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" - by Terry Moon - . J
Internaticnal Women'’s Day this year, when the totality of
the economic-political crises in the U.S. would seem to jus-
tify un Orwellian view of 1284, focuses our vision, instead, on
the unfoldment of ever-new forces of-revolution, none of
which s mereurgently present than the Women's Liberation .
‘Movement. One revoluticnary feminist who greatly Hlumi-
nates that inseparability of womaa. from revolution is
Eleanar Marx, whose.atiempts to catry out Karl Marx's
", direction to'go "lower and deeper’ into the masses, as well
as hier own original centributlons to what was then called
“the Woman question,” speak totoday's movement it a way
Ihat demands a closer look at her life and work, . - '
" There isno better place tostart, on this international day,
_than with the American tour she made in 13¢5 — for what
Eleanor Marx brought to America was ademand for genuine
_ internationalism that would have nothing to do with the
chauvinism of all too many of the German socialists, who :
viewed (1.5, workers as backward. She brought with her 2~
.. deepening of the fight for the eight-hour day; her unique
:}:'Ionce t of revolutionary feminism; her practice of genuine
arxism. - C : . -

TEE MOVEMENT FROM BELOW . - )

. What was Inspiring everyene at that mement In history
was the movement in the U.S. of rank-and-file workers,
waornen and men, fighting for the eight hour day — a strug- ’
gle whizh tock off after the end of the Civil War with what -
Kar! Marx called “the seven leagued bools of the locomo-
live,” Even the anarchisis, who disagreed with the moverment
for the eight-hour day, were swepl along because, as Albert
Parsons, one of the Haymarket martyrs, explained: “we did
not ihws_g to sland aloof and be mistinderstood by our fellow
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* Becouse of this powerful agltation from beiow, the Feder-

_ation of Organized Trades and Labor. Unions (later to be-

- comae the AF of L) made two motions at their international -
convention in 1834, The first established Labor Day. The -
second became May Day: “Resolved, .. . that elght hours
shall constitute alegalday'slabor from and after y 1, 1888
- - ' The method? If peacdul negotiations for an lgat-ticar -~ -
day were fruitless -— a strike! By mid-April, 188€, just In = -

- - anticipation of May Day, 30,000 workers were granfed tha = -

. eight or ninc-hour day. ‘Comie May 1, 350,000 U5, workers  +

.. struck. The first May Day in Chicago was alinost a general
strike, with meatpacking, the stockyards, and the rallroacs
shut down. .~ - st T S B

.+ Jtwasthistremendous movement that the capitalists were

" - .trying to destroy when, on Moy 4, a bomb was thrown by an
agent provocatenr Into the crowd at Haymarket Square, . .
. ! . There, working men, women and children had come to pro- -~ . ¢
©7 - testthe gunnmg down of four McCormick Harvester wurll:ers -

.. .;who had been picketing on May 3 to keep 300 scabs from

taking their fobs. Now eight Chicago anarchists were in jail, ‘-

--Seven condemned (o dezth, The police delcared war on the .
workers, breaking into homes and printing cffices, smash-. .

. - ing meétings, beating and arresting workers as well as inno-

. ~cent bystanders by the hundreds. If was to this Chicago that
Eleanor Marx came in September, 1855, - 5 -
ELEANOR MARX “SPEAKS AMERICAN"

Eleanor Marx was tremendously moved by the events at
Haymarket. and outraped- by the so-called trial which =
_bintantly condemned men [0 death, not for the bemb, . -

but for thelr anarchist ideas. Although both Kaei Gud - .. ¢
Eleanor Marx had battled with anarchists all their lives,.
evel'?r speech Eleancr gave inthe U.S. hegﬁm with a passiop- "
ate defense of the Haymarket prisoners. But Eleanor Marx -
wanted her American trip to be much more than an expres-

sion of international solidarity for the condemned anarch-

ists. She was hereto continuz, on American seil, the battie of

ideas Karl Marx had fought in Europe. . RO

- The Americansocialists — who were primarily Germanin
origin, refugees from the 1848 revolutions in Eurepe — had

- originally invited Wilhelm Liebknecht and August Bebel to
cometothe U.S., totake advanlage of the great new stage of
labor strugples in order to build the American movement.
But nejiher Liebknecht nor Bebel could speak good English.
What was needed, Eleanor discovered, was semeote to
“'speak English” to these German-American chapters in
more ways than one — for their concept of revolution was so -
narrowed that many of them had mada it a principle not to

" .. speck Englisn, thus showing their contempt {or the indigen-
ous U.S, proletariat.. - . B L )

- Incontrast, what Elcanor saw was how American workers

" were struggling for socialism as a port of their fight for the
eight-hour day. She stressed again and again the importance
ufgjuining with the U S.-born warkers, letting them take the
lead, sothat their innate socizlism could develop, -

Eleanor's Chicage speech revealed her determination to

talk ahout socialism in a way that any worker would under-
stand and to which they could feel an aifinity. To do this, the
body of her talk took a great deal from the form of Karl

Marx’s Communist Manifeste, explaining just what -

socialism is as opposed to what the bourgeoisie says it is. -

What hest proves that Elcanor’s insistetce on the re- -

volutionary character of the native U.S, worker was correct.

is ihe response her Chicago speech received. This Is how

- Yvonne Kappdescribes it in her biography of Eleanor Marx:

_ “Large numbers had to be turned away from the doors of
Aurora Turner Hall. Even then too many had beenadmitted:
the gallery sagged and threatened to collapse ander the
welght of ‘peeple standing on the forms, between the forms
and almost upon each other,” while in ihe body of the hall the
crowd was tmable to applaud In uniser; because, as they sald:
‘We were preked 50 closely that some of us could notl move
our arms unless those standing by put theirs down to give us
= furn. ™ oL : o

At the same time, her whole attitude to what was then

called “the woman question brings out the todayness of

women as Reason and ;Jsglée'rrigciallzim. L

“ WOMAN : -

E’eg.:in her speecl-%s on what most would consider “other

topics” she always brought In women. She talked of “men

and women” and rarely used the word “man’ alcne because
she meantboth. In her Chicago speech, again following what
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- Marx had devely in the Mausifesio, she showsd how
capitaliem had dehumanized women and transformed love "
" into prostitution and exploitation, . - T :

- She also brought in'a vision of what women sre: *To the .
socialist a woman Is 8 human being, and can no more be :
‘l'leld' in 'l.:ommon than 2 soclalistic secicty conld recognise’

- Shortly before her American tour, Eleanor had writtenon
The Womaz Question in'a pamphlet colauthored with Ed-
. ward Aveling. To get a better understanding of her Impor-
Joo e tentdeminiet contribution, it is imporlani iolook a little more
© 7" closely at this pamphiet. It was supposedly a review of Au-
- gust Bebel's book,” Woman ~- Fast. Present and Future,
aslthough she tells us in the pamphlet that, fwe have wan.. . -
' dered s0 far from Bebel aleng our own lines of thought ., '
Indeed, while those who write of Eleanor Marx as a feminist -
continually try to trace her feminism to the influence of
. Bebel, Engels and Ibsen, this pamphlet shows her as very
different, certainly distingii her as a unique socialist
.. ferlnist who was set following %ebel ;Thsen (whose p’ﬁé :
A Doll’s Hoase, she both translated and acled inYor Eng o
{whose Origin of the Family, Private Property and the Stata - -
was published in 1884),- =0 o0 T e s
In The Woman Question Eleanor states that, “Women will
find allies in the better sort of men, as the labourers are -
finding allies among the philesophers, artists and poets. But
the one has nothing to hope from man as 3 whole; and the -
other hes nothing to hepe from the middie class as & whole ™
Eleanor had much of what is thought of as “*sncialist criti-
cism™ of bourgeois feminists — particularly that they didn't .
understand that “*The posilion of women rests, aseverything'
inour complex modert society rests, on an economic basis.”
But her more original criticisms were that,” with the
bourgeois feminism of her day, *‘The actual position of
women in respect to men would not be very vitally touched,”
and that none of the bourgeols feminist demards “touches
{women) in their sex relations.*” ST e -
She wriles with passion of the unmarried woman, asking
why it is that one can always pick her but not the unmarried
. man outof a crewd or family gathering? She describes what
forced celibacy does to a developing human nature and at-

"tacks the _?ractice that'enly men are permitted to “proffer -
affection,” shewing, by quoting Shakespeare, how that is not
2 natural state of life and pointing out how marriage is a

purely economic urrangement. She takes up the age that  ~

‘peopie married, showing it 1o be a ¢lass question znd op- .

pased to human pature, She gives her views on how chilticen
- should be told of sex and ends with her viston of human
© 7 . relations . which (although she characterizes it as
. monogamy) is an expression of genuing reciprocity between
menandwomen.. - . Lot L T L -
.What those who try 1o tic Eleanor Marx as fzminist to
Bebel, Engels apd thsen all | is bher phiiosopkic relz-
tionshlp io Karl Marx, It is notithat, as kis daughter, she
had 2 urique experienze, grewing np in a household where -
- her own 2nd her eisters’ Intellectual curiosity and thelr in.
- terest in the revolutionary movements of thelr day were
- stroagiy nurtured. Itis that there is oo doubt whatsoever that
it is firom kis writings that she got her inspiration to grapple
- with *the Weman Qeestion.”” - -5 0 :
. It was hils philosoy hg she was seeking io make real in all-
her writings and all her aclivities, whether that be with
woemen, with the unskilied and unorganized workers, or in .
her internstionalism. Indeed. those she had to fight the
hardest were the - elitist leaders of the Social-Democratic
Party, who, in trying to play down the revelutionary road of
. Marx's Marxism, kept gossiping in letters to each other that
Eleanor was trying to make a “god" of her “father”” - as if
Karl-‘Marx was: not the {ounder of the revolutionary
socizlism they all supposediy {ollowed. '

C B ACIEOERIS REARKISM oo
?What becomes clear in reading The Working-Class Move-
ment In America, written after the American tour, is huw
much Capital had influenced Eleanor. Following the way
Marx had documented the conditions of the English workers
in Capital, the conditions of the working-class in America
are here likewise documunted by the capitalists® own statis-
tics — the “latest apnual reports of the Bureau of Labour fer
the varicus States.” The horribie werking conditions that led
to the upheavals of the 1880s and 1890s are revealed in the .
despair of the labor commissioners ihemselves as they re-
port on wornan and child labor. the 18:hour days, the com-




pany stoves, the fincs, the “hlack lists.” -~ .- P
 Anda a! swareness of the Black dimensionis seenin.
the way Blacks are quoted Lo show “that the immense col-
. oured population . . - is beginning to understand the wage- .
. slavery guestion. ‘Their purpase (i.e. of the ‘idle classes’) -
*“is to keep us poor, so that we will be compelied to toil for -
: their benefit . ; - The coloured pecple are getting awake on -
.. this matter. Thetime is pazt when they can be decelved.’”
. Significantly, the longest chapter in the book Is on > Wo-
./ man and Child Labor,” and the mectings with American
" feminists are discnssed in the chapter on “‘Some Wozking-
Class Leaders.” These are nod working-class women but -
- suifragists and although Eleanor_criticires them for. their -
. simiiarity to the English bozrgeols feminists she also points . -
_out how “American women suffruglsts differ from the En- ’
glish in one very important poriicnlar. They ace ready and
- willlng to listen to the ideas of oiher schoals of thought .. .
- ready to engage In the more far-reaching stemggle Yor the:
. - emancipation ofthe workers os well as in that for the eman-
. éipation of their own sex.” " .7 1o T

Beyond. that, she singles out the suffragists as being
“much more outspoken’ than their English sisters: “*They -

_ call things houestly by their names. and are not like the -

. English, afraid of being thought ‘Improper.’ " Eleanor Marx -
was not afraid of being thought “imgmper.“ She led 2 most
exiraordinary life and her contribution to today's Wemen's
Liberation Movement and the American and British Tabor
movaments is onty now beginning to be fully explored.

A DIRECTION FOGRTODAY .. . Tt i
What speaks o us today is not enly that her insistence on
the primacy of American workers as creative Jeaders has
been proved histerically in that every working-class ad-
vance made in America has been the result of a unlquely
Americzn proletariat, unseparated {ram the added dimen-.

. sion of Blacks and wotmen. While it was in Amerien in 1888
{hat Eleanor Marx first immersed herself in the movement
for the eight-hour day, the passion workers revesled in
Chicago to control their working day was something she was
ic experience agein in the 18905 in England when she helped
orgenize the lowest unskilled wormen workers in the sums of -
Leondon's East £nd, There she did some of her most magnifi-

. cent work, transcending the in-fighting of the Leftist groups

~ because she was groun beih inher experiencein Chicago - .
snd in Kari Marx's Capltsl where he ccntrasts the ‘pompous
catalogue- of- the ‘in iepable rights of man'” tg the true

. “Magna Carta of 2 tegatly limited working-day™ and the
real struggles for the eight-hour day.’ R s

It Is here, precisely, where shie can help polnt adirection -
for today's Women's Liberation Movement. What. was 50

. important abont Eleanor Marx was that she did pot put
women's liberation and soclalism in separate compart-
ments. Il women's liberation wasn't on the officlnl agenda. it
was on hers, und it wasn't only lip service or just a teol to

‘involve womenin the «renl"” struggle as it waslo somany ef -
her contemporaries. - Coe- .

 Doesn't the fact that she made “the woman question” ber
guestion, and never separated it from her uctivity ina peviea |
when wornen's liberation wasn't the most exciting move-

: rﬂen:i speak to what we are facing today? Can't we, as re-

volutionary femirists, bring in women's uniqua centribution
in deepe.nlnf the very concept of revolution, toevery activity
we engage in — be that support work for Central Americs,
 anti-nuclear/anti-war setivity, our work inthe factories m::l
on the pleket lines, and with the Black dimension? Wouldn't
that be cne way to help deveiop cevolution; celebwate Inter-
national Women's Da{i and honor a truly {nternational wo-
men's liberationist — Eleanar Marx? L L
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