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(Differences between Radical Feminists and Women S o c i a l i s t s )  

I t  is n o t  unnatural o r  coiccidental  t h a t  the  main fccus of a t t ack  i x  
the l i t e r a t u r e ,  discussions and analyses of Women's Liberation have 
been anti-male. I t  is within a male-dominated soc ie ty ,  economy, 
cu l tu re ,  r e l i g i o n ,  e t h i c ,  education and family t h a t  women's oppression 
is expressed. 

I t  i s  na tura l  t h a t  such male oppressive act ion produces a balancing 
female react ion.  The reac t ion  was long i n  cominn - t o o  long, mavbe, 
f o r  the  oppression extends f a r  back i n t o  t h e  mists of s o c i e t a l  o r i g i n s  
and covers and crosses many na t iona l  b a r r i e r s ,  p o l i t i c a l  s t r u c t u r e s  
and economic frameworks. The most b l a t a n t  s i m i l a r i t y  throughout 
h i s to ry ,  everywhere, i s  t h e  d i r e c t  oppression of women by men. Women's 
Liberation came a f t e r  such a legacy and brought with it an exc i t ing ,  
new ethos of trust, mutual consolation, s is terhood,  personal  confidence, 
and a re leas ing  of tensions,  f e a r s ,  s e c r e t s ,  inh ib i t ions  and r o l e s .  
This was bound t o  arouse i n  many female b reas t s  t h e  pent-up, suppressed, 
of ten h i t h e r t o  subconscious resentments, rage,  b i t t e r n e s s ,  and agcression 
which such soul-searching was now laying bare.  

The new and wonderful a b i l i t y  t o  immediately r e l a t e  t o  one's s i s t e r  
was of tremendous importance and still  is. To break through the  hideous 
a r t i f i c i a l  b a r r i e r s  created BETUEEN woman was an achievement. I t  should 
have meant, and did of ten  mean, an improved, deeper, more s a t i s f y i n g  
re la t ionsh ip  with mile acquaintances. However, it of ten  a l s o  meant a 
widening of the  already present  s o c i a l  and emotional gap i n  understand- 
ing and rapport  between the  sexes. So, a s  women began t o  more f u l l y  
appreciate  and understand t h e i r  female oppression, they a l s o  of tea  
began t o  analyse preconceived, establ ished re la t ionsh ips  with men. Areas 
where they were taken f o r  granted, conditioned, s t ruc tured ,  manipulated, 
black-mailed and/or merely misunderstood now came i n d e r  s e r i o u s ,  &.ill- 
engine review. 

Man was exposed as  a naked aggressor - which he i s  - and the  s t ruggle  
raged f i o m  there.  

But i s  THAT the l e v e l  from which the  s t ruggle  should rae;e? POLITICALLY, 
what form should the  s t ruggle  take? 

Marxists - or  whatever one c a l l s  them - bel ieve t h a t  men a r e  t h e  
AGGRESSORS, but  t h a t  the  REAL OPPRESSOR i s  t h e  dominant c l a s s  - i n  our  
soc ie ty ,  CAPITALISM. That it is c a p i t a l i s t  soc ie ty  which uses sexism 
as  it does racism, e t c .  t o  divide soc ie ty  and manipulate it. Male 
chauvinism has a long c u l t u r a l  and h i s t o r i c a l  h e r i t a ~ e  of serving and 
a s s i s t i n g  the ru l ing  c l a s s .  Capitalism is no exception. 



What it b o i l s  down t o ,  then ,  is - t h a t  u n t i l  we have a soc ie ty  where 
no c l a s s  r u l e s  another (e.g. social ism) pmblems l i k e  male chauvinism, 
racism, e t c .  w i l l  p e r s i s t .  Thus, some sec t ions  of Women's Liberat ion,  
many comrmnists, and members of  o ther  l e f t  groups, be l ieve  t h a t  Women's 
Liberat ion should be d i r e c t l y  involved i n  c l a s s  s t r u ~ g l e ,  max-xist 
a n a l y s i s  and revolut ionary s t r a t e  gy..... c e r t a i n l y  be involved a l s o  
on important,  immedidte demands l i k e  c h i l d  ca re ,  wage j u s t i c e ,  abort ion 
reform, e t c . ,  bu t  keeping i n  mind r e a l  c h a l l e n ~ e s  t o  c a p i t a l i s t  mor- 
a l i t y ,  t h e  family and t h e  c l a s s  system. 

Women m m i s t s ,  I f e e l ,  must, if they be l ieve  t h a t  complete wanen's 
l i b e r a t i o n  can only be t r u l y  achieved by social ism,  a l l y  themselves 
with t h e i r  b ro thers  a l s o ,  because, u l t imate ly ,  t h e i r  i n t e r e s t s  a m  
common ones and no form of soc ip ty  is worth s t ruggl ing  f o r  without 
un i ty  of purpose and i n t e r e s t s  - without love,  understandinp, compassion 
and t r u s t .  Men s u f f e r  a l s o ,  without these. Men a l s o  a r e  oppressed 
under capi tal ism.  

Radical feminism cf ten  r e c o m i s e s  t h e  mutual opvression of  t h e  sexes 
and r i g h t l y  po in t s  o u t  t h e  more e x p l i c i t ,  wider, deeper oppression 
o f  women, usua l ly  SPECIFICALLY ON THE BASIS OF SEX, and NOT, i n  t h e  
case of  men, on t h e  b a s i s  of t h e i r  re la t ionsh ip  t o  t h e  means of 
p r d u c t i o n .  

However, i n  at tempting t o  a l l e v i a t e  and comect  t h e  i n j u s t i c e s  perpet- 
uated on women, feminists  can i s o l a t e  t h e i r  s t r u r q l e  from t h e  c l a s s  
s t ruggle .  Their  s t r u g g l e  is o f t e n  personalised ( i . e .  a s t r u g ~ l e  
between p e r s o n a l i t i e s )  and t h e  b a s i c  confrontat ion of t h e  manipulative 
powers of c a p i t a l i s t  soc ie ty  a r e  overlooked. True - we do have t o  
chal lenge men, a s  such, t o  make them s e e  how they a r e  conditioned 
j u s t  a s  we a r e ,  bu t  we must be c a r e f u l  o f  our  t a c t i c s .  Not ALL men 
a r e  aga ins t  us, and many of  those t h a t  a r e ,  mightn't  be ,  given help 
and time. Those men who don' t  want t o  know, f o r  whom we cannot wait  - 
LEAVE them, s i s t e r s ,  they may catch up i f  w e  don ' t  a t t a c k  them. 

Women's Liberat ion is giving women a value f o r  themselves, a s  l eaders ,  
speakers ,  th inkers ,  w r i t e m ,  doers ,  workers, without being r e l i a n t  
on men. To ensure our  i n t e g r i t y  and humanness and c a p a b i l i t i e s ,  we 
need each o ther .  

Those who say they  don ' t  need men ( lesb ians ,  e t c . )  should have our  
respec t  and a f f e c t i o n ,  but  t h i s  is not  t r u e  of  a l l  of u s ,  and t h e  
d i f fe rences  must be  recognised and accepted. 

Female chauvinism is a s  narrow and harmful a s  any o t h e r  fomn of 
e l i t i s m .  I t  is  important f o r  men marxists t o  recognise t h e  d i f fe rence  
between genuine, deserved c r i t i c i s m s  of  male chauvinism (and t o  make 
detemnined e f f o r t s  t o  combat it within themselves a s  well  a s  t h e i r  
fe l lows)  and o u t r i g h t  anti-male a t t a c k  - a s  t h e  fomner is of ten  g l i b l y  
and s u p e r f i c i a l l y  taken t o  be. 



Female chauvinism is the  close assoc ia te  of those women who f e a r  men, 
who ha te  men, who mi s t ru s t  o r  cannot confide in  men. who think men 
a r e  crude, rough, boorish s tup id ,  who f e e l  s e l f  conscious o r  embarr- 
assed with men. 

Radical feminism can over-react t o  t h i s  syndrome hy almost reversing 
the r o l e s ,  by apmess ive ly  a s se r t i ng  complete indifference t o ,  and 
irrelevance of re la t ionsh ips  with men and/or maintaining a s t ruqgle  
f o r  women's l i be r a t i on  which a l i ena t e s  many would-be male converts 
and supporters. 

The Women's Liberation umbrella is a wide one, and should be ah le  t o  
embrace a l l  a t t i t u d e s  re f lec ted  in  the  movement. 

The VERY revolut ionary idea ls  of many r ad i ca l  feminists  a r e  important 
f o r  t h e  movement and they have much t o  o f f e r  i n  t a c t i c s  of confron- 
t a t i o n ,  ana lys i s ,  challenge and conditioning. 

Those who base themselves on marxism may a l s o  a s s i s t  t he  movement by 
promoting an understanding of t he  need f o r  uni ty i n  s t rugc le  of a l l  
oppressed, c l a s s  a l l i ance  and s o c i a l i s t  perspect ive.  


