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My dear Antonella,

e here have been told that same of the wemen in Lotta femminista believe that
Resa did not have the right or in any case should not have signed the baok
POWER OF WOMEN. 1 was saddened to hear that becesuse it sc misunderstands the
relationship of the movement to individuals who do particuler pieces of work.
I'm writing to you about this because ws know each other from befaore the
formation of Lotta Femminista and would be friends if sven we ware not in
addition comradss of the same movement and the same political tendency within
that movement. So we are able mors to unders&and sach other.

There has never been a bapk uritten, not even fMerx's CAPITAL (and most
espacially Marx's CAPITAL!) which didnot owe its revVolutionary idees to the masg
movement either in e public organised form or in that day~to-day massive
wormlike action by which the exploited subvert capitalist dominatien. The
individual is fortunate indeed who can even for a moment in time be the
sounding board of any of these vibrations. POUER OF WOMEN is a cass in point.
without a women's wovement, it could npt have been written. The ideas
represent the digestion of ths body of literature end practice of the movement
seen from a point of view already in skeletal form in A WOMAN'S PLACE but
enriched by as study of ifarx.

I was there ths first evening in Padova when Rosa read her first draft of what
became "Women and the SubverSion of the Community”™. We were sbout 12 woman.
0f those, only Rosa, Pia and I are in the feminist movement. You wers at the
second meeting (and I remember seeing Carolina for the first time there ton)
vhere the document.wax distributed in duplicsted form. From that meeting

came Lotta Femminista.

That dodument represents s great many yesrs of thought and the pnlitical
experience of thfis werking class in Italy, the United States, Britein and the
West Indies. It was not written by Lotta Femminista. It was the specific
act which laid the basis for Lotta Femminista to come ibto existencs.

I feel that if ths book were not a success, there would not be complaints about
who signed it. But it is a success, interrZionally and that is pne reason

why this kind of discussion is even raised. Often behind disputes of this

kind are hidden ideas and impulses which for a variaty of reasons people don't
want to or are yet unable to express. It's impertent alupy8, mx it seems to
me, for these to emerge sp they cen be treated on their merit. In eother words,
a dispute af this kind is an effect,not a causs of ill-fesling.

You may remembar in ths @scond expanded Introduction bo the edition in Britain,
I wrote the following abput A WOMAN'S PLACE. “Though it bears my name, I was
merely a vehicle for expressing what women, houssewives and factory workers,
falt and knew..." But I felt and knsu these things too, and I urote them down,
my neighbours did not. Should they complain that my name is on it? I don't
think thay'd mind. They didn't then, and that was because they were glad it
was written. (Also it is sb simple and eo direct that pecple do not fesl
threatened by it.)

I am myself more worried about what I heard in North America, from good people

who mesnt no harm. They belisved the book came out of the extra-parliamentary
left in Italy, npt from women internstionally end their mavement. (I've haard
the same in Englend.) They seem net to understand the provincialism, racism

and sexism which permeates the extra-parlismentary left everpwhere in Europe,= J

and do not distinguish us from them. This to me is a much mere serious questio




than whose name appsars on what book.

There is finally the question which Silvia told me is being discussed by some
women in Lotta Femminista: the question of anyeone signing any articles mr
er books. It sesms some people fesl that this helps to obliterate pouwer
relations within a feminist kmmk group. In my view, the qusstion of pousr
relations in any political group is such a desp mmm and irswkkwm insolubls
one under capitalism that, aside from the many advanteges of individuals
8igning articles and books and also of its necessity (after all, we don't
all asgres and will never all agres) , to popse the question in this way
reduces the zEuk contradiction of power relstions to a popularity context.
In that way it prevents the rsal difficulties from being seriously tackled.
There is now being widely read in the women's mpvement in the US and
Britain a pamphlst galled "The Tyranny of Strycturelessnesa" by Jo Freeman.
It begins the discussion of houw refusing tq?gsetﬁal&XKleaders doss not
result in not having leadsrs. To pose it wors succinctly: those of us

who reject the Leninist Yanguard Party, wvhat do ws put inits place? Since
I think this is one of the mo&t difficult questions the Feminist end all
other working class movements hesgto face, I don't think there are facile
answers. It cannet bs helpful to poss it as a facile question.

Power to the sisters,
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Circa la questiome delle firme dei materialiprodotti dalle compagne , ab=
biamo gid divulgato un documento ciclio stilato durante il cogrdinamento
di ottobre a Padova.

Sulle specifica questione del libro "Potere femninile e sovversione SoO=
ciale" riportiamo una parte della letvera di Selma James ad una compagna
di Ferrara in quanto il punto di vista espresso da Selma pud dare un con=
sribut.o alla chiarificazione di simili questi.oni.

20 Staverton Road
London N W 2
24 October I973

Qui ci & stato detto che alcune donne di L.F. credono che Rosa mon abbia
il diritto,o0 in ogni caso non avrebbe dovuto firmare il libro POTERE
FEMVMINILE. Sono rimasta sbalordita nel sentire questo,perché cit equivoca
i rapporti del movimento con le persone che fanno specifici lavorie

Non c'® mai stato un libro scritto,neppure I1 Capitale di Marx(e proprio
soprattutto I1 Capitale di Marxz) che mon sia debitore per le sue idee ri=
woluzionarie 2l movimento di massa,sia nella sua forma pubblica organiz=
zata,sia in quellfezione sovversiva condotta giormo per giorno,con cuil

10 sfruttato sovverte il dominio capitalistico.E' davvero fortunato 1'in=
dividuo che pud,anche per un momento nel tempo,essere la punta di scan=
daglio di elcure di questc vibrazioni.Potere Ferminile & il ca&so in que=
stione.Senza il movimento delle donne,mon avrebbe potuto essere scritto.
Tiidea rappresenta l'assimilazione nel corpo,della letteratura e pratica
del movimento,considerato da un punto di vista glia esistente in forma
scheletrica ne ™WII posto della donna'yma arricchito da uno studio di Marx

Ero 1i la prima sem a Padova quando Rosa lesse la -=3 prima stesura di
cio che divenne "Potere Femminile".Eraweamo circa dodici donne.Di queste
solo Rosa,Pia ed io siamo mel movimento femminista.Tu cleri alla seconda
riunione (e ricordo di aver wisto Carolna per la prima volta) quando il
documento fu distritwito in forma ciclostilata.Da quella riunione prese
wvita Lotta Femminista.

Quel documento rappresenta un grosso lavoro di anni di pensiero e di es=
perienza politica della classe operaia in Italia,negli Stati Uniti,Gran
Bretagna e Indie Occidentali.lon & stato scritto da Lotta Femminista.

B! stato il documento specifico che ha posto le basi perché L.F.venisse
ad esistere.

Credo che se il libro non fos®e stato un successo,non avrebbero dovuto
esserci accuse per chi 1l’avesse firmato.Ma esso & un successo a livello
internazionale,e-proprio questa & la ragione n.I del sorgere di questa
discussione.Spesso dictue dispute di guesta specie si nascondonae idee e
impulsi che,per le pil varie ragioni,le persone non vogliono O non san=
mo ancora esprimere.Ma & importante sempre,mi sembra,che esse emergano

in modo che si possa entrarXe nel merito.
i Senba il gRester tine : un effetto,non una caus
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In altre parole,una disouta di questo tipo & un effetto,non una cawsa dc
della malattia.

Ricorderai clic nella seconda Introduzione anmpliata all'edizione im ii:-
slese ho scritto quanto segue su il "T] posto della donn&'™s

", ..Sebbene porti il mio nome,io fui soltanto un weicolo per esprimere «
@id che le donne,casalinghe e operaie,sentivanc e sapevano...™

l& io pure sentivo e sapevo queste cosejio le Iro scritte,le mie co
ene no.Dovrebbero esse accusarmi:del fatto che 11 sopra clieh L lmTo o
o credo ci pensino.Emon Io flecero allora perché flurono:contents orc
fosse stato scritto (e il documento & pure cosl semplice e diretio cne
Ie persone nin se ne sentirono tradite). '

Mi ritrowo io stessa pill preoccupata per cid che ko sentito in Io.rd
America,da person¢ in buona fede che mon intendevano arrecare da2mnno 2l
cuno.Esse credewano che il libro provenisse dalla sinistra extraparles
mentare italiana,nmon da donne @ livellc internazionale e dal loro movi
mento (Ho sentito lo stesso in Inghilterra)m

Non sembra che tali persone capiscano il provincialismo,il Tazzisnos e il
sessismo che permea la sinistra extraparlamentare in tutta Buropa ‘e mew
distinguono noi da loro.

i

Questa per me & una questione molto pil seria di quale sia il nome !
appare su tale o tal'altro libro.

% Selma James
(lettera tradotta da L.F. di PD sede S 2)

"%




Padova, 4p luglio 1978
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t2 dope anni di paziente silenzio, volto a speyra

-
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retiche ‘pr eoccupazing politiche pil serie spazzassero
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via meschinitd come queste, desidero parlarti mol

apertamente,.

le e in particolare sta UJ itense dipenda, per sapere
cualcosa delltItalia, cuclu iwemente della nostra ul
tima conversazione telefonica mancata, visto che ab-
biamo semnre regolarmente spedito a molte seﬁi d
US e del Canada tutti i materiali che testimoniavano

i nostri percorsi di lotta e di orfanizsazione: dai

nuneri di giornale, 2i vari bollettini locali, ai ci
clostilati, ai libri. &' vero piuttosto che da anni

-~ sgtata tagliata 1'informazione sull'lItalia non pub-—

Lliecsndo rulla in merito o addirittura non facendo

PN

jurre materiali o non uvilizzando traduzioni gil

LA
Feline ( pare che Silvia Pederici ne abbia fatte mol-
By ol chg strana, direi che & ridicola

anche in questa lettera — viene fatba

rno & noi, donne del salario in Italia,

clicairenmo SinSaGitelse di giudizio" da parte di
)

cvalche alsvo wskliesisws ¢ruppo straniero eVfino a
" A

i risuvlta strano che la rete int CMna21ona

quendo ki “cose" non"siano chiarite"’non %0 Gremmo

publlicere gquesto o quell'altro materiale di lingua

ingles
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?nv quanto rirvarda 1l'uec 2 parte nogtra A4i
materiali prodotti necli USA, === contirunero a ri

erirmi a Silvia Federici, a auesto srecificrmente de-

ferita dai tempi Aella fondmzione dcl Colletfivo Inter
nazionale E@mminista, e secondo i criteri che 2bbiamo
sempre seguito. Non mi risulte che il Collettivo Inter

nazionale non esista pil, anche perch&, facendone

io
varte assieme a Silvia, non vedo come si D0sSsa S olie

+o anche 2l Ai 1% della nostra decisione.

el . { ; SRS
Pare invece che\non ricordi affatto i criteri a cuifil

3 g ar : e ; ;
Collettivo si & sempre inform=to circa le pubblicazioni.

Voglio allorsa aprire un inciso per riasswaerli brevemente:

%)ﬁl 5ollettivo, guanto 2 materiali serid

\wk =

QJ ¥A$ ti, ha sempre funzicnrato, L EprrRetatcbred s,
m) lnel senso semnlicemente Ai orcanigzzare le pra
”gf : tiche di traduzione e publlicazione, caranten

do politicrmente della adcruatesna sia della
‘pvima che della scconda.Par auanto ripguarda
31 Ancidere sulla disvorihilith del materinle
stesso, le comparme membre del Collettivo de-—
cidevano Airettamente solo relativamente 2i
(ﬂezzi ( siEmieelhl, @ ldlwil; © ~ltro ) relativa

rente ai quali il gruppo o Aantore sincelo 1i

‘-1_—\;(:-1/-,'1 ~vutorizoati o cild. @

aare che la'avtcematica roduzionc” del rate-

forreil nreci-—

\riﬂ?c e Sennre Ghaba, perchiler
i 2

exa s6ato

ner i meterisli di veloeissima

B er efenpio per quarto andava
e

ailornale N Per s tlutbe Siiresitor,

di raccolte Ai mezzi in libri,

cce., la compagna del Colletfivo cénsultava
\cnrumque 1a "ecorviapondente estera! per sape-

\re as tutto veniva sccettato o se ci doveveno

(

(@]

g-ere modifiche. ® Airei anche che era fatta

/

e/
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/ galva comunque sernrc 1A possibilth per

la compagna esbera A1 deeiderce diversanen

te da come veniva ou vito. Cio® in ulti

ma analisi potevapz pubblicare in eltro luo

i co de gquello

ax10 ¥ : L LRI - s
/ 248 . .ensore che questi criteri siano gli

unici poscibili. Hon sole perche atborno =d
/ osni pubblicazione ci wossono cssere proble

ni vari rispetto a cui solo all'ocubore pud

easare riservata l'ultima parola, ma percnd
/ anche qui sz le valutazioni nelitiche non

coincidono, non sart c¢:rfo la couzione

/ a riselrerls,

Una diflficoltd reale irvece & che spes—

80 non sonc Aate risposite in

per cui si deve accantonarec ad

pezei voobri poicht non
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( re in ballo cditori all il

Uaire) {i e o
! pasne svizzerc hapno atteso

ai pezzi in-—

S =

olegi da inserire in "le foyer de 1'insur
= —

bre ricewevano 1i¢ nostre

risposte, consigli e corregioni riguardo

{ 2i nostri nezsi roselarmente, nulla ricc—
vevieno da vapbe vestra e oi Grovavane mol
$0 male ncl conaurre avanti il 1 voro el

( 1ibros.  dneno um "ne', ma in btempo, l& a-
vreeblc lasciabe lnvorarc me:lio.

( Cppure si da il ea:o che, dopo avervi
nendato braduzioni provvisorie perche le

l volebe rivedere, nen riceviamo viedl dndie—

cro 1o corrceziore dofinisiva. oppure ci



viene detto che alcuni documenti scno prox
visori e non si possoﬁo nemmeno far circo-
lere come ciclostilati fra le compagne e
poi~non sono mai seguiti da una redazione
definitiva e circolabile., Queste sono dif-
ficq%ﬁé che hanno conosciulbo molto bene =i
Q&QLéE compagne QIUMLR, che hanno atse
so invano vostre risposte su questioni co-
me gﬁeste, e sono difficolta che credo sia
un interesse piu direttamente vostro che
nostro risolvere. Per noi il prezzo & s0-—
prattutio 1ltirmtile perdita di tempo.
Concludendos circszuH'LC’{’‘h’uawaq1[’c“’l’m""‘"""M
prd ChitS @-‘Mk\“;"jl ¥ e altri scrit-
ti inglesi, il discorso della lettera @
insensato se confrontatc con la nostra pra
ticﬁ di sempre. Non abbiamo mai pubblica-
to ﬁienbe senza previa autorizzazione.
Resta invece il problema se volete © no
che le compagne lo posaano leggere tradot
to in italiano e ciclostilato e credo che

le compagne di Ferrara siamo ansiose di

avere una risposta.
Nel caso desidcriabt# perd che i materia—
141 che inviale non vengano Nnemmeno tradol

ti e fatti circolare, non si capisce per-— |

ch: ce 1i inviate. Credo faccia parte di

alcune contraddizioni che mantenete irri— N

s s \
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| solte da troppo lungo tempo e che dovreste risolvere.
Quanto alla continua e pid o meno larvata mi

naccie di scandalo politico che ricorre anche in questa
lettera, aggiunge solo del grottesco alla scandalosa
pratica di minacce e di accuse che senza ragione alcuna
avete da tempo cominciato a profferire neil confranti di
conmpagne del galario 4i altri paesi/o in particolare i=
taliane,&di cui quella dib razzismo 3 golo la pilt facile
e la pid usata.Dico "facile" perch® ovviamente ge scaglia
4o da Donne Nere dovrebbe riuscire impossibile per don—
ne bienche difendersi, cosl come per quelle di noi che

sono "straight" dovrebbe riuscire problematico fronteg—-

giare supposte perplessith di gruppi lesbici iz sappia
mo sin trpppo bene che la pratica nostra come di altre
compagne italiane in USA non pud realmente mai g§sersi
estrinsecata in alcun modo "contro! donne Nere—udonne
Tesbiche.Queste riserve allora che da tempo si inginua
che tali gruppi abbianc nei nostri confrongi, © nei con

fronti del Comitato di Wew York, o di Silvia Tederici, \
non pos:iono che essere strumentali a una manovra intimi
datoria che non ha certo origine nei postri reali rappor

+i con loro, bensl — a mio avviso — da una tua yolonta

di agsicurarti un molto discutibile tipo di direzione
politica a 1ivello internazionale, stabilendo una gerar
chizzazione del paesi)delle razze%delle preferenze Scs—
guali, in modo del tutto impolitico. Cioe, se la questio

ne & l'asgsumere la stratificazione di potere nella clas=

se a livello internazionale, nessuno ha mai avuto dubbl //
in merito. Detto gquesto perd, resté immutato il prdble— /
ma che di fatto cilascuna gezione pud muoversi solo con /

una strumentazione propria. Anche gqui allora la garanzia’
/
e
> / L) -'/
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che 11 risultato delle pratiche politiche di ciascuna
sezione sia a glovamento delle altre non pud passare
che per il confronto, non certo per la coazione che
non ha mai fatto funzionare politicamente nedsuno. Tan—
to meno pud passare per la mutilazione, per cui lfatti-
vith di una sezione dovrebbe scmpre passare attraverso
pernessi o indicazioni -e- ordini. Certo, la strada del
confronto, nelle reciproche gutonomie, & pilt complessa
Ma & 1l'unica vitale e possibile.v?ortunatamente ogoi il
lavoro polifico non cresce e non si confronta su livel-~
1i come quezw,u VLL ey W\Vw 2 5 F)/\A/G’W/&v

Nemmeno il nostro paziente silenzio perd — cO
me gid dicevo sopra - & valso a coprire questa pratica
che si & gia largamente rivelata nella suva insensatezza
2lle compagne delle varie sedi italiane che sono venute
a Londra e che sono ritornate Rimgnetmim in Italia disgl
state per 1'atteggiamento da Dribunale Internazionale
che avete preteso di assumere nei confronti nostri e di
altre compagne come Sikvia Federici. Altrettanto grotte
schi sono stati i vostfi tentativi di "dirigere diretta
mente d a Londra™ 1'atbivita di alcune compagne del sa-—
Jlapio e di mmmms sedicentl comps nnlf*IE Italia,come Se

nci non e51bte8b1mo.
In PAZTICOLERE,Plouardo & westi autedefinentisi "womini per Al S

lorio*,voglio ~nche chisrire che ci =zono ~3Grd voming an Llalia

che levorcgo nella progpebbive deld cnlario ) T.D. ma non avanto (g

che 1'slterrstive ers 4i wicevere ordini

corerre 23 mensare o Al myfoversi autonom meahte
@ I.Lwh ree
______ 0, F=t=—2s da quanto noi abhiamo »ron-—
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presentsto £ino ~d ora come lovore orgenizzativo e tipo di dihsttito.

nenso che sinno sulls atrada buegna DEL FEDNLES senbnre wn effettivo

WA or2no o o
allargamenso Al compagcnd cheé vis TeP8panno e aldl S.T.D. ;manterendo ned

tutts la rostrs liherth di ipdivinzorli 4i volta in volta su cosa
Eanelio A4 non indivizmzerli,e enche di prendere posizione conbro =e

i Anrorro euesti cnsi,Sembine smche che attorno &l ppoblema ¥
| devern’ fu’Qﬂ .
oy R s s € N0 V-r pontic quest!orro nel mio Iatituto,
n_‘:,,m:(’a o
jo =i @heldocgprRRicai L, apodurre fra i carpoond che vi. lavorano
Lo o ik ok oo dione ol &4 'w.vh‘ =) o
proprio ~tForro Al B.I.M. mon semplicemente
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come prose Al posizione ideologics ma come nEaEle? noliken eftatuive.
6w
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I'ratica che da
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nrhbe dl ,;A Y 9 mi 10t

orbe di szleuni & cominciats con uno sforzo procido
A4 e ere - - . . L %

Ai messn a punto di laveri atti a produrre nel movimento maschilc

una riarti nzione ibattit i i ofl{l
ina riorticolozione del dibattito e un riorientsmenté della esp

orsenizzetiva.

Ancora: l'asllusione nella lettera
del T giugno al Triveneto_prpscinéend; dali'intera rete
del salario ricorda molto l'operazione tentata anche in
USA di tagliare la testa 4di qualcuna, oltre che di eli-
minare un gruppo storicamente gignificativo, con la pre
tesa — folle - di sostituirla. Dico "tentata" perche
fortunatamente la capacitd politica delle compagne in

sa nei confronti delle quali avete tentato gquesta ope-
razione, come guella delle compagne italiane, fa sl che

nd loro n& il loro lavoro possano essere cosl disinvol-



Anzi, resiste e cresce

tamente distrutto e sostmtuito.
parecchio, ma certamente no grazie al vostro aiuto.
Crediawo anche che finch® guesta & l'ottica
i 1 i, non

con cui vi rapportate alle compagne di altri paesi
siate nemmeno in grado di intravvedere i grodsi probleml

di dibattito e di orgenizzazione sui quali stiamo lavo—
frrontarec una seconda fa=

ofen _
rando per cilazgﬁaz a
ge di lotta. Seconda fase di lotta che tenga conto del—

1a nuova forma che sta assumendo a livello mondiale lo
tato capitalistico; tale Xmrmaz rinnovamento passa, nel

caso specifico dell'Italia, attiraverso una ricomposizio=
ne, nuova e egtremamente forte, di DC e PCI. Questo cer=

tamente & 11 rlsultaro del livello di attacco che si 2
sdatenato contro 1o Stato e il capitale in gquesti anni,

- —lia tutto questo sembra che voi mnon-lo conoscig -
te, E' vero allora che solo essendo parte diretta, come
tate noi in questi anni, di questo attacco, se ne

giamo €

astal 5
possono conoscere le concrete articolazioni e portata
di diffusione, ma & altrettanto vero che wvoi tanto meno

lo conoscerete guanto pin vi intestardirete come da tem—
.‘ — vt
"1l'informazione e

nella vostra pratica nei confronti dell'Itali

po fate

a rifiutiar® non tener presente che
frutto di organizzazione". Conseguentemente non conosce
rete mai il cuore delle code interrogando chi capita a

Londra, uomo o donna che sia, ma lo potrete coposcer
un rapporto di confronto politico che

s0lo athraverso
rermette anche a chi trasmette 1'inforina—
he ga

¢ l'unico che 1
zione di deckdere cosa trasmettere e di valutare che

ranzia ne pud avere
Te conseguenze di questa riorganizzazione statuale per
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‘ Le ponsgguenze di questa riorganizzazione gtatuale per ?Z% i
noi che siamo state sul fronte di lotta in questi anni, ‘
sono che dobbiamo affrontare su terreni diversidl proble
ma della organizzazione femminista. Se una pratvi

ca poli-
tica bhasa

ta fondamentalmente sull'uso dei media per la
diffusione del discorso da un lato non ci era permessa

gid nella fase precedente per il livello di controllo

esercitato dallo Stato sui mezzl ai comunicazionekldal-
1tgltro era comungue EER disadeguata al livello dello
scontro entro cul gia ballavamo, nella fase che si &
aperta ora mon PUd NERREno costituire untindicazione.

4 meno che non la dintenda come 1l'ovvia cfysa di usare
dei media "quando si pud". B chi non 1tha fatto?

s 1la repressione che stiamo vivendo non si
gviluppae solo 2 l1ivello economico, ma_si intreccia con
una repressione militare'diretta§20ntro la gquale non ba

stano ne parole nd marce, e gii scioperi generali sul

e



lavoro domestico non basta la nostra bd;a volontd a

farli saltar fuori.E tutte le altre forme organizzative

sperimentate e consolidaote, asvemblee di sole donne,
comitatli femministiyﬁpi luoghi di laworo esterno ﬁznei
2,

:EE%EEEEEEZ hanno attinto un livello che si presenta or-
pai @863 come un fronte di trincoa.

Per guanto riguarda la fase precedcnte, gli
anni passati, non crediamo che la vostra pratica si sia
rivelata pit efficace della nostra né il vostro dibatti-
to pill EELImaENE adeguato ai problemi che ci trovavamo
ad aftrontare. Cionondimeno, anche quando voi marciava-
e in 6 e noi in 3.000, abbiamo sempre avuto un attegs
giamento di confronto politico diretto alltaiuto reci-
proco, € non certo a gludicare per punire, come del ZHmrb
tutto gratuitamente rispetto alla nostre pratica e XX
follemente in assoluto avete assunto voi nel nostri con

Pronti.

Lot )



Pos:o dire che mi ha stancato molto pil gwe-
gto tipo di creﬂheria politica sd cui da anni ho pazicn
tato, che le mille marce e riunioni e azioni di attacco
che abbilamo condotto. Cid che continua a "tenermi su"
non sono certo lettere come questa, ma la crescita con-
tinua delle mie compagne e di nuo&e donne attraverso il
reciproco_sforzo. Ripeto: credo che tu oggl non abbia
143 politica di immaginarlo. ¥i resta un dub
bios: l'ossesgione sul problema della leadership, isola- i
+0 e accanitamente privilegiato rispetto alla problema-
tica da cui invece dovrebbe naturalmente discendere, non
3 un caso che porti facilmente al raffigurarsi come Lri
bunale Internazionale. lia tale ossegcsione & frutto di
ingenuitd politica o ai wn'identificazione tout-court
con il potere capitalistico?

Pensgo che le compagne del salario italiane si
confronteranno a livello di dibattito e di organizzazio
ne con le compagne di altrk paesi quando lo riterranno
pokiticamente opportuno e comungue non su livelli come i
quelli che la tua lettera del 7 giugno rappresenta. An— !
che con il suo felice accostamonto,«bd;un volantino in
cui, tra i principali ihdirizzi della campagna risulte=
vrebbero scomparsi sia 1'Italia intera gia i1 Comitato
di Mew York. B non & certo il primo documento che ci

mandate cosl caratterizzato.

o/ o
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Non desidero nel frattempo essere cosiretta
a rapporti personali con te, nd dircttamente nd per
telefono. Non a casc il fatto che il personale & politi-
co non vuole affadto dire che il livello politico debba
stringere le pergone in wn intrico di rapporti persona=
.11 che non lasciano respiro. L'unica sede in cui ci ri=-
vedremo &, per guante mi riguarda, quello di uwn confron f
to politico assicme alle altre coupagne, quando anche
noi lo riterremo opportuno politicamente, cio® guando
ci sard la possibilitd di discutere su problemi politi=

carente rilevanti.
nva
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T have read your letter from Tondon of June.7, I978 and for the first
time after years of patient silence,in the hope that more -serious political
matters would dispose of netty things like theseil want to sneak ohenly o
you.
It seems very strange to me that the internetional network and partis
cularly the network in the US showld depend on the phone call we did not
have t¢ f£ind out something about Ttaly.In fact, we have always sent regu-
larly to many groups in Cana@a and the US materiale that show thqﬁeveIOpu
ment of our strugele and our organisational werk,from the different issues
of the journal to the severzl ldcal bullettins to books and fliers.What is
true,however, is that for years now every information concerning ITtzly has
been curtailed to the extent that nothing has been published or translated
and even the already made translations were not utilised (it seems that
Silvia Federici made meny of them for nothing).

T also find £& not so much strange but ridiculous the attitude that,
also in this letter, is sssumed towards us wfh wonen in ITtaly who, subpncse—
dly,are "going to be judged" by some other foreign group and are not allo-
wed to publish any material in English until certain "auestions" are not
Hclarified®, .

Concerning this, I want to make it immediately clear that as far as
our using US materials iB involved T will keep referring to Silvia ﬁeder:
who was specifically assigned to this since the foundation of the Tnterna-~
tional PFeminist Gollective,and will follow the criteria we always followea.
1 am not aware that the International feminist Collective has ceased To
exist, also because Silvia and T are part of i1t and therefore T do not see
how it could be dissolved without a decision on our side.It seems , however,
that you have completely forgotten the criteria the International Eeminist
Collective has always followed concerning publications.T will make then a

brief digression to summarise them.

Concerning written meaterials, the Collective always functioned
in the sense of organising ==z their translation and publicatic
as well as guaranteeing the oolitical adequacy of both.Fér all
_decisions concerning the use of the materials, the sisters mem-
bers of the Collective disposed directly only of those pieces
(articles,books etc.)whose publication had been authorised
either by a group or by their author. An ngutomatic renroductic
of materials always occurred ——for this is what the Collective
decided——only in the case of materials that were to be quickly
utilised,like e.g. what was to be revorted on the journal . For
211 ‘the rest-—selections of pieces to be anthologised thc . ——tne
sister of the @Gollective always consuvlted the "foreign corre-
spondent" to check whether everything was aggreed upon Or any
change had to be made.And@?e foreign sister could alwayszu
decide difrerently from what was being proposed.This means Ul
ultimately she could publish in a different place from the one
we had proposed if she did not agree with our suggestions.We
contirue to think that fthese criteria are the only poscible

ones.This not only becsuse around every publication problems



may arise about which only the author can make the final
decision, but because if there are different political jud-
ments it is not through compulsion that agreement can be
reacred.A real problem,however, is that often we do not
receive an answer soon enough so that we have to give up
using your pieces becsuse we cannot keep the publishers waitiz
forever. The Swiss sisters waited for too long an answer con-
verning the ¥Tnglish pieceﬁto be put in Le foyer de 1'insurre-
ction. While they regularly received answers from us as well
as suggestions and corrections on our pgeces, they received
nothing from you which made it difficult for them to work on
the book. At least a '"no" but =mmiéxim received in time would
have made things easier. It also happens that often,after sen-
ding you a provisional translation to be checked,we never re-
ceive the final version.Other times we are told that certain
documents are provisional and csnnot be circulated even as mi-
meographs among the sisters,but then they are never followed
by a definitive version to be circulated. These difficulties
are wellknwon to many sisters who have waited in vein for an

answer from:you on guestions like +these.,They are difficulties
it seems to me,that it ismers in your interest to solve
ours. Y. Yhe price XuxmExmaXg ve pay is only a useless lo
of time. In conclusion, concerning miotherhood,Lesbianisa an
child Custory" and the other English materisls, what you say
in your letter makes no sense whatsoever compared with our
usual practice. We have never published anything without firs
receiving the authorisstion to 4o so.The question remains
whether or not you want the Ttalianjsisters to be able to rea
ityéand T think the sisters in Ferrara are anxiously looking
forward to an answer.In case,however, you do not want us to
translate and circulate the materials you send us,then I do
not understand why you send them to begin with., This, T thirk
is part of some contradictions that you have kept onen for a

long time and that you should resolve.

As for the recurrent more or less open threath of political scandal wni
reappears also in this letter,it only adds a grotesque note to the scanda-
lous practice of threaths and accusations which,for no reason whatsoever,
you have begun since a long time to wage agaast sisters in other countrie

and particul

srly Jtalian sisters.Among these accusations that of racism is

only the most easy and most used. "Tasy" for obviously when it is waged by

Black Women
3n the same
to answer\io
ver is that

it should be impossible for white women to defend themselves,

way as it should be problematic for those vf us who are straig
possible perplexities by a lesbien group.What is Ygtrange" how
the lesbian sisters among us,and they are many, have no pervle

xities eoncerning those of us who are not. But we know even too¥well that

our practice, lile +that of other Tialisn sisters in LheNllISTcamn Ol
have moved "against" Black ¥omen and hesvian Yomen. The reservations, unel

+ yanl!

that for some time it has been ninted these grouns would have about us and
the New York Committee, or Silvia Federici, can only be instrumentel to en
intimidatory manouevre which certajnly has no roots in our real relations
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with them, but originates from your will }o ensure for yourself a

very questionable political leadership ay the international level

by. establishing a hierarchy of countries, races, and sexual preferences
S sz totally impoliticelV: Gy, wesmdds Emesthpl Jufernntipnally
e 2o & hiorareny of powor Withing the classtGLVsR thal, the 150t re-
mains that =t each section of the class can move only with its own instm
ments. Also in this case the guarantee that the political practices of eac
section really: give power to all the others zan be reached only through Do
1itical comparison (confronto) and not through compulsions, 2 practice
which has never allowed anybody to function politically.Much less can it b
reached through curtailment,in +the sense that the activity of any section
shodld be conditioned to permissions or suggestions—comvands,by others.
True, the practice of comparison (confronto) within levels of reciprocal
autonomy,is more complex. But it is the only vital and possible one,for po
15tical work does not grow and cannot be compared along the paths you are

following.

As I said before,not even our patient silence has ssrved to cover
this practice which has already revealed its senselessness to the Ttalian
wfh sisters who came to_+ondon and who have come back disgusted by the po-

sture as International Tribunal you have assumed towards us end other sis-

ters like Silvia Federici.Also grotesque is v&ﬁfpﬁtempt to "direct from Lc
AeLal {8 Cinaieed.

don" the activity of some wfh sisters and someY'"wihmen" in Italy,as if we
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ngain : the himﬁxxnxxﬂxxxiakkmrxmﬁxiﬁxﬁxi reference in your
letter of June 7 to the Triveneto Committee. as if it were separate frhm the
Ttalian wfh network is reminiscent of the operation attempteé also in the
US of cutting the head of some sisters as well as eliminating a historical-
1y important group with the crawy vpretense of substituting it. I say
ngttempted" because fortunately the political capacity of the sisters in
USA against whom this operation has been tried is such that neither them
not their work can be so easily destroyed or substituted. On the contrary,
it has xxrmwmr remained and grown,but certainly not brcause of your help.

We slso think that as long as this is the way yuau relate to sisters
in other countries you wont see the big problems at the level of debate and
organisation around which we are working,to prepare ourselves for k= a
new phase of struggle adequate to the new florms the State is assuming inter-
nationally.In the case of Italy the reorganisation of the State involves a
new very strong recomposition betweenﬁC and PCTI,which is certainly the
result of the level of attack agasinst capital and the State during these
years.

It seems that you know nothing about this. True, only by being part

——as we have been during these years——0f +hmxziizek this attack can one
know its concrete articulations and ramifications. But it is also true that

yon will know #3> less and less the more you persist,as you ave been doing

for some gode time,in your practice towards Italy,éSi.ig\not‘consider that

ninformation is the res&}t of o6rganisation". Thus, you will never know the

reality of the situationﬁinterrogating +hose who happen to come to Londong

be they women or memng You will know it only through a political comparison

(confronto) which is eot==> the only way that allows those passing the infor-

mation Lo decide what to communicate and how reliable it is.
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for us who he COESGQQﬁﬁﬁZof this reorganisation of the State Imxikak
g ave been on the battle line during these years is that we

have to deal with the problem Femini
© 1 of feminist organisati i
grounds. If a political practive ba B

for the circulation of our perspective wa
phase,due to th '

sed esseSntially on the use of media

| s out of gquestion in the previous
e level of control exerted by the State on the media,
any case wah not adeguate to the level of poli
we had mXrszfyxreazhesd to.move,

and in
tical confrontation in which

in the phase which has opened up it cannot
(=) 2 .
even reoresent a possible course of action. Unless what is implied is the

wagxief fact of using the media "when one can", and who has not dome this ?

The repression we are living does not operate only st the ®oonomic
level but imolies a direct militaryﬁrenression against which neither words
nor marches are sufficient-—as for general strikes for wfh ,our good will
is not enough to make them happen.Concerning 211 the organisational forms
which have been experititnted and consolidated-—assemblies of women only,
feminist xeMIBEIANS committees(§h4ﬁhe second job === qu_the COmmuﬂifi}“

they have reached a 1evel‘th9t slready appears aqé trench.

‘2e1atively to the past pbase, these past years,we do not think
that your practice hss been more fruifful than ours or your debate more
adequate to the problems we fece. Nevertheless, even when y&tl marched in
six and we in 3000 , we always had an attitude of political comparison
(confronto)aiming at reciprocal help and not certainly at judging and puni-
shing as in your attitude towards us—-a oractice which is gratuitou@:com—

pared with our work mnd in general is cragy .

1 must also say that this sort of political jdiocy on which I
have been patient flon %hms has tired me ™MBEE much more than the thoudand
maaghes,meetings and e ctions of attack that we have sustained. What still
" 7” lia Lt nw ig certainly not letters like this,but the continous
growtﬁ of my sisters and of new women through ouqheciprocal efforts. T
repeat it, T do not think that at present you have the political capacity
to imagine 1it. I have only one donbt : your obsession with the problem of
1eadership taken in isolation and priviliged with respect to the problema—
tics-from which it should naturally fallow, ¢ud i not accidentally
yggax leads to its representation as Tnternstional Pribunal .,But 1is this
obsession the conseguence of political naivete or the consequence of a Eggj
court® identification with capitalist power B

What is certfain is that the Italian wfh will compare (confrontarsi
at the level of debate and orgsnisation with the sisters of other countries
_when they will consider it politically feasible,and in any cose not at le-
vels like those of your letter of Junefl with its happy accompaniment By
a flier in which from the main addresses of the campaign have desapveared
both Italy in its entirety and the New York Committee. And itis certainly
not the first document of this sort that you have sent us.
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In the meanti
contacts with you neith ime,T do not whsh to be obliged to have personal
I either directly hor by phone. Not s dent
that the personal is 19t3 . N accidentally the fact
/ I saomle S »po iticel does not mfgn that political work should
: T 1e in a network of suffocating personal relations. As far as
If"m COE?eined’ the only place where we will see each other again is that
oL Zradly itical comparison (confronto) together with other sisters when
e L congiier 16 polihice Iy feasible,that is when there will be the
possibility of discussing mmEXxiExzzX politically important matters.
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MARIAROSA DALLA COSTA STATEMENT ON “WOMEN AND THE
SUBVERSION OF THE COMMUNITY” AND HER COOPERATION WITH
SELMA JAMES.

In her recently published volume, Sex Race and Class, The Perspective of Winning
(PM Press, March 2012) Selma James makes a number of incorrect statements
relative to her collaboration with me and the authorship of The Power of Women and
the Subversion of the Community that force me to respond, as they distort the history
of our cooperation and the beginning of the Wages for Housework Campaign.

According to Selma James’ introductory notes to the Power of Women and the
Subversion of the Community and, in particular, her commentary concerning the
essay “Women and the Subversion of the Community,” I have usurped her right to be
considered the author or a co-author of this article. I reject this claim and I must point
out first that what has been reprinted by PM Press is a heavily edited version of the
original introduction that Selma James wrote in July 1972, from which my name has
now been removed eleven times. In the original introduction to The Power of Women
Selma James unambiguously presented “Women and the Subversion of the
Community” not only as my work, but as the product of the new women’s movement
in Italy.

Let me underline here that what is at stake is not a competition for the authorship of
an essay. On the contrary, the question at stake is the historical and political origin of
the campaign and struggle for wages for housework, which now appears in Selma
James’ account as the product of the ‘inventiveness’ of an individual. This could not
be further from the truth.

Neither Selma James nor myself ‘invented’ or discovered the perspective of “Wages
for Housework” (WFH) as it is claimed in the book and in the promotional material
for its launching in the United States. The demand for wages for housework had been
promoted by feminists in Europe and in the United States since at least the beginning
of the 20" century. I discovered their analysis and demands in the late 1970s when I
was working on Famglia welfare e stato tra Progressismo e New Deal (1983) and
mentioned them in that book. Socialist feminists like Crystal Eastman were asking for
housework to be remunerated by the state and actively working on this program
already in the first decade of the century. An article that appeared in 1912 in the
socialist newspaper Chicago Evening World contained an analysis of
housework that was very similar to that made by activists in our campaign, pointing
out that employers buy two workers for one wage, and that the kind of work a man
does determines the work and living conditions of his wife as well. Among male
theorists, we can recall Wilhelm Reich who, in The Sexual Revolution written in the
1930s, said that marriage is an institution that exploits women, that unpaid domestic
work enables employers to increase their profits, and that the employers can impose
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low wages precisely because behind the workers there is the free work of their wives.
Reich also underlined that even women who have a waged job continued to do the
housework as a condition for their marriage to function. Simone de Beauvoir’s The
Second Sex, written in the 1950s, has pages on the “housework question” that
anticipated the analysis we produced over a decade later. Most importantly, the
housework question was the central issue in the new feminism that emerged in the
early 1970s in Europe and in the US, which marked a break with emancipationism
and the demand for “parity”. There were different positions on this question, but the
problematic arising from the unwaged character of this work, and the fact that
housework reproduces labor-power was already acknowledged by various authors,
from Betsy Warrior to Peggy Morton and others, prior to the publication of The
Power of Women.

[ further want to point out that the launching of the campaign for WFH was a
collective process and project. Not accidentally the launching occurred with the
formation of the International Feminist Collective in July 1972, which took place in
Padova (Italy) at a meeting in which about twenty women, mostly from Italy but also
from France, from the US and the UK, participated. The political perspective that
shaped wages for housework theoretically and practically was a coalescing of
different political currents including the Italian Workerist Movement, itself the
product of one of the most important cycles of struggles Italy had seen in modern
history. Indeed, my very first encounter with Selma James was a product of the
relation both she and I had to this movement.

By the time I met Selma James I had been involved for years in the political activity
of Potere Operaio, a network of militant groups issuing from the Workerist
Movement, that later dissolved into what has become “Autonomia.” The political
categories [ was using in my analysis were those developed by Workerism: the
strategic character of the wage struggle, the refusal of work, and the social factory.
Consequently it is not surprising that these categories are found in the article in
question. The political use of the wage struggle by Potere Operaio was promoting
struggles for a wage by other unwaged subjects, like students, who began demanding
a “pre-wage” for the work of forming their labor-power. Potere Operaio also
launched the objective of a guaranteed income that is still on the table today, as part
of a program where it is interwoven with the question of a minimum wage. The
demand for wages for housework was clearly influenced by this political framework.

The invitation to Selma James to participate in the Padova June 1971 meeting, the
first in which I presented a document discussing the question of wages for housework
with a group of women activists, one year prior to the launching of the Campaign,
reflected my desire to connect Selma to the developing feminist movement in Italy,
and it was in recognition of her merit both on the level of analysis and political
practice. Selma knew very well what I would present in this meeting because, prior to
it, I read to her the document I had written. From this first meeting I worked fulltime
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to make the new movement grow and for a while the relationship with Selma was not
problematic. When we decided to join our writings in the booklet that became The
Power of Women (published in Italian in March *72 and in English in October of the
same year), Selma James wrote an Introduction that underlined the significance of the
fact that my essay “Women and the Subversion of the Community” came from Italy,
a country with a particularly high percentage of housewives. It is exactly this
reference, along with my name and the pages that followed, that have been erased in
the new version of the ‘72 introduction that Selma James has published in her book.
(I'attach this introduction of July *72 as reproduced in the PM Press volume,
highlighting what was removed: file SELMA’sIntro72original and_as_modified).

However, this is not to deny that, in the spirit of cooperation that prevailed at least for
a time in the feminist movement, we fully discussed everything we published with
each other, and made significant contributions to each others’ writings. I should add
that another activist participated in our discussions about the article and contributed
to it. But at the time nobody suggested that the article should have more than one
signature. To be accused now of having taken advantage of this cooperation to place
my name on an article predominantly written by Selma James is something I find
totally unacceptable and contrary to the spirit of comradely cooperation necessary for
building an international movement. I also reject vehemently and with true
indignation the argument that I was ‘allowed to sign’ “Women and the Subversion of
the Community” because I needed a weapon against sexism.

[ never said anything when I realized that, starting from the third edition of the book
in 1975, Selma James began to add her signature on the essay, or, more outrageously,
in later years, started referring to the Power of Women as written by her “with”
Mariarosa Dalla Costa. I also never said anything about the fact that, in spite of my
having been a main exponent of the Padua WFH Committee, I have no record of our
Committee gathering to discuss the Forward to the 3th English edition nor our
Committee deciding to add its signature to that of the Power of Women Collective. It
is always very demoralizing when old sisters part ways and I did my best over the last
four decades to stay away from polemics about the authorship of this work. However,
the comments made in the book that Selma James has now published force me to
rectify the claims that she makes.

Last, I did not part ways with Selma James because of any split in the WFH network
‘on the basis of race,’ as her introductory notes claim. This is not the place for me to
fully address this claim. I will only state that it masks what in reality were profound

disagreements on political and organizational issues.

In conclusion, it saddens me to realize that Selma James decided, in presenting her
work to a US movement public, to both erase and degrade my contribution (as well as
the contribution of other sisters) to a campaign that represented an important
movement in feminist history.



In recognition of the importance of this history, we are now assembling our archives
and making them public. Thus, I hope that a more balanced view of the early history
of this movement will be available to new generations of activists.

Padua, March 27th, 2012



Introduction

Women and the Subversion of the Community is a contribution to the question posed by the
existence of a growing international movement of women: What is the relation of women to capital
and what kind of struggle can we effectively wage to destroy it? We must hastily add that this is not
the same as asking: What concessions can we wring from the enemy?—though this is related. To
pose the first question is to assume we’ll win; to pose the second is to calculate what we can salvage
from the wreck of defeat. But in struggling to win, plenty can be gained along the way.

Up to now, the women’s movement has had to define itself unaided by any serious heritage
of Marxist critique of women’s relation to the capitalist plan of development and underdevelopment.
Quite the opposite. We inherited a distorted and reformist concept of capital itself as a series of
things which we struggle to plan, control or manage, rather than as a social relation which we
struggle to destroy. ' Bypassing that heritage or lack of it, our movement explored the female
experience, beginning with what we personally knew it to be. This is how we have been able for the
first time on a mass scale to describe with profound insight and cutting precision the degradation of
women and the shaping of our personality by forces which intended that we accept this degradation,
accept to be quiet and powerless victims. On the basis of these discoveries, two distinct political tendencies
have emerged, apparently opposite extremes of the political spectrum within the women’s movement.

Among those who have insisted that caste and not class was fundamental, some women have
asserted that what they call an “economic analysis™ could not encompass, nor could a political
struggle end, the physical and psychological oppression of women. They reject revolutionary
political struggle. Capital is immoral, needs reforms and should be left behind, they say (thereby
implying that the reforms are a moral obligation which are themselves a negotiated and above all
non-violent transition to “socialism”), but it is not the only enemy. We must change men and/or
ourselves first. So that not only political struggle is rejected; so is liberation for the mass of women
who are too busy working and seeing after others to look for a personal solution.

The possible future directions of these politics vary, mainly because this point of view takes
a number of forms depending on the stratum of women who hold it. An elite club of this type can
remain introverted and isolated—harmless except as it discredits the movement generally. Or it can
be a source of those managerial types in every field which the class in charge is looking for to
perform for it ruling functions over rebellious women and, god bless equality, over rebellious men
too.” Integral to this participation in the marginal aspects of ruling, by the way, is an ambition and
rivalry up to now primarily identified with men.

But history, past and future, is not simple. We have to note that some of the most incisive
discoveries of the movement and in fact its autonomy have come from women who began by basing
themselves on a repudiation of class and class struggle. The task of the movement now is to develop
a political strategy on the foundations of these discoveries and on the basis of this autonomy.

Most of those who have insisted from the beginning that class and not caste was fundamental
have been less able to translate our psychological insights into autonomous and revolutionary
political action. Beginning with a male definition of class, the liberation of women is reduced to

! “Wakefield discovered that in the Colonies, property in money, means of subsistence, machines and other means of production does
not as yet stamp a man as a capitalist if there be wanting the correlative—the wage worker the other man who is compelled to sell
himself of his own free will. He discovered that capital is not a thing but a social relation between persons established by the
instrumentality of things. Mr. Peel, he moans, took with him from England to Swan River, West Australia, means of subsistence and
of production to the amount of £50,000. Mr. Peel had the foresight to bring with him, besides, 3,000 persons of the working class,
men, women and children. Once arrived at his destination, ‘Mr. Peel was left without a servant to make his bed or fetch him water
from the river.” Unhappy Mr. Peel who provided for everything except the export of English modes of production to Swan River!”
Karl Marx, Capital, vol. I (Moscow: 1958), 766. (Emphasis ours.)

% The Financial Times of March 9, 1971, suggests that many capitalists are missing the opportunity to “use” women in positions of
middle management; being “grateful outsiders,” women would not only lower the pay structure, “at least in the first instance,” but be
a “source of renewed energy and vitality” with which to manage the rest of us.
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equal pay and a “fairer” and more efficient welfare State.’ For these women capital is the main
enemy but because it is backward, not because it exists. They don’t aim to destroy the capitalist
social relation but only to organize it more rationally. (The extra-parliamentary Left in Italy would
call this a “socialist” as distinct from a revolutionary position.) What a rationalized capital—equal
pay, more and better nurseries, more and better jobs, etc.—can’t fix, they call “oppression” which,
like Topsy, the orphaned slave child who never knew her parents, “just growed.” Oppression
disconnected from material relations is a problem of “consciousness”™—in this case, psychology
masquerading in political jargon. And so the “class analysis” has been used to limit the breadth of
the movement’s attack and even undermine the movement’s autonomy.

The essentially similar liberal nature of these two tendencies, wanting to rationally manage
“society” to eliminate “oppression,” is not usually apparent until we see the “political” women and
these “non-political” women join together on concrete demands or, more often, against
revolutionary actions. Most of us in the movement belong to neither of these tendencies and have
had a hard time charting a course between them. Both ask us: “Are you a feminist or are you
political?”

The “political” women who talk of class are easy to identify. They are the women’s
liberationists whose first allegiance is not to the women’s movement but to organizations of the male-
dominated Left. Once strategy and action originate from a source outside of women, women'’s struggle is
measured by how it is presumed to affect men, otherwise known as “the workers,”” and women’s
consciousness by whether the forms of struggle they adopt are the forms men have traditionally used.

The “political” women see the rest of us as non-political and this has tended to drive us
together in self-protection, obscuring or playing down real political differences among us. These
now are beginning to make themselves felt. Groups that call themselves Psychology Groups (I'm
not talking here about consciousness raising groups) tend to express the politics of caste most
coherently.! But whichever quarter they come from, viewing women as a caste and only a caste is a
distinct political line, which is increasingly finding political and organizational expression in every
discussion of what to do. In the coming period of intense working class activity, as we are forced to
create our own political framework, casting away second-hand theories of male-dominated socialist
movements, the pre-eminence of caste will be posed as the alternative and will have to be
confronted and rejected as well. On this basis alone can the new politics inherent in autonomy find
its tongue and its muscle.

This process of development is not unique to the women’s movement. The Black movement in
the U.S. (and elsewhere) also began by adopting what appeared to be only a caste position in opposition to the
racism of white male-dominated groups. Intellectuals in Harlem and Malcolm X, that great revolutionary,

® If this seems an extreme statement, look at the demands we in England marched for in 1971: equal pay, free twenty-four-hour
childcare, equal educational opportunity and free birth control and abortion on demand. Incorporated into a wider struggle, some of
these are vital. As they stand, they accept that we not have the children we can’t afford; that the State facilities keep the children we
can afford for as long as twenty-four hours a day; and that these children have equal chance to be conditioned and trained to sell
themselves competitively with cach other on the labor market for equal pay. By themselves these are not just co-optable demands.
They are capitalist planning. Most of us in the movement never felt these demands expressed where we wanted the movement to go,
but in the absence of an independent feminist political framework, we lost by default. The prime architects of these demands were
women with a “class analysis.”

¢ Psychology itself by its nature is a prime weapon of manipulation, i.e. social control, of men, women and children. It does not
acquire another nature when wielded by women in a movement for liberation. Quite the reverse. To the degree that we permit, it
manipulates the movement and changes the nature of that to suit its needs. And not only psychology. “Women'’s liberation needs:

— to destroy sociology as the ideology of the social services which bases itself on the proposition that this society is “the norm”; if you
are a person in rebellion, you are a deviant.

— to destroy psychology and psychiatry which spend their time convincing us that our “problems™ are personal hang-ups and that we
must adjust to a lunatic world. These so-called “disciplines” and “sciences” will increasingly incorporate our demands in order more
efficiently to redirect our forces into safe channels under their stewardship. Unless we deal with them, they will deal with us.

— to discredit once and for all social workers, progressive educators, marriage guidance counselors, and the whole army of experts
whose function is to keep men, women and children functioning within the social framework, each by their own special brand of
social frontal lobotomy.” From “The American Family: Decay and Rebirth,” by Selma James, reprinted in From Feminism to
Liberation, collected by Edith Hoshino Altback, Schenkman (Cambridge, MA: 1971), 197-8.
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were both nationalists, both appeared to place color above class when the white Left were still chanting
variations of “Black and white unite and fight,” or “Negroes and Labor must join together.” The Black
working class was able through this nationalism to redefine class: overwhelmingly Black and Labor were
synonymous (with no other group was Labor as synonymous—except perhaps with women), the demands of
Black people and the forms of struggle created by Black people were the most comprehensive working class
demands and the most advanced working class struggle. This struggle was able to attract to itself the best
elements among the intellectuals who saw their own persecution as Black people—as a caste—grounded in
the exploitation of Black workers. These intellectuals who got caught in the moment of nationalism after the
class had moved beyond it saw race in increasingly individual terms and made up that pool from which the
State Department could hook the fish of tokenism—appointing a Black as special presidential advisor on
slum clearance, for example—and the personnel of a new, more integrated technocracy.

In the same way women for whom caste is the fundamental issue will make the transition to
revolutionary feminism based on a redefinition of class or invite integration into the white male
power structure.

But ““Marxist’ women,” as a woman from the movement in New Orleans says, “are just
‘Marxist’ men in drag.” The struggle as they see it is not qualitatively different from the one the
organized labor movement under masculine management has always commended to women, except
that now, appended to the “general struggle,” is something called “women’s liberation” or
“women’s struggle” voiced by women themselves.

This “general struggle” I take to mean the class struggle. But there is nothing in capitalism
that is not capitalistic, that is, not part of the class struggle. The questions are (a) Are women except
when they are waged workers auxiliary to capitalism (as has been assumed) and therefore auxiliary
to a more basic, more general struggle against capitalism; and (b) Can anything ever have been
“general” which has excluded so many women for so long?

Rejecting on the one hand class subordinated to feminism and on the other feminism
subordinated to class, we (original: Mariarosa Dalla Costa) confronted what (to our shame) has
passed for Marxism with the female experience that we have been exploring and struggling to
articulate. The result has been a translation of our psychological insights into a critique of the
political economy of the exploitation of women, the theoretical basis for a revolutionary and
autonomous women’s struggle. Based on what we know of how we are degraded, we move into the
question of why, in a depth as far as I know not reached before.

One great achievement of Marx was to show that the specific social relations

between people in the production of the necessities of life, relations which spring up without
their conscious planning, “behind the backs of people” (Menschen—previously translated as
men), distinguish one society from another. That is, in class society, the form of the relation
between people through which the ruling class robs the exploited of their labor is unique in
each historic epoch, and all other social relations in the society, beginning with the family and
including every other institution, reflect that form.

For Marx history was a process of struggle of the exploited, who continually provoke over
long periods and in sudden revolutionary leaps changes in the basic social relations of production
and in all the institutions which are an expression of these relations. The family, then, was the basic
biological unit differing in form from one society to another, directly related to the way people
produce. According to him, the family, even before class society, had the subordinated woman as its
pivot; class society itself was an extension of the relations between men on the one hand and women
and children on the other, an extension, that is, of the man’s command over the labor of his woman
and his children.

The women’s movement has gone into greater detail about the capitalist family. After
describing how women are conditioned to be subordinate to men, it has described the family as that
institution where the young are repressed from birth to accept the discipline of capitalist relations—
which in Marxist terms begins with the discipline of capitalist work. Other women have identified




the family as the centre of consumption, and yet others have shown that housewives make up a

hld‘den reserve work force: “unemployed” women work behind closed doors at home, to be called
out when capital needs them elsewhere.

Women and the Subversion of the Community (original: The Dalla Costa article) affirms all
the above, bl.lt places them on another basis: the family under capitalism is a center of conditioning,
of consumptlon' and Qf reserve labor, but a centre essentially of social production. When previously
so-c.alled Marxists said that the capitalist family did not produce for capitalism, was not part of
social production, it followed that they repudiated women’s potential social power.® Or rather,
presuming that women in the home could not have social power, they could not see that women in
the home produced. If your production is vital for capitalism, refusing to produce, refusing to wort,
is a fundamental lever of social power.

Marx’s analysis of capitalist production was not a meditation on how the society “ticked.” It
was a tool to find the way to overthrow it, to find the social forces which, exploited by capital, were
subversive to it. Yet it was because he was looking for the forces that would inevitably overthrow
capital that he could describe capital’s social relations, which are pregnant with working class
subversion. It is because we (original: Mariarosa Dalla Costa) were looking for women’s lever of
social power among those forces that we were able to uncover that even when women do not work
out of their homes, they are vital producers.

The commodity they produce, unlike all other commodities, is unique to capitalism: the
living human being—*the laborer himself.”

Capital’s special way of robbing labor is by paying the worker a wage that is enough to live
on (more or less) and to reproduce other workers. But the worker must produce more in the way of
commodities than what his wage is worth. The unpaid surplus labor is what the capitalist is in
business to accumulate and what gives him increasing power over more and more workers: he pays
for some labor to get the rest free so he can command more labor and get even more free, ad
infinitum—until we stop him. He buys with wages the right to use the only “thing” the worker has to
sell, his or her ability to work. The specific social relation, which is capital, then, is the wage
relation. And this wage relation can exist only when the ability to work becomes a saleable commodity.
Marx calls this commodity /abor power.

This is a strange commodity for it is not a thing. The ability to labor resides only in a human
being whose life is consumed in the process of producing. First it must be nine months in the womb,
must be fed, clothed and trained; then when it works its bed must be made, its floor swept, its
lunchbox prepared, its sexuality not gratified but quietened, its dinner ready when it gets home, even
if this is eight in the morning from the night shift. This is how labor power is produced and repro-
duced when it is daily consumed in the factory or the office. To describe its basic production and
reproduction is to describe women's work.

The community therefore is not an area of freedom and leisure auxiliary to the factory, where
by chance there happen to be women who are degraded as the personal servants of men. The
community is the other half of capitalist organization, the other area of hidden capitalist exploitation,
the other, hidden, source of surplus labor.® Tt becomes increasingly regimented like a factory, what we

5 Marx himself does not seem to have said anywhere that it was. Why this is so requires more space than is

available here and more reading of the man at the expense of his interpreters. Suffice it to say that, first, he is

singular in seeing personal consumption as a phase of production: “It is the production and reproduction of that

means of production so indispensable to the capitalist: the laborer himself.” (Capital 1: 572.) Second, he alone

has given us the tools to make our own analysis. And finally, he never was guilty of the nonsense with which

Engels, despite his many contributions, has saddled us and which, from the Bolsheviks to Castro, has given a

“Marxist” authority to backward and often reactionary policies towards women of revolutionary governments

% | said earlier that Women and the Subversion of the Community moves into the question of why women are degraded “in a depth as
far as | know not reached before.” Three previous attempts stand out (and can all be found in From Feminism to Liberation.) “The
Political Economy of Women’s Liberation” by Margaret Benston attempts to answer the same question. It fails, in my view, because
it bases itself not on Marx but on Ernest Mandel. Even the few paragraphs of Mandel, which Benston quotes are enough to expose the
theoretical basis of modern Trotskyist liberalism. We must restrict ourselves here to what he says about women's work in the home,
which Benston accepts. “The second group of products in capitalist society which are not commodities but remain simple use-value
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(original Mariarosa) call a social factory, where the costs and nature of transport, housing, medical care,
education, police, are all points of slruggle7 And this social factory has as its pivot the woman in the home
producing labor power as a commodity, and her struggle not to.

The demands of the women’s movement, then, take on a new and more subversive
significance. When we say, for example, that we want control of our own bodies, we are challenging
the domination of capital which has transformed our reproductive organs as much as our arms and
legs into instruments of accumulation of surplus labor; transformed our relations with men, with our
children and our very creation of them, into work productive to this accumulation.

A Woman’s Place, originally published as a pamphlet, was written in 1952 at the height of
the Cold War, in Los Angeles, where the immigration of young working men and women had
assumed Biblical dimensions.sThough it bears my name, I was merely a vehicle for expressing what
women, housewives and factory workers, felt and knew as immigrants to the Golden West from the
South and East.

It was already clear even then that working outside the home did not make drudgery at home
any more appealing, nor liberate us from the responsibility for housework even when it was
“shared.” It was equally clear that to think of spending our lives packing chocolates, or winding
transformers, or wiring televisions was more than we could bear. We rejected both and fought
against both. For example, in those days a man’s friends would still laugh if they saw him wearing
an apron and washing up. We changed that.

There is no doubt that the courage to fight for these changes sprang directly from that
paycheck which we so hated to work for. But though we hated the work, for most of us it
provided the first opportunity for an independent social experience outside the isolation of the
home, and seemed the only alternative to that isolation. After the mass entry of women into
industry during World War 11, and our brutal expulsion between 1945 and 1947, from 1947
when they wanted us again we came back and, with the Korean War (1949), in increasing

consists of all things produced in the home. Despite the fact that considerable human labor goes into this type of household
production, it still remains a production of use-values and not of commodities. Every time a soup is made or a button sewn
on a garment it constitutes production, but it is not production for the market.” This is quoted from An Introduction to Marxist
Economic Theory (Merit, NY: 1967), 10-11. Even the title betrays the falsity of the content: there is no such thing as “Marxist
economic theory” or “Marxist political economy” or for that matter “Marxist sociology.” Marx negated political economy in theory
and the working class negates it in practice. For economics fragments the qualitative relations between people into a
compartmentalized and quantified relation between things. When, as under capitalism, our labor power becomes a commodity, we
become factors in production, objects, sexual and in every way, which the economists, the sociologists and the rest of the vampires of
capitalist science then examine, plan for and try to control). Juliet Mitchell (“Women—The Longest Revolution™) also believes that
although women “are fundamental to the human condition, yet in their economic, social and political roles they are marginal (93). The
error of her method, in my view, is that once again an interpreter of Marx, this time Althusser, is her guide. Here separation of
economic, social and political roles is conscious policy. Labor power is a commodity produced by women in the home. It is this
commodity that turns wealth into capital. The buying and selling of this commodity turns the market into a capitalist market. Women
are not marginal in the home, in the factory, in the hospital, in the office. We are fundamental to the reproduction of capital and
fundamental to its destruction.

Peggy Morton of Toronto in a splendid article, “A Woman’s Work Is Never Done,” points out that the family is the “unit whose
function is the maintenance of and reproduction of labor power i.e. . . . the structure of the family is determined by the needs of the
economic system, at any given time, for a certain kind of labor power” (214). Benston calls, after Engels, for the capitalist
industrialization of household jobs as “preconditions” for “true equality in job opportunity and the industrialization of housework is
unlikely unless women are leaving the home for jobs™ (207). That is, if we get jobs capital will industrialize the areas where,
according to her, we only produce use-values and not capital; this wins us the right to be exploited equally with men. With victories
like that, we don’t need defeats. On the other hand, Morton is not looking for what concessions we can wring from the enemy but how
to destroy him. “All too often we forget why we are organizing women; the purpose of building a mass movement is not to build'a
mass movement, but to make revolution.” Benston, she says, “does not provide any basis on which strategy for a women’s movement
can be based.” The absence of this motive for analysis in the movement generally “encourages a real liberalism among us™ (212).
Right on.

" For those who believe the struggle in the social factory is not political, let them note that here, more than in the factory, is the State
directly the organizer of the life of the worker, especially if she is a woman, and so here the worker confronts the State more directly,
without the intervention of individual capitalists and the mediation of trade unions.

® Southern California had experienced a huge wave of immigration during the war. Between 1940-46, the population of San Diego
(home of shipyards and naval base) had increased by 61 percent, that of L.A. by 29 percent (Business Week, December 20, 1947, 72).




numbers. For all the reasons outlined in the pamphlet, we wanted money and saw no
alternative to demanding jobs.

That we were immigrants from industrial, farming or coal-mining areas made us more
dependent on that paycheck, since we had only ourselves to fall back on. But it gave us an
advantage t0o. In the new aircraft and electronics industries of L.A., in addition to the standard
jobs for women, for example in food and clothing, we—more white women than Black, who were in
those days largely denied jobs with higher (subsistence) pay—we managed to achieve new freedom of
action. We were unrestrained by fathers and mothers who stayed “back East” or “down South.” Trade
unions, formed in the East years before by bitter struggle, by the time they were imported West were
negotiators for a 10-cents-a-year rise, and were part of the disciplinary apparatus which confronted us
on the assembly line and which we paid for in high dues taken out before we ever saw our money.

Other traditional forms of “political” organization were either non-existent or irrelevant and most of
us ignored them. In short, we made a clean break with the past.

In the women’s movement of the late ‘60s, the energy of those who refused the old forms of
“protection,” or who never knew them, finally found massive articulation. Yet twenty years before,
in the baldness of our confrontation with capital (directly and via men) we were making our way
through what has become increasingly an international experience. This experience taught us: the
second job outside of the home is another boss superimposed on the first; a woman’s first job is to
reproduce other people’s labor power, and her second is to reproduce and sell her own. So that her
struggle in the family and in the factory, the joint organizers of her labor, of her husband’s labor and
of the future labor of her children, is one whole. The very unity in one person of the two divided
aspects of capitalist production presupposes not only a new scope of struggle but an entirely new
evaluation of the weight and cruciality of women in that struggle.

These are the themes of Women and the Subversion of the Community (original: of the Dalla
Costa article). What was posed by the struggle of so-called “reactionary” or “backward” or at best
“non-political” housewives and factory wives in the United States twenty years ago is the starting
point for a restatement of Marxist theory and a reorientation of struggle. This theoretical
development parallels and expresses and is needed for an entirely new level of struggle which
women internationally are in the process of waging.

We’ve come a long way, baby . . .

Power to the sisters and therefore to the class.

Selma James
Padova, July 27, 1972

The following pages from 10 to 13 of the original *72 edition, where Dalla Costa was named other 6
times for important passages, have been cancelled.The pag. 10 was beginning with It is no
accident that the Dalla Costa article has come from Italy.




64 Larch Rd.
Lrndnn NW2
e 6 Juns 1975
Dear Sisters,

Srme things may nrt have been elear frrom tho letter tho Prwer rf Women Cnllective
sent tn subsrribers ~expleining that there was "a sorirus error in the address list mn
page 2 nf rur Jrurnal nr. 3", (tho errrr being that we included the via dei Tadi address
in Padrva as a place where perple cruld crntact vur prliticel pGrSDDCtiVGV)

(ne inadequacy rf rur letter is that we were roferring &n the Centrn Femminista and
shruld have said sr. It was an rversight rn our part tr refer tn their address withrut
using their name, end we aprlogise frr this. Annther shortrrming is that we did nrt -
suffiriently bring cut what is fundamental in rur differences with this grrup. After
further discussirn we have understrnd better hrw we can differ frem cother grrups whe
alsp say that they are "frr wages frr hnusewrrk", @and we are mrre ennfirmed in our
nriginal vieuw.

The implicatinns rf UWages for Hrusework have been censiderably develrped since this
perspective wes first put forwaird. This is as a result rf the experience nf different
grrups in different cruntries and rur centinual exchange rf infermatinn and ideas. Ue
are clesrer now abrut what cur perspective means in rrganisatirnal terms.

The basis nf rur pnlitiecs is wrmen's werk in the hmme. Cur nrganisatirnal practice
therefrre cen nnly flew frrm this fundamental relation tr capital which all wrmen share.
We havo seen that wrmen have been isvlated and separated frrm each rther by their wnrk
and sven by the rebellipn against their wrrk. We have seen that we have been fnrced tn
make limited and !'separated! demands, fnr child-care, for higher wages in waged:@ jnbs,
fnr abnrtirn, for money tn live withrut @ man, struggles which den't draw immediate
strength frrm each rther because thay ars waged in isrlaticn by wrmen in different sit-
uatirns. Thus we have seen the necessity nf making a demand that spesks &tr the needs
of us all, that can bring us trgether, .Wa .sckurut. $horofare tr build mrvemont that
pan: bping .tngethor a1l .w-mon 2s hyuscwivew,. in-oll tho different sitwsti-ne in which we
find. jursolvos .= married/singla, hetorracxuel/lesbion, mither/n-n-mother, with/with-ut
s socond jrb, yrung/nld, thrrugh a campaign frr tho wego, frr cvory wnman, ro_an inter-
natirnal level.

Negatively, we have experienced in rur struggles as wrmen hrw, unless we demand the
wage per se, from the beginning and frr all women, we stand in danger rf being defeated
oither becauso there are nnt enrugh nf us rr because the State has been able tr utilise
particular demands for its nwn purprse rf our mnre intenss explritatirn. (There are
more “ppprrtunities"” frr women tr get wraged work in the United States nrnw than befrre,
but the female wage in relation tn the male wage has dropped)

Prsitively, we are crnfident of nur ability tm rrganise that campeign and win that
wage berause we knrw that hnusewnrrk is fundamental tr all wnmen's work, that the need
frr a wage fnr that wnrk is fundamental trn 211 wrmen, and that the struggle frr the
wage is a lever nf prwer crmmen o us all. Tr raise the demand, tr let all wemen knouw
that we wamt, @ wage frr housewrrk and intend tr win rne, is already a pnuer frr all
women, and precis@dly the basis nf nrganisatirn. Our invelvement in individual struggles
dres nnt -crntradict but is part nf a campaign, integral tr building an nrganisatimnal
netwnrk. But nur campaign is itself the strategy for struggle. It is a peuw strategy
frr struggle flewing frrm 2 new pnlitical perspective, an entirely new svaluatinn nf
the class struggle. Tn reduce pur pnlitical activity tn inunlvement in individual
struggles rnly, is tn throw nut the analysis nf what is the specific frrm in whirch
capital explrits wmmen and the specific respnnse with which we prrprse tr confrent it.
It is tn negate Wages fnr Hnusewnrk as an analysis because we negate the organisatinnal
conclusinns that flpw frem it.

The report of the Trivenetn Crmmittee (A Lnng Weekend nf Sbruggle) has made clear
the ways in which prnpaganda and mass activity are rne. Tr demand wages frr hnusewnrk
internationally, as we said, is already a8 pruer. Tn come nut mn:-the streets tngether
in 2 demonstratinn fnr it is inseparable frrm the demand. Making nur presence felt
has already made it prssible frr wrmen tn raise demands and makae struggles which were
impnssible befnre. After @ demmnstratimn nf 100 comes 2 demrnstratirm nf 1,000, and
nf 10,000, the possibility of strike actinn acrnss the lines which civide us, nf activ-
ities that.: cen hurt the State and be seen as a pnwer tn rther wageless wnrkers as well
@s ton the waged. Our campaign is the nrganisatinnal framewnrk which will make all
these actirns mpre prssible in a uway that rrganising in nne neighbouhnnd, in one city,
nr aven in nne cnuntry, cBm never dn because we can .never feel nr convey our crllective

s e

é‘fj 4




strength to the wageless, isolated but rebellious housewife. In some parts of the world
the struggle for the wage direstly is quite advaenced. The power this generates is a
magnet which sucks us put of the prorvincislism, natipnalism, isolatinn and timidity
which has been nur training as women.

In crnceiving nf a mass cempaign, we are making an nrgenisational break with the left
and with politics as they have practiced them. First, they have always seen themselves
as nutside the working class. Tn whatever sectinn they were addressing themselves,
their politics in theory and practice was never based on 2 mutual experience. We do not
"intervene" in nther women's struggles with Wages for Housewnrk. That is puz strugols,
and that is the struggle of all wemen because all struggiss nf women are struggles fonr
the wage.

Secnnd, the left ignnred us nnt only becauss they were men (spme of them were not) ,
but berause we wers unorganisable in their terms. We have an entirely different concep-
tion of what is organisationally prssible and necessary for us as women who are isolated
from each other and who find, when we confront capital, another section of the exploited
(men workers) standing in nur way. Our network nf organisatinn must overcoms this
isolation and the divisions ambng US.

Third, becauss of their failures, the male left have criticised the working class:
the working class was backward - it could not grasp their perspective, was not ready
for it.

In varying degrees these have been the positinns tzken up by some who identify them-
selves with wages for housewnrk. They have felt that a mass cempaign for the:iwags uwas
premature, - that women aré "nnt ready" feor such a campaign. This is not our position;
this contradicts the premises of Wages for Housswork. We heve sesen that internationally
women ere already struggling to refuse work and win money, and the demand for wages
concretises and expresses what is already present in the struggles women are making. We
are not imposing .on "pther" struggles a demand which will "supersedg"them but making a
demand which names explicitly nur mutual gnals and makes it possible frr us to draw on
each other for further powsr.

The Centrn Femminista, via dei Tadi, Padova, has repudiated @ campaign fnr some of
the reaSons above. It is not accidental then, that they were zble to cpnperate prganis-
ationally with women's commissions of male nrganisations. Unable to break with the org-
anisatipnal practice of the male left, they were unable tn break with the male left
prganisatinnally.

The questinn of the campaign for the wage fnr every woman, then, has bscome the .div-
iding line for us between on the one hand wages for houseuwnrk as one demand among many,
as a slogan which is eye-catching, as a demand which one day we will struggle for, and:
on the other hand Wages for Housework as an internatinnal and revnlutionary feminist
perspective which we activate now to build the power of women on @ mass levsl now. This
is what we meant when we said im our letter that the Centro Femminista was"not a Wages
for Housework group". The snclnsed document by Ruth Hell is an analysis of the second
international conference of the Wages for Housework network where all the issues above
are made more explicit. It makes as clear as possible that the issus of the campaign is
the issue of whether we are for nr against Wages for Housework, and is not peculiar to
any country.

The Power of Wemen Collective has been asked to organise an international cnnference
in July for thnse groups and individuals who have broad agreement pn this crucial issue
and whp went to cnmpars experiences and work out how to further the campaign. In cnun-
tries where a campaign has already been initiatad, we accept the judgement of those
groups which have initiated snd are working on the campaign there as to who from that
country shpuld be invited to the conference. In Italy that group is the Triveneto
Committese.

While there are nrcasipns such as this conference when those uwho share this political
perspective feel the need to meet on our nun, this doesn't mean or imply that we aren ng
at all other times open tn dieslpgue, discussion, dommunication and common action with
all tendencies in the feminist mpuvement. Ue are confident that many feminists will be
increasingly draun to Wages for Housewnrk as a pnlitical and nrganisational strategy on
the basis nf their ouwn experience and as they see for themselves its implications for
wemen's power. In Britain we will:be opgenising a national ronference this autumn open
tp all groups and individuals who are interested in the perspective.

While we jealnusly guard pur nrganisatiopnal autmnomy against capital and the male :
left, we just a zealously nurture pur links and relations with nther feminist groups.
But to state pur position clearly and to disspciate ourselves from what undermines our
position is not sectarian or destructive. We need clarity in ordeF°¥E7B¥8a new ground.

In Sisterhnod, Power of Women Collective




