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Editor’s Introduction

The response to Lesbian Ethics has been enthusiastic. Lesbians have written
us, "If | had my way, Lesbian Ethics would be published weekly. | crave it.”
nLesbian Ethics is absolutely wonderful! She has produced great changes in me
and my life, in other wimmin | know.” "What a relief to find that. . . . there are
others who mourn the concept of a lesbian community. . . .1 hadn't even
realized 1 was in mourning” "l think it's exciting, needed — | am grateful
because it is such an encouragement to me to think,” " . .chock full of the
hottest theory I've seen in a long time” "My radical feminism has been sparked
over again” "l love giving lesbians your journal as a gift” "As a Separatist it'’s a joy
to read — Right On” "Thank you for beginning something which really needed
to be done!” "l was tremendously impressed. . ” *It is a delight indeed. . .1 am
so damned sick of all the mealy mouthing compromises and backsliding that go
on in the name of — what? Enlightened feminism?” ”. . .anxiously awaiting
installment #2 [of The Mystery of Lesbians]” "It's about time | read something
that was as supportive. . .of Lesbians as [Julia Penelope’s] article is.”

LE has also gotten several letters and subscriptions from Europe. The wimmin
of Onlywomen Press in London have been holding a Lesbian Ethics discussion
series (not related to LF) and are planning to start a magazine similar to LE this
year.

Certainly Lesbian Ethics is doing for me what | had wanted: she is bringing
alive for me the network of radical feminist lesbians that | had hoped existed.
My life and my consciousness are wondrously different now than they were six
months ago. In fact, this issue is a little late because | was so happy basking in
the response to LE 1 that | forgot | had to do it all again!

Although LE is doing well, she is still not self-supporting. Our goal is another
200 subscriptions before the appearance of LE 3, and we need to increase the
number of bookstores that carry LE (she has been selling out at most stores that
carry her). So think of Lesbian Ethics when you have a gift to give, inquire for
her at your local feminist, lesbian, and gay bookstores, and suggest that your
college (or perhaps your local?) library subscribe.

You haven't responded to the idea of a Dear Lez column. We do plan, how-
ever, to continue the readers’ forums on a regular basis. The forum topic for LE
3 is "Lesbian-Feminist Therapy.” LE 3 will also include Julia Penelope’s summary
conclusion to “The Mystery of Lesbians” | would like to encourage readers to
submit comments on any of the issues Julia has raised in her paper. We begin
with a comment by Sarah Hoagland in this issue. For more information on the

therapy forum and submissions to LE, see the Announcements page.
Jeanette Silveira



Lesbian Origins*

Susan Cavin

In this work | posit that female society is the eternal constant base of all
societies, even patriarchies. Female homosocial relations are critical to the
formation and maintenance of the family, community and society. By female
homosocial relations, | mean social ties between females. These ties include the
following familial relations: mother-daughter, aunt-niece, sisters, female cousins,
grandmother-granddaughter. Outside the family, female homosocial relations
take the form of female friendships and female loverelationships. In patriarchy,
male society is always hierarchically superimposed on top of the productive and
reproductive labor networks of female society. Quite simply, without female
society, society does not exist at all. Due to both sexism and heterosexism,
patriscientists generally miss this point and fals

ely assume that society is sex
neutral, when at base it is a female network.

Sex Theory of Social Origin

| begin with the theory that the origin of human society is characterized by a

predominantly female adult population, a high degree of horizontal sex segrega-
tion, chronic incest, and a year-round prevalence of female asex, bisex, and
homosex compared to the relative infrequency of exclusive heterosex.

Female adults greatly outnumber male adults at the origin of human society.
Social relations between adult females form the original and continuing base of
of society. Homosocial relations between biological female kin of all ages form

* Excerpted from "An Hystorical and Cross-Cultural Analysis of Sex Ratios, Female :
Sexuality, and Homo-Sexual Segregation versus Hetero-Sexua_l _lntegrat_mn Patterns in
Relation to the Liberation of Women” (Rutgers University, Po[ntlcal Sociology, Ph.D.
Dissertation, 1978). Cavin's dissertation is being pubhsh_ed this year under the title
Lesbian Origins by ISM Press, PO Box 12447, San Francisco, CA 94112,



4 Cavin

=yl . . .ly'
| and continuing core of the human family. = :
N egiing a atlajBscae ty of males born into original society are

Beginning at adolescence, the majori ; .
horizontally segregated outside the perimeters of the female co.mmumt_y,.
heir community of origin. |

whereas the majority of females born live inside t _ f orig
assume that the high female-low male adult population of early society is the

result of extreme social and physical separation of the sexes beginning at ado-
lescence, rather than being the result of a high female-low male live birth rate.

Extreme separation of the sexes characterizes human social origin. Asexuality,
bisexuality, and homosexuality are freely permitted year round. Heterosexuality
is practiced for reproductive purposes only, and thus may be rarer than other

sexualities at origin.
The prevalence of homosexuality occurs in two separate spaces in relation to

the sexually segregated community of origin. Lesbianism occurs within the peri-
meters of the female community, while male homosexuality is a prevalent

feature of male life outside female society.

Theory on the Origin of Women’s Oppression
Women's oppression begins in the late hystorical transition from gynosociety
to patriarchy. The patriarchal transition, the beginning of women'’s oppression, is
characterized by: 1) A mass societal shift from the original high female-low male
sex ratios to the historic high male-low female sex ratios of patriarchal transition

and early patriarchy, and then later to the near equal sex ratios of established
and late patriarchy. 2) Gynocide and female infanticide. 3) Decreasing female
and increasing male social space due to the mass heterosex integration of all
adolescent and adult males into female society. 4) Chronic rape, i.e., forced
female heterosex. 5) The male “energy capture” of female sexuality and thus of
reproduction. 6) The persecution of non-heterosexual women, i.e., lesbians,
spinsters, celibates, of non-monogamous heterosexual women such as prosti-
tutes, and of so called “frigid” heterosexual women. The oppression/liberation of
women is tied to the oppression/liberation of lesbians. '

The oppression of women is marked by male societal attempts to limit female
sexuality to exclusive heterosexuality for the mass production of fathers and
sons. Another critical method of oppressing women is the assimilation of adult
males into female society, first by invasion, then by the establishment of male
dominance hierarchies superimposed on female society.

The establishment of paternity, the male exploitation of female products, and
the separation of daughters from their mothers (patrilocality) are requisite condi-
tions for the establishment of patriarchy. Matrilineality and matrilocality have to
be destroyed for patriarchy to exist at all.! Matrilineality and matrilocality are
the first gynosocial variables to go at patriarchal transition. The last gyno-
variable to go is the high female productivity contributed to the maintenance of
society. There is a reason for the endurance of female productivity throughout
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patriarchy. Once men develop patrilineality and ownership, females can then
perform the bulk of social labor without controlling the products of their labor.
The patriscientific focus, in an effort to disprove gynosocial origin, has been
on the minority of matrilineal societies today compared to the majority of patri-
lineal societies. This approach borders on stupidity because matrilineality and

matrilocality modally had to be destroyed at patriarchal transition in order for
patriarchy to be established.

Incest Theory

The development of the patriarchal family and heterosexual monogamian
marriage may be traced back to rape, “marriage by capture,” and heterosexual
incest. | suggest that the first enduring heterosexual relation is the mother-son
relation. My theory is that the first father is the son. Patriarchal biologic main-
tains that the husband creates the father who then creates the son. My socio-
logic reverses this sequence. | suggest that the son is the first male to reside with
mother as lover. The son becomes the first residential and social father who
creates the role of the residential husband. Morgan (1963) and Engels (1972)
noted that probably the first heterosexual marriages are incestuous.

The first father is the son. When the first incest taboo banning mother-son
incest obtains, the brother-sister incest relations replaces it. The father becomes
the brother. When the next incest taboo bans brother-sister heterosex, the
brother is no longer the biological father. ;

In matrilineal societies extant in the 19th and 20th centuries, the brother
remains the social father. Patriscientists have puzzled as to why the mother's
brother would have so much sexual and political power in matrilineal societies,
instead of the mothers themselves. | posit that the reason why the mother's
brother is regarded as the social father of his sister’s children in matrilineal
systems surviving into patriarchy is due to the brother’s prior biological paternity
of his sister's children in earlier forms of matrilineal systems.

Using the language of Mary Daly (1978), the ultimate “patriarchal reversal” is
that the son creates the father of patriarchy. Engels (1972) thought that the
primal patriarchal urge comes from the desire of fathers to pass property onto
their biological children. Since | think that the first residential fathers are sons of
their mothers, or in the language of the street “motherfuckers!” the primal
patriarchal urge is more likely to be located in the son's desire for his mother’s
power. ‘ ‘

Incest is a complicated area which needs deeper research by women. This
much is clear to me: The effect of the incest taboo on mother-son and sister-
brother relations is critical to an understanding of how patriarchal transition and
the mass heterosex integration of non-kin adult males into female society may
have occurred. Feminist scientists would learn more about the study of women's
oppression by studying the effect of heterosexual incest on the family than by
focusing on matrilineality as patriarchists do.



6 Cavin

The incest taboo may have effected patriarchal transmop in that t_he bans on
mother-son and then later sister-brother heterosex .'.alter original sgc:al
organization in at least two ways: 1) These two garllest heteros.ex incest taboos
may cause the entrance of non-kin adult males into a predomn_narltly fe.nt:ale
society, which had previously only allowed sc‘elect adult male kin in positions of
close physical proximity to females. 2) If previously sons and brothers were first
fathers, and then are replaced by non-kin male strangers, both the biological
and social power of the mother’s sons and brothers are usurped. If this is true,
oedipal jealousy may have a historical, reproductive base rather than being just
the psychological drama depicted by Freudian analysis.

| delineate between two major forms of incest, homosex and heterosex incest,
Homosex incest describes the emotional and/or sexual relation between
biological kin of the same sex. Heterosex incest describes the emotional and/or
sexual relations between biological kin of opposite sex. The social bonds
derived from same-sex incest and opposite-sex incest are illustrated in Table 1.

Table |
Incest Relations by Sexuality and Dominant Parental Gender
PARENTAL GENDER
SEXUALITY Matri- Patri-
1. 2.
Homosex Mother-daughter Father-son
Sisters Brothers
Aunt-niece Uncle-nephew
Female cousins Male cousins
Grandmother-granddaughter Grandfather-grandson
2s 4.
Heterosex Mother-son Father-daughter
Sister-brother Brother-sister
Mother’s brother- Father's sister-
sister’s children brother’s children
Grandmother-grandson Grandfather-granddaughter

Theoretically, | argue that, although probably all sexualities are present in all
societies, not all fa'_""y relationships were developed at once into stable social
Strl{d;r‘,’s' 1}'1}_1e family _deVE|°Ps its various relationships at different historical
P*’;]’_'Oh S in this theoretical order: 1) The original female homosex relations
which subsequently form the bage of all families and societies. 2) Matri- !

hete i i :
rosex incest relations, Particularly mother-son and sister-brother, which

normall i PR
ormally characterize the beginning of the end of gynosociety and signal the
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coming transition to patriarchy. 3) Patri-homosex relations of patriarchal transi-
tion and early patriarchy. 4) Patri-heterosex incest relations, particularly father-
daughter, of established and late patriarchy.

| regard the mother-son and sister-brother incest relations as the portals, the
windows through which adolescent and adult males bring patriarchal transition
into female society. The non-kin husband-wife relation is not strong enough to
destroy the female homosex bonds of gynosociety. Even patri-anthropologists
generally consider the non-kin husband-wife unit to be the weakest biological
link in the human family. It is the mother-son relationship which is the strongest
heterosex link in the family, followed by sister-brother. The mother-son and
sister-brother relations are critical to an understanding of how patriarchal
heterosex integration occurs in original female society.

Sex Ratio Theory

I first began to think of the societal sex ratio as an important women'’s oppres-
sion-liberation variable after reading Georg Simmel's (1950) theories on numeri-

cal social relations. Theoretically, | am working from the same base that Simmel
formulated.

This quantitative determination of the group, as it may be called, has a twofold
function. Negatively speaking, certain developments, which are necessary or at
least possible as far as the contents or conditions of life are concerned, can be
realized only below or above a particular number of elements. Positively,
certain other developments are imposed upon the group by certain purely
quantitative modifications. Yet not even those developments emerge auto-
matically, for they also depend on other than numerical characteristics. The
decisive point, however, is that they are not the result of those characteristics
alone, for they emerge only under certain numerical conditions (p. 87).

As | began to apply Simmel's quantitative analysis to the social relations of the
sexes, it became clearer and clearer to me that societal sex ratios are a critical
sociological variable which had not been analyzed in relation to the origin
debate or the women's oppression-liberation debate.2 Following Simmel, 1
theorize generally that certain sex ratios are historically attached to certain
social forms, and that certain social forms have a numerical affinity with certain
sex ratios. Although | expect to find a range of sex ratios within any historical
epoch, | suggest that at origin the modal, i.e., the most frequent, sex ratio is
high female-low male. Further, high female-low male sex ratios correlate with
gynosociety.

| operationally define a high female sex ratio as one in which 54% or more of
the societal population is female (thus 46% or less of the population is male).
High female sex ratios characterize prehistory until patriarchal transition, which




































































































































































































































































































































