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FEMALE LIBERATION as the basis for social revolution

Women form the oldest and largest continually oppressed group in the family of humankind, their
subjugation dating from the downfall of primitive communal society and the rise of private 'property

This, the introduction to the SDS Resolution on Women's Liberation, was the theme of the policy question on wo-
men discussed at the National Conference in December 1968. The resolution covers several important areas of
Female Liberation, particularly 'male supremacy'. Yet there is nothing in the resolution which would suggest
what many of us mean by Female Liberation. The resolution calls for 'free speech' within SDS. The masculine
structure of SDS is built-in, and not much will change if a few specially selected women are allowed to speak
pedantically enough to share some power with the big guys, and exert power in a new territory of their own --
women.

Marriage or living arrangements, an overwhelmingly important and absorbing matter in the day to day lives of

the majority of people, including SDS organizers, was simply not discussed. But the programmed subservience

of women in the domestic situation assures continued masculine domination in public. Most SDS people come from
privileged' families, and though they question many of the values of their heritage, they do not seem to question
the economic and psychological basis of the middle class -- the nuclear family and the private possession of
children. In fact, by jazzing it up a bit with drugs, colors, music, approved affairs, even a few orgies (group
'love'), intimate meetings, they have managed to make the coupling and breeding tradition of the bourgeoisie ap-
pear more attractive than ever before. But the frills do not diminish the oppressive nature of the institution for
the female, and especially the children (male and female).

Upon what basis do New Left Americans and Europeans analyze (or refuse to analyze) the family? Surely not Marx
and Engels. In 1846, they wrote: 'The first division of labor is that between man and woman for the propagation
of children.' Later Engels wrote: 'The first opposition that appears in history coincides with the development of
the antagonism between man and women in monogamous marriage, and the first class oppression coincides with
that of the female sex by the male." (p. 5)*

The materialist conception of history is an analysis of the production and reproduction of the immediate essentials
of life -- the production of the means of existence, and the production of human beings themselves--the propaga-
tion of the species. Contemporary radicals tend to totally ignore the latter, and emphasize the former. In stra-
tegy, Marx and Engels also downgraded the reproductive faculties, since they thought that the family had practic-
ally been demolished among the working class in the nineteenth century. One could, they thought, deal with the
two functions separately, since they believed that socialism would finally annihilate the family (though not monoga-
my). It would seem that the rationale was in error then because the family has not been destroyed automatically
through revolution, nor has capitalism destroyed the proletariat's sense of family. Certainly the rationale is in
error now in America when the family (including its degeneration, divorce) has attained a whole new lease on life,
even among the working class.

It is no accident, Engels said, that the enslavement of the woman ccincides with the rise of private property; in
fact, woman (her labor and her product) was (and still is psychologically) the most valuable property that a man
could possess. (Today every pop song, every movie, every TV show, every personal statement from a man -
including working class and radical men - attest to that fact.) If women were not so valued as property, or as a
possession (psychological and possible in societies after a socialist revolution), they would not be so ‘happy' in
* Page numbers cited from Frederick Engels, Thc Ovigin of the Family, Private Propert“ ““ﬂ “‘ “
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their situations. Slaves are always happy' (hopeless).

'The modern individual family is founded on the open or concealed domestic slavery of the wife, and modern so-
ciety is a mass composed of these individual families as its molecules.' (Engels, p. 65) This precise statement
suggests that to attempt to reform or transform the institution would be analogous to the attempts made to reform
the institution of Slavery in the United States (see Southern almanacs and sociologists) or to transform the in-
stitution into peonage. Just like the African slaves, when a woman is declared legally free, her bondage is un-
broken. Engels pointed out that ‘'in the majority of cases today, the husband is obliged to earn a living and support
his family, and that in itself gives him a position of supremacy without any need for special legal titles and privi-
leges. Within the family, he is the bourgeois and the wife represents the proletariat.' (pp. 65-66)

This is still the case, since the working woman is considered a temporary worker, a surplus labor force within
a structure which idealizes the little wife and mother in the home with her brood.

Engels did not suggest that women or anyone else can be free from oppression within the capitalist system, but
he certainly did not say that battles should be postponed, or that only working class men's women should be
'organized'. Quite the contrary. Engels saw the middle class man's woman as a domestic slave, not a middle
class person. It is unfortunate that radicals are so programmed by the system's propaganda that they believe
there is such a person as a 'middle class woman'.

As with the strategy for building revolutionary consciousness among the proletariat, Marx and Engels saw the
necessity for a democratic republic to provide a 'clear field' on which the ultimate battles could be fought. They
saw that legal equality of rights had to exist before the peculiar character of the supremacy of the husband over
the wife could be revealed. ‘'Then it will be plain that the first conditicn for the liberation of the wife is to bring
the whole female sex back into public industry and that this in turn demands the abolition of the monogamous
family as the economic unit of the society.' (p. 66)

Even the present liberal demands of NOW (National Organization of Women) are not contradictory to our commu-
nist thesis, since those women are advancing the legal equality of woraen so that we have a clear field for the
battles we are fighting, and such rights give women breathing space. It is disheartening to hear radicals con-
demning such reform activity as counterrevolutionary. Not everyone has to involve herself in such activities,
but we should be glad that someone is doing it, and not condemn them for their labors which are ultimately ne-
cessary for our own fight, into which we hope to bring the women of NOW, when they see the reality of the sys-
tem.

We now operate within the democratic republic (capitalist government) which Marx and Engels rightly saw as
necessary to the revolutionary process in an industrial economy. \Women will soon have nominal equal rights,
and perhaps will even gain rights to their own bodies through legalized abortion. These legal rights do not mean
much in reality for women (or for anyone), and such rights are never really won, but given by the system to pre-
serve itself, as it needs to absorb pressures. But equal rights give women confidence to fight, and they expose
the nature of the vicious prejudice against women at every level, just as analogous demands on the part of Blacks
have revealed the character of racism.

Engels pointed out that in his time working class men enjoyed only the psychological and not the economic advan-
tages of the oppression of women, but apparently Engels underestimated the tenacity with which these little men
tend to hold on to their need for the servility of others. The working class white man in America enjoys the
psychological and economic aspects of two servile castes - women and Blacks - which makes the working class
white man doubly arrogant aud filled with a false sense of power. In both cases, the worker compensates for
his uwn wretched condition by venting his resentment on his competitors for jobs and the lower echelons of
power (the family mainly).

In Engels' time, industry was taking the proletariat wife out of the home, and putting her on the labor market,

ten making her the breadwinner. In this way, the proletariat escaped the monogamous family through the 'free-
dom" of the working class woman to support herself and her children. Today in the United States, this is the case
among the very poor, mostly immigrant and Black people. Genexally the system, because of cybernation, has
put the woman back in the home, making that situation at any rate the ideal, in order to get her off the labor mar-
ket.
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The counterrevolutionary freedom of the working class man in America is that he, too, can own a wife, kids, and
a house just like a good bourgeois. The psychological rewards are enormous, even if the economic and social
status is illusory. As a compensation for lost bargaining power (leaving public industry), women (‘the happy
housewife') have been given 'buying power'. Of course, we are educated (brainwashed) to buy certain things --
never our freedom. Women have also been given the right to engage in debilitating activities, formerly allowed
only to men and courtesans -- drinking, smoking, drug-use, sexual promiscuity, all of which profits a capitalist
economy based on consumerism at home. The crass Virginia Slims slogan capsulizes the new 'freedom': 'You've
come a long way, baby; now you have your own cigarette.'

There is much confusion about the 'right' of a man to support, protect, and defend (i.e. possess) a family. This
notion has led the Black movement onto a path, already tred by the White working class. That is, among the
demands of Black radicals is the right to 'family'. The system agrees. Every major magazine and television
special pronounces the virtues of family, and the tragedy of the Black man's inability to get one in his economic
situation. And though Black radicals oppose Moynihan and his Report, thev agree with his thesis: The Plight of
the Negro Man. Get your manhood; get a Black woman, put her in a house, breed her, then you will be a man,
just like the White man. And Kathleen Cleaver tells the San Francisco Chronicle Society reporter that she wants
nothing more than a private life as mother and housewife: that she is only fighting to help her man out, so he can
be a good father and breadwinner. This nonsense will surely change as poor Black women protest their falling

from O to -10 on the scale of relative freedom to even function in this sick society. Indeed poor Black women will
have to emerge before the movement will move toward real liberation. For truly the last shall be first, and the
first shall be last in the revolutionary effort.

II.

Now we can begin to think the unthinkable, ask questions never before posed. For instance: Why should the main
organ for revolution be a masculine organ within which women's liberation is a faction (caucus)? The existence

of power is always the ratimale for continued power. When we insist on the primary importance of female libera-
tion, we do not mean that men are excluded (really wishful thinking on the part of radical men), or that men are

to become better domestic slaves. Nor do we hold that our oppression is greater than others; we simply say it is
basic to all other struggles. The origin of caste (therefore class) was the subjugation of the female sex. The
struggle against the basis of oppression is at a higher stage of revolution than the archaic strategy of the present
radical analysis. In a time when nearly every American male is economically capable of possessing a household
slave or a pretty toy, we consider women to be the proletariat.

Black people identify as a colony with colonized people all over the world. Spanish Americans and Indians identify
similarly. Unless the men of those groups insist on sharing the privilege of the White man - possession of a wo-
man and children - they might be able to establish organs for national liberation as a united front (men and women)
with a conscious basis of female liberation.

The case is very different for the privileged white man. White male radicals are the inheritors of power, the
golden boys of the society, the cream of the crop. They must prove their ability to lead to the fathers. They
seem to think they are free of all that. Yes, indeed, Black people, Chicanos, women, workers need to be liberated
in the revolutionary struggle, which White men will lead. The White man's role is the White Man's Burden--up-
dated. Protect little brown people and women. But by what perogative? What makes these men think they are
equipped to deal with anyone's liberation when they have not even begun to analyze their own consciousness?

I do not find men all that oppressed by this society. though I hear men and women all the time argue that men are
just as oppressed, I can not see it; they do not seem to find it unbearable. The compensations for men seem to
ieave them freer for creative activity than the compensations (humiliating at best) offered women in place of real
power. Radical men want power, but they have a social conscience, so they must establish a new order of sorts.
Yet they do not appear to be operating as leaders in a revolutionary effort (like Lenin, Mao, Fidel) or as theor-
ists and cultural workers teaching the people (like Fanon, Sartre, Marcuse), but rather as politicians. They so
accept their right to power that they do not even think it is a problem. No one of the master class has escaped
the damage done to him in a caste society. Every White man in this country has been raised with a false sense
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of power.

Men run the Movement. There is not much possibility inat the situation will change automatically. Masters do not
relinquisi power. It 1s wrested from them. Radical men show no inclination to change their attitudes toward
women, the family, the use of the economy (what else is there except rhetoric -- a politician's only tool?). These
men transmit ideology for the radical movement. It is essential to know how they structure reality, if they are to
retain positions of authority as teachers and leaders. If they consider themselves cultural workers in the service
of the revolution (the people), would they not seek self-criticism, correct thinking? Would they not seek knowledge
from the oppressed, rather than authoritatively directing their 'liberation'?

Women are now formulating ideology for a female liberation movement, and we have our own ideas and tactics for
building a revolutionary base which we think will be more effective than the present ideology of the movement. The
SDS resolution assumes that the ideal model of humanity is the man (the radical man, of course), and that women
must be allowed to participate on an equal basis, but on masculine terms. We do not agree. In Female Libera-
tion meetings, much of the meeting is spent in reminding ourselves to stop 'acting like men'. All of us seem to

be infected with the competitive-aggressive structure to some extent, but the point is that we do not like it --

in ourselves or in men. We consider such behavior alien to what we are trying to do, and become. Nor do we

like the identity men have given us -- feminity. We see that we must begin creating the new person -- in our-
selves, and not by breeding heirs. We want men and women to reject their programmed roles, and question

every single aspect of this society, their role in it, and their behavior.

The first question from a male radical to a woman threatening liberation is: 'What about sex?' This seems strange.

Apparently, women can 'do their thing' as long as they don't cut off the sex supply which is the major use radical
men have for women (like politicians). I answer such a question by saying that it is not an important question - -
that women should, of course, have control of their own bodies, and never feel they must submit to sexual relations
simply because they fear they might appear frigid or lose a friendship with a man. The response from the man is
almost always that my attitude is repressive. It seems clear that the 'sex problem' is the man's problem, and he
will have to work with it. Women have been accepting the responsibility for it for far too long. Females should

be talking about political strategy, not sex. Men should be experiencing a little psychotherapy, group therapy and
T-groups to straighten out their minds.

III.

The female liberation movement will undoubtedly continue to develop at many levels to meet the varying situations
and needs of women. Groups have formed spontaneously throughout the society. The direction so far in these
groups has been educational and analytical. We all seem to feel a need for new analysis, ideology, because little
of traditional analysis relates to the timeless situation of woman. Our most accurate ideologists have been So-
cialists and Communists, but Marx and Engels are consistently used against us by male radicals, to the point that
many feminists have rejected Marxist analysis completely. Though no man has ever completely overcome his
mystification of women, and his need for an alter-ego, Marx, Engels, Bakunin, J.S. Mill, Lenin, and Mao have
analyzed the situation of the female in history accurately.

.T.Pmugff female liberation is the most advanced revolutionary thought available to us at this point in history, we
should not fight on an exclusive, narrow front. Ultimately, we want to destroy the three pillars of class and
caste society -- the family, private property, and the state -- and their attendant evils -- corporate capitalism,
imperialism, war, racism, sexism, annihilation of the balance of nature. By exposing attendant evils, as SDS
does so well with racism, imperialism, war, and lately sexism, the nature of the system is revealed, but we do
not begin to annihilate it. We must attack the pillars of the class system directly, as well as the attendant evils.
They are so interrelated (private property, the family and the state) that an attack upon one should be an attack
upon the other, but the family is often left free of attack because it is such a convenient unit for the very people
who are attacking the system. But it is also basic to the continuance of the system. We should question whether
we have truly attacked private property and the state, or are we still capitalists, trying to make a niche for our-
selves?

The state and private property are being attacked from many sides. The struggle against American imperialism
in process throughout the world is a battle against the State and private property (the claim of American corpora-
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tions to the people's resources). Within each of these national liberation wars, a female liberation movement
will emerge and radically reorient and radicalize the movement toward communism. It is vital that a Southern
separatist movement (and other regional and cultural separatist movements) take form. The South, as a colony,
can be mobilized against the State with a united front of women and poor Black and White men. The disintegra-
tion of the national structure is the key to the political revolutionary movement in North America, a fact that
Northern radicals find hard to swallow since they identify with the nation and not with any colony. If they look
they will find that they, too, are part of a colony, and must work from there (i.e. New England, Midwest,
Jewish, Irish, Greek, etc.).

If men are to become truly revolutionary, though, they, too, must fight the institution of the family and not
'leave it to the women' as the family is now left. Everyone must fight for the end of caste, not just women.

There is only one way to overcome the enormous propaganda influence of the media and political liars which
program the people: We must go directly to the people and teach them to think for themselves within a revolu-
tionary framework. To do that we must enter communities, not use the political platform or the media. The
people do not believe anything they hear through those organs; the programming is subtle and we can not hope to
overcome it through the existing media or to replace the media. The key area of influence will be through the
educational system, and through the cell organizations that are being formed by women. First organizers
must be taught. It would seem that the American school teacher is a committed enough teacher to be convinced
of the need for revolution. There is little tendency to Fascism among them; perhaps this is due in part to the
fact that so many teachers are women, a unique historical situation. We should attempt to organize these wo-
men as organizers for female liberation.

We must avoid one major error of previous organizers. In an effort to 'win' people over to the movement (win
a vote?), organizers often imitate the style of life of those they are organizing. This is patronizing and un-
liberating and cruel. People who are oppressed want new alternatives, and want to learn. They do not want to
be further entrenched in their oppressive style of life. We must be generous with our knowledge, and not
underestimate the desire for freedom on the part of the oppressed, and not mistake ignorance for desire.
California is proof that people can radically alter their mores and style of life in a short time, and indeed
want to do so. If we do not open doors to people, they will find 'liberation’ through the oppressive structure --
through the California illusions of liberation.

Iv.

Many radicals (male and female) seem to think that female liberation will be divisive, because women will be
fighting the agents of their oppression -- men. Such a thought reveals the prejudice against women. That is,
men make revolutions; women help. And if men have pressures on them from women, their power as fighters
is diminished. I fail to see how women fighting the authoritarian power-hunger in men can but greatly aid the
revolution.

There is a strong fascist trend developing among American men and I can imagine that somewhere even there is
a young man developing into a Hitler. Such a force of Fascism could spell doom to a revolutionary effort by
recreating a situation of genocide similar to Nazi Germany. Most of us would quickly be put away. Fascism is
a man's game, not very appealing to women (Hitler had to brainwash the women to be earth mothers and breed,
offering them freedom from men -- a budding woman power movement perverted to womb power). I do not
think men can be trusted as long as they hold the kind of personal and social power they do, and they will hold

it until it is taken from them, when women refuse to continue the game.

Finally, I want to explain the term 'female liberation' so that its full revolutionary meaning is grasped. I use
the term 'female"' rather than 'woman' to denote a principle. When I say female liberation. I mean the iibera-
tion of the female principle in all human beings -- the worldview which is mai€rual, materialist, and peaceful
(non-competitive). I do not suggest that all women exhibit these qualities, though many do; certainly some men
do, but not many. Women are programmed for a role - motherhood - which does allow the female principle to
take ascendance over the male principle. The position of the women in relation to the man in America is analo-
gous to the position of the Black in relation to the White man or bossman. One must not romanticize that posi-
tion, but it is clear that the excluded are less corxupt, therefore the potential leadership of the revolution.
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Spesso, carcando di daserivasre il moedel in cuiunSbisncoNoppEineMe
sfrutta un nero o un uomo opprim~ o sfrutta un. donna, diciame che
1'oppressors tratte 1!'Sltre persona com: tneg lcossli ol nEo s cikholEe
Dicicmo ch> gli unomini trotteno 1+ donns come ‘'eoggetibti sessuedia = uile
schicvitu riduc-va i nari & 'semplic: proprist&!, non diversa da
quslle d2i eavelli o da2l bestiame. TaleliniterpreiazitonemdeiNiomase
sione éi eastcs. trosecurea ‘1l'inpertinze crucidilieNdelNEatitoRcheNSonomess
seri umani, non oggsetti, ch: la persons nella custe superiore ha iLl-po—
terz di dominars 2 sfruttare . Immaginatz une societd ches diventi dipen—
dents dol basticme, comz l& socizta delle piantigioni meridionali 1o
ara doi neri s come sono gli uomini dallz donne. Il wvelore deglissehidivi
comz proprietad stc proprio nel loro essere persone piuttosto che
guclsiasi cltro tipo di propri=ta. Il vilore di una donna per un wWomo
& molto piu grﬁ:de d=1l vrlors di unc macchina o di un cnimele per sod-—
disfere i suoil nisogni sessucli 2 1: sue fentasie, per compiere il
sa lavoro domestico, p2r allsvors e curare 1 sua prols.Nelle socista
schizvista, lo schacve facsve gu:ille diz nessuntaninaliepnoiisvasstenzen
pientars 2 raccoglisre cosl com- ogni cltra fatict. pasante percuil
non c'=sro ancora bisogne di ung macching . Ma llor schitivol senrvivenolsso
di pil in t-rmini di potare. B! "pic.csvola" -~ convenisnte par un upmo
avere soddisfoazionil drlle "sue donna', mi. ll'aspatbto principale
del suo potars =2 dominio su di 121 2 drl suo bisegno di leistaneil
sSiie rouporto con lai com: pParsona,nalilEEsuaspesiiziieneNdimapRntRe

nantel alla casts supsriene.




U RSt noMe Senmpitonc el i importanze per 1o caste superiori di domi-
nare degli esseri umani e non d-i ssmplici oggetti, & il modo in cul
gli uwomini wvedono 1l loro sfruttomento sessuale d:lle donne.

Non & solo la soddisfazione dzl bisognho szssucle privato e indivi:

dmale di uan uomo che =2gli pensa di potars ottsnsre do unt donna che ”
vede. Oltrs & questo, @ piu lmportante nel suo modo di v.dere lz dorne,

1
s e del o e d e pille s Ndomineniling e ttraverso 1'atto sassucle; lo vede W

con~ 1 prove umine @21 suo potorse & del suc valore. Lo prostituzione,
cnchs so sfrutts le donne, non pud m.i s=2rvir: & guecsto scopo, coms
ESENa ool sEl g eitoman chielise S siEruitibe 1o schiavo, non avrabba potuto
servire & guasto scopo nalles socistd maridionale servite degli schioa—
im e )

A S nnoRsubi tor i Fipls di deoninio 2 subordinazion> che :m ngF'
HoMd SBEESCI T vatts e ein cilloghil s il sechomis di r:lazions uomo—donnsg n 11
Selciat e dtis i SR noMe it Gipol paternalistico (cameriere, valletti,
intr. tt:nitori cc.). Il gacondo & il tipo di sfruttemento d2l lavo-
retore agricolo. Oggi, tra 12 donne, l2 mogli-e le benestanti sono
soggette ol modsllo paternclistico. Il modzllo di sfruttam:nto do-
minasESvitia S d i pay di unl terzo della popolozione fimminile (quells che
che lavorano distro sclerio, compraso il lavoro domestico retribuito)
DEFCSIEESSiTe iR Unt G e el mpertan te ricordare che lz donne formsno unc
cesarainiiinterno delils forze levoro; chz il loro sfruttamento non
e semplicements doppio o multiplo, ma & quclitotivemsnte divarso
deRNllomsiEebianentoldeil avioratorl dells casta superiore (uomini bisn-
chi).

S bbenzil mod?llg pateornclistico possa s2mbrars meno opprassivo
RS e perElis N donng, e iin wialtd solo piw insidioso. Da coa—
SaiEoeib S a N ot A d B I ca i ool Vi @l tuomo ¢ el bambipi; tagliste
fhori dall pilt pubblico’ mondo d:1 lavoro; € in grado di spearimzntare

s ondoRSsitarnoNsollio et traversoe 4 'omo. 2 i swoi bambini. Sz lavorasse

intune dndistrics pibbliea, cnchz: sz sfruttata YfrznkE pot nzicl-
EenUeNvonuehbasfarstqualicose per 1o sua situszione, madiante lo sfor-
z© ©@olllztirilye) @ein sabl alimen Salssrepsainesais :

e enech= per: la donne chs hanno un lavoro extrc—domestico, il
condizioncm:nto = gli obisttivi di caste in gener: prevalgono, impe-—
dendonliorodil stipare perfine che hanno il diritte di lavorars, molto
meno di chi~ =re gualcosa di piu. ITnoltre, i lovori che le donne pos-—
sono fare sono sp2ssissimo di sasrvizio =z domestiwi, che richiedono un
contatto costonte con uomini = bambini. Le donne e i neri, anche nel-

'alienants sisiem: copit listico, sono soggetti @l modello paterna-
i8S htcoMd e dBnintiloRdifca Ste , oghi minnto dgllea loro vita.
=




Gli uomini bicnchi scbbe sfruttati coms lavoratorl non provano
questo patarnalismo, ceh= infontilizze =2 d2bilite 12 sue vittime.

Un sist:m- di coste da dsi compsnsi non intercmente sconomici in
senso stratto. Lo casta & un modo di far "fungionnre" le ralazioni

umcnz, un modo di congelarka, cosicch® i conflitti sicno minimi. Un

sistems di costo & un sist-ome socizls , busato economicaiients.

Non & un insi me di ottitudini o solo gualch: idza slomllae g ©las

si devieno! cipire ol ailiimingne p-rché non sono r:almante l'interesse
delle costo superiore. Nossun s-mplice combicmento di idee altarera
il sistoms di casta in cui vivicmo. Il sistema di casto non 2siste
solo in tssta. Lo casta ho radiei profonde nslla storus umana, risale

all.. division~ d=l lovoro p=2r s=2sso, 3d & la base reale clzil EeE=

.sants sist-ome socicl= n gli Stati Uniti.

o s 09 8300

T'attusle movimsnto di liborazionz dalle donne, come 1 movimentli AE
per lg libsrczione del neri, ha comincicto o identificorsi fortemente
con 1l'cnclisi di classe marxista. E come altri movimenti @bbicmo
cdottato gli strumenti fondomantali d=11'analisi narxista (moteria—
1ismo stroico & dimlettico) e allargato 1o comprensionz del Procssso
di mutomento. Lo nostra anclisi dslls donne come castae sfruttata hon
d noova. Mrx, Bngsls come2 cltri tsorici sociclisti ¢ comunisti del
secalo scorso honno analizzeto la posizions del sesso femminile nel-

1o stesso modo. Fngsls vedsve nella fomiglis 1'unita base della socie=

ct
)
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apitalista » d=lle opprassions d~1la donna. "Iao fomiglia indi-
1c mod rna & basata sulla schivitll @xXXRXBUREX p.l>se o nascosta
dells moglie, e 1l socin~td wodsrnd % uno mussa composta dn tell fimi-
glie individucli com® mol-cola." e UAll'intarno della famiglia lui
(1'uomo) rupprosenta il borghese 2 1o mogli= 1l proletariaton.
(Engals:'"l'origin~ delle famiglia, dslle propristd privata s dello
stato).
Morx ed Bng:ls pansaveno che 1'1ngresso delle donne in larga SCi=

1o nells forgze lavoero (le donne e i bimbini sono stati i pri&i 1i—
voratprl in fobbrica) ovrabbz distrutto la csllula fomililerelclchieisie
donne avrebbero lottato come lavoratrici insieme agli wnomini per abbat-
tere il copitclismo. Juesto non 5 successo ¢ le donne non sono state
liberate nelle rivoluzioni socicliste che seguirono. In occidente

dove la2 rivoluzioni prol=tsrie non sono riuscite, 1l'ideologia frwmilia-
re ha acquistato und prospettiva dl vita complatamente nuove, 2 l& Do-
sizione di casta inferiors dall=z donne h.. continucto ad essere rin-—
forzata. Anche ora che il 40% dslla doﬁn@ cdults sono attive, 1a
5
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mntions Lo fomiglic di Fatto © uns donnd sociclmsnt: doagradata.

In questo mom~nto storiwo, i lavoritori bicnchi non lottzranno
prr nwila s3 non por G Ve oA Sccociatl all!idsologile maschile,
~71'id~ologic d 1la classa dominﬁn%g: fomiglia, casd, propriecta, stato,
supr mazid mesehils @ supr-omezic bianca. Queste forza, la classe levo—

rotrice orghnizzats 2 4o orgonnizzars, S tata L forze vitale di cltre,’

'R

g {

rivoluzioni s ciali. Comundgu ', & cnysa -dal. sistema di casta che
itz o sdella d?mocrﬂziJ americind bicnch-maschile, = del potare
ho n~1 mondo qu-:sto pese 2 col cui 1o closse lovorctriwe bicnen si
identifica, i lavor:stroi bisnchi maschi non coustituiscono orc in
Ameorilcs un gruppo rivoluzionario. Nella porte pil. opprzssa del l&a-—
r~tori bi.nchi maschi, irlondesi, itoliani, frenco)conndssi, polocchi,
1o chizsa cattolic:. oI G L.ppoggic 1 ldiol ogit. maschile porsh=
do la sua enfasi sullo fomiglie.P>rsino tr:. i gruppi di coste (colore)
inferiori, portoricini o m-~ssico-cmericoni, 1. chiesa rinforza il
dominio maschile.

Comungus, 1~ donn~ ch~ "oppartangono’ & qu-sti vomini stonno incomir
cicndo - rivoltorsi insi-sm~ o1l> donn- ch» appartangono kit
e T deillecillascemeddes o alle Aennechs Sonek e carvicondelllassi=
ShEnzaspubbillical o & gu=1l= EHX non ancorc risucchiats dal vortic-s d-l

o
metrimonio ~ d>1la fomiglia. DLe doan=s nN=re probabilmente continusran--
no o lottarsz coms ners & fitnco d-gli womini aeri, carcindo di inver-—
r~ 15 tsnd:nza che vuol~ 1» donne &l s2condo posto rispetto «ll'uowmo,
21 fin» ch» ~gli possac raggiungsrs il suo dabito "stato" mascolino

in sccordo con 1'ideologic m.ochils dominonte. Quondo il llevoriitore
bisnco dovrh misurorsi con 1o rivolta delle donne contro lo fomiglic,
1~ sbeistd non cvrd pin 1. v.lvoles di sicur:zza della supremaziz

su individui 21 di sotto di lui n=1lc gesrarchio di caste.

o s o0 o

T1 ferminismo s1 oppon~ ~11'ideologis maschile. Non dico che
tutte 1z donn> sono fomministe, b 'nche molto lo sitno. Certom:nte
1o sono olcuni uomini, ~nch~ s=2 molto pochi. Alcunz donn= ShbESC=
cicno 1'ideologi.. maschils, SpeciclmEnts gquelile cha sono sitate adn=
Cite nel coll-ge. Ma psr 1o luggior parte d 1i> donne el stato programs
meto fin dolle piu tinsra infonzio un ol Al m.t-rnita, ch: pro-—
puovs une corto disponibilitd @ prond-rsi curo @aaiildbdiel A e

ersi sull: propris forzz, &ll: duttilita, @lla non comp titivita,

alla cooparazions, &l me~trilismo. Inoltr: 1 donn: h.nno cvuto in 7l

retaggio @ soffrono tutt'ors uno sfruttomsnto che ci costringz &d us:—‘
~

rs 1s nostre risorss mentelil per SOpPrevvivavre, < CONOSCorse il no-
tsro nemico, @ taesre quindo & nocussario. Cosl abbicmo svilup—
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poto 1o cosciznza dsll'oppresso, non dz11foppressore, banche clcun:
donne nbbisno il diritto di opprimere oltri, e tutte abbicno 1l dirit-
to di opprimers i bambini. S¢ gquessti tratti moterni', che sono sto-
ti indotti nelle donne, sonc d~i tratti desidercbili, allore lo sone
per ciascuno, non soltonio donne. Distruggondo 1l societa attucle,

4 costrusndo uns soci~td basate su principi feaministi, gli uomini
Snfnnno gostratti o viv:.re n-11n comunitd umins in termind molto dif-—
ferenti dogli nttuali. Porché quasto ceeada, il fomminismo dsve es—
sern osserito doll-~ donne;'ii{; bas: di un cumbizmento sociale rivo-
luzionario. L~ donne = gli oltri oppressi d2vono condurre = struttu—
rars il movi rnto rivoluzioncario =z 1o nuova socista in modo do assicu=
rors, 11 dimino dei principi f-ouministi. Il nostro attuale movim:nto
per 1. 11b“r_21on” d=11~ donne sto preparandoci par guesto compito,
cosi com» il movim-'nto per 1 lib rozion: dei neri st prep:rande ik
pppolo n2ro =l suo ruoclo di giuda nel movimesnto rivelilziosnrio.
.+.Noi_abbicmo anchz cvuto in retaggio und compransione dellz debolez-—
za di tattiche che miran% o un singolo Obl’tulVO, e dal ' organizze--
%iﬁﬁx re 1 doqéoﬁrftafno,& oﬂ1{31agolm ob19§t1V1 DluttO;uO che 1nsée—
gnare un.. completa anlisi dell‘oppv9351one f?mﬂlnllvo Abbiamo impe-
rato ch» non c'® nessun: chiilgivelSne il libsrazione. Dobbiamo lottore
su molti fron Ak conc”ﬂpOf n“m"nta. GrLf. S cid . chn‘-“nnq otte p TO

le IPUMWOlat“ ché ¢i hn nno pre c“duto, :nch@ws‘a loroNsi 11m1€ v?nL a
2 chiedere 1'egu& Dlltnqu n2l mondo dsll'uomo, nol orc abbicmo fiducia
n=2ll'asserire EREX 11 uis mmlnlsmg“cU@h'fwrzt pexxkixx ottiva. Nol pos-
sicmo p2nsare di condurre uno riavoluzion~ socinle, non soltonto di
lavorars in funzions di sost=gno, = sp=r¢fido nelle giustizia, n2lla
bansvolanza ~ negli =vontucli cambiamenti che si possono verificare
n~1 cuor= dagli uomini. Noi possiamo asssrire 1+ necessita di indu-
striclizznre tutto il livoro domestico, = fin da ora, di avere

monse oparts d adulti o bowmbini. Possicmo chicdare l'istruzione per
tutti, fondi p=r l'assistenze &l nsonati e a4 bambini. S RPesshaneomic

bhizdere lo sviluppo di crpacita pratichs » di coscirnza Ymaternat
negli uomini. Possicmo insistere ch le riveluzione sit hasiESuaNehiEs
soghi o 1o conscpevolozza delle donns piu oppresse. Possicmo rigat-
tore quolsicsi privilagio chs whbbiomo e che ci divide dalls altrs
donne.

Sticmo ccguistondo XX strumenti tzeniei, com: 'autodifesa

e la robustezze fisica, e ci.pacith di lavorare collettivemente e
politici.mznte, piu’ “osto chzs privitomrntz 2 personclisticamente,
1'cbilitd di insagnars 1» nostre idee o molte oltres donne in modo trle
cho possano divontora < ltrattonto buon. insagnanti. Do ugasti nuo-
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gli strum:nti delle nostri. lotta. Par

Sitte zioni isollater @ difficiiliSepemi—
[0Sl Shrategles LU anpla 2 gl obiieii=
Semipecte  della lotte mondiale per la libeo=
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