ENs p. 36 begins LK's Introduction %‘A

following sentences "A recurren‘t; theme is KM'B systematic
i2ele urtcompromisipg rejicixgm of’f/ce. racism, and
yiologi)%%’r‘ pe eL‘& Yy as a determinant without further

W-’ TiFs, " (Where he Justi
. fie_mentions pp. 164,
'1]) but actually it i :,W" KM's Qs¥'The

ance of 1and from the common Te b, -—aph g
‘most ngmple 8_caee-ofchiefs, \many of whom have
large vate 931355 held under ord éy terure 1in
a on)to demesne s_sgcially attached to their B3ig=
_inatory.” And pr N KMs " ¢HE ) z
e %ﬁ%ose ou
' veean Ins tion of the
other parent 'Marx asks "Who?", g
*After the pncient IRish lawd women had Boms power
or dealing w heir own propert wi.thout the consent
: hugbands, and thquaa of LNt
declared by the English . blockhe adeddudgas

e 119 l at . the beg nnn of the 20th centu

/\

!{M Qué;ﬁine transports his ‘patriarchal' Roman
fam’fly ‘into The very begingi sX§%] the_married

altogether en—
franchi.sed from her husband's control ... it is not
aBy - to give a reagon why the obligation of the il

e (2_principle pet-doctrine of bloc
- John-B to—gn'd"rn original "despotisa®) were re-
luxud’fn this one particular, ~

F?
LK correctly showd that Marx posited th@ in
‘the primitive condition, in contradistinction

Rﬁu“%aﬁgm!‘ﬁw* on-6f the/chains of c:l.v:llizati
to the pr:lmi e state of freedom INEMGENEK v

ved: by Marx as th chains of primitive bondage.
‘which were, rather, satisfying and comforting. Depp
issatietying, alscontorsing are the bonis-of oi¥

ﬁﬂ«“’[% ,,,,@/u&fa (7

%ﬂ{w WY con
@mm 1%1}/\"’\/’7
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' g, ?//J__ 5  June 24,

Dear Raya:
The envelope I am sending you contains a number of things that
I hope will be helpful to the paper you are writing for Diamond's

conferencs: @i the reference by Marx to the Iroqu01s and Western

conceptions of "natural man", from .Ej gome ideas for the

section on tholqu@ which includes a translation of

the paragraph from the EN on_the goddesses on Olympus;\3))my view
—_— T

"_:bf Peter's interpretation of the passage from Marx's notes on Kova-

éstic" ‘vs, Darwin) 4) my review of The Hidden Half for N&L, from
. _________._

In \..his letter I ancentrate on the other points you.

1)=-_references direcEImm which could be

. 3) what/ I think Krader, Diamond, etc. "

s




the world objective events which many radical/dialectical anthro-
pologists are interested in, and new theoretical directions, have
suggested that Marx's Notebocks be seriously studied. '

The contrast between the fact that so many of today's generation

either

of anthr0pologistsdafa—zﬁeir fieldwork in lands where actual revol-
utions broke out, and thus experienced them first-hand, or ware in;
volved in a re-examination of anthropological work from a-féminist\
perspactive, and the lack of discussion of the new points of depar-
ture in Marx's last decade, is so stiiking that it calls for a deeper

tthe EN? (
look. Why, for example, did the American Anthropologigt never review A

What is additicnally complicating is the fact that the last

//10~15 years have seen the beginning of ac\gvolt w1th1n anthropologyyf .

r

against the anti-Marxist tradition that had dominated it since the

‘pég;nning of the 20th century. Especially in the USA, but certalnly :f?
”?fiééJig gritain (and to some extent in France and Germany)., anth#d#  ff“
‘iﬁbnggf.képﬁ far away from Marx, and even (except for a feW) from ”
:;,:Engela. This includes the "fathers"of US anthropology-~-

"“\

| and’ eapecially Lowzé\ all cheriahed empiricism. Lowie's 1937 work

3'7'NHistory of Ethnological Theory was explicitly anti-Marx. <£“)Marx was

vigwgd at all in this long period, it was in relation to Morgan and :

f;;fiﬁﬁ;;;;BYﬁﬁéEiEi“origin;<Thoae who followed this path (notably Leslie ﬁf

'.”-L‘ gcheme .
EWhite) considered themselves "Morganists", and elevated gjiiﬁifoﬁ-'ﬂ
"_‘.-:"'_unilinegr evolution for humanity as the key to anthro_po‘om Marx was

.,iaaid by both enemies and friends to have supported this schema, and:;

ﬂto be (with minor exceptions) an endorser of Morgan.




page 3

- o
z,In 1968 ‘Marvin Harris' The Rise of Anthropological Theory s

have bean
correctly aaid that "it woih?)ﬁ??ﬁsgzgdto the truth had it been

stated that cultural anthropology developed entirely in reaction

.to, instead of independently of, Marxism". vet Harris‘himself im-

mediately moved to demand that Marxism be purified of'"the Hegelian

monkey on Marx's back" for use in anthropology. (His own method-

olqu after thet is vulgar in the extreme.) What he, and'oﬁher

uUs scholars meant was evidently simply to divide base/superstrunture

in their analysis and quote the CCPE (1859). No study of EN here.
France offers a very dlfferent tradition, as seen in Godeler,

. R ,
Terray, etc,, the so~calle structurallst-Marxlsts. Godelle//doegnlg

rcomment on the EN either, but he is interested in Marx's concept j

of the AMP (All of them are much more interested in that, Krader e K

ore: numerous than the ones on the EN-- you see thatlthey are‘bn‘
radnr,inot.on Marx's Notebooks on Kovalevsky.) In the lettef I
wrote to you 3/11/83 there is a long extract from Godelier on.
Marx 8 concept of AMP which does catch thet there was a development -
in Marx in the 1870s. But what is most important, and proves no o
-anudy of Marx's notes is that he groups Marx together with Maine
o saying they "may be regarded as the first to have drawn Asia into
_the forefront of historical consideration", Futther, he so identifies

:n“;Marx and Eng@LP ‘that 3 daﬁﬁn't even get credit as the one who

*;found Morgan: "In 1l the discovery of Morgan's work changed

T-fthie acheme of primitive history again". Godelier does defend Marx




against those who say he puts all "primitive communism" into
one category, citing the letter to Mikhailovsky. But this brings
p & lack in Krader. When Krader translated the Kovalevsky note-

s

bocks, hefEE;I;ggérall thoge writings that dealt with non-Asian
[ :

—
focieties, especially in the New World. Thus, Marx's notes on
.—-f/——.—.—‘—

"hunting and fishing @ultures of the/ﬁew World*, and on “Span;sg>
'1and practices_ln ‘the conquered parts of the Amermcas)jremaln
-5_,__.-—/ T e e e . e e - e e T
unpublished to this day. -
Nor has Leacock been any better on this, of course. In
her book (don't have the refereance in front of me), she finally
mentions the EN to say, in one sentence, that Krader did a great

X
job, and that she can't imagine why some people (unnamed--RD?)

ére trying to make it appear that Marx and Engels differed whengk'u

E it is clear that Origin is,in the main, the culmination of théi;
efforts. ‘ | l
- In the main, anthropologists either think that therhave,,f
- "gone beyond Marx in scientific terms" (Godeller) . treat

Engels as the one of interest to them, since he wrote a “flniahed"v

work, whereas Marx wrote "fragments" (Harris). what you ex-lode

in both the book and the draft of this talk is the --stortvon}

of Mars as a Morgan-ite unilinear evolutionist who viewéd thei

Third world as an earlier stage of the general law of human ff

evolution-- {¢his is the-Marx commonly. depicted ig=anthf6§gfﬁ“”

i S e ————— o
e e ettt =

-In other words, what you present on Marx's view of the" Third




page 5

both to Man/Woman and to "revolution in permanence”, Naturally,
nlp'one in anthropology (or anywhere else) is speaking on the latter
in relation to Marx's la:c.lt decade. But what is int

is the fact that where there is interest in that p :i.jod of Marx, it

is much more on Marx and the ®hird World, as though Engels had said

ey

s

11 there was to say on Man/Wornan. Thus the divergence beatween your

NN T
' iew of the EN on this subject and Krader's is enormous, and the

41 i
\/
/' pfracing of Man/Woman in Marx, centering on the last decade will

He gquite exciting, and new to them.

.B.) Man/Woman and anthropology is therefore the second point‘-i.."__‘
'IJ hope' that;. you can use some of the material :i.n my bdo‘k' r'eview_‘_'o'f fj

'I'he Hidden Half.. Part of the reason I found it so relevant ia thai:’

.i-"‘ I couldn't help but see how Marx's EN, as you presented it would

thave” heer\ of .an~- halp to ’ anthropology, :.f they w%d juat :
i T T R e, ‘ oL s

L




3. I thought on first thinking about it, that‘ they would
be oppcsed to tlhe way you bring in the CGP, that they would say
it is too political. But now I don't think so at all. If the
way the paper is organized is to present Marx's vision of new
human forces, new Subjects, especially women and the Third World
gy and contrast that to.the de-humanization of life represented
by bureaucracy as Marx saw it (separating Marx from the state-
apitalists), then the CGP comes in so naturally. After all, isn't
this the exact place that Marx's projection of the end to the

 division of mantal/manual labor is put forth in opposition to

. the Lassallean capitulation to the state bureaucracy? The more

B vy the struggle, R
' ;‘"I ‘donsidered the tenalon.WM as you trace Marx

.on bureaucracy ( 843- /f 8‘7 ...) vsS. Marx on new human dzmenai'v"

—

oy :‘4“*of women and the Third World, the more I think that this will be

not onlmred "out of school“ but as the kind of contr:.b_u’t‘i"qn

- no one else will be making.

4. The above is I guess my answer to what T think they will

ant to know. If there is an area where they will be plain 1ousy

.fthe paper have a specific (read "limited” Yocus. They will want to-
m complain that you were too brabd and not "in depth* on
.any one point, But I don't think this will work for them here, sinc
_:the theme that you wish to develop is quite directly Marx' 8 answer
¥ to the problem that they pose as the theme of the conference--
'the /problem of bureaucracy.

————— \
If I can make any of the above more clear, pleue let me 'kno




Ref. to Iroquois/Papagenos by Marx-- for page 6 of mss.

Marx, in the 1842 essay, "The Philosophical lManifesto
of the Historical school of Law", drew very sharply the '

e ———

dlstinction between actualﬂundersténding of non-western
peoples and the pomtion of European imaggs "primitive

R el S S

man" passing for science. This is also h Peference .

to the Iroquois, and to Native Americans', neratly:
[:E¥1ccord1ng to a fiction current in the eighteenth

century, the natural state was considered the true statg

of humaﬁpature. eople wanted to see the idea of man through

the eyes of the body and created men of nature, Papagenos,
thqﬁnaigggz_of which idea extended even to-covering the

skin with feathers. During the last decades of the eight-
— %

r——

-een;h century, it was supposed that peoples in a state of

natuee'posessed primeval wisdom and everywhere one could

iy ’*Hh_h‘“‘catchan od o singin
hear bird= 8. _imitating--the twittering method of sing’gg

—_-_-_-/
i the belief that by

'-:thesefarts the birds themselves could be enticed into a
“trap.igll these eccentricities were based on the correct
'idea that the primitive state was a nailve Dutch painting

be fhe true date... or just as every century has its own

[P e e e e e
«4

g y némr._l.al_r_-:q_m_gm

-‘From Karl Marx, Frederick Engels, Collected Works,




On mythology 11111

1) Pirst, here is the passage you wanted from the EN,
@ on the Goddesses on Mt. Olympus.
Marx paraphrases porgan (p. 482 of Ancient 5001ety)
QM)as follows: &E;pm first te last among the Greeks a prin.
¢iple of studied selfishness among the males, tending to

lessen the appreciation of women, scarely found among

sayages.\ (Emphasis added by Marxi}}The usages of centuries
stamped upon the minds of Grecian wonmen a sense of their
inferiority.n

Now Marx interjects his own comment:‘Eégt the propor-

tion of Goddesses on Olympus shows q:::;olleotio of an

earlier freer and more influential positian of women Juno
(—"-!—._‘
‘reigns, the goddees of wisdom springe from the head of
| p—
Zeue eto." (Emphasis added by Marx. )

Merx goee on to paraphrase Morgan that'Greeks ngfﬂ;nnﬂ.

barbariene in their treatment of the female sex at the

height or their civilization, their education superficial,
intercourse with the opposite sex denied them,.."

_ The point here seems to be a dual :wome: that the im-
'portance=of the Goddesses hearkens back to an earlier day -
when the mythology was created, a day when women's posi-

tion wae genuinely more influential, en{:ggggiél;? that -~ -
the mythology is sustained in the classical period in part S

by the women, who look t : in the hope of a rreer;Anture;"\:;'

2) You had said "B-1 of your deaft) that you wented'
to tie Marx's rererenoe on Goddesses to Luxemburg on Pen-

atheeilee. In the Introduotion to a Criti ue of Hegel'e

---_:'phuoeomz or Bight,@fx comment s that The peoples or' 0 ‘




mythology 222:2

antiquity lived their pre-history in imagination, in
mythology.‘] I couldn't help but think that it 1s not

only a fact that Marx used mythology as a source of under-

. 8tanding the pre-capitalist world, but that for him, too,

impact in the freedom struggle of Marx's time vs. the
a

Prussian rulergithat it becomes then the sub-titles of

Ch. 9, “Prometheus Bound, Prometheus Unbound'.

Isn't this also the case for Luxemburg? I mean isn't

" her recollection of Penthesilea a less conscious form of

# @Mbvioualy not Penthesilea).

e

P
N S
t “to dream incessantly oflgigzgg_gggggpika (D kbla WOmanlj/

Marx and Prometheus? In any case, there are more connections‘

between the queens of the Amazons and Marx than I knew .

of. You know the figur%:iiéseus of Attica; who Marx was'
excited to find out was a real, historic person, about

whom you quote the s sentence by Marx in the EN? Well,

"uzdnne tells me that Fuller, in Woman in the Nineteenth

et

Centugx, makes the point that(Theseus marrie ueen o

3) Por a point far, far away on mythology, I wanted

to_point out that the whole question of "warrior women',

a8 taken up in the Hidden Half, only comes into being when

sanotioned by mythology. That is, in order to break out

£ the female role pattern, a Lakota (Sioux) woman had

‘Only then.wae she freed to seek heqbwn vigsion of life.
The instltutionalization of such a mythological character -

suggesta that "warrior women" were far from being odditiésl

‘among’ Plains women. (The Blackfoot had a nearly identical’ ;

character.)
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the dialectic of Hegel for mythology of Native American
reference to Marx, saying that this subject was not of

the anthropolog1ats in the audlence to pick up their ears,
his name in (Pristes Trogiqges) by supposedly re-creating

8ince that is precisely the area that Levi-strauss made

on mythology 33333

Anterest to KM.

1
E
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.
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On Peter's interpretation of Marx's comments in the Note-
books on Koya;evskx that Marx there links the "very concept

ital dequp;gmmggmphé ideology of furopean imper-

m" (AMP, p. [37 ; Petgg's draft, p.ﬁﬁ)j
. \
I am enclosing xeroxes of pp.,jﬁQeBZQ, 80 that you
can judge for yourself the meaning of the text in its con-
text. There is no doubt that Marx isg here attacking the

poor level of scholarship of the "Orientalists",,and in

particular theip understanding of the extent to which conqueeed

land became “dGﬁaiﬁ;Z\Broperty". Furthermore, it strongly
Buggests axﬁirectAgbg -'hln_his\zggw;gf the subject from

———

the way he had _expressed it in thé 1850é:)especially in
i h""“\...\, e
his June 2(:1853z1etter to Engels on Francois Bernierisg
..-"/ :

. " . book on India and Kashmir ang the Moslem rule there, In

- that letter he had noteq 8Pprovingly and underlined Bep-

ﬁi r's desoription of conquered lands as the reason for

héfpﬁeéenpe of enormous army encampments, Baying that

'Vbnéﬁmﬁstfiundqrstand the particular condition ang govern-

”'i@?nt=9f a.country, where the king is the °EE~EE§,QE}Y pro-

'"g%hqrq‘is'po:private property in land as the basis of all

";'bh§n2ﬁ°F§vin the East, he refers to Turkey, Persia and

';;Hipdugtah. This 1is the real key, even to the Oriental

‘5hdaven!...;

. 0 1-

% Y In the Notebooks veky, 0 Marx's notes

- :§5 Fhear and Maine in the EN, {(pp. 324-3313) Marx regards

" .communal property in land as predomiﬁggiy looal, that 1s, . .

. .not connected to the state directly. In India even the
f}7§ub1io"works, canals, eto. were not the work of tYe state

AR e

. PH8tor of all the lamd in the kingdom"... This is the letter ..
 £fh§t}¢§nc1hdés,,"Bennier rightly regards the fact that |

15734 ]

Ve ‘E‘:&‘




« on Peter on Oriental despotism 222:2

bureaucracy, as Marx now sees it. Thus a great many of the

s 4 S -

original points from his 1853 conception of Oriental Des-

potism, as expressed in the Tribune articlee>are in the

process o —thinki:é Even the 'solid roundation" of
rning lage of "undifferentiated unity“

,15 now seen to have quiﬁ a bit of '"differentiation', and

/ﬁéglljx bf the commune ls ttressed.

e e J—

Nevertheless, Marx does?ﬁefégpe that I can find spe-
cifically reject the concept 'of "Oriental Despotism"

-

position, mot only to Western imperialism, but to the auto-

. oontrary, the villg@e communalism is pres
e

-cratic rule from the centralized state, a state that is
'L natively-developed. what can be sald is that h

- he had throughout his writings is Qof centered on Asia .

“'he-last deggde,(gggﬁgn bureeucracy 1nAH§§§§n,capitel Y?z s

';now greatly modified.
7 From the notes as you dictated them in wallaceburg,




On Peler on Oriental despotism 33333

correct view of Marx‘s writings in the period of the 18508
on the East,}ﬁ;least it is a different view than I got
from your concept of Grundrisse as mediation. The two pages
I am referring to are ﬁp. 4 and 5. what I am most concerned
with is the assertion on p.5 that the "Third world's social
development would pregress through‘definite stages. Marx
assumed that the development of capitalism in the East
would follow, and mirror, the rise of capitalism in the

.-
West". It just seems far too much like Vitkin's view of

Marx as "Eurc-centered" in methodology as well as in data,
and I don't see that either the Tribume articles or the
o Grundrisse offer any evidence of Marx as g unilinear evol-'

':ution 18t in this period.'(I am enclosing Vitkin's article B

'{ffrom Philosoghx and Sogial Criticism where he takes up

_}yarxnsnpelation to Darwin on evolution.) r{////\\\\; -

If I may go back to the topic of Marx on bureaucaacy

.“-ﬁfas a whole for a moment, I wanted to say that I think this

Ig[will stand. out in the sharpest contrast to Marx's conoppt

orces S you are following-- women and o

e S
the &333}2{;_ ¢ three periods’you

t up in is the most fascinating because ;‘;-7

 ;1t 18 a new view of Marx on labor (if that 1is possible),
;and beocause it 1s conneoted to the work on thé\uQ—' '

]f as you described ih in H&F, Ps 92-94 and as the miners*"rf
thold it to you, to not only the“freely-associated labors

" of the Paris Commume, but to the fact that Engele apponded.
the phrase 'diotatorahip of the proletariat" to that ex-‘ :




On Peter on Oriental despotism Al

perience on his own, after Marx died, is entirely new to
me. After all, isn't "dictatorship of the proletariatt
assumed by all to be Marx's expression, out of the Commune,
and isn't that &b what is remembered, and not "freely-asso-

clated labor"?




Hidden Half 11111
‘ C H [7. ‘Prc‘u‘v- /if\

The Hidden Half': 3tudies of Plains Indian Women,
by Patricia Albers and Beatrice Medicine. University
Press of America, 1983.

?/&nh u‘xucﬁﬁ
"\Eve
8ince the late 1960s both the women's liberation

egoples
movement woidwide and the movement of Native w

have
in North and South Amerimhaken long-ingrained
ideas and stereotypes. A = smal]) but growing)ope%‘zm-

. rectl
inist voice has appeareaxwithin the Native American
: wShainape Shecapwe's

struggle, as exemplified by h&',;,.Q“"'Jarticles

in the pages of N&L. Nevertheless, for most Americans,
8ocial sclientist
- and even for.many i writing on Indlan society
: Ry ' are still
. and hietory, T men as the only actors

1n the d.rama, with Indian ‘women remain*ng the "hidden |

half", relegated to the twin images of "?rincess" %z_'

'ﬂher derker, negatively viewed sister, the Squaw".

| L?_l::_s collection of essays, edited WAAin&e'r)'s an ﬁ;;:i.%)
-1cine, is an importent step toward replacing that stunted
view wl with one %,Indian women as makeps of hietory.

: Concentrating on the nations of the North Plains,

___T:‘i_g'..'study poses suchjfundamental critique of much of the an-
A_i_‘;'-"thropelogical literet:ure thak it [fdeals with problems that
‘are applicable to the study of all native women?J Alber 8!
' : :-ij,nt:roductory essay hits out @ at the depiction of Plains

Indian women as "ochattél, enslaved as beasts M

victims whose work was lgnored as "menial and monfonous'

Dl‘heee views*®, she charges,* tell us more about the etti-;

tudes of the Euro-Americans studied Plains Inc}jzene t:hen"_-_

— W& —
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&bout  the actual conditions under which these people lived."
!A re-examination of such report Sulighy. under the

onl
impact of the feminist and American In}_@ian m;.o'r?fgﬁt?;(rx-'e/-

veals mmwmuch about both Indian history and Indian women

derlines
today, but‘%ﬁ in a new way the need to seriously

study Marx's writings on pre-capitalist societies, espe-
cially his Ethnological Notebooks. I"hus, when ‘Alan Klein's

$sSa
% examinel the "impact of colonialism (in the

- Plains
guise of trade) upon women", his focus on thezmode of pro-

duction contrasts women's position in the late 18th cen-

tury, before the introduction of the horse and the hide
trade, with that of the 19th century. Far from endorsing
what wa"é‘“suppos.edly Mar\"s~wiew o as—expressedm::gels'
a Qpisin Of the Family) that treated thgﬁ;ggg_gf_yomen's‘V "
| -8oclety-a s—-agsi/ng_lé issug,,__\l{_}ein

/ he ch es wrought by the the new

r—'"" (
, mode o production.
: I:l-n '\’(r.cnn% the uffalo hunt from its oolleot ve

N nature involving both men and womerb %»/the methods used
S es
L after the 1ntroduction of the horse}\ Phasiz that the

horae "came into nomadic socliety as the private propert:y

alo -
of men" "And " mmthe ever-greater demand for higdes by white

'Cmm ':"'eatablishment

_ . , & the ndividual ownership of the |
kill. th' | ,a.bsence of ‘women from the hunt, the rise of male .j:J
' er. aooié’ﬁ.‘bs A

and, above all, vastly 1noreaoed dis-

: ‘-;-‘parities of wealt}éa ' then, among the '.I?eton
'_b.toux, the use of a llenge stiok arose, throvm" into .
‘_.“the tent of a rich man - ‘r, reminding him that

1t; was- his duty t@fﬁm other j The very presence

— VA, e
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of such a practice reveals the widening gulf netween chiefs

and ranks.- .
hen polygyny
l Iet even in this periog, too, became

common, "warrior women" made their RERERRSUESE:<URC 25 a
form of deviiag'behavior", Medicine finsists, "but as a
healthy and self-actualized role"., Among the Pieganj"manlyi

hearted women'| took the names of great warriors, seized
f——

S

;gg;ity. S50 lgnored was this countervailing tradition by

the economic roles of m n, determined their own_sex.
#7710 scodomie roies of | d_Lhelr

fnearly all writers that we have only a few nales-- like

_ that o the@@"&%ﬂk& -
/ ranked as_the- ﬁhird leadi gmhaQQ_Qi_lQQﬁiggges-); gj*

N ' . nclude :
(The studies in this volume @ impor-

/

';contributions on the nature of "women's work", frg

;_%ial Objects t e{ agriculture and gathering;;
Hrts t0 deep a. ‘ .

A which takes up “

: .;:onﬂwmwrWstahliSMnt in)
- oday, looking at "the changing status of womcn
the process o

_Jundor colonial domination" Infasking why, ina period of

+ b S s

{,rfromendous economic hardahip, women are increasingly activ

'qgin trinﬂs politics and movementa. Albers exposes not only i
=ytha overnmant’ '
e q_“_ﬁ“_ﬂgg_g*intamous policy of leasing Indian llnd

=Moo~




truggling against '
Today's Indlan women, etnerwoverty

of the reservation economy challenging dereotypes in

‘ : ng up new horizons) 4gs "warpiors®
the universities, are W,\//

P
Michael Connolly %“f_

for human -liberation.
._(_-\_/.\ﬁ_-/,— )

“*Bayna Green, "The PoGahortas Perplex: the Image of Indian
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m Hidden uau: smm nl mqn upm meen. by Patricia

. Albers.and; Beatrice’ Mﬁmm. University-Press’ of
Amenou. ABBITn s n,%.\a AN DR S P T T

oa-the lata. 1m.bol.h the, Women's Liberatlon

;movement .of ‘Native

e, Hay en long-in-

Al ..wa&i exenplificd by Shainape
Shcapwe s artl ‘in, the. pages of N&L. Nevertheless, for
most, Americans, and even for many social scientists wril-
ing an Indian society and.history, men are still presented
as the onltgenctors ‘the.drama, with Indian women re-
maining “hidden half,” relegated to the twin images
of “Princess" ot ‘het darker. negatively viewed sister,
the Squaw.'™
is collection of. essays. edited by Patricia Albers and
/ trice Medicine, is an important step toward replacing
that stunted vipw with one, of the Indian women as mak-
ers of history..Concentrating on the nations of the North
Plalns. the swdy poces such g funda : f

e s Laclans then abs
'dltlous under whlchthucpeo e llved. .

A re-unmlmt!on of sugh :eports under the irnpnct of
the’ tenilulst and Amei-léln -Indiarni _movernents ;:"rlrr
e ) G4 - * A his 7 ,l .

that treated
nociety as a
; ght

i raciag ¢ ‘wr I .‘" <
hwolving Mmuudmu. loﬂwmel.hodl used

~~'ths- Introduciloe 'of tha " hoese, be emplinsiges’ that the

' “horse’ “umhtol soclety: as the private property
of ‘men.” Andaloag. with: the ever-greater demand for
hides | ‘white' ‘traders, came establishment of lndhddual
.OWN .ofthlm.ﬁeubmqe of women >
hut.tbarbeolnlleulﬂ_, ! o

ding hii W‘Itwu ety to share, with
8 Very. -of such a pr co mull the
Iutwoen ehleb -and ranks.
3

. mu-qhq-m m;ng:,n'uulum

psion::Indian women'::

:V

dmckles of tmdltion " Most signlflcant for curreul act.i i
ty by Native American women is Patricia-Albers m

oux Women in.Transition," which takes up one'N
Dakota reservation from its establishment in 1867 to to-
ly ‘looking st !‘the clianging.status iof women under
omal Homination,” In the process of- Qeking,Whyy: 1’8

od of tremendous economic hardship, 'wo en:m

creasingly active In tribal politics’an rnovomum,,
Bers pxposes not only the government's infampus policy

of. leasing Indian land to whites. at bargain: Tatés,shut:

raises questions about the future of.a people.confinedsto
the “margins” of soclety. The Kidden Hal. makes clear
that the creativity and struggle of Indian women, in hls-
tory and today, is central to that future. ..

— Michael Connolly
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