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Notes From the First Year (1968) was the first feminist journal put out by the new Women's Liberation
Movement. Almost impossible to get hold of even within the movement—one dare not leave one’s tattered copy
unguarded even now-its impact was nevertheless profound. It became clear that we urgently needed 3 radical
feminist periodical in which to debate, a forum in which to present the profiferation of new ideas and to clarify
the political issues that concerned us. We needed a movement periodical which would expand with the
movement, reflect its growth accurately, and in time become a historical record, functioning politically much as
did Stanton and Anthony's Revolution exactly & century ago

Notes From the Second Year attempts to fill these needs. At the same time we have made it easily available
outside the movement because we are sick and tired of having our views presented for us to other women by,
(usually distorting) intermediaries. This, then, is the first overground publication by radical feminists rather than
about them. We have been cautioned that to present our ideas wndifuted 1o the public might be a mistake, that
some if not all the writing we have included might scare off women unfamiliar with the movement, in the long
run doing it a disservice. Our answer is that we give women more credit than that; that this movement belongs to
all and every woman and they don't need a sales pitch; that women are smart enough to recognize their own
interests; that we are tired of being talked down to. Our editorial policy is only this: authenticity. We have tried
in a simple way to show women not yet in the feminist movement what is going on in it and how they might fit
in, on the assumption that if they see it directly and honestly~firsthand—they can decide for themselves how
they feel about it

It is not easy to portray, without categorizing, 50 young and vital a movement as this. In the last year the
movement has grown and changed 5o as to be virtually unrecognizable: where before everyone knew, or knew of,
almost everyone else, now we are lucky even to be able to identify most of the groups. And if those of us in the
movement since the beginniog are having trouble, new women are overwhelmed. There are no roadmaps, and
though an amazing number of women flounder through to find their niche, the movement cannot demand this
from all women. The “roadmaps” we have set up in this journal (see contents, opposite) are meant to be
fiexible; the overlap 1o be found is the healthiest sign of all. Nor are the articles we have selected meant to cover
comprehensively all aspects of the category in which they are found, but rather to open up that category for
further debate. In each, we have chosen those articles we felt to be important and/or influential in political terms
during the “second year” (roughly the year 1369), imposing no political criteria of our own other than that they
fall roughly within “radical feminism.” Where necessary we have chosen an unpublished over a much-circulated
article on a given subject; we apologize for all omissions—articles we would like to have gotten in—but couldn’t
for lack of space. We have done our best to present the spectrum of current thinking on radical feminism: we do
not necessarily endorse all the ideas as they stand—in fact contradictions are apparent—but we have lot them
stand, uncut and only miaimaily edited.

We have done this not only to retain the authenticity of the content but for another (equally political)
reason: anti-professionalism. One of the most exciting things to come out of the women’s movement so far is a
mew daring, 3 villingness—sagermess—1o tear down old structures and assumptions and fet real thought and feeling
flow. There is no longer a right (stylish) opinion for women to have (like all those ads and quizzes encouraging
women to read the newspapers in order to improve their cocktail chatter and thus keep up with—keep—their
fhusbands), no longer a fear of being called “unfeminine!! or worse, no more “style”~unless by that is meant
courage to say what you mean however you choose as clearly as you can, For many of us this has been the most
liberating thing of all: the freedom to think, say, do, and be anything we decide. Including freedom to fail. To
unsmile. To. dare to be bad.

And because we have dared to be bad—ta throw away our safety nets—we end up doing better than we ever
have before. The kind of thinking and writing gaing on in the women's movement now is so mind-blowing
because it grows directly and organically from a real need for it—a functionalism rare these days. In the fast two
years we have seen the beginning of a much-needed merging of intellect and emotion, thought and sensibility, the
personal and the palitical, 3l Ieading to @ deep and genuine pofitics. The Women's Liberation Movement is not
just an idea dreamed up by a smart ad man; within the next few years, we expect feminism to become a central
issue in American life, For women this is just a beginning.
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1 WOMEN’S EXPERIENCE:

The Bitch Manifesto

by JOREEN

do Freeman, organizer of the first independent women's liberation group in the nation (Chicago, 1967), editor of the first

national newsletter, “Voice of the Women's Liberation Movement”

movement a5 well as nationally.

~man is defined as a human being and wo-
man is defined as a female. Whenever she tries
to behave @ a human being she is accused of

trying to emulate the male .

-Simone de Beauyoir

BITCH is an organization which does not yet
exist. The name is not an acronym.

BITCH s composed of Bitches. There are many
definitions of a bitch. The most complimentary def-
inition is & female dog. Those definitions of bitches
who are also homo sapiens are rarely as objective.
They vary from person to person and depend
strongly on how much of a bitch the definer can-
siders herself. However, everyone agrees that o bitch
is always female, dog or otherwise.

1t is lso generally agreed that a Bitch is aggres-
sive, and therefore unfeminine (ahem). She may be
sexy, in which case she becomes a Bitch Goddess, a
special case which will not concern us here. But she
is never a *rue woman.

Bitches have some or al of the following char-

cteristics

1) Personality. Bitches are aggressive, assertive,
domineering, overbearing, strong-minded, spiteful,
hostile, direct, blunt, candid, obnoxious, thick-
skinned. hard-headed, vicious, dogmatic, competent,

i

i

pushy,
ubborn, demanding, manipulative, egoistic, driven,
achieving, overwhelming, threatening, scary, ambi-
s, tough, brassy, masculine, boisterous, and tur-
Among other things. A Bitch occupies a lot
of psychological space. You always know she is
around. A Bitch takes shit from no one. You may
not Jike her, but you cannot ignore her,

2) Physical. Bitches are big, tall, strong, large,
loud, brash, harsh, awkward, clumsy, sprawling, stri-
dent, ugly. Bitches move their bodies freely rather

(now disbanded), is currently active in the Chicago

than restrain, refine and confine their motions in
the proper feminine manner. They clomp up stairs,
stride when they walk and don’t worry about where
they. put their legs when they sit. They have loud
voices and often use them. Bitches are not pretty:

3) Orientation. Bitches seek their identity strict-
ly thraugh themselves and what they do. They are
subjects, not objests. They may have a relationship
with & person or organization, but they never marry
anyone or anything; man, mansion, or movement
Thus Bitches prefer to plan their own lives rather
than live from day to day 1o action, or
person to person. They are independent cusses and
believe they are capable of doing anything they
damn well want to. If something gets in their way,
well, that's why they become Bitches. If they are
professionally inclined, they will seek careers and
have no fear of competing with anyone. If not
professionally inclined. they still seck self-expression
and self-actualization. Whatever they do, they want
an active role and are frequently perceived as domi-
neering. Often they do dominate other people when
roles are not available to them which more creative-
ly sublimate their energies and utilize their capabili-
ties. More often they are accused of domineering
when doing what would be considered natural by a
man.

A true Bitch is self-determined, but the term
“bitch” is usually applied with fess discrimination
It is a popular derogation to put down uppity
women that was created by man and adopted by
women, Like the term “nigger,” “bitch” serves the
social function of isolating and discrediting a class
of people who do not conform to the socially

epted patterns of behavior.
BITCH does not use this word in the negative
sense. A woman should be proud to declare she is a
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Bitch, because Bitch is Beautiful. It should be an

act of affirmation by self and not negation by

others. Not everyone can qualify as a Bitch. One

does not have to have all of the above three qual-

ies, but should be well possessed of at least two of
them to be considered a Bitch. If a woman qualifies
in all three, at least partially, she is a Bitch’s Bitch.
Only Superbitches qualify totally in all three cate-
gories and there are very few of those. Most don’t
Jast long in this society.

The most prominent characteristic of all Bitches
is that they rudely violate conceptions of proper sex
tole behavior. They violate them in different ways,
but they all violate them. Their attitudes towards
themselves and other people, their goal orientations,
their personal style, their appearance and way of
fandiing theis bodies, al jar people and make them
feel uneasy. Sometimes it’s conscious and sometimes
it’s not but people generally feel uncomfortable
around Bitches. They consider them abercations.
They find their style disturbing. So they create a
dumping ground for all whom they deplore as
bitchy and call them frustrated women. Frustrated
they may be, but the cause is social, riot sexual

What is disturbing about a Bitch is that she is
androgynous. She incorporates within herself quali-
ties traditionally defined as “masculine™ as well as
“feminine.”" A Bitch is blunt, direct, arrogant, at
times cgoistic. She has no liking for the indirect,
subtle, mysterious ways of the “eternal feminine.”

| She disdains the vicarious life deemed natural to
| women because she wants to live a life of her own.

Our society has defined humanity as male, and
female as something other than male. In this way,
females could be human only by living vicariously
through a male. To be able 1o live, a woman has 10
agree to serve, honor and obey a man and what she
gets in exchange is at best a shadow life. Bitches
refuse to serve, honor or abey anyone. They de-
mand to be fully functioning human beings, not just
shadows. They want (o be both female and human.
This makes them social contradictions. The mere
existence of Bitches negates the idea that & woman's
reality must come through her relationship to a man
and defies the belief that women are perpetual chil-
dren who must always be under the guidance of
another.

{ Therefore, if taken seriously, a Bitch is a threat
to the social structures which enslave women and
| the social values which justify keeping them r
| place. She is living testimony that woman's oppres-
sion does not have (o be, and as such raises doubts
about the validity of the whole social system. Be-
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cause she is a threat she is mot taken seriously.
Instead, she is dismissed as a deviant. Men create a
special category for her in which she is accounted at
least partially human, but not really a woman, To
the extent to which they relate to her as a human
being, they refuse to relate to her as 3 sexual being.
Women are even more threatened by her because
they cannot forget she is a woman, They are afraid
they will identify with her too closely. She has a
freedom and an independence which they envy; she
challenges them to forsake the security of their
chains. Neither men nor women can face the reality
of a Bitch because to do so would force them to
face the corrupt reality of themselves. She is danger-
ous. So they dismiss her as a freak.

This is the root of her own oppression as a
woman. Bitches are not only oppressed a5 women,
they are_oppressed for not being like women, Be-
cause she has insisted on being human before being
femisine, on beiug tue 10 hesell befare kowtowing
to social pressures, a Bitch grows up an outsider.
Even as girls, Bitches violated the limits of accepted
sex role behavior. They did not identify with other
women and few were lucky enough to have an adult
Bitch serve as a role model. They had to make their
own way and the pitfalls this uncharted course
posed contributed to both their uncertainty and
their independence.

Bitches are good examples of how women can
be strong enough to survive even the rigid, punitive
socialization of our society. As young girls it never
quite penetrated their consciousness that women
were supposed to be inferior to men in any but the
mother/helpmate role. They asserted themselves as
children and never really internalized the slave style
of wheedling and cajolery which is called feminine.
Some Bitches were oblivious to the usual social
pressures and some stubbornly resisted them. Some
developed  superficial feminine style and some se-
mained tomboys long past the time when such be-
havior is tolerated. All Bitches refused, in mind and
spiit, to conform to the idea that there were limits
on what they could be and do. They placed no
bounds on their aspirations or their conduct.

For this resistance they were roundly con-
demned. They were put down. snubbed, sneered at,
talked about, laughed at and ostracised. Our society.
made women into slaves and then condemned them
for acting like slaves. Those who refused 0 act like
slaves they disparaged for not being true women.

1t was all done very subtly. Few people were so
direct as to say that they did not like Bitches
because they did not play the sex role game. In




fact, few were sure why they did not like Bitches,
They did not realize that their violation of the
reality structute endangered the structare, Some-
how, from early childhood on, some girls didn't fit
in and were good objects to make fun of. But fow
people consciously recognized the root of their dis
like. The issue was never confronted. If it
talked about at all, it was done with snide remarks
behind the young girl’s back. Bitches were made to
feel that there was something wrong with them;
something personally wrong.

s

s in the

Teenage girls are particularly vic
scapegoat game. This is the time of life when wo-
men are told they must compete the hardest for the
spoils (i.e., men) which society allows
assert their femininity or see if denied. They are
very unsure of themselves and adopt (he rigidity

They must

that goes with uncertainty. They are hard on their
compefitors and even harder on those who decfine
to compete. Those of their peers who do not share
their concerns and practice the arts of charming
men are excluded from most social groupings. If she
didn't know it before, a Bitch learns during these
years that she is different

As she gets older she learns more about why
she s different. As Bitches begin to take jobs, or
participate in organizations, they are rarely content
to sit quietly and do what they ate told. A Bitch
has a mind of her own and wants to use it. She
wants to rise high, be creative, assume responsibil

ity. She knows she is capable and wants to use her
capabilities. This, not pleasing the men she works
for, is her primary gos

d brick wall of sex
Ter-

When she meets. the hs
prejudice she is not compliant. She will knoc
selfl out batt
she will not accept her defined role as an auxiliary
Oceasionally she crashes her
uses her ingenuity to find 4 I
one. Or she is fen times betrer thin snyone else
competing with her. She also accepts less than her

g her head against the wall because

way through. Or she

ophole, or creates

due. Like other women her ambitions have often
been dulled for she has not totally escaped the
badge of inferiority placed upon the “weaker sex.

She will often espouse contentment with being the
power behind the throne-provided that she does
have real power—while rationalizing that she really
does not want the tecogaition that comes witl also
having the throne. Because she ha
most of her life, both for heing 4 wona
not being a true woman, a Bitch will not always
recognize that what she has achieved is not attain-

been put down

and for

able A highly competent
Bitch often deprecates herself by refusing to recog-
want (o say that

by the typical woman.
dize lier awn superiority. Shie
she is average or less; if she can do it, anyone can.

As adults, Bitches may have learned the fomi-
st the outward style, but they are
rarely comfortable in it. This is particularly true of
/ want
nds and
deplore the effort they must waste confining their

nine role, at

those women who are physical Bitches. Th

to free their bodies as well as their m

Al motions or dressing the rolé in arder not to

Too, because they violate sex role
expectations physically, they are not as free to
violate them psychologically or intellectually. A few
devigtions from the norm can be tolerated but too

many are top thieatening. I1's bad enough noi 1o
think like 8 woman, sound like 3 woman or do the

kinds of things women are supposed to do. To also

not fook fike a woman, move fike a woman, or act
like 4 woman is 16 g0 way beyond the pale, Ours is
4 rigid society with narrow limits placed on the

extent of human diversity. Women in particular are

characteristics. Bitches

defined by their physica
who do not vielate these limits are freer 1o violate
others. Bitches who do violate them in style or size
can be somewhat envious of those who do not have
10 o severely restrain the expansiveness of their
personalities and behavior. Often these Bitches are
tortured more because their deviancy is always evi
1. But they do haye a compensation in that large
good deal less difficulty being taken
seriously than small women. One of the sources of

de

Bitches have

their suffering as women is also a Source of their

strength

This trial by fire which most Bitches go
through while g up either makes them or
breaks them, They are strung taughtly between the
two poles of being true fo their own nature or
being # | being. This makes them
very seasitive peaple, but it is a seasitivity the rest
of the world is unaware of. For on the outside they
e frequently grown a thick defensive callous
h can make them seem hard and bitter at
times. This is particularly true of those Bitches who
ha
avoid being vemade and destroyed by their peers.
Those who are fortunate enough 1o have grown up
dith some sinilac companions, understanding par-
5. 4 good role model ot (wo and « very strong

aspects of heing a

cepted a5 a so

e been forced to become isolates in order to

will, ean avoid some of the worse

Bitch. Having endured less psyehological punishment
for being what they were they can accept their
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differentness with the ease that comes from self-
confidence.

Those who had to make their way entisely on
their own have an uncertain path. Some finally
ze that their pain comes not just because they
do not conform but because they do not want to
conform. With this comes the recognition that there
is nothing particularly wrong with hem—they just
don’t fit into this kind of society. Many eventually
learn to insulate themselves from the harsh social
environment. However, this too has its price. Unless
they are cautious and conscious, the confidence
mined in this painful manner—with no support from
their sisters—is more often a kind of arrogance.

rea

Bitches can become so hard and calloused that the
fast vestiges of humanity become buried deep within
and almost destroyed

Not all Bitches make it. Instead of callouses,
they develop open sores. Instead of confidence they
develop an uuhealthy sensitivity to rejection. Seem-
inly tough on the outside, on the inside they are a
bloody pulp, raw from the lifelong verbal whipping
they have had fo endure. These are Bitches who
have gone Bad. They often go around with a chip
on their shoulders and use their strength for un-
productive refaliation when someone accepts. their
dare to knock it off. These Bitches can be very
obnoxious because they never really trust people.
They have not learned to use their strength con-
structively.

Bitches who have been mutilated as human be-
ings often turn their fury on other people—particu-
farly other women. This is one example of how
women are trained fo keep themselves and other
women in their place. Bitches are no less guilty than
nion-Bitches of self-hatred and group-hatred and
those who have gone Bad suffer the worst of both
these afflictions. Al Bitches are scapegoats and
those who have not survived the psychological
gauntlet are the butt of everyone's disdain. As a
group. Bitches are treated by other women much as
women in general are treated by society~all right in
their place. good 1o exploit and gossip about, but
ofierwise to be ignored or put down. They are

threats o the traditional woman’s position and they
are also an outgroup to which she can feel superior.
Most women feel both better than and jealous of
Bitches. While comforti
not like these aggres;
4

¢ themselves that they are
sive, masculine freaks, they have
aking suspicion that perhaps men, the most
important thing in their lives. do find the freer.
more assertive, independent Bitch preferable as a

o
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Bitches, likewise, don't care too much for other
women. They grow up disliking other women, They
can't selate to thew, they don't identify with them,
they have nothing in common with them. Other
women have been the norm info which they have
not fit. They reject those who have rejected them.
This s one of the reasons Bitches who are success-
ful in hurdling the obstacles society places before
womef scorn these women who are not. They tend
1o feel those who can take it will make it. Most
women have been the direct agents of much of the
shit Bitches have had to endure and few of either
group has had the political consciousness to realize
why this is. Bitches have been oppressed by other
women as much if not more than by men and their
hatred for them is usually greater.

Bitches are also uncomfortable around other
women because frequently women are less their
psychological peers than are men. Bitches don’t par-
ticularly like passive people. They are always slight-
Iy afraid they will crush the fragile things. Women
are trained to be passive and have learned to act
that way even when they are not. A Bitch is not
very passive and is 10t comfortable acting that sole.
But she usually does not like to be domincering
either—whether this is from natural distaste at do
nating others or fear of seeming too masculine.
Thus a Bitch can relax and be her natural non-
passive self without worrying about mascerating
someone only in the company of those who are as
strong s she. This is more frequently in the com-
pany of men than of women but those Bitches who
¢ not succumbed totally to selF-hatred are most
comfortable of all only in the company of fellow
Bitches. These are her true peers and the only ones
with whom she does not have to play some sort of
role. Only with other Bitches can a Bitch be truly
fiee.

These moments come rarely. Most of the time
Bitches must remain psychologically isolated, Wom-
en and men are so threatened by them and react so
adversely that Bitches guard their true selves care-
fully. They are suspicious of those few whom they
think they might be able to trust because so often
it tums out to be a sham. But in this loneliness
there is 4 strength and from their isolation and their
bitterness come contributions that other women do
not make. Bitches are among the most unsung of
the unsimg heroes of s society. They are the
pioneers. the vanguard, the spearhead. Whether they
want to be or not this is the role they serve just by
their very being. Many would not choose 1o be the




groundbreakers for the mass of women for whom
they have no sisierly feelings but they cannot avoid
it. Those who violate the limits, extend them; or
se the system 1o break

Bitches were the first women (0 go to college,
the first to break through the Invisible Bar of the
professions, the first social revolutionaries, the first
labor leaders, the first to organize other women.
Because they were not passive beings and acted on
their resentment at being kept down, they dared to
do what other women would not. They took the
flak and the shit that society dishes out to those
who would change it and opened up portions of the
world o women that they would otherwise not
have known. They have lived on the fringes. And
alone or with the support of their sisters they have
changed the world we live in.

By definition Bitches are marginal beings in this
society. They have no proper place and wouldn't
stay in it if they did. They are women but not frue
women. They are human but they are not male.
Some don't even know they are women because
they cannot relate to other women. They may play
the feminine game at times, but they know it
gime they are playing. Their major psychological
oppression is flot 4 belief that they are inferior but
a belief that they are not. Thus, all their lives they
have been told they were freaks. More polite terms
were used, of course, but the message got through
Like most women they were taught to hate them-
selves as well as all women. In different ways and
for different reasons perhaps. but the effect was

Hardy

similar, Internalization of a derogatory self<coricept
always results in a good deal of bitterness and
resentment. This anger is usually cither turned in on
the self-making one an unpleasant person—or on
other women—reinforcing the social clichés about
them. Ouly with political consciousness is it direct-
ed at the source—the social system

The bulk of this Manifesto has been about
Bitches. The remainder will be about BITCH. The
organization does not yet exist and perhaps it never
can. Bitches are so damued independent and they
have learned so well not to trust other women that
it will be difficult for them to learn to cven trust
each other. This is what BITCH must teach them to
do. Bitches have to learn to accept themselves as
Bitches and to give their sisters the support they
need to be creative Bitches. Bitches must learn to
be proud of their strength and proud of themseises.
They must move away from the isolation which has
been their protection and help their younger sisters
avoi perils. They must recognize that women
are often less tolerant of other women than are men
because they have been taught to view all women as
their enemies. And Bitches must form together in a
movement to deal with their problems in a political
manner, They must organize for their own libera-
tion as all women must organize for theirs. We must
be strang, we must be militant, we must be danger-
ous. We must realize that Bitch is Beautiful and that
we have nothing to lose. Nothing whatsoever.
This Manife: written and revised with the
help of several of my sisters, to whom it is dedi-
cated.

0 Was




Woman and Her Mind:

The Story of Everyday Life

by MEREDITH TAX

“This s the First hall of @ longer articie to be published by the New England Free Press, 791 Tremont St., Baston, Massachusets

02118, under the title Woman and Her Mind, The other twa parts of the article deal ith psychological aspects of consumerism,
and of work as it is defined for women, including sex as work, Meredith Tax is 8 member of Bread and Roses, a socialist
ion in Boston, many of whose members contributed 1o the conception and writing of this article.

woren’s liboration organiz

I. The Assaults of Daily Life

Open your hand
Empty? Empty. Here is a hand

To fill it and willing

To bring teacups and roll away headaches
And do whatever you tell it

Will you marry it?

It is guaranteed

To thumb shut your eyes at the end

Ana dissolve of sorrow.

We make new stock from the salt.

Sylvia Plath, “Applicant™

In our society, where competitive individualism and

the cash nexus are the dominant values, men are
raised to see the world as a series of “challenges
They are taught to view everyone as a campetitor
for money, prestige, women, and the rest; and to be
constantly on guard. American men are brought up,
moreover, 1o see these challenges in sexual terms, as
if cach involved their “masculinity,” and to meet
each embryonie threat with the maximum aggressive
response.

They are taught that to be masculine is to be
physically and verbally aggressive, hyper-active sex-
ually, authoritarian in manner, and capable of ab-
stract thought. Being observant of the ordinary de-
gaits_of_daity tife is mot_ considered part of being
masculine. Men are taught to chart the stars in their
courses, but not to notice when someone in the
room has been crying. Or, if they are forced to
notice, to regard it as a threat and act aggressively
or condescendingly or helplessly. Sensitivity.t0-othe
er people’s needs is considered. in_our society. to be
feminime. So is vuinerabifity 10 other people. The
ideal American male. in ferms of the dominant
values of our society. is a competitive machine,
competent. achieving. hard-driving, and soulless,
with & . but no personal life. Fortunately.
most men can't live up to this ideal: but the strain
of trying is considerable

10

sexual it

Further, men are relatively unaware of their
social environment because they don't have to be.
It's not their job. They don’t have to notice the
comparative cost and beauty of various costumes.
They don't have to be tuned in to the nuances of
social behavior so that they can please those whom
it is essential 1o please. They don’t have to listen
for footsteps behind them in the street at night
(though they have to more than they used to). The
passing scene presents no social opportunities to
them which must be seized or forever lost. Men are
taught to, be active, to go and seek what they need;
not to look pretty and wait for it to come into
theic vicinity. Men don't observe each passing cloud
over human refations as if their whole future de-
pended on it

There’s a reason for that: it do Women are
hyper-aware of their surroundings. They have to be.
Walk down a city street without being tuned in and
you're in real danger; our society is one in which
men 1ape, mug, and murdes women whom they
don't even know every day. You'd better keep track
of what car is slowing down, and of who is walking
up behind you.

You must be constantly on the watch for other
reasons. Without this radar, how can you be sure of
taking advantage of your opportunities? The role
you have been given is a passive one; you can't g0
out and promote what you want, but must think
fast and grab it as it flies past. You must be pre-
pared to return the right kind of smile to passing
Prince Charmings. And since your role also includes
being a mediator between the men in your life and
their acquaintances, you must also be perpetually
on guard to smooth out a fight. be conciliatory or
forgiving or cute, and keep unpleasant things from
happening

The sel

onsciousness and consciousness of oth-
ers that is. trained into women is necessary. but it is
also extreme and oppressive. Theres a lot to be said
for being-conscious of other people’s behavior and




needs; and even the self-effacing emotional service-
station aspect of many women’s behavior is prefer-
able to the unconsciousness bred into men. But the
price is high. Since our awareness of others is can-
sidered our duty, our job, the price we pay when
things go wrong is guilt, self-hatred. And things
always go wrong. We respond with apologies; we
continue to apologize long after the event is for-
gotten—and even if it had no causal relation to
anything we did to begin with. If the rain spoils
someone’s picnic, we apologize. We apologize for
taking up space in a room, for living. How willingly
we would suffer to prevent someone else a mo-
ment’s discomfort! This is one of the hardest habits
1o break. And i’s a vicious circle—our self-hating
desiie to preserve men from the consciousness of
the pain they are causing enables them to remain
unaware that they are causing it, and thus o remain
less human  than they could be. If we could only
break out of this circle, stop apologizing and effac-
ing ourselves, and live less tortuously! But of course
there are reasons why this doesn’t happen easily
Men and women are brought up to be like pieces of
a jigsaw puzzle, with pieces carved out of their
selves 50 they can fit into one another in the neu
rotic dependence most of us call love. If you make
yourself whole, where are you going to find a jigsaw
puzzle to fit into?

But those pieces that have been taken out of
our heads! The seff-consciousness we are fiffed with!
It is o painful, so physical. We are taught to feel
that our only asset is our physical presence, that
that is all other people notice about us. The most
minute blemish on 4 total person—a pimple, excess
weight, @ funny nose, larger than average breasts-
can ruin a day, or years, With the agonies of con-
stant awareness of it. The whole world is looking
only at that pimple! These agonies are adolescent
and excessive, if considered from a detached view-
point. It is precisely in adolescence that we become
conscious of how immensely we are impinged on by
the world, how easily it can destroy us, how much
we must have on the ball to survive. It is as we
grow older that we desensitize ourselves and block
out these agonies of consciousness in order (o func-
tion. But we pay the price of false consciousness.
We make ourselves viable by blocking out the
everyday realization of how we liave been emotion-
ally deformed by our socialization, and how conven-
ient_ this deformation is for men, employers, adver-
tisers, and anyone else who wishes to use us. What
damage has been done 10 us as girls-what & sowing

of self-doubt and self-hate that is never completely
harvested, always springing up again. How we have
been denied the opportunity to choose—a self, a
man, a carcer, a life-style—until we become unable
to make choices of the most trivial kind. Ou in-
ability to choose is part of American folklore: the
woman in cartoons who sits dithering in a shoe-
store for hours, unable to decide between two pair
of pumps. When you have been told all of your life
that the right pair of shoes, or the right hair-do, can
determine your whole destiny, it is difficult to
make such decisions casually. Especially if the only
sphere in which you have the scope to make de-
cisions at all is this limited one.

To realize this is just to live with the everyday
knowledge that one has lost an arm. But to block
out this realization is to pay the price of false
consciousness. I is to think that you are miserable
because you have a pimple, rather than because you
have been taught to think of yourself, and always
been treated, as an object for sale, and your market
value (thus your only value) has been temporarily
impaired by the pimple.

First, are you our sort of person.
Do you wear
A glass eye, false teeth or a crutch,
A brace or hook,
Rubber breasts or a rubber croich,
Stitches to show something’s missing? No. No?
Then
How can we give you a thing?
Stop crying.
Sylvia Plath, “Applicant”

We have to face the fact that pieces have been cut
out of us to make us fit into this saciety. We have
10 try 1o imagine what we could have been if we
hadn't been taught from birth that we are stupid,
unable to analyze anything, “intuitive,”" passive,
physically weak, hysterical, overemotional, depend-
ent by nature, incapable of defending ourselves
against any attack, fit only to be the housckeeper,
sex object, and emotional service center for some
man, or men, and children. And that only if we're
lucky—otherwise we must act out a commercial
mockery of

even these roles as someone’s secretary!

We didn't get this way by heredity or by acc
dent. We have been molded into these deformed
postures, pushed into these service jobs, made to
apologize for existing, faught to be unable to do
anything requiring. any strength at all, like opening
doors or bottles. We have been told to be stupid, to
lly. We have had our mental and emotional feet
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bound for thousands of years. And the fact that
some of the pieces that have been cut out of us are
ones we can never replace o reconstruct—an ¢go,
self-confidence, an ability 1o make choices—is the
most difficult of all to deal with.

All of the women I know who have done
things, jumped hurdles, and stepped even a pace
outside of the charmed circle of the bourgeois fam-
ily, have had to face the damage that has been done
to them, and struggle with the rules they have
internalized. To some of us, this process has taken
the form of a “nervous breakdown”; for others, a
fong period of sheer personal horror; to others, a
more drawn-out process of repeatedly sinking under
despair, and rising again. | think that for some of
my generation, caught in the kind of double binds
we have all been caught in, it is impossible to
achieve revolutionary consciousness without some
sort of confrontation with the self. Politically, this
is both a weakness and a strength. It is an asset to
come to political understanding through personal
pain: it makes possible a gut understanding of how
society works as a system dependent on the per-
sonal suffering and deprivation of each of us. Such
understanding is a help in building a revolutionary
movement. Only by realizing what we might have
been, can we imagine how different women in a
post-revolutionary society might be able to be. But
knowing that we cannot achieve this ourselves, that
70 matter how we struggle we are stifl in some part
of ourselves “damaged goods” (to use the appropri-
ate capitalist terminology), that we can see what has
gone wrong within ourselves, and still be unable to
put it permanently right—this is very painful and
discouraging. But it is necessary: it is this realization
that makes it evident that there really are no indi-
vidual solutions to womian’s oppression, no way that
one can float free of our society and its condition-
ing. The pain of it is what makes us search so
urgently for new forms of social organization that
can help us, and others, change and transcend our
limitations. This pain is what makes us realize, in
our everyday lives, that social change is absolutely
necessary. As Lucy Stone put it almost a century
ago: 3
In education, in marriage, in everything, dis-
appointment is the ot of women. It shall be
the business of my life to deepen this disap-
pointment in every woman's heart until she
bows down to it no longer.

The things that mess us up are so built into the
strueture of society that only the most radical of
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social changes—one far more radical in its attack on
the basic institutions of this society that {raps us,
and far more drastic in the changes it effects on
fruman than previous h

a chance of doing the job, of freeing us and freeing
those who will be born out of our lives.

1. Female Schizophrenia

A young woman is walking down a city street.
She is excruciatingly aware of her appearance and
of the reaction to it (imagined or real) of every
person she meets. She walks through a group of
construction workers who are eating lunch in a line
along the pavemient. Her stomach tightens with ter-
ror and revulsion; her face becomes contorted into a
griniace of self-control and fake unawareness; her
walk and carriage become stiff and dehumanized.
No matter what they say to her, it will be unbear-
able. She knows that they will not physically assault
her or hurt her. They will only do so metaphori-
cally. What they will do is impinge on her. They
will demand that her thoughts be focussed on them.
They will use her body with their eyes. They will
evaluate her market price. They will comment on
her defects, or compare them to those of other
passersby, They will make her a participant in their
fantasies without asking if she is willing. They will
make her feel ridiculous, or grofesquely sexual, or
hideously ugly. Above all, they will make her feel
like a thing.

You can say what you like about class and
race. Those differences are real. But in this everyday
scenario, any man on earth, no matter what his
color or class is, has the power to make any woman
who is exposed to him hate herself and her body.
Any man has this power as man, the dominant sex,
1o dehumanize woman, even 1o herself.

No woman can have an autonomous self unaf-
fected by such encounters. Either she remains sensi-
tive and vulnerable to this pain; or she shuts it out,
by saying. “It's only my body they are talking
about. It doesn’t affect me. They know nothing
about me.”* Whatever the process, the solution is a
split between mind and body. between one self and
another. One may hate the body and consider the
mind the real “self.” One may glorify the body. as
4 means of satisfying one’s desires by becoming an
instrument 1o satisfy the desires of others: in this
case the body becomes a thing. and the mind a
puppeteer to manipulate it

Both of these solutions (and most of us get
sucked into one or the other) can be called sehizo-
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phrenic. R. D. Laing defines schizophrenia as a
socil process, in The Politics of Experience:

...no_schizophrenic has been studied whose
disturbed patterns of communication has not
been shown 10 be a reflection of, and reaction
to, the disturbed and disturbing pattern charac-
terizing his or her family of origin ... When
one person comes to be regarded as schizo-
phrenic, it seems that without exception the
experiences and behavior that gets labelled
schizophrenic is a special strategy that a person
invents in order (o live in an unlivable situation,

In The Divided Self, Laing describes the experience

of schizophrenia, the contradictory kind of self-

consciousness that extends to one's very existence,
that is, who is literally not sure he exists:

1. Being aware of himself and knowing that
other people are aware of him are a means of
assuring himself that he exists, and also that
they exist . The need 1o gain a conviction
of his own aliveness and the realness of things
is, therefore, the basic issue in his existence. His
way of seeking to gain such conviction is by
feeling himself to be an object in the real
world; but, since his world is unreal, he must
be an object in the world of someone else, for
objects o other people seem to be real . ...

2, In a world full of danget, to be a potentially
seeable object is o be constantly exposed to
danger. Self-consciousness, then, may be the
apprehensive awareness of oneself as potentially
exposed to danger by the simple fact of being
visible to others. The obvious defense against
such a danger is to make oneself invisible in
one way or another. (Penguin edition, pp.
108-109.)

Let us translate this into the terms of everyday life;
g0 into the mind of a woman who is confined to
her house, who goes out only to shop, to visit other
women, or to chauffeur her kids, and whose only
work, or function, is to take care of a man and
some children. For her the contradiction will pres-
ent itself this way:

“1 am nothing when I am by myself. In myself,
1 am nothing. 1 only know that ! exist because I am
needed by someone who is real, my husband, and
by my children. My husband goes out into the real
world. Other people recognize him as real, and take
him into account. He effects other people and
events. He does things and changes things and they
are different afterwards. | stay in my imaginary
world in this house, doing jobs that | largely invent,
and that no-one cares about but myself. 1 do not

change things. The work 1 do changes nothing; what
1 cook disappears, what I clean one day must be
cleaned again the next. 1 seem to be involved in
some sort of mysterious process rather than actions
that have results.

“The only time that I think I might be real in
myself is when I hear myself screaming or having
hysterics. But it is at these times that I am in the
most danger—of being told that 1 am wrong, or that
P'm really not like what I'm acting like, or that ke
hates me. If he stops loving me, I'm sunk; I won’t
have any purpose in life, or be sure I exist any
more. [ must efface myself in order to avoid this,
and not make any demands on him, or do anything
that might offend him. I feel dead now, but if he
stops loving me | am really dead, because I am
nothing by myself. 1 have to be noticed to know 1
exist.

“But, if I efface myself, how can I be no-
ticed?”

It is a basic contradiction.

Laing explores it further. His language is ex-
treme, since he is describing extreme states; but
they are only heightened versions of what most of
us go through at some point in our fives, or every
day.

As a death ray, consciousness has two main
properties: its power to petrify (to tm to
stone; to turn oneself or the other into things);
and its power to penetrate. Thus, if it is in
these terms that the gaze of others is experi-
enced, there is a constant dread and resentment
at being turned into someone else’s thing, of
being penetrated by him, and a sense of being
in someone else’s power and control. Freedom
then consists in being inaccessible.

To turn people into stone is the ultimate way of
objectifying them. To be able to penetrate them is
to be able to see through them; the slang is an
accurate description of that feeling: *1 can see right
through you" means “You don't fool me; I see
what you're really like.”

We often experience these states as projections
from our own minds onto someone else’s. It is that
soficone who (urns s into stone, makes us objects,
oxen k-tongued and slow of motion. We are
petrified with fear of someone else’s power; some-
one else can see through us, can see what we are
really like under our fragile veneer of mormality.
The person who sees through us has power over us.

In the walkingdown-the-street scenario, our
heroine can experience verbal assault in four differ-
ent ways:
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1) She can turn the construction workers to
stone: “Look at them—what a mechanical response
~they are like puppets. 1 don't have to listen to
them. I can black them right out. | can petrify
them with a look. How dare they speak to me!”

2) She can see right through them: “How rid;
ulous they are, to think they can attract me by
behaving so obnoxiously. They are pathetic and
gross. Probably no one loves them. They can’t fool
me. | know what they are really like, even if they're
trying to act big." She may exchange a look wi
them, nod graciously, or ignore them.

3) Inversely, she can experience these states as
projections onto the group of men:

1) “Look at them staring at me! I'm petrified?
What will they do? I can’t move fast énough to get
away! My hands and feet are so cold. | feel as if
I'm moving through ice water. | will tum into a
block of ice if I don't get away

i) "1 feel as if I'm naked-so ashamed.
They are laughing at me. They are pretending to
think I'm pretty. just so they can make fun of me
They know what I'm really like, that this dress and
makeup are just a fake (o hide my ineptness, terror,
and ugliness. 1 feel like I'm being broken into little
" She will walk miserably by like a dead thing.

These states of mind are heightened, meta-
phoric reflections of the real conditions of a wom-
an’s life in our society. For a woman is either an
object (turned to stone), belonging to some man
and getting her money, status, friends, and very
identity from her association with him-—or else she
is nowhere, disappeared, teetering on the edge of a
void with no work to do and no felt identity at all.

From the earliest age a girl is deprived of a
sense of herself (ego), the sense of having an iden-
tity separate from other people’s evaltiations of her
She is also deprived of a sense of her own compe-
tence, of her ability to do and understand things.

She is told she must be pretty and sweet: she must
be loveable: she mustn't make messes or play rough:
she must perform services for Mommy and Daddy
and be useful. How different this is from the way
boys are socialized—they know they will be loved
even if they make messes, stay out late without
phoning, get dirty. and set like brats. That's what
boys are supposed 1o do: fiave strong, competitive
egos. Whereas girls are taught to see themselves 1
objects rather than subjects (if onfy by being con-
tinually told what they look like. and how impor-
tant it is to have other people like them). They are

taught (o be charming, yet passive. They are faught
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to fail at most activities, o as not to be threatening
or “unfemininie.” They are taught to be of “service™
to others, not to themselves, so that when they
grow up they can be a wife and mother like their
Momimy

Women are stupified, made stupid, by the roles
they are pushed into. Books on educational psychol-
ogy always remark the junior high and high school
years as ones in which the boys “catch up” to the
girls, and begin to surpass them scholastically and
on 1Q tests. It's no accident that these years are the
ones of increased social pressure upon girls to take
up their post-pubescent feminine roles and learn to
live with them. It's not that the boys are grow
smarter; the girls are becoming stupified! Their 1Q’s
—which, it is now recognized, are largely determined
by social pressure and by the subject’s expectations
and sense of his own worth—continue to decline.

But this training in stupidity starés long before
puberty. It starts before the small girl has enough
ego to resist it. A teacher's training course at Bos-
ton University, that a friend of mine is taking,
started with @ snappy lecture on how children learn
to read. The lecturer was a progressive educator; he
believed in teaching people differently, according to
the educational method most apprapriate (o thent.
“Little boys lear by taking things apart; they like
to know how things work. The way to teach them
10 read is to show them an object, like a toy truck,
and teach them the names of its different parts.
They lean best through tactile and mechs
tools. so_ that’s how to teach them kunguage. Little
girls learn best by rote. They learn faster than boys
for this reason. All you have to do is show them
flashcards.™ My friend was enraged: “But don’t you
sce that that's how girls ger this way,” she saids;
“that’s why we're unable to rhink!™ The teacher
admitted that the question might ultimately be one
of socialization rather than nature, but “After all.
you have to teach them the way they learn best, no
matter what the cause is. And it makes your job
cusier—they're easier to teach.™ Less demanding.
And so the eyele is perpetated

nical

This remorseless stifling of a girl's intelligence
and ego, this socialization into a life of service, this
continued undermining of any passibjlity of inde-
pendent e of e prescribed
realm. all constitute a condition one could describe
us female shizophrenia, Mos women suffer from
some form of it at some point in their lives. And
most of them think of it as a “personal problem™
vather than a social disease. That's part of the way




they're trapped this_condition is too wide-
spread and too structurally based to be merely *‘per-
sonal” in origin. Our society could be described as
one which drives women crazy.

Many women are so systematically deprived of
an ego that they must constantly refer (o @ mirror,
to their physical presence, to reassure themselves
that they are actually there, stll in one piece. Wom-
en’s lives are a series of small dramas in which they
play shifting defensive roles. The necessity to do so
is real, for they are under economic necessity, and
often physical constraint as well, to faithfully play
the parts of sister, daughter, wife, mother and lover

Many women see that these are a collection of
roles, but the face behind the shifting masks is

mystery even to themselves. The only constant in
their lives is misery and a never-ending unsureness
of themselyes. A woman must. in order to make it
as a woman, reflect the desires and preconceptions
of every man who has power over her. Otherwise
she is out of a job, out of her parents house, out
of a marriage. with no available slot left to fill
Women have to play at being themselves—that is,
their nice selves, the selves made to order on stand-
ard patterns, “Just be yourself, dear,” we are tofd
as we go off fo the prom. And we wonder, “What
does that mean? What am | expected 0 do?

The greatest women writers, in all ages. have
recorded the effects of such expectations upon their
mind. Charlotte Bronté, a nineteenth-century. fem.
inist as welf us u great novefist of fem
wrote in Shirley:

nine rofes,

Their sisters have no carthly employment
but household work and sewing. no earthly
pleasure but an unprofitable visiting, and no
hope, in all their life to come. of anything
better. This stagnant state of things makes them
decline in health. They are never well. and their
minds and views shrink to wondrous narrow-
ness, The groat wish, the sole aim of every one
of them. is to be married. but the majority will
never mapry: they will die as they now live
They scheme, they plot. they dress (o ensnare
husbands, The gentlemen turn them into ridi-
cule: they don't want them: they hold them
very eheap. They say 1 have heard them say it
with sneering Laighs time the matri-
monisl market s overstocked. Fathers say like.

auny

wise. snd are angry with their daughters when
they ohserve their manoevres they order them
1 stay i home. What do they expeet then to
doat home? 11 you ask, they would amwer.
sew and ook, They expeet them 1o do this,

Brace & World,

and this only, contentedly, regularly, uncom-
plainingly, all their lives long, as if they had no
germ of faculties for anything else—a doctrine
as reasonable to hold as it would be that the
fathers hav faculties but for eating what
their daughters cook or for wearing what they
sew. Could men live so themselves? Would they
not. be very weary? And when there came no
relief to their weariness, but only reproaches at
its slightest manifestation, would not their
weariness ferment in time to frenzy?

A contemporary novelist, Anais Nin, writes of such
things at length in her

aries. The following ex-
rpts are from her Diary, 1931-1934 (Harcourt,
and the Swallow Press, 1966):

They all want to sanctify me, to turn me into
an effigy, a myth. They want to idealize me
and pray to me, use me for consolation, com-
fort, Curse my image, the image of me which
faces me every day with the same over-fineness,
overdelicacy. the pride, the vulnerability which
makes people want to preserve me, freat me
with care. Curse my eyes which are sad, and
deep. and my hands which are delicate, and my
walk which is a glide, my voice which is a
whisper, all that can be used for a poem, and
100 fragile to be raped, violated, used. I am
near death from solitude, near dissolution.

1 have always been tormented by the image of
multiplicity of selves. Some days | call it a
richness, and other days | see it as a disease, a
proliferation as dangerous as cancer. My first
concept of people about me was that all of
them were coordinated into a whole, whereas |
was made up of 3 multitude of selves, of frag-
ments,

There were always. in.me, two women at least,
one woman desperate and bewildered, whofelt
she was drowning, and another who only want-
ed 1o bring beauty. grace, and aliveness to peo-
ple. and who would leap into a scene, as upon
a stage, conceal her true emotions because they
were weaknesses, helplessness, despair. and pre-
sent to the world only a smile. an eagerness,
curiosity. enthusiasm. interest

From the day she learns to understand signals, all a
series of contradictory instructions

wonun hears is
and conflicting de:
look and beliave. She must be sexy and a virgin at
onee. She must be appreciative, yet challenging. She
yet weak, Vulnerable. yet able to
protect herself. Smart enough to get & man. but ot
suart eniough o threaten im, or, rather, smart
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iptions of the way she is to

must be strong.




enovgh to conceal her intelligence and act manipu
latively. Desired by all, but interested only in one
Sophisticated, yet naive at heart. And 50 on down
the line

She is in the position of the little boy Laing
talks about in The Self and Others, whom a police
man saw run around the block ten times. The cop
asked him what he was doing. The boy said,
running away from home, but my father won't let

'

me cross the street.

These contradictory injunctions are, of course,
most acute in the realm of sexual behavior. For the
first. part of their lives, until they leave for college
(if they do), most girls are still inculcated with an
obsolete Puritanism that no longer accurately re-
flects either the social norms nor the necessitics of

the economic structure. When a girl becomes “in-
dependent,” this older, repressive ideology is re
placed by the new, improved, trendy, but equally
manipulative, equally mystified, and equally de-
structive ideology of the “new morality,” in which

Wait! I'm not ready for this one yet, give me at
least @ “few more years: But a book on radica
feminism that does not deal with love? A politica
failure. For love, perhaps even more than childbear-
ing, is the pivot of women’s oppression today. 1
this has frightening implications: Do we want
10 get id of lov
The panic felt at any threat to love is a good
clue 1o its political significance. Another sign that
love is central to any analysis of women or sex
psyehology is its omission from culture itself, its
relegation to “personal life” (Whoever heard of a
professor who was logical in the bedroom?). Yes, it
is portrayed in novels, even metaphysics, but in
these it is described, or better, resreated, not anal-
ed. Love has never been understood, though it

realiz

&
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women are defined as sex objects ever o them-
selves. One of the definitive statements of this ideol-
ogy can be found in Cosmopolitan, June, 1969, It is

an article by a female gynecologist, Barbara Bross,
entitled “How To Love Like a Real Woman.” Dr.
Bross states:

Sexual abstinence in a normally constituted
person s always pathogenic. {Transiation: that
means “getting sick.”] We have been given sex

ns to use them. IF we don't use them, they
decay and cause irreparable damage to body
and mind. This s blunt, firm, indisputable, and
true

Woman is man’s intermediary between him-
self and nature. He considers her as part of
nature

though fie will never say so, but that is
what he feels. Her periods echo the shythm of
nature. Her ability to give birth makes her part
of nature. She is the mother. She is the carth.
She senses where he can only think or ac

Worman s, man does. That is the strength and
weakness of both sexes

Love
by SHULAMITH FIRESTONE

Shulamith Firestone is a founder of the radical feminist movement in New York (Mew York Radical Women, Redstockings, and
currently New York Redical Feminists), editor of Notes, and author of The Dialectic of Sex: The C:
(William Morrow, September, 1970). The following is a chapter from that book, =

ase for Feminist Revolution

v have been fully experienced and the experience
communicated

Women
and Love are underpinnings. Examine them and you
threaten the very structure of culture.

There is reason for the lack of analysi

What were women doing while men created
masterpicees? This tired question so often directed
at feminists deserves more than the obvious reply:
women were barred from cufture, exploited in their
role of mother. Or its reverse: women had no need
for paintings sine they created children (g

Brious).
Sex is tied to culture in much deeper ways than
that, Men were thinking, writing, and creating, be-
cause women were pouring their energy into those
men; women are not creating culture because the
are preoc

upied with love

oo,




That women live for love and men for work is
a truism, Freud was the first to attempt 1o ground
this dichotomy in the individual psyche: the male
child, sexually rejected (the Oedipus Complex) by
the first person in his attention, his mother, “sub-
limates” his “libido™~his reservoir of sexual (life)
energies—into long-term projects, in the hope of
gaining love in a more generalized form: thus he
displaces his need for love into a need for recogni-
tion; the love of one person is transformed into love
by the community. This process does not occur as
much in the female. Most women never stop secking
direct warmth and approval, 3

There is also much truth in the clichés that
“behind every man there is a woman,” and that
“women are the power [read * d the
throne.” (Male) culture was built on the love of
women, and at their expense. The female sacrifices
to culture are too numerous to record: women
provided the substance of those male masterpieces.
For millenia women have done the work, and suf-
feced the costs, of one-way emotional relationships
the benefits of which went to men and to the work
of men. So if women were a parasitical class living
off, and at the margins of, the male economy, the
reverse 100 is true: (Male) culture was (and is)
parasitical, feeding on the emotional strength of
women without reciprocity.

Moreover, we tend to forget that male culture
is not universal, but rather sectarian, presenting only
half the spectrum of life. The very structure of
culture itself is saturated with limitations created by
the sexual polarity, as well as being in every degree
run by, for, and in the interests of, (male) society.
But while the male half is termed all of culture,
men have not forgotten there is a female “emo-
tional” half: they live it on the sly. Their inability
10 take love seriously as a cultural matter is the
result of their battle to reject the female in them-
selves (the Oedipus Complex as we have explained
it). But they can’t do without love altogether. Love
is the underbelly of (male) culture and love is the
weak spot of every man, still bent on proving
virility in that large male world of “travel and
adventure.” Women_have always known how men
need love, and how they deny this need. Perhaps
this explains the peculiar contempt Women so uni-
versally, feel for men (“Men are so dumb"), for they
know their men are only posturing in the outside
world—the way they come home o them every
night tells them so.

O what does love consist? Contrary to popular

opinion, love is not altruistic. The initial attraction
is based on curious admiration (more often today,
envy and resentment) for the self-possession, the
integrated unity, of the other and a wish to become
part of this Self in some way (today, read: intrude
or take over), to become important to that other
equilibrium. The self-containment of the other cre-
ates desire (read: a challenge). Admiration (envy) of
the other becomes a wish to incorporate (possess)
its qualities. A clash of selves follows in which the
individual attempts to fight off the growing hold
over him of the other. Love is the final opening up
10 (read: surrender to the dominion of) the other.
The lover demonstrates to the beloved how he him-
self would fike 1o be treated. (I tried so hard to
make him fall in love with me that I fell in love
with him myself.”) Thus love is the height of self-
the self attempts to enrich itself through
the__absorption_of another being. Love is_being

ically wide-open fo anothier. Tt is a situation of
total emotional vulnerability. Therefore it must be
not only the incorporation of the other, but an
exchange of selves. Anything short of a mutual
exchange will hurt one or the other party.

There is nothing inherently destructive about
this process. A little healthy selfishness would be a
refreshing change. Love between two equals could
be an enrichment, each enlarging himself through
the other: instead of being one, locked in the cell
of himself with only his own experience and view,
he could participate in the existence of another—an
extra window on the world. Thi

temporarily freed from the burden of isolation that
every individual bears.

But none of this is now the case: for every
successful contemporary love experience, for every
short period of enrichment, there are ten destructive
love experiences, postlove “downs” of much longer
duration—often resulting in the destruction of the
individual, or at least an emotional cynicism that
makes it difficult or impossible ever to love again.
Why stould this be so, if it is not actually inherent
in the love process itself?

To talk about love in its destructive guise—and
why it gets that way—we shall again refer to the
work of Theodore Reik. Reik’s concrete observation
brings him closer than many better minds to unde
standing the process of “falling in love.” But he is
off insafar as he confuses love as it exists in our
present society with the love process itself. He notes
that love is a reaction formatior

a cycle of enyy,
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hostility, and possessivi o sees that it is pre-
ceded by dissatisfaction with oneself, 4 yearning for
something better, vreated by o dissepiney between

the ego and the cgovideals that the bliss love pro-

duces is due 1o the resolution of this tension by the

substitution, in place of o

o's own ego-ideal, of the
other; and finally that love fades “because the other

can’t live up to your high ego-ideal any more than

you could; the judgment will

the harsher the
higher are the claims on oneself” Thus in Reik’s
view, love wears dc

) just as it wound up: dissatis-
faction with oneself (wh

ver heard of falling in
love the week one is leaving for Europe?) leads to
astonishment at the other person’s self-containment,
to envy, to hostility, to poss
again through exactly the
love process foday. But why must it be this wa

Many, for example Denis de Rougemont in
Love in the Western World, have tried to draw

a
distinetion between vomantic “falling i love™ (the
alse

Pagan Eros) will ifs *

procity. which dis-
guises a twin narcissism™ und o (unselfish)
love for the other person ws that person really is
(the Christian Agape), De Rougemont falsely attri

butes the morbid passion of Tristan and Tseult (ro

manticism) (0 a vulgarization of ce

mystical
and religious eurrents in Western civilization. / be
li
phenomenon, but one-tat can be obstructed, dis
toreed, or poisoned by an unequal balance of pow:
er. We lave scen that love_demands o mutwal vol
nerability_or its turns destructive: (he. destructive
effects of loye oceur only in 4 context of inequal
ity. But if, as we have see

rather that love i ¢ssentially a imuch simpler

(biological) inequality
always remained a constant, existin

10 varying

rees, then it is understandable that “romantic
fove” would develop. (14 emains for us only 1o

explain why it has steadily increased in Western
countries since the medieval period, which we shall
attempt to do in the following chapter.)

How does the sex class system based on the
nequal power distribution of the biological family
affect fove between the sexes? In discussing Freud.

ianism, we have gone into the psyehic stucturing of

the individhual within the family and how this organ
ization of personality must be diffesent for the male
and the female because of differsnt relationships of
the two sexes 1o the mother. At present e insular

interdependency of 1

wother/child  relationship
forces both male and female children into
about losing the mother's fove, on which they
pend for physi child
learns: that the mother’s love is conditional, to be

ety
de

al survival. When later th
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rewarded the ehild in return for approved behavior
(that is, behavior in line with the mother’s own
walues and personal ego pratification—for she is free
to mold the child “creatively,” however she happens
1o define that), the child’s anxiety turns into des
peration. This, coinciding with the sexual rejection
of the male child by the mother, causes, as we have
scen, # sehizophrenia in the boy between the emo-
tional and the physical, and in the girl. an insecurity
about hier identity in general, creating a tremendous
need for approval. (Later her lover replaces her father
(15 “superego”)-she sees everything through  his
eyes-us the grantor of identity.) Here originates the
hunger for love that later sends the child szarching
in one person after the other for a state of ego
socurity. But because of the early rejection, to the
degree that it occurred, the male will be terrified of
committing himself, of “opening up” and then be-
ing smashed. How this affects his sexuality we have
son: to the degree that the woman is fike his
mother. the incest taboo operates to restrain his
total sexual/emotional commitment; for him to feel
safely the kind of total response he first felt for his
mother, which was rejected, he must degrade this
woman so as to distinguish her from the mother,
This beliavior reproduced on a larger scale explains
many cultural phenomena, including perhaps the
ideal loye-worship of chivalric times, the forerunner

of modern romanti

m

Romantic ideali
least on the pa

tion s partially responsible, at
of men, for a peculiar character-
istic of “falling” in love: the change takes place in
the lover almost independently of the character of
the love object. (We have all noticed how people we
seally think a lot of fall in love With utter creeps.)
Occasionally the lover, thought beside limsalf, sees
with another rational part of his faculties that, ob-
jectively speaking, the one he loves isn't worth all
this blind devotion. But he is helpless to act on this,

slave 1o love.” More often he fools himself en-
tirely. But others can see what s happening (“How
on earth he could love her is beyond me!™). Such
idealization occurs much less frequently on the part
of wonien, 45 s bome out in Reik’s clinical prac-
tice. A man must idealize one woman over the rest
in order to justify his de

ent 10 a lower caste
Women have no such reason to idealize men-in

fact, when on

e's ife depends on one’s ability to
psyeh™ men out, such idealization may actually be
dar

wrous—(hough a fear of male power in general
may carry over infto relationships with individual
men. But though women know o be inauthentic
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this male “falling in love,”
or another, require proof of it before they can
allow themselves 1o love (genuinely, in their case) in
return. This idealization process
equalizt the two partics, a minimum precondition
for the development of (an uncorrupted) fove—for
we have scen that love requires a mutual vulrera-
bility that is impossible to achieve in an unequal
power situation. Thus “falling in love™ is no more
than the process of alteration of male vision—
through  idealization, mystification,  glorification—
that renders void the woman's class inferiority.

all woren. in one way

However, the woman knows that this idealiza-
tion, which she works so hard to produce, i a lie,
and that it is only a matter of time before he “sees
through er.” Her fife is a hell, vacillating between
that all-consuming need for male love and approval
to raise her from her (class) subjection, to persistent
feelings of inauthenticity when she does achieve his
fove. Thus her whole identity hangs in the balance
of her love life. She is allowed to love herself only
if & man finds her worthy of love

But if we could eliminate the unequal (thus
political) context of love between the sexes, would
we not have some degree of idealization remaining
in the fove process itself? I think so. For the pro-
cess oceurs in the same manner whoever the love
choice: the lover “opens up” to the other. Because
of this fusion of egos, in which each sees and cares
about the other as a new self, the beauty/character
of the beloved, perhaps hidden 1o outsiders under
layers of defenses, is revealed, “I wonder what she
sees in him,” then, means ot only, “She is a fool,
blinded with romanticism,” but, “Her love has lent
her X-ray vision. Perhaps we are missing something.”
(Note that this phrase is most commonly used
about women; the equivalent phrase about men's
slavery to love is more often something like, *She
has him wrapped around fer finger,” she has b
“snowed” that he s the lst one to see through
her) Increased sensitivity to the real (if hidden)
values in the other, however, is not “blindness” or
“idealization™ but is, in fact, deeper vision. It is
only the false idealization we have described sbove
that is responsible for the destruction. Thus it is not
the process of love itself that is at fault, but its
political, i.e, unequal power context: the who,
why, when and where of it is what makes it now
such a holocast.

But absiractions about love are only one more
symptom of its diseased state. (As one female pa-
tient of Reik so astutely put it, “Men take fove
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either too seriously or not seriously enough.
look at it more concretely, as we now experience it
in its comupted form. Once again we shall quote
from the Reikian Confessional. For if Reik's work
has any value, it is where he might least suspect,
i., in his trivial (feminine) urge to “gossip.” Here
he s, justifying himself (one supposes his Superego
is troubling him)

A hasbeen like myself must always be some-
where and working on something, Why should I
not occupy myself with those small questions
that are not often posed and yet perhaps can
be answered? The “petites questions” have a
legitimate place beside the great and funda-
mental problems of psychoanalysis.

1t takes moral courage ta write about certain
things, as for example about & game that little
s play in the intervals between classes. Is
such a theme really worthy of a serious psycho~
analyst who has passed is 77th year? (Italics
mine.)

And he reminds himself:
But in psychoanalysis there are no unimportant
thoughts; there are only thoughts that pretend
10 be unimportant in order not to be told

Thus he rationalizes what in fact may be the only
valuble contribution of his work. Here are his pa-
tients of both sexes speaking for themselves about
their Tove lives:
WOMEN:
No man can love a gl the way a girl loves a
man.
1 can go a long time without sex, but not
without love.
Later on he cafled me a sweet girl.. . T didn’t
answer ... what could T say? ... but T knew 1
was ot a sweet girl at all and that he sees me
as someone I'm not.
10s like H)0 instead of water
1 sometimes think that all men are sex-craz
and sex-starved. All they can think about when
they are with a girl is going to bed with her.
Have I nothing to offer this man but this body?
I took off my dress and my bra and stretched
myself out on his bed and waited. For an
instant 1 thought of myself as an animal of
crifice on the altar.

1 don't understand the feelings of men. My
husband has me. Why does he need other wom-
en? What have they got that [ haven'c got?
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Believe me, if all wives whose husbands had
affairs left them, we would only have divorced
women in this country.

After my husband had quite a few affairs, I
flirted with the fantasy of taking a lover. Why
not? What's a sauce for the gander is a sauce

for the goose . ... But § was stupid a5 a goose.
1 didn't have it in me to have an extramarital
affair.

I asked several people whether men also some-
times cry. themselves to sleep. | don't believe it

MEN (for further illustration, see Screw):
It's not true that only the external appearance
of a woman matters. The underwear is also
important
It’s not difficult to make it with a girl. What’s
difficult is to make an end of it.
The gil asked me whether I cared for her
mind. | was tempted to answer I cared more
for her behind.
Perhaps it’s necessary to fool the woman and to
pretend you love her. But why should I fool
mysell
“Are you going already?”" she said when she
opened her eyes. It was a bedroom cliché
whether 1 left after an hour or after two days.
When she is sick, she turns me off. But when
I'm sick she feels sorry for me and is more
affectionate than usual.

It is not enough for my wife that I have to
hear her talking all the time—biah, blah, blah.
She also expects me to hear what she is saying.

Simone de Beauvoir said it: “The word loye has
by no means the same sense for both sexes, and this
is one cause of the serious misunderstandings which
divide them.” Above, I have illustrated the tradi-
tional differences between men and women con-
cerning love that come up so frequently in parlor
discussions of the double standard, where it is gen-
erally agreed that: women are monogamous, better
at loving, possessive, “clinging,” more interested in
(highly involved) “relationships™ than in sex per se,
and that they confuse affection with sexual desire.
That men are interested in nothing but a screw
(Wham, bam, thank you Mam!), or else romanticize
the woman ridiculously; that once sure of her, they
becorte notorious philanderers, never satisfied; that
they mistake sex for emotion. All this bears out
what we have discussed—the different psychical or-
ganizations of the (w0 sexes, originating in the rela-
tionship to the mother.
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1 draw three conclusions based on the
ences:

1) That men can’t love. (This is so consistent
and undeniable that many women believe it to be
some inherent congenital deficiency [male hor-
mones?]. Thus they put up with an emotional in-
validism in men that they would find unacceptable
in a woman.)

2) That women’s “clinging” behavior is neces-
sitated by their objective social situation.

3) That this situation has not changed signifi-

cantly from what it ever was.
1. We have seen why it is that men have difficulty
loving and that while men may love, they usually
“falf in Jove”—with their own projected image. Most
often they are pounding down a woman’s door one
day, and thoroughly disillusioned with her the next;
but it is rare for women to leave men, and then it is
usually for more than ample reason

It is dangerous to sympathize with one’s op-
pressor, and women are especially prone o this
failing—but I am tempted to do it in this
Being unable to love is hell. This is the w
proceeds: as soon as the man feels any pressure
from the other partaer to commit himself, he pani
and may react in one of several ways

1) He may rush out and serew ten othes wom-
en to prove that the first woman has no hold
over him. If she accepts this, he may continue to
see her on this basis. The other women veri

¢ differ-

el

y it

s

his.

(false) freedom; periodic arguments about them
keep his panic at bay. But the women are a paper
tiger, for nothing very deep could be happening
with them anyway: he is balancing them against

each other so that none of them can get much of
him. Many smart women, recognizing this to be
only a safety valve on their man’s anxiety, give him
“a long leash.” For the real issue under all the
fights about other women is that the man is unable
to commit himself.

2) He may consistently exhibit unpredictable
behavior, standing her up frequently. being indefi-
nite about the next date, telling her that “my work
comes first,” or offering a variety of other excuses
That is, though he senses her anxiety, he refuses to
reassure her in any way, or even 10 recognize her
anxiety as legitimate. For he needs her anxic
steady reminder that he is still free, that the door is
not entirely closed.

3) When he is forced into (an uneasy) commit-
ment, he makes her pay for it: by ogling other
women in her presence, by reminding her in front
of friends that she is his **ball and chain.” by calling




her @ “nag, a “bitch,” etc., or by sugeesting that if
he were only a bachelor he would be a lot better
off. His ambivalence about women’s “inferiority

comes out: by being commitied to one, he has
somehow made the hated female identification,
which he now must repeatedly deny if he is to
maintain his self-respect in the (male) community
This steady derogation is not entirely put on: for in
lot better,
he has missed something-and,

1 suddenly does look a

fict every other g
he can't help feeli
nuturally, his woman is to blame. For he has never
given up the search for the “ideal”: she has forced
him to resign from it. He will prabubly die feeling
cheated, never realizing that there isn't much dif-
ference between one woman and the other, that it

is the loving that creaes the difference.

There are many variations of straining a1 the
bit. Many men go from one casual thing to another.
getting out every time it begins (o get hot. And yet
to live without fove in the end proves intolerable to
men just as it does to wom
remains for_every normal m how.do I
get someane o love me without her demanding
equal commitiient i rerari?

an

2. Women's “clinging” behavior is required by the
objective social situation. The Temale response to
such a situation of male hysteria at any prospect of
mmitment was the development of subtle
methods of 1
mitment as could be forced from men. Over the
tegies have been devised, tested, and

much com-

nipulation, (o for

centuries s
passed on from mother to daughter in secret tte--
tétes, passed around at “kaffec Klatches™ (“1 n
understand what it is women spend so much time
talking: about!™), or,
phone. These are not trivial gossip sessions at all (as
women prefer men to beli
for survival. More real brill
onie-hour coed tefephone dialogue about men than
se stud
ale political ma

ver

recent times, via the tele-

ve). but desperate strat

gies

goes into one

f coll

into that same caed’s four yeu

for that matter, than into most 1
neuvers. 1t is no wonder, then, that cven women
without “family obligations” alwa

arrive ex-

hausted at the starting line of any serious endeavor
(“To be in love ean be a full-time job for a woman
like that of a profession for a man.”) It
major energy for the best portion of one’s
years to “make a good catch
the rest of one’s life to “hold™ that cateh. Women

*and a good part of

who choose to drop out of this race are choosing a
life without fove. something that, s we have seen,

most men don't have the courage 10 do

But unfortunately The Manhunt is characterized
by an emotional urgency beyond this simple desire
for retum commitment. It is compounded by the
very reality that produced the male inability to
love. In a male-run society that defines women as
an inferior and parasitical class, o woman who does
not achieve male approval in some form is doomed.
To legitimate her an individual must be
mare 1 nually search for
an out from her inferior class definition. But men
are the only ones in a position to bestow on her
this state of grace. (Thus the pecuiar situation that
women niever object to the insulting of women as @

stency

n woman; she must con

class, as long as they individually are excepted. The

worst insult for a woman is that she is “just like a

woman,” i, no better; the highest compliment
thiat she has the beains, talent, digaity, or strength
. In fact, like every other oppressed person,
she herself participates in the insulting of other
women, hoping thereby to make it obvious that she
is above their behavior. Thus women are set against
each other [“divide and conquer™], the “other
believing that the wife is a “bitch” who
“doesn’t understand him,” and the wife believin
at the other woman s 4n “opportunist” who is
advantige™ of him—whife the culprit himsef(
sueaks away free.) But because the woman is rarely
allowed to realize herself through activity in the
larger (male) society—and when she s, she is seldom
granted the recognition she deserves—it becomes
easier 10 try for the recognition of one man than of
many. And in fact this is exactly the choice most
women make. Thus once more the phenomenon of
love, good in itself, is distorted by a given political
situation: women need fove not_only for healthy
reasons but actually (o validate their existence:

In addition, the continued cconomic_depend-
ence of women makes a situation of healthy love
between equals impossible. Women today still live
under a system of patronage. With few exceptions,
they have the choice, not of either freedom and
marriage, but of being cither public or private prop-
erty. Women who merge with a member of the
least hope that some of his
privilege will, so to speak, rub off. But women
without men are in the same Situation 83 orphans:
they are a helpless sub-class lacking the protection
of the powerful. This is the antithesis of freedom
when ey are stll unfavorably defined by a class
sit for now they ar¢ in a situation of mag-
nified vulnerability. To pasti
tion by choosing one’s maiter often gives the illu-
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sion of free choice; but in reality a woman is never
free to choose love without external motivations.
For her at the present time, the two things, love
and status, must remain inextricably intertwined.

Now assuming that a woman does not lose sight
of these fundamental factors of her condition when
she loves, she will never be able to love gratuitously,
but only in exchange for security:

1) the emotional security which, we have seen,
she is justified in demanding.

2) the emotional identity which she should be
able to find through work and recognition. but
which she is denied—thus farcing her to seek hec
definition vicariously through a man

3) the economic class security that, in this so-
ciety, is attached to her ability to “hook” a man.

Two of these three demands are invalid in
terms of love itself, but are imposed on it, weighing
it down.

Thus in their precarious (political) situation,
women can't afford the luxury of spontaneous love.
It is much 100 dangerous. The love and approval of
men is allimportant. To love thoughtlessly before
one has ensuted reton commitment would endanger
that approval. Here is Reik:

It finally became clear during psychoanalysis
that the patient was afraid that if she should
show a man she loved him, he would consider
her inferior and leave her.

For once she plunges in emotionally, she will be
helpless to play the necessary games: her love would
come first, demanding expression. To pretend a
coolness she does not feel, ther, would be too
painful, and further, it would be pointless: she
would be cutting off her nose to spite her face, for
freedom to love is what she was aiming for. But in
order to guarantee such a commitment, she must
restrain her emotions, she must play games. For, as
we have seen, men do not commit themselves to
cqual openness and vulnerability until they are
forced to.

How does she then go about forcing this com-
mitment from the other person? One of her most
patent weapans is sex—she can wark him up to @
state of physical torment in a variety of ways: by
denying his need, by teasing it, by giving and taking
back, through jealousy, etc. A woman under anal-
ysis wonders why:

There are few women who never ask themselves
on certain occasions “How hard should 1 make
it Tor a man?" 1 think no man is troubled with
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questions of this kind. He perhaps asks himself
only, “When will she give in?”
Men are right when they complain that women lack
discrimination, that they seldom love a man for his
individual wants but rather for what he has to offer
(his class), that they are calculating, that they use
sex to gain other ends, etc. For in fact women are
in no position to love freely. If a woman is lucky
enough to find “a decent guy” to love her and
support her, she is doing well-and usually will be
grateful enough to return his love. About the only
discrimination women are able fo cxercise is. the
choice between the men who have chosen them, or
a playing off of one male, one power, against the
other. But provoking a man’s interest, and snaring
his commitment once he has expressed that interest,
is not free choice

Now what happens after she has finally hooked
her man, after he has fallen in love with her and
will do anything? She has a new set of problems.
Now she can release the vise, open her net, and
examine what she has caught. Usually she is dis-
appointed. It is nothing she would have bothered
with were she a man. It is usually way below her
level. (Check this out sometime: Talk 10 a few of
those mousy wives.) “He may be a poor thing, but
at least U've got a man of my own” is usually more
the way she feels. But at least now she can drop her
act. For the first time it is safe to love—now she
must try like hell to catch up to him emotionally,
to really mean what she has pretended all along.
Often she is troubled by worries that he will find
her out; she feels like an impostor; she is haunted
by fears that he doesn’t love the “real” her—and
usually she is right. (“She wanted to marry a man
with whom she could be as bitchy as she really i

This is just about when she discovers that love
and marriage mean a different thing for a male than
they do for her. Though men in general believe
women in general 10 be inferior, every man has
reserved 3 special place in bis mind for the one
woman he will elevate above the rest by virtue of
association with himself. Until now the woman, out
in the cold, begged for his approval, dying to clam-
ber onto this clean well-lighted place. But once
there, she realizes that she was elevated above other
women not in recognition of her real value but
only because she matched nicely his store-bought
pedestal. Probably i doesn't cven know who she is
(if indeed by this time she herself knows). He has
let her in not because he genuinely Toved her, but

[(eontinued on page 25)
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(continued from page 22)

only because she played so well into his precon-
ceived fantasies. Though she knew his love to be
false, since she herself engineered it, she can’t help
feeling contempt for him. But she is afraid, at first,
1o reveal her true self, for then perhaps even that
false love would go. And finally she understands
that for him, too, marriage had all kinds of motiva-
tions that had nothing to do with love. She was
merely the one closest to his fantasy image: she has
been named most versatile actress for the multi-role
of Alter Ego. Mother of My Children, Housekeeper,
Cook, Companion, in his play. She has been bought
to fill an empty space in his life; but her life is
nothing.

So that she has not saved herself from being

like other women. She is lifted out of that class
anly because she now is an appendage of a member
of the master class; and he cannot associate with
her unless he raises her status, But she has not been
freed, she has been promoted to “house nigger,” she
has been elevated only to be used in a different
way. She feels cheated. She fas gotten not fove and
recognition, but possessorship and control. This is
when she is transformed from Blushing Bride to
Bitch, a change that no matter how universal and
predictable, still feaves the individual husband per-
plexed. (“You're not the girl I married.”)
3. The situation of women has not changed sig-
nificantly from what it ever was. For the past fifty
years women have been in a double bind about
love: under the guise of a “sexual revolution,” pre-
sumed to have oceurred (“Oh, 'mon Baby, where
have you been? Haven't you heard of the sexual
revolution?”), women have been persuaded to shed
their armor. The modern woman is in horror of
being thought @ bitch, where her grandmother ex-
pected that to happen as the natural course of
things. Men, foo, in her grandmother’s time, ex-
pected that any self-respecting woman would Keep
them waiting, would play all the right games
out shame: a woman who did not guard her own
interests in this way was not respected. It was out
in the open.

But the thetoric of the sexual revolution, if it
brought 1o improvements for women, proved to
have great value for men. By convincing women
that the usual female games and demands were
despicable, unfair, prudish, old-fashioned, puri-
tanical, and self.destructive, a new reservoir of avail-
able females was created 1o expand the tight supply
of sexual goods available for traditional exploita-
tion, disarming women of even the lttle protection

they had so painfully acquired. Women today dare
not make the old demands for fear of having a
whole new vocabulary, designed just for this pur-
pose, hurled at them: “fucked up,” “ballbreaker,”
“cockteaser, e ;

‘a real drag” “a bad trip,” etc—to
be a “groovy chick” is the ideal. Even now many
women know what’s up and avoid the trap, pre-
ferring to be called names rather than be cheated of
the little they can hope for from men (for it is still
true that even the hippest males want an “old lady”
who is relatively unused). But more and more wom-
en are sucked into the trap, only to find out too
late, and bitterly, that the traditional female games
had & point; they are shocked to catch themselves
at’ thirty complaining in a vocabulary dangerously
close to the old I've-been-used-men-are-wolves-
they're-all-bastards variety. Eventually they are
forced to swallow the old-wives® truth: a fair and
generous woman is (at best) respected, but seldom
loved. Here is a description, stll valid today, of the
“emancipated” woman—in this case a Greenwich
Village artist of the thirties—from Mosquitoes, an
early Faulkner novel:

She had always had trouble with her men .
Sooner or later they always ran out on her .
Men she recognized as having potentialitis all
passed through a violent but temporary period
of interest which ceased as abruptly as it began,
without leaving even the lingering threads of
mutually remembered incidence, like those brief
thunderstorms of August that threaten and dis-
salve for no apparent reason without producing
any rain.

At times she speculated with almost mas-
culine detachment on the reason for this. She
always tried to keep their relationships on the
plane which the men themselves seemed to
profer—certainly no woman would, and few
women could, demand less of their men than
she did. She never made asbitrary demands on
their time, never caused them to wait for her
nor to see her home at inconvenient hours,
neyer made them fetch and carry for her; she
fed them and flattered herself that she was a
good listener. And yet-She thought of the
women she knew; how all of them had at least
one obviously entranced male; she thought of
the wormen she Had observed; ow they seemed
to acquire a man at will, and if he failed to
stay acquired, how. readily they replaced him.

Women of high ideals who believed emancipation
possible, women who tried desperately to rid them-
selves of feminine “hangups,” to cultivate what they
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believed to be the greater directness, honesty
generosity of men, were badly fooled. They found
that no one appreciated their intelligent conyersa-
tion, their high aspirations, their great sacrifices to
avoid developing the personalities of their mothers
For mich as men were glad to enjoy their wit, their
style, their sex, and their candlelight suppers, they
always ended up marrying The Bitch, and then, to
top it all off, came back to complain of what a
horror she was. “Emancipated” women found out
that the honesty, generosity, and camaraderic of
men was a lie men were all too glad (o use them
and then sell them out, in the name of frue friend-
ship. (*1 respect and like you a great deal, but let’s
be reasonable . ., and then there are the men who
take her out (o discuss Simone de Beauvoir, leaving
their wives at home with the diapers) “Emanci-
pated” women found out that men were far from
“good @iys” to be emulated: they found out that
by imitating male sexual patterns (the roving eye,
the search for the ideal, the emphasis on physical
attraction, etc.). they were not only not achieving
liberation, they were falling into something much
worse than what they bad given up. They were
imitating. And they had innoculated themselves
with @ sickness that had not even sprung from their
own psyches. They found that their new “cool” was
shallow and meaningless, that their emotions were
drying up behind it, that they were aging and be
coming decadent: they feared they were losing their
ability to love. They had gained nothing by imi-
tating men: shallowness and callowness, and they
were not so good at it either, because somewhere
inside it still went against the grain

Thus women who had decided not to marry
because they were wise enough to look around and
see where it Jed found that it was marty or nothing
men gave their commitment only for a price: share
(shoulder) his fife, stand on his pedestal, become his
appendage. or else, Or else—be consigned forever to
that limbo of “chicks” who mean nothing or at
least not what mother meant. Be the “other wom-
an” for the rest af one's life, used to provoke his
wife, prove his virility and/or independence, dis-
cussed by his friends as his latest “interesting” con-
quest. (For even if she had given up those terms
and what they stood for, no one else had.) Yes,
fove means an entirely different thing 10 men than
1o women: it means ownership and control: it
means jealou:
when she might have wanted him 1o (who ca
she is broke or raped until she officially belongs to
him: then he is a faging dynamo, @ veritable
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where he never exhibited it before

s il

clone, because his property, his ego extension, have
been threatened); it means a growing lack of inter-
est, coupled with 2 roving eye. Who needs it?

Sadly, women do. Here are Reik’s patients once
more

She sometimes has delusions of not being per-
secuted by men anymore. Af those times of her
nonpersecution mania she is very depressed.

And:

All men are selfish, brutal and inconsiderate—
and I wish | could find one

We have seen how a woman needs love, first, for its
natoral enriching function, and second, for social
and economic reasons which have nothing to do
with love, To deny her need is to put herself an
extra-vulnverable spot socially and economically, as
well as to destroy her emotional equilibrium, which,
unlike most men’s, is basically healthy. Are men
worth that? Decidedly no. Most women feel that to
do such tailspins for a man would be to add insult
1o injury. They go on as before, making the best of
4 bad situation. IF it gets 00 bad, they head for a
(male) shrink

A young woman patient was once asked during
a psychoanalytic consultation Whether she pre-
ferred to see 8 man or woman psychoanalyst
Without the slightest hesitation she said, “A
woman psychoanalyst because | am too eager
for the approval of a man."

And yet it is 1970, and some of us are deter-
mined 10 put an end 10 this. Our healthiest instincts
lead into a blind alley: the choice between self-
destruction or self-destruction. We ask only to be
allowed 1o love freely. But our. love is turned
against us. is used as @ weapon to keep us down and
in our “place.” isolating us from cach other to keep
us from gaining political strength: because we have
truly loved our oppressor. we have come o partic
pate gladly in our oppression. to beg for more. We
have forgiven the grossest damage to ourselves, all in
the name of LOVE. But that love itself is poisoned
love. It has been determined by the male sickness
the natural animal need for affectionate physical
contact has been channeled into a (boring) sexual
gymnastics-a phony passion its only outlet. We
have fad enough

And yet we are in a dilemma: none of the
several choices open (0 us is withoul penalty. (Note
that the price of freedom is still on the heads of the
oppressed rather than the oppressor.)



1) we can emulate men in cutting off our emo-
tions, an awful way to live;

2) we can return to the traditional female
games, playing them with a yet unequalled venge-
ance to compensate for this latest male trick—the
“sexual revolution”—but then we will be back
where we started, damaging ourselves to avoid a
worse damage by our enemies, using the negative
strengths of the oppressed rather than taking the
law into our own hands;

3) we can join the Search For the Mirage—the
man willing o give up his male privilege (not “heing
a man” in our society has its own price)-expecting
a big run of competition should we ever find him;

4) we can attempt to form total relationships
with women: but this solution presents a whole new
set of problems, for we wouid have to undo the

i of our ites. Also,
as we have seen, lesbianism at the presént time must
be an aberration of heterosexuality, one with its
own dynamic of dominance/submission. Male/female
patierns would be recreated in our ranks, thus seri-
ously weakeriing our movement;

5) we could learn to masturbate without guilt
~temporarily sacrificing a social physical fove al-
together—but this is a price few of us are willing to
pay.

None of these are solutions. For at least several
more years, until we have a movement strong
enough to force change (when he goes 1o that
“other woman.” she will be with us), we will have
10 accommodate burselves as best we can 10 Which-
ever of these (inadequate) adjustments each of us
can best live with—putting our energy into raising
conisciousness about the issues, destruction of the
institutions which have created the problem, and,
finally, the revolutionary reconstruction of Society
in a way that will allow love to function naturally
(Goyfully) as an exchange of emotional riches be-
tween equals, rather than in ts present perversion:
agent of destruction.

Photo: Michael Hardy



The Politics of Housework

by PAT MAINARDI

Pat Mainardi is a member of Redstockings. She has spoken frequently for People to Abolish Abortion Laws and has been
assox

ciated with Women Artists in Revolution (WAR), a f

feminist. caucus which has recently split from the Art Worker's

Coalition (for the usual reasons). But, Pay says, “my. primary identity is housewife.""

Though women do not complain of the power
of hushands, each complains of her own hus-
band, or of the husbands of her friends. It is
the same in all other cases of servitude; at least
in the commencement of the emancipatory
movement. The serfs did not at first complain
of the power of the lords, but only of their
tyranny.
—John Stuart Mill,
On the Subjection of Women

Liberated women-very different from Women's Lib-
eration! The first signals all kinds of goodies, to
warm the hearts (not to mention other parts) of the
most radical men. The other signals~HOUSEWORK.
The first brings sex without marriage, sex before
marriage, cozy housekeeping arrangements (“I'm liv-
ng with this chick”) and the self-content of know-
ing that you're not the kind of man who wants a
doormat instead of a woman. That will come later.
After all, who wants that old commaodity anymore,
the Standard American Housewife, all husband,
home and kids. The New Commadity, the Liberated
Woman, has sex a lot and has 4 Career, preferably
something that can be fitted in with the household
chores-like dancing, pottery, or painting

On the other hand is Women’s Liberation—and
housework. What? You siy this is all trivial? Wor
derful! That's what | thought. It seemed perfectly
reasonable. We both had careers, both had to work
a couple of days a week (o earn enough 1o live on,
sa why shouldn’t we share the housework? So |
suggested it to my mate and he

areed-most men
are 100 hip to turn you down flat. You're right, he
said. 18s only fair

Then an interesting thiny

happened. I can only
plain it by stating that we women have been
brainwashed more than even we can imagine. Prob-
ably too many years of seeing television women
ecstasy over their shiny waxed floors or breukin

ex

down over their dirty shirt collars. Men have no
such conditioning. They recognize the essential fact
of housework right from the very beginning. Which

is that it s
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Here's my list of dirty chores: buying groceries,
carting them home and punting them away: cooking
meals and washing dishes and pots; doing the laun-
dry, digging out the place when things get out of
control; washing Moors. The list could go on but the
sheer necessities are bad enough. All of us have to
do these things. or get someone else to do them for
us. The longer my husband contemplated these
chores, the more repulsed he became, and so pro-
ceeded the change from the normally sweet consid-
erate Dr. Jekyll into the crafty Mr. Hyde who
would stop at nothing to avoid the horrors of-
housework. As he felt himself backed into a corner
laden with dirty dishes, brooms, mops and reeking
garbage, his front teeth grew longer and pointier, his
ngernails haggled and his eyes grew wild. House-
work trivial? Not on your life! Just try to share the
burden

So ensued a dialogue that’s been going on for
several years. Here are some of the high points:

@ *“I don’t mind sharing the housework, but |
don't do it very well. We shoutd each do the things
we're best at.” MEANING: Unfortunately I'm no
good at things like washing dishes or cooking. What
1 do best s a little light carpentry, changing light
bulbs, moving furniture (how often do you move
furniture?) ALSO MEANING: Historically the lower
asses (black men and us) have had hundreds of
years experience doing menial jobs. It would be a
waste of n

anpower o train someone else to do
them now. ALSO MEANING: | don't like the dull
stupid boring jobs. so you should do them.

@ I don't mind sharing the work, but you'll
have to show me how to do it.” MEANING: I ask a
lot of questions and you'll have to show me every-
thing every time | do it because | don’t remember
50 good. Also don’t try to sit down and read while
I'M doing my jobs bec:

ise I'm going to annoy hell
ot of you until it's casies to do them yourself

® “We used to be so happy!™ (Said whenever
it was his turn 10 do something.) MEANING: I used
10 be 50 happy. MEANINC

Life without house-




work is bliss. No quarrel here. Perfect Agreement

® “We have different standards, and why
should | have to work to your standards? That's
unfair.” MEANING: If 1 begin to get bugged by the
dirt and crap I will say, “This place sure is a sty or
“How can anyone live like this?” and wait for your
reaction. I know that all women have a sore called
“Guilt over a messy house™ or “Household work is
ultimately my responsibility.” | know that men
have caused that sore—if anyone visits and the place
is a sty, they're not going to leave and say, “He
sure is @ lousy housekeeper.” You'll take the rap
any case. | can outwait you. ALSO MEANING: |
can provoke innumerable scenes over the housework
issue. Eventually doing all the housework yourself
will be less painful to you than trying to get me to
do half. Or I'll suggest we get a maid. She will do
my share of the work. You will do yours. It's
women’s work.

@ “I've got nothing against sharing the house-
work, but you can't make me do it on your sched-
ule."” MEANING: Passive resistance. Il do it when |
damned well please, if at all. If my job is doing
dishes, it's easier t0 do them once a week. If taking
out laundry, once a month. If washing the floors,
once 3 year. If you don't Jike it, do it yourself
oftener. and then | won't do it at all

® I hate it more than you. You don't mind it
so much.” MEANING: Housework is garbage work
1t's the worst crap I've ever done. It's degrading and
humiliating for someone of my intelligence to do it.
But for someone of your intelligence

® “Housework is too trivial to even talk
about.” MEANING: It's even more trivial to do
Housework is beneath my status. My purpose in life
is 1o deal with matters of significance. Yours is to
deal with matters of insignificance: You should do
the housework.

@ “This problem of housework is not a man-
woman problem. In any relationship between two
people one is going 1o have a stronger personality
and dominate. MEANING: That stronger personality
had better be me.

@ “In animal societies, wolves, for example,
the top animal is usually a male even where he is
not chosen for brute strength but on the basis of
cunning and intelligence. [sn't that interesting?"
MEANING:  have historical, psychofogicaf, anthro-
pological and biological justification for keeping you
down. How can you ask the top wolf to be equal?

@ “Women's Liberation isn’t really a political
movement.” MEANING: The Revolution is coming

too close to home. ALSO MEANING: 1 am only
interested in how | am oppressed, not how 1 p-
press others. Therefore the war, the draft and the
university are political. Women's Liberation is not

@ Man's accomplishments have always de-
pended on getting help from other people, mostly
women. What great man would have accomplished
what he did if he had to do his own housework'
MEANING: Oppression is built into the system and
1, as the White American male, receive the benefits
of this system. I don’t want to give them up.

Participatory democracy begins at home. If you
are planning to implement your politics, there are
certain things to remember

1. He is feeling it more than you. He's losing
some leisure and you're gaining it. The measure 6f
your oppression is his resistan

2. A great many American men are not accus-
tomed to doing monotonous repetitive work which
never issues in any lasting, let alone important,
achievement. This is why they would rather repair a
cabinet than wash dishes. If human endeavors are
like a pyramid with man’s highest achievements at
the top, then keeping oneself alive is at the bottom.
Men have always had servants (us) to take care of

is bottom strata of life while they have confined

their efforts to the rarefied upper regions. It is thus
ironic when they ask of women-where are your
great painters, statesmen, etc. Mme Matisse ran a
millinery shop so he could paint. Mrs. Martin Lu-
ther King kept his house and raised his babies

3. It is 4 traumatizing experience for someone
who has always thought of himself as being against
any oppression or exploitation of one human being
by another to realize that in his daily life he has
been accepting and implementing (and benefit
from) this exploitation; that his rationalizatio
fittle different from that of the racist who says
“Black people don't feel pain™ (women don’t mind
doing the shitwork); and that the oldes
oppression in history has been the oppression of
50% of the population by the uther 507

4. Arm yourself with some, knowle

o of

of the

psychiology of oppressed peoples everywhere, and 4

few facts about the animal Kingdom. | admit play
ing top wolf” or who runs the gorilfas is sifly but as
4 last resort men bring it up all the time. Talk
about bees, If you feel really hostile bring up the
sex life of spiders. They have sex. She bites off his
head.
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The psychology of oppressed peoples is not
silly. Jews, immigrants, black men and all women
have employed the same psychological mechanisis
to survive: admising the oppressor, glorifying the
oppressor, wanting to be like the oppressor, wanting
the oppressor to like them, mostly because the
oppressor held all the power.

5. In a sense, all men everywhere are slightly
schizoid—divorced from the reality of maintaining
life. This makes it easier for them to play games
with it. It is almost a cliché that women feel greater
grief at sending a son off to a war or losing him to

changes but it goes on. Don't fall for any fine about
the death of everything if men take a tumn at the
dishes. They will imply that you are holding back
the Revolution (their Revolution), But you are ad-
vancing it (your Revolution).

7. Keep checking up. Periodically consider
who's actually doing the jobs. These things have a
way of backsliding so that a year later once again
the woman is doing everything. Affer a year make a
of jobs the man has rarely if ever done. You
will find cleaning pots, toilets, refrigerators and ov-
ens high on the list. Use time sheets if necessary. He

1. The lowest job in the army, used as punishment
is.a) working 9-5 b) kitchen duty (K.P).

2. When a man lives with his family, his a) father
b) mother does his housework.

3. When he lives with a woman, a) he b) she does
the housework.

4. ) His son b) His dailghter leams preschool how
much fun it is to iron daddy’s handkerchief.

5. From the New York Times, 9/21/69: “Former
Greek Official George Mylonas pays the penalty for
differing with the ruling junta in Athens by per-
forming household chores on the island of Amorgos
where he lives in forced exile” (with hilarious photo
of a miserable Mylonas carrying his own water).
What the Times means is that he ought fo have
a) indoor plumbing b) a maid.

6. Dr. Spock said (Redbook, 3/69) “Biologically

LITTLE POLITICS OF
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and temperamentally I believe, women were made
to be concerned first and foremaost with child care,
husband care, and home care.” Think about a who
made us b) why? c)what is. the effect on their lives
d)what is the effect on our lives?

7. From Time, 1/5/70, “Like their American
counterparts, many housing project housewives are
said to suffer from neurosis. And for the first fime
in Japanese history, many young husbands today
complain of being henpecked. Their wives are be-
ginning fo demand detailed explanations when they
don't come home straight from work and some
Japanese males nowadays are even compelled o do
housework.” According to Time, women become
neurotic ) when they are forced to do the wain-
tenance work for the male caste all day every day
of their lives or b)when they no longer want o do
the maintenance work for the male caste all day
every day of their lives.

that war because they bore him, suckled him, and
raised him. The men who foment those wars did
none of those things and have a more superficial
estimate of the worth of human life. One hour a
day is a low estimate of the amount of time one
has to spend “keeping” oneself. By foisting this off
on others, man has seven hours a week—one work-
ing day more 10 play with his mind and not his
human needs. Over the course of generations it is
easy to see whence evolved the horrifying abstrac-
tions of modern fife.

6. With the death of each form of oppression,
life changes and new forms evolve. English aristo-
crats at the tuen of the century were horrified at
the idea of enfranchising working men—were sure
that it signalled the death of civilization and a
return to barbarism. Some workingmen were even
deceived by this line. Similarly with the minimum
wage, abolition of slavery, and female suffrage. Life
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will accuse you of being petty. He is above that sort
of thing (housework). Bear in mind what the worst
jobs are, namely the ones that have to be done
every day or several times a day. Also the ones that
are dirty~it’s more pleasant to pick up books, news-
papers, etc., than to wash dishes. Alternate the bad
jobs. It's the daily grind that gets you down. Also
make sare that you don't have the responsibility for
the housework with occasional help from him. “I'll
cook dinner for you tonight” implies it’s really your
job and it hie a nice guy to do some of it for
you,

8. Most men had a rich and rewarding bachelor
life during which they did not starve or become
encrusted with crud o buried under the litter. There
is a taboo that says women mustn't strain them-
selves in the presence of men-we haul around
50 Ibs of groceries if we have to but aren’t allowed
there is someone around to do it




for us. The reverse side of the coin is that men
aren't supposed 10 be able to take care of them-
selves without a woman. Both are excuses for mak-

ing women do the housework

9. Beware of the double whammy. He won't

do the little things he always did because you're

now a “Liberated Woman,” right? Of course he
won't do anything else either

1 was just finishing this when my husband came
in and asked what I was doing. Writing a paper on
housework. Housework? he said, Housework? Oh
my god how trivial can you get, A paper on house-
wark,

A Female Junkie Speaks
Interview by LUCILLE IVERSON

Susan, the girl speaking here, has been a drug-user and junkie off and an for about ten years; she has recently joined Women's

Liberation.

No one can be liberated alone

To come home and be all alone, man, | can't take
that

1 was turned on by an article in the Village
Voice by Vivian Gornick, and a few days after that
1 ran into a friend who told me about a conscious-
ising group forming,

In the group | talked about the great resent-
ment 1 felt toward my ofder brother who had a
preferred status in our family. As the first son he
had to be bought for the priesthood with gold-no
just paper money, but real gold. His Bar Mitzvah
was @ great event, but nothing was done to cele-
brate the maturity of my sister and L. No one ever

ness-

expected anything of us

I resented having to play up to men, and |
never could play the boy-girl game well. 1 abways
felt bad that | couldn’t get along with men by
making them feel good and putting myself down. It
was a great relief to know that this was not a fault,
but a strength,

Yesterday in a doctor’s office where we were
all waiting to get prescription drugs, | told some
prostitutes about Women's Liberation. They were
really interested. They have how
men have to be flattered. It's a lie they have to tell
to get along.

1 felt so good after going 1o the group that |

nown it all alon

cut dawn on drugs—from two or three times a day
to two or three times a week. | felt a release-
buoyant. Before, | hardly related to anyone. But in
the group you get a lot of love and attention—-you
feel jmportant, you matter.

When 1 went to a clinic, I was told that they
have so little success with women addicts—far less
than with men~that they almost believe it’s physio-
logical. But I don't' think so. I's because wom-
en have nothing important to do, nothing interest-
—so why clean up?

I have a job, but I'm still a junkie, My first
habit was acquired in 1965. 1 have kicked several
times. | could kick again, but 1 need help. But 'm
against using methodone as a substitute. 1Us harder
to kick the methodone habit than it is to kick junk.
And I can’t da it slone-at night, to come home and
be alone, man, | can't take that.

1 told my group 1 was still a junkie and they
seemed o resent it. 1 was feeling good about Wom-
en’s Lib, feeling loved and close, but when J told
them that, some of them were down on me. But I
keep going back.

1t would be great if Women’s Liberation went
into places like Daytop and Phoenix House to get
the women together; it could be a whole new ap-
proach o the treatment of female junkies. We could
ising” group.

use a “consciousness




Il THEORIES

OF RADICAL FEMINISM:

Radical Feminism
by TI-GRACE ATKINSON

Ti-Grace Atkinson, a past president of the New York chapter of National Organization of Wormen (NOW), left to form October

17, which Iater became The Feminists. She was one of the first to clearly articulate  rad
In the remaining parts, the political notions of elass, class system, function, and institution are

tWo parts of a seven-part essay.

analyzed as revealed through the analysis of the class of women.

Almanina Barbour, a black militant woman in Phi
delphia, once pointed out 1o me: “The women's
movement is the first in history with a war on and
110 enemy."” | winced. It was an obvious criticism. |
fumbled about in my mind for an answer: surely
the enemy must have been defined at some time.
Otherwise, what had we been shooting at for the
2 Only two re-

Iast couple of years? Into the
sponses camte to me, although in looking for those
1wo I realized that it was a question carefully avoid-
ed. The first and by far the most frequent answer
was “society.” The second, infrequently and always
furtively, was * ociety” is the enemy,
what could that mean? If women are being op:
over to be doing

en.” If

pressed, there’s only one group lef
the oppressing: men. Then why call them “socie-
n the “institutions™ that

ty"™? Could “society™ me:
oppress women? But institutions must be main-
tained, and the same question arises: by whom? The

answer to “who is the enemy?" is so obvious that
“why has it

the interesting issue quickly becomes
been avoided?” The master might tolerate tuany
reforms in slavery but none that would threaten his
essential role as master. Women have known this,
and since “men” and “Society” wre in effect syn-
onymous, they have feared confronting him. With
out this and a detailed understanding
of what Ais battle strategy has been fhat has kept us
so successfully pinned down, fhe “Wwomen's move
ment” is worse than useless: [t invites backlash

from men, and no progress for women
There bas never been a feuinist analysis. While
discontent among women and the attempt (0 re-
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ical feminist position. These are the first

solve this discontent have often implied that Women
form a_class, 1o pofitical or causaf class analysis has
followed. To rephrase my last point, the persecution
of women has never been taken as the starting point
for a political analysis of society

Considering that the last massing of discontent
among women continued some 70 years
(1850-1920) and spread throughout the world and
that the recent accumulation of grievances began
some three years ago here in America, the lack of a
structural understanding of the problem is at first
sight incomprehensible. 1t is the understanding of
the reasons for this devastating omission and of the

implications of the problem that forces one to *rad-
ical feminism.™

Women who have tried to solve their problems
as 4 class have proposed not solutions but dilemmas.
The traditional feminists want equal rights for wom-
en with men. But on what grounds? If women serve
a different function from men in society, wouldn't
this necessarily affect women's “rights™ For ex-
ample. do ol women have the “right” not 10 bear
children? Traditional feminism is caught in the di-
lemma of demanding equal treatment for unequal
functions, because it is unwilling to challenge polit-
ical (functional) elassification by sex. Radical worn-
en, on the other hand. grasp that women as a group

somehow fit into a political analysis of society. but
1

err in refusing 1o explore the significance of the fa
that women form a clgss. the uniqueness of this
class. and the implications of this description to the
system of palitical classes. Botl traditional Geminists
evaded questioning uny

and radical women iy



part of their raison d’étre: Women are a class, and
the terms that make up that initial assumption must
be examined.

The feminist dilemma is that it is as women—or
“females”—that women are persecuted, just as it
was as slaves—or “blacks”—that slaves were perse-
cuted in America: in order to improve their condi-
tion, those individuals who are today defined as
women must eradicate their own definition. Women
must, in a sense, commit suicide, and the journcy
from womanhood to a society of individuals is haz-
ardous. The feminist dilemma is that we have the
most to do, and the least to do it with; we must
create, as no other group in history has been forced
to do, from the very beginning.

The “battle of the sexes” is a commonplace,
both over time and distance. But it is an inaccurate
description of what has been happening. A “battle™
implies some balance of powers, whereas when one
side suffers all the losses, such as in raids (often
referred 10 as the “rape” of an area), that is called a
massacre. Women have been massacred as human
beings over history, and this destiny is entailed by
their definition. As women begin massing together,
they take the first step from being massacred to
engaging in battle (resistance) and, hopefully, even-
tually to negotiations—in the very far future—and
peace.

When any person or group of persons is being
mistreated or, to continue our metaphor, is being
attacked, there is a succession of responses or inves-
tigations

1. depending on the severity of the attack

(short of an attack on life), the victim deter-
mines how much damage was done and what
it was done with;
. where is the atlack coming from? —from
whom? —located where?
3. how can you win the immediate battle?
~defensive measures? ~holding actions?
4. why did he attack you?
5. how can you win (end) the war? —offensive
measures —moving Within his boundaries.

These first five questions are necessary but should
be considered diplomatic maneuvers. They have
never been answered by the socalled “women’s
movement.” and for this reason | think one cannot
properly call that movement “political™: it could
not have had any direction refevant to women as a
class.

If diplomacy fails, that is, if your enemy re-
fuses to stop attacking you, you must force him to

stop. This requires a strategy, and this strategy re-

quires a map of the relevant landscape, including

such basic information as:

. who is the enemy?

2. where is he located?

3.is he getting outside support? —material?
—manpower? —from whom?

. where are his forces massed?

. what's the best ammunition to knock them

out?

what weapons is he using?

How can you counteract them?

what is your plan of attack on him (o force

diplomatic negotiations? —progsam of action

(including priorities) —techniques.

1 am using some military terminology, and this may

seem incongruous. But why should it? We accept

the phrase “battle of the sexes.” It is the proposal

that women fight back that seems incongruous; it

was necessary to program women's psychic structure

to non-resistance on their own behalf—for obvious

reasons: they make up over half the population of

the world,

Without & programmatic analysis, the “women’s
movement™ has been as if running blindly in the
general direction of where they guess the last missile
that just hit them was based. For the first two years
of the last organizing, I was very active in this
running-blind approach. Its true that we were at-
tacking evils, but why those particular evils? Were
the central issues in the persecution of wom-
en? There was no map so | couldn’t be sure, but I
could see no reason to believe that we knew what
the key issues were, much less that we were hitting
them. It became increasingly clear to me that we
were incorporating many of our external problems
(e.g.. power hierarchies) into our own movement,
and in understanding this and beginning o ask
myself some of the obvious questions I've listed
above, | came to the conclusion that at this time

IS

@

the most radical action that any woman or group of
women could take was a feminist analysis. The
implications of such an analysis is a greater threat
to the opposition 10 human rights for women than
all the actions and threatened actions put together
up until this time by women.

With this introduction (o the significance of a
feminist analysis. { will outfine what we have so far

As | mentioned before, the raison d’étre of all
groups formed around the problem of women is
that women 4re @ class. What is meant by that?
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What is meant by “women” and what is meant by
“class™ Does “women™ include all women? Some
groups have been driven back from the position of
all women to some proposed “‘special™ class such as
“poor” women and eventually concentrated more
on economic class than sexual class. But if we're
interested in women and how women qua women
are oppressed, this class must include all women.
What separates out a particular individual from
other individuals as a “woman™? We recognize it’s a
sexual separation and that this separation has two
aspects, “sociological” and “biological.” The term
for the sociological function is “woman™ (wif-man);
the term for the biological function is “female” (to
suckle); both terms are descriptive of functions in
the interests of someone other than the possessor.

And what is meant by “class™? We've already
covered the meaning as the characteristic by Which
certain individuals are grouped together. In the
women's movement” or “feminism,” individuals
group together to act on behalf of women as a class
in opposition to the class enemies of women. It is
the interaction between classes that defines political
action. For this reason I call the feminist analysis a
causal class analysis.

We have established that women are a political
class characterized by a sexual function. It is clear
that women, at the present time at any rate, have
the capacity 1o bear children. But the question
arises: “How did this biological classification be-
come a political classification? How or why did this
elaborate superstructure of coercion develop on top
of a capacity (which normally implies choice)?”

It is generally agreed that women were the first
political class. (Children do not properly constitute
a political class since the relevant characteristic of
its members is unstable for any given member by
definition.) “Political™ classes are usually defined as
classes treated by other classes in some special man-
ner distinct from the way other classes are treated.
What is frequently omitted is that “political”® classes
are artificial; they define persons with certain capac-
ities by that capacity, changing the contingént to
the necessary, thereby appropriating the capacity of
an individual as a function of society. Definition of
“political class”: individuals grouped together by
other individuals as a function of the grouping in-
dividuals, depriving the grouped individuals of their
human status. A “function™ of society cannot be a
free individual—exercising the minimum human
rights of physical integrity and freedom of move-
ment.
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If women were the first political class and polit-
ical classes must be defined by individuals outside
that class, who defined them, and why, and how? It
is reasonable to assume that at some period in
history the population was politically undifferenti-
ated; let’s call that mass “Mankind” (generic). The
first dichotomous division of this mass is said to
have been on the grounds of sex: male and female.
But the genitals per se would be no more grounds
for the human race to be divided in two than skin
color or height or hair color. The genitals, in con-
nection with a particular activity, have the capacity
for the initiation of the reproductive process. But, |
submit, it was because one half the human race
bears the burden of the reproductive process and
because man, the “rational” animal, had the wit to
take advantage of that, that the childbearers, or the
“beasts of burden,” were corralled into a political
class: equivocating the biologically contingent bur-
den into a political (or necessary) penalty, thereby
modifying those individuals’ definition from the
human to the functional, or animal.

There is no justification for using any individual
as a function of others. Didn’t all members of
saciety have the right to decide if they even wanted
to reproduce? Because one half of humanity was
and still is forced to bear the burden of reproduc-
tion at the will of the other half, the first pofitical
class is defined not by its sex—sexuality was only
relevant originally as a means to reproduction—but
by the function of being the container of the tepro-
ductive process. |

Because women have been taughit to believe
that men have protective feelings towards women
(men have protective feelings towards their func-
tions (propecty), #0¢ other human beings!), we
women are shocked by these discoveries and ask
ourselves why men took and continue to take ad-
vantage of us. Some people say that men are natu-
rally, or biologically, aggressive. But this leaves us at
an impasse. If the values of society are. power ori-
ented, there is no chance that men would agree to
be medicated into an humane state. The other alter-
native that has been suggested is to eliminate men
as biologically incapable of humane relationships
and therefore a menace to society. I can sympathize
with the frustration and rage that leads 1o this
suggestion, but the proposal as I understand it is
that men constitute a social disease, and that by
“men” is meant those individuals with certain typi-
cal genital characteristics. These genital characteris-
tics are held to determine the organism in every






