow the
anti-evolutionary empiricism with the name of Franz Boas,
ques. Morgan's sequence of stages,..However,Morgan knew . tfe
limits of his scheyd” ' ey
That's where Lea@@uck is good, she brings up the latestdanthropoleg
.cal finds and relates both Norgan's study & Engels' interpretation;
and shows where the hazis <wott ow toncept remains &where il doesn'

b.15s"Engels shirpened the implication of the comparison Morgan:
drew bet. primitive communal &class sociaty,usj it as an
coree- 8rgument for speialism. . Theretore both Yorgan's &Engels"
' “worK Tiave had ;ﬁeckég‘careers.;."Be to take up serieously.
by Russian scholars; Soviet 'Studies in His, [¥966) .

"Historical"® (Boas)."functionalisn"(Eng. ) &synchronic”
logigal’ ctudies threw still newer lighi,made’ explicit by
-Eritish scholar, V/Gordon Childe., drbarisn; ‘savageryy (hunters) -
&civilizathon,AnciGnt Dast, p.17.7%A;Esmew T )
"Contemporaryd terminologists generally refer instead to major produc
ive technichfs, such as "food Fatharing"{"savagery” }&"food producing®
(barbarism..,,." ;

T

Gnimtfive Communism section iz pp.2f 18-257 S
~tate Fatadows-allow Leacock both to bring in new , %
and not ‘be very original begine, ppr 2943 THE EMERGENCE OF'MONd&@f T
‘ . &SUBJUGATION OF _WOMEN . .~
P.35:"It sgon became clear that matFiarchylr” ' )
the sense of power held by women oz/;;men- omparable to that.
later held by men over women, hq.”§2¥%§/§xisted..However, :
questions about the significance that matri descent held for .
7 the status of women in primitive societies remained,"” Cr4Y re
TEE MOTHERS by PRriffault &women's high role, "however the data
are lifted out ogfcon$ext..."

~-beed for studyﬁ'h‘&'o ¥ DEV. OF MALE DOMINANCE THAT ACCOMPANIED
'/ TEURCPEAN ECOJRGULUNTAT EXPLCITATION, p,39 s
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Re low stztus of women(gg;ugggaei' r to childbearing:;;:ﬁecline
of importance of food prod. when moved into agric.,etc, "Howeveor
what was basic was that these trancitions occurredin the context

of developing exploitative relations whereby coEg¢5al owniership was
1
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QQU/ where she shows mors empiric data is needed than Engels glvee&
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"AtPRIV&ER SERVECE. THROUGH the separation of-the  family-—from—tha.
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Based on ‘the TR NSFORMATION OF THEIR SOCIALLY NECESSARY LABOR INTO

glams 1t was.in this context that women's domestic &ather wkﬁ,am:’

nogamous marriage were soclial express S 0 eveloplng pvt.prep.”
She then Q E(p.223)"The distinction of rich & poor appears besides
that of freemen &slaves--with the new div, of lavor, & new
cleavage of society into ciaqses..." But she then returns to an

earlier section'in Engels whﬁre he speaks of the formation
of the family as eco.,unit firmed by the overthrow of mother
right which Engels nnphde zeu is "world his torlr 1 defeat '6f the
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Fpmale Sex" (0,120 e rm T  les
. “”’But doev not 3 the par.. byNAPx which grpceded 1t|

vinnate casu1°try. (cuctom of giving neme of father's gens to ch}ld
{hus kave him inherit,rd)Tc change things by changing thelr-fifj7.
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fand to find lockholes for violating tradition while maintainibg
tradition, whenl direct interest supplied sufficient 1mpulse "

e

&after Morgan s description of new social organlsm Minnuﬂ—whnse
head ruled over wife &children &no.of slaves with ri.cf life &
d2ath over them arriving with ironclad family system of Latin
tribes, Marx addss :
"PHE MCDERN FAMILY CONTAIN IN GERM NOT ONLY
SLAVERY (servitug)but also serfdomisince from the beginning it is
related to agrlc.aervzces.4jf{’contalns in miniature all the con-
tradictions which later extend throught society & its state.
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points 4o the fact that he jumps from Medieval to_ Lap.5001ety too
fast, but instead of fllllng it ouk author, gods Lo P AT ‘h\\\‘

#Pol.Ramifications of Engels' 3
Argument men— Az
but in.fact what Leacock is doing is that in critieism of those
womenys groups "radicals” who think sibj axlon is.all _due o
chil bearlng & playing up sgainst that.%fgt a _total-phill ,but just
that ordlnary women asking for different schools, hsg..welfare
as veing "more vev,,” calls "middle class radical women's groups”
"confusing &diversionary,"(p.45)Indeed, she practically comes up
with some variation of "4 class bloc™ . -

I /
The Tinal section ¢(‘Problems Of—23993¥th33¥3§£12245?'67 hardly
lives up to its ti Bhe asks guestiong of women's speeizl oppressio] .
bui doesn't answer,though she does try to answer critics of Marx A
ag anthropologigt. &pmp.59,ftn.28 Bza$n=#s£¥abe Yale 1,1930s [ -
preject on Human Relations we dealt with 1nﬂ§he512&0§. And when
it comes to abstract answpr 8, she does k?aw how 1o answer the
materialict anti-dialeciicvian Harris:p.62:Apparently Harris is
addressing himself to the casual or conveéesatioral usages of the
terms _of contradiction negatlon...."llstlnp Harr1° decrylg
"marxrs Hegpelian infatvation with ‘contradicilion.'” &Iy -0 Jandin
a man on the moon!

-

p.129:FE:"The lst fIxx class opp.that appears in his,coincides Wlth
monogamous marri

£ & i a
W;. %?ﬁg_‘;t Stqggjo%BESQEQEE\Eancl e WST% tpat of the femal seaeby tﬂ
Sﬁ\\*p¢ﬁ ﬁ? Whom FZ quotes,both in precedineg&in following C}V”’




"stresses individual self dev,thus in CAP: "Theose ancient social org
ga.m.srus of prod,are, compared with bourgeo:.s soc:.e'ty. extremely

s:mnle and transnarent. But’ thay are founded either on- the 7
‘immature dev,. off man INDIVIDUALLY, who- has net yet severed the
‘umbilicul cord that unites him with hig fellow men in a
_ primitive tribal community, Ok UPON ﬂm? HELARIONS OF

OF DOMIN Ti0ON AN"J SUBJEL ’I’ION."(]“?9 IP ed. )




