CHAPTER
15

Political Activism and Feminism
in the 1960s and Early 1970s

The sixties and early seventies were years of extraordinary political and m!mrfﬂ
unrest in the United States. Young adults, members of the baby boom generation,
participated in a frontal attack on American society Iami {rs institutions, r:o;lv:de_'mn_m i
the nation's misuse of military power abroad, espectally in Vietnam, anla' its indiffer-
ence to oppression and inequality at home. Women of various class, racial, and
ethnic backgrounds devoted tremendous energy fo the political movements of the era,
including the civil rights and Black Fower struqgles and the anti-war, anti-paverty,
EHis,
Ko ?Eeﬁrﬂ%ﬂame wiomen — many of them former members of a‘h{: Srmla‘mr Non-
violent Coordinating Committee (SNCC) and Students for a Democratic Society
(8DS), and nearly all af them white and mr}me class = iaun:r.&ed a new, _radjmf
feminist movement. Radical feminists organized Ism;_zﬂ_ consciousness-raising
groups that combined investigations of gender discrimination in em;::.ra:'rymem, edum{-
tion, and politics with analyses of gender oppression in privale, familial, and sexua
contexts. Like Black Power activists, these feminisis were often frank!;v separatist,
doubting the dominant society's willingness fo grant women (or African-Americans)
true equality. Meanwhile, a group of alder, more mad‘e:_'ate wanten [’a!s:_}
predominantly white and middle class) ﬁ:rﬁ?eedl the National Organization for ;
Women (NOW) in 1966, adopting integrationist goals that paralleled those of the
National Association for the Advancement of Colared People (NAACP) and the
Southern Christian Leadership Conference. (In many ways, NO‘H:" clouEd be seen as
heir to the National Woman's Party.) These two branches of feminism often
disagreed over goals and tactics, but together f}:gy he!‘pe.rli o bmgg about massive
changes in attitudes toward the role of women in American society. -
What were the circumstances that provoked femmzs{ dctivism [n the sixties:
Why did the new feminist movement claim the s_ympa!h{es of women who were
primarily white and middle class? What roles a’lxd. mr{cm_-g-c!ass women and women
of color play in the movements that claimed their qﬂegmrlic_c? And did rhcgwamfn
embrace a “feminist” consciousness, even if they did not jein the movement?

Political Activism arnd Feminism in the 19605 and Early 19705 439

M DOCUMENTS

In 1963, Betty Friedan described “the problem that has no name™ in her groundbreaking
book The Feminine Mystique; an excerpt appears as the first selection. Two years later,
Casey Havden and Mary King, white activists with both SNCC and SDS, wrote “A Kind of
Memo™ (the second document) to others in the peace and freedom movements in an attempt
to draw attention to the issue of gender oppression, In 1966, NOW's founding statement (ex-
tracted in the third document) laid out the organization’s central premises. Note the striking
differences between that statement and the fourth selection, the Redstockings Manifesto of
1969, a creation of the radical wing of the feminist movement. In 1970 Frances Beale
published an essay (parts of which appear as the fifth document) condemning the sexism of
the Black Power movement and the racism of the women's movement; she claimed that such
attitudes created a “double jeopardy™ for those who, like her, were both black and female,
Ome year later, Mirta Vidal wrote an essay on the critical importance of feminism . for
Chicanas; portions of it make up the last document.

Betty Friedan on “The Problem That Has No Name,” 1963

The problem lay buried, unspoken, for many years in the minds of American
women. It was a strange stirring, a sense of dissatisfaction, a yearning that women
suffered in the middle of the twentieth century in the United States. Each suburban
wife struggled with it alone. As she made the beds, shopped for groceries, matched
slipcover material, ate peanut butter sandwiches with her children, chauffeured Cub
Scouts and Brownies, lay beside her husband at night — she was afraid to ask even
of herself the silent question — “Is this all?"

For over fifteen years there was no word of this yearning in the millions of
words written about women, for women, in all the columns, books and articles by
experts telling women their role was to seek fulfillment as wives and mothers. Over
and over women heard in voices of tradition and of Freudian sophistication that
they could desire no greater destiny than to glory in their own femininity. Experts
told them how to catch a man and keep him, how to breastfeed children and handle
their toilet training, how to cope with sibling rivalry and adolescent rebellion; how
to buy a dishwasher, bake bread, cook gourmet snails, and build a swimming pool
with their own hands; how to dress, look, and act more feminine and make marriage
mare exciting; how to keep their hushands from dying young and their sons from
growing into delinquents. They were taught to pity the neurotic, unfeminine, un-
happy women who wanted to be poets or physicists or presidents. They learned that
truly feminine women do not want careers, higher education, political rights — the
independence and the opportunities that the old-fashioned feminists fought for.
Some women, in their forties and fifties, still remembered painfully giving up those

dreams, but most of the younger women no longer even thought about them. A
thousand expert voices applauded their femininity, their adjustment, their new

Excerpts from “The Problem That Has Mo Mame” from The Femining Mystigue by Betty Friedan, pp.

11-16, 21-22, 27, with the permission of W, W, Norton & Company, Inc, Copyright £ 1983, 1974,
1973, 1963 and rencwed 1991 by Betty Friedan.
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maturity. All they had to do was devote their lives from earliest girlhood to finding
a husband and bearing children. . . .

The suburban housewife — she was the dream image of the young Amernican
women and the envy, it was said, of women all over the world, The American
housewife — freed by science and labor-saving appliances from the drudgery, the
dangers of childbirth and the illnesses of her grandmother. She was healthy, beauti-
ful, educated, concerned only about her husband, her children, her home. She had
found true feminine fulfillment. As a housewife and mother, she was respected as a
full and equal partner to man in his world, She was free to choose automobiles,
clothes, appliances, supermarkets; she had everything that women ever dreamed of.

In the fifteen years after World War 11, this mystique of feminine fulfillment
became the cherished and self-perpetuating core of contemporary American culture,
Millions of women lived their lives in the image of those pretty pictures of the
American suburban housewife, kissing their husbands goodbye in front of the pic-
ture window, depositing their stationwagonsful of children at school, and smiling as
they ran the new electric waxer over the spotless kitchen floor. They baked their
own bread, sewed their own and their children’s clothes, kept their new washing
machines and dryers running all day. They changed the sheets on the beds twice a
week instead of once, took the rug-hooking class in adult education, and pitied their
poor frustrated mothers, who had dreamed of having a career. Their only dream was
to be perfect wives and mothers; their highest ambition to have five children and a
beautiful house, their only fight to get and keep their husbands, They had no
thought for the unfeminine problems of the world outside the home; they wanted
the men to make the major decisions. They gloried in their role as women, and
wrote proudly on the census blank: “Occupation: housewife.”

For over fifteen years, the words written for women, and the words women
used when they talked to each other, while their husbands sat on the other side of
the room and talked shop or politics or septic tanks, were about problems with their
children, or how to keep their husbands happy, or improve their children’s school,
or cook chicken or make slipcovers. Nobody argued whether women were inferior
or superior to men; they were simply different. Words like “emancipation” and “ca-
reer” sounded strange and embarrassing; no one had used them for years. When a
Frenchwoman named Simone de Beauvoir wrote a book called The Second Sex, an
American critic commented that she obviously “didn't know what life was all
about,” and besides, she was talking about French women. The “woman problem”
in America no longer existed.

If a woman had a problem in the 1950's and 1960's, she knew that something
must be wrong with her marriage, or with herself. Other women were satisfied with
their lives, she thought. What kind of a woman was she if she did not feel this mys-
terious fulfillment waxing the kitchen floor? She was so ashamed to admit her dis-
satisfaction that she never knew how many other women shared it. If she tried to tell
her husband, he didn't understand what she was talking about. She did not really
understand it herself. For over fifteen years women in America found it harder to
talk about this problem than about sex. Even the psychoanalysts had no name for it.
When a woman wenl to a psychiatrist for help, as many women did, she would say,
“I'm so ashamed,” or “T must be hopelessly neurotic.” “T don't know what's wrong
with women today,” a suburban psychiatrist said uneasily. “I only know something
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is wrong because most of my patients happen to be women. And their problem isn’t
sexual.” Most women with this problem did not go to see a psychoanalyst, however.
“There’s nothing wrong really,” they kept telling themselves. “There isn't any
problem."”

But on an April moming in 1959, T heard a mother of four, having coffee with
four other mothers in a suburban development fifteen miles from New York, say in
a tone of quiet desperation, “the problem.” And the others knew, without words,
that she was not talking about a problem with her husband, or her children, or her
home. Suddenly they realized they all shared the same problem, the problem that
has no name. They began, hesitantly, to talk about it. Later, after they had picked up
their children at nursery school and taken them home to nap, two of the women
cried, in sheer relief, just to know they were not alone,

Gradually T came to realize that the problem that has no name was shared by
countless women in America. As a magazine writer I often interviewed women
about problems with their children, or their marriages, or their houses, or their
communities. But after a while I began to recognize the telltale signs of this other
problem. I saw the same signs in suburban ranch houses and split-levels on Long
Island and in New Jersey and Westchester County; in colonial houses in a small
Massachusetis town; on patios in Memphis; in suburban and city apartments; in
living rooms in the Midwest. Sometimes 1 sensed the problem, not as a reporter,
but as a suburban housewife, for during this time | was also bringing up my own
thrée children in Rockland County, New York. I heard echoes of the problem in
college dormitories and semi-private maternity wards, at PTA meetings and
luncheons of the League of Women Voters, at suburban cocktail parties, in station
wagons waiting for trains, and in snatches of conversation overheard at Schrafft's.
The groping words I heard from other women, on quiet afternoons when children
were at school or on quiet evenings when husbands worked late, 1 think 1 under-
stood first as a woman long before [ understood their larger social and psycholog-
ical implications,

Just what was this problem that has no name? What were the words women
used when they tried to express it? Sometimes a woman would say “I feel empty
somehow . . . incomplete.” Or she would say, “I feel as if [ don't exist.” Some-
times she blotted out the feeling with a tranquilizer. Sometimes she thought the
problem was with her husband, or her children, or that what she really needed was
to redecorate her house, or move to a better neighborhood, or have an affair, or
another baby. Sometimes, she went to a doctor with symptoms she could hardly
describe: “A tired feeling . . . T get so angry with the children it scares me . . .
feel like crying without any reason.” (A Cleveland doctor called it “the house-
wife's syndrome.™) . ..

Most men, and some women, still did not know that this problem was real. But
those who had faced it honestly knew that all the superficial remedies, the sympa-
thetic advice, the scolding words and the cheering words were somehow drowning
the problem in unreality. A bitter laugh was beginning to be heard from American
women. They were admired, envied, pitied, theorized over until they were sick of it,
offered drastic solutions or silly choices that no one could take seriously. They got
all kinds of advice from the growing armies of marriage and child-guidance
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counselors, psychotherapists, and armchair psychologists, on how tu_adjust to I:hEII.!'
role as housewives. No other road to fulfillment was nﬂ’cnlad to American women in
the middle of the twentieth century. Most adjusted to their role and suffered or ig-
nored the problem that has no name. It can be less painful for a woman, not to hear
the strange, dissatisfied voice stirring within her.

It is no longer possible to ignore that voice, to dismiss the desperation of so
many American women. This is not whal being a woman means, no matter what the
experts say. For human suffering there is a reason; perhaps the reason has not be;n
found because the right questions have not been asked, or pr!'essed far enough. I do
not accept the answer that there is no problem because American women have luxul-
ries that women in other times and lands never firear_ncri of; part of the strange newl
ness of the problem is that it cannot be understood in terms of the age-old materia
problems of man: poverty, sickness, hunger, -:ﬂlc!. Tt!e women who suffer this prob-
lem have a hunger that food cannot fill. It persists in women whose I}L}shaqu ;m:f
struggling internes and law clerks, or prosperous doctors and I!awyars. in mv.cs o
workers and executives who make 55,000 a year or $50,000. Ttis nolt causlved by lack
of material advantages; it may not even be felt by women preoc_r:up_md ‘:P-'ilh despc:
ate problems of hunger, poverty or illness. And women who think it will be snl;g
by more money, a bigger house, a second car, moving to a better suburb, often dis-

i WOrse, o
cmﬂ;‘tl:sgislonger possible today to blame the problem on loss of femininity: to say
that education and independence and equality with men haﬂ-fe :Inade_ P:Lmenclan
women unfeminine. I have heard so many women try 1o deny th1s_dlml:al:sfted voice
within themselves because it does not fit the pretty picture of femininity the experts
have given them. I think, in fact, that this is the first elue to the rln}rste['y: ljnc prob-
lem cannot be understood in the generally accepted terms by u-:hmh scientists hav_.-r.
giudied women, doctors have treated them, counselors have ad':used them,_ and Iwnf—.
ers have written about them. Women who suffer this pmh!ein, in whom this voice 18
stirring, have lived their whole lives in the pursuit of feminine fulfillment. They are
not career women (although career women may have ot!'_ls:r problems); they are
women whose greatest ambition has been marriage and children. For the oldest of
these women, these daughters of the American middle class, no other dream was
possible. The ones in their forties and fifties who once hlad other dreams gave. them
up and threw themselves joyously into life as housewives. For the youngest, Thﬁ
new wives and mothers, this was the only dream. Thelg,r are the_uncs who quit h1g|
school and college to marry, or marked time in some job in wlll;h they had no rea
interest until they married. These women are very “feminine” in the usual sense,

ill suffer the problem. . . .

= 1?1122’ :;lltts,uthe pmblljs:m that has no name slir.rifllg. in the minds of so0 many
American women today is not a matter of loss of femininity or too much L:t_iUCaT.IDI.'I,
ar the demands of domesticity. It is far more important than anyone recognizes. It *:si
the key to these other new and old problems which have been torturing Wl.}'[’!'ll':‘.'l'l anl
their husbands and children, and puzzling their doctors and educators for years. t
may well be the key to our future as a nation and a culture. We can no longer 1gnore
that voice within women that says: “1 want something more than my husband and
my children and my home.”

T TP PR
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Casey Hayden and Mary King, “A Kind of Memo”
to Women in the Peace and Freedom Movements, 1965

We've talked a lot, to each other and to some of you, about our own and other
women's problems in trying to live in our personal lives and in our work as inde-
pendent and creative people. In these conversations we've found what seem to be
recurrent ideas or themes. Maybe we can look at these things many of us perceive,
often as a result of insights learmed from the movement:

* Sex and caste: There seem to be many parallels that can be drawn between
treatment of Negroes and treatment of women in our society as a whole. But in par-

* ticular, women we've lalked o who work in the movement seem to be caught up in

a common-law caste system that operates, sometimes subtly, forcing them to work
around of outside hierarchical structures of power which may exclude them. . . . Itis
a. .. system which, at its worst, uses and exploiis women.

This is complicated by several facts, among them: 1) The caste system is not
institutionalized by law (women have the right to vote, to sue for divorce, etc.);
2) Women can't withdraw from the situation (a la nationalism) or overthrow it;
3) There are biological differences (even though those biological differences are
usually discussed or accepted without taking present and future technology into ac-
count s0 we probably can’t be sure what these differences mean). Many people who
are very hip to the implications of the racial caste system, even people in the move-
ment, don't’ seem to be able to see the sexual-caste system and if the question is
raised they respond with: “That's the way it's supposed to be. There are biological
differences.” Or with other statements which recall a white segregationist con-
fronted with integration.

* Women and problems of work: The caste-system perspective dictates the roles
assigned to women in the movement, and certainly even more (o women outside the
movement. Within the movement, questions arise in situations ranging from rela-
tionships of women organizers to men in the community, to who cleans the freedom
house, to who holds leadership positions, to who does secretarial work, and to who
acts as spokesman for groups. Other problems arise between women with varying
degrees of awareness of themselves as being as capable as men but held back from
full participation, or between women who see themselves as needing more control
of their work than other women demand. And there are problems with relationships
between white women and black women.

* Women and personal relations with men: Having learned from the movement
to think radically about the personal worth and abilities of people whose role in so-
ciety had gone unchallenged before, a lot of women in the movement have begun
trying to apply those lessons to their own relations with men, Each of us probably
has her own story of the various results, and of the internal struggle occasioned by
trying to break out of very deeply learned fears, needs, and self-perceptions, and of

Mary King and Casey Hayden, “A Kind of Memo from Casey Hayden and Mary King to & Number of
Other Women in the Peace and Freedom Movements,” in Mary Elizabeth King, Freadom Song: A Per-

sonal Story aof the 1960s Civil Rights Movement (New York: William Mommow, 1987), appendix 3,
571-574.
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what happens when we try to replace them with concepts of people and freedom
learned from the movement and organizing. L g :

« Institutions: Nearly everyone has real questions al?uul l‘r}nsc institutions wh1c.h_
shape perspectives on men and women: marr_iage. r:h:_ldraanng patterns, women’s
(and men's) magazines, etc. People are beginning to think about and even to experi-
ment with new forms in these areas.

« Men's reactions to the questions raised here: A very few men seem to feel,
when they hear conversations involving these problems, thﬂ:l they have a right to
be present and participate in them, since they are so deeply m'.-nhfcd. Al T.Ihs same
time, very few men can respond nondefensively, since the whole idea is either bnf,—
yond their comprehension or threatens and exposes Ithn:m. The usua:] rmspu.use. is
laughter. That inability to see the whole issue as serious, as the straitjacketing of
both sexes, and as societally determined often shapes our own response so that we
learn to think in their terms about ourselves and to feel silly rather than @st our
inner feelings. The problems we're listing here, and what others have said about
them, are therefore largely drawn from conversations among women only — and
that difficulty in establishing dialogue with men is a recurring theme among people
we've talked to. ) . )

« Lack of community for discussion: Nobody is writing, or organizing ar T,aikmjg
publicly about women in any way that reflects the problems that various women in
the movement come across and which we've tried to touch above. ...

The reason we want to try to open up dialogue is mostly subjective. Work_ing in
the movement often intensifies personal problems, especially if we start trying 1o
apply things we're learning there to our personal lives. Perhaps we can start to talk
with each other more openly than in the past and create a community of support for
each other so we can deal with ourselves and others with integrity and can therefore

ng.

kﬁp{:;?teﬁifcly. the chances seem nil that we could start a movement based on
anything as distant to general American thought as a sex-caste system. Therefore,
most of us will probably want to work full time on problems S“Ch_ as war, pmn.?rtyt
race. The very fact that the country can’t face, much less deal with, T'h.g guestions
we're raising means that the movement is one place to 1m]?c for some relief. Real 113!‘-
forts at dialogue within the movement and with whatever liberal groups, community
women, or students might listen are justified, That is, all the prm_hlcms between men
and women and all the problems of women functioning in so-cmt},rl as equal human
beings are among the most basic that people face. We‘vc talked in the mm_rn:mnt
about trying to build a society which would see basic human problems {whllch are
now seen as private troubles), as public problems and would try to shape institu-
tions to meet human needs rather than shaping people to meet t_he needs of lh_u&e
with power. To raise questions like those above illustrates very dl?eclly that s-acmtly
hasn't dealt with some of its deepest problems and opens discussion of why thgl is
g0, (In one sense, it is a radicalizing question that can take people bt'.yﬂnfﬂ le_gahst:c
solutions into areas of personal and institutional change.) The second GIIZIIJECTJ\TE rea-
son we'd like to see discussion begin is that we've learned a great deal i the mﬂ‘:’ﬂ-
ment and perhaps this is one area where a determined attempt to apply ideas we've
jearned there can produce some new alternatives.
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NOW'’s Statement of Purpose, 1966

We, men and women who hereby constitute ourselves as the Mational Organization
for Women, believe that the time has come for a new movement toward true equal-
ity for all women in America, and toward a fully equal partnership of the sexes, as
part of the world-wide revolution of human rights now taking place within and be-
yond our national borders.

The purpose of NOW is to take action to bring women into full participation in
the mainstream of American society now, exercising all the privileges and responsi-
bilities thereof in truly equal partnership with men.

We believe the time has come to move beyond the abstract argument, discus-
sion and symposia over the status and special nature of women which has raged in

« America in recent years; the time has come to confront, with concrete action, the

conditions that now prevent women from enjoying the equality of opportunity and
freedom/ of choice which is their right as individual Americans, and as human
beings. |

NOW is dedicated to the proposition that women first and foremost are human
beings, who, like all other people in our society, must have the chance to develop
their fullest human potential. We believe that women can achieve such equality
only by accepting to the full the challenges and responsibilities they share with all
other people in our society, as part of the decision-making mainstream of American
political, economic and social life.

We organize to initiate or support action, nationally or in any part of this na-
tion, by individuals or organizations, to break through the silken curtain of preju-
dice and discrimination against women in government, industry, the professions,
the churches, the political parties, the judiciary, the labor unions, in education,
science, medicine, law, religion and every other field of importance in American
society. . ..

There is no civil rights movement to speak for women, as there has been for
Megroes and other victims of discrimination. The National Organization for Women
must therefore begin to speak.

WE BELIEVE that the power of American law, and the protection guaranteed
by the 1.8, Constitution to the civil rights of all individuals, must be effectively ap-
plied and enforced to isolate and remove patterns of sex diserimination, to ensure
equality of opportunity in employment and education, and equality of civil and po-
litical rights and responsibilities on behalf of women, as well as for Negroes and
other deprived groups.

We realize that women's problems are linked to many broader questions of so-
cial justice; their solution will require concerted action by many groups. Therefore,
convinced that human rights for all are indivisible, we expect to give active support
to the common cause of equal rights for all those who suffer discrimination and dep-

rivation, and we call upon other organizations committed to such goals to support
our efforts toward equality for women.

WE DO NOT ACCEPT the token appointment of a few women to high-level
positions in government and industry as a substitute for a serious continuing effort
to recruit and advance women according to their individual abilities. To this end, we
urge American government. and industry to mobilize the same resources of
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ingenuity and command with which they have solved problems of far greater diffi-
culty than those now impeding the progress of women,

WE BELIEVE that this nation has a capacity at least as great as other nations,
to innovate new social institutions which will enable women to enjoy true equality
of opportunity and responsibility in society, without conflict with their responsibili-
ties as mothers and homemakers. In such innovations, America does not lead the
Western world, but lags by decades behind many European countries. We do not
accept the traditional assumption that a woman has to choose between marriage and
motherhood, on the one hand, and serious participation in industry or the profes-
sions on the other. We question the present expectation that all normal women will
retire from job or profession for ten or fifteen years, to devote their full time to rais-
ing children, only to reenter the job market at a relarively minor level. This in itself
is a deterrent to the aspirations of women, 10 their acceplance into management or
professional training courses, and to the very possibility of equality of opportunity
or real choice, for all but a few women. Above all, we reject the assumption that
these problems are the unique responsibility of each individual woman, rather than
a basic social dilemma which society must solve. True equality of opportunity and
freedom of choice for women requires such practical and possible innovations as a
nationwide network of child-care centers, which will make it unnecessary for
women to relire completely from society unfil their children are grown, and national
programs to provide retraining for women who have chosen to care for their own
children full time.

WE BELIEVE that it is as essential for every girl to be educated to her full po-
tential of human ability as it is for every boy — with the knowledge that such educa-
tion is the key to effective participation in today’s economy and that, for a girl as for
a boy, education can only be serious where there is expectation that it will be used in
society. We believe that American educators are capable of devising means of im-
parting such expectations o girl smdents. Moreover, we consider the decline in the
proportion of women receiving higher and professional education to be evidence of
discrimination. This discrimination may take the form of quotas against the admis-
sion of women to colleges and professional schools; lack of encouragement by par-
ents, counselors and educators; denial of loans or fellowships; or the traditional or ar-
bitrary procedures in graduate and professional training geared in terms of men,
which inadvertently discriminate against women. We belicve that the same serious
artention must be given to high school dropouts who are girls as to boys.

WE REJECT the current assumptions that a man must carry the sole burden of
supporting himself, his wife, and family, and that a woman is aotomatically entitled
to lifelong support by a man upon her marriage, or that marriage, home and family
are primarily woman’s world and responsihility — hers, to dominate, his to support.
We believe that a true partnership between the sexes demands a different concept of
marriage, an equitable sharing of the responsibilities of home and children and of
the economic burdens of their support. We believe that proper recognition should be
given to the economic and social value of homemaking and child care. To these
ends, we will seek to open a reexamination of laws and mores governing marriage
and divorce, for we believe that the current state of “half-equality” between the
sexes discriminates against both men and women, and is the cause of much unnec-
essary hostility between the sexes.

Political Activism and Feminism in the 1960s and Early 19705 447

WE BELIEVE that women must now exercise their political rights and respon-
sibilities as American cilizens. They must refuse to be scgregated on the basis of
sex into separate-and-not-equal ladies’ auxiliaries in the political parties, and they
must demand representation according to their numbers in the regularly constituted
party committees — at local, state, and national levels — and in the informal power
structure, participating fully in the selection of candidates and political decision-
making, and running for office themselves.

IN THE INTERESTS OF THE HUMAN DIGNITY OF WOMEN, we will
protest and endeavor to change the false image of women now prevalent in the mass
media, and in the texts, ceremonies, laws, and practices of our major social institu-
tions. Such images perpetuate contempt for women by society and by women for
themselves. We are similarly opposed to all policies and practices — in church,
state, college, factory, or office — which, in the guise of protectiveness, not only
deny opportunities but also foster in women self-denigration, dependence, and eva-
sion of responsibility, undermine their confidence in their own abilities and foster
contempt for women.

NOW WILL HOLD ITSELF INDEPENDENT OF ANY POLITICAL PARTY
in order to mobilize the political power of all women and men intent on our goals,
We will strive to ensure that no party, candidate, President, senator, LOVEmOT, Con-
gressman, or any public official who betrays or ignores the principle of full equality
between the sexes is elected or appointed to office. If it is necessary to mobilize the
votes of men and women who believe in our cause, in order to win for women the
final right to be fully free and equal human beings, we so commit ourselves.

WE BELIEVE THAT women will do most to create a new image of women by
acting now, and by speaking out in behalf of their own equality, freedom, and
human dignity — not in pleas for special privilege, nor in entmity toward men, who
are also victims of the current half-equality between the sexes — but in an active,
self-respecting partnership with men. By so doing, women will develop confidence

in their own ability to determine actively, in partnership with men, the conditions of
their life, their choices, their future and their society.

Redstockings Manifesto, 1969

I After centuries of individual and preliminary political struggle, women are unit-

ing to achieve their final liberation from male supremacy. Redstockings is dedicated
to building this unity and winning our freedom,

II. Women are an oppressed class. Our oppression is total, affecting every facet of
our lives. We are exploited as sex objects, breeders, domestic servants, and cheap
labor, We are considered inferior beings, whose only purpose is to enhance men’s

lives. Our humanity is denied. Our prescribed behavior is enforced by the threat of
physical violence,

Because we have lived so intimately with our oppressors, in isolation from
each other, we have been kept from seeing our personal suffering as a political con-
dition. This creates the illusion that a woman's relationship with her man is a matter
of interplay between two unique personalities, and can be worked out individuzlly.
In reality, every such relationship is a class relationship, and the conflicts between






