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PREFACE 

Right from it's inception, the Women's Studies Centre, at the Department ·of Sociology, 

University of Pune has focoused on gender- issues in Western India, locating them within 

the political economy and social history of Maharashtra with a view towards developing a 

better understanding of Indian History. We believe that ·gender politics peiTades all dorr.ains 

of human activity and therefore on analysis.of subordination of women must be e;ssentialiy 

interdisciplinery. We ·are aware that doing women's studies is more. than doing just academics. 

Women's studies, we believe is not for ghettosing women's issues, but that it h~s.universal 

emancipatpry possibility and potentials for enhancing knowledges developed in various . 
disciplines. It involves attempts to understand arid to challenge the complex relations between 

caste, communities, classes and gender. It is more than just anafysing gender relations in 

society, it is about taking historical responsibility for cur loc.ation in society. 

We know that 'Indian Society, caste ·and gender, all of these are sh~ped by political 

struggles and processes. We stress the political b~cuase-inany ~limes caste is understood in 

connec.tion on~y with religion and gender within the private r6alm of family kinship network. 

One needs to understand caste and gender in the conteXt' of relations of power and also·in 

the context of it's contribution through history on culture. 

By bringing this monograph out we are trying to take. a small step towards acc·epting our 

historical responsibility. The monograph tncludes two well researched articles searching for 
. ~., ... : .. . , ' ~ 

historical and conceptual legacies on an attempt t6 l,htderstand 'The Question of Women s 
• • .Mf". • 

. 1 • 

Liberation in India.' and t~~:ards finding a 'Da Feniii!st Stand Point Position.' 
· · · · .. .. t to 

At the Women's Studi~s centre, there has been a constant endavour on ou~ par 

undertake translation work of those texts which we feel are crucial to the struggle for creating 
1' 

alternative and liberatory knowledges. It is with this ii'l view that the centre had earAler 

undertaken the :translations of some important English texts into Marathi. In ou~ interactions 

with Wom~n's Studies persons and activists. in other parts of India, often_ there -ha-ve been 

requests for translations of the important Marathi texts into English. This is specially true of 
. . . as a part of 

texts on the caste and women's questions. We hope to undertake this activity 
. 'd ologies for 

building a network amongst all those who a~e seeking to develop counten e -
. · · ·t not 

combating brahmanical Hindu tva position. Translations therefore are a political actlVl Y . 

only in the selection of the text to be translated but also in that it essentially is a step wwaros 



extended d issemina tion of knowledge. The first article is a translation ofPr atima Pardeshi 's 

'Dr. Ambedkar and me ~uesuon or" \Vomen 's hberatio1r in India' pu~~ ~ si1cd by ~..: .~ Krantisinh 

Nana Pari! Academy, Pune. \Ve have taken ~ertain lil;>erties in avoiding a word to word 

translation, there has been an attempt to keep the original sharp political polemic and style 

of the original tex t. 

The second article "Dali t Women Talk Differently .... " large ly draws U[J:'IP- out 

understanding of and engagement in the contemporary women's movement in Mahan' :>htra. 

It points out how Dalit Women's voices were excluded in the two important New Social 

Movements of the 70's. the dalit and the women's movement. It is an attempt to locate. the 
"' 

difference of dalit women's voices historically in the real struggle of marginalised women. 

This article rightly ·has owgnel that this is not just an issue of naming their 'differenc~' but 

an effort to centre the disclosure on caste and gender. 

The debate on the Women's Bill, more than reveals how the question of political 

· empowerement of women is being posited as if against and apcrt from that of the 

empowerement of Dalit, OBC, Tribal and other marginalised communites. It is as if an all 

. women paradigm can inevitably address only those women who are born in a Hindu/Brahamin 

framework and remaining ail other like. Dalits and OBC's are as if essentially males. In 

such a situation the definition of Inrlian woman is being narrowed to such an extent that 

mi llions of toiling women who live e n the margins we denied the honour of being called 

'Indian Women'· On the o ther har.d posi ting upper caste, class women in opposition to 

Dalit, OBC men diverts our attention from the reality of the complexities of multiple 

p~tri achies in che Ir..c!ian context. Hence, developing an understandir.g of caste-gender 

interrelationship in the context of charging political economy in Indian and in the context of 

the 'Crisis of Crisis manageme;1 t' in the so called 'advance' capirali3t milieu is a real 

challenge to Women's Studies in India. 

fjfry years of India 's indepe11dence and it's development process make us ask obvious 

bUt pestincnt questions, such as, whose development, at· whose cost ?·The environmental 

groups, in search of sustainable development, many a times, talk on behalf of th.ose, whose 

Jands are used and sacrificed for the develupment of projects. But they rearely raise issues 

th~t concern those who do not have lands but whose very survival is threatened by the 

deski111ng, deindus trialising effects of the "development" projects. 

Ind ia's his tory te lls us several instances of the colonial economy wiping away many 

(2) 



caste-based occupati011s from differenl castes (e. g. weE~.vers, cobblers, fisherfolks, butchers, 

etc.) in ! !':dia. These caste-based ski lls were ~ppropriated by the Patriarchal. Br~h3minical 

Capitalist forces. With machinery and new sophistication turned into industrial houses of 

groups owned by the elites from both the worlds, colonial as well as Indians. In fact, in the 

name of caste upliftment of anihilation and under the force of industrialisation, many caste 

groups ei ther willingly or due to coercion, gave up their caste-based productive work and 

accepted marginalised work in the unorganised sectors of the urban centres. 

One is a'fraid thflt, in the new wave of globalisation, this IS what will happen to the 

masses of women in India. It is now quite apparent ~at women who are imo their caste­

based occup~tions, supporting their households at times single handedly. (due to migrated, 

unemployed, alcoholic or absco.nding husbands) will be the major victims at this 

'liberalisation' process. The milieu of liberalisation, globalisation will also increasingly 

bring in the language of' empowerment' of women and the provision of 'reservations' for 

women. But what concerns us really is how women from different ca~te groups will have 

access to and control over the new know ledges, technology and the capital for thell- survival 

as well as empowerment. Struggles for such an empowerment require that we develop more 

emancipatory understandings of empowerment by drawing upon the legacy of non­

braham&nical renderings of women's emancipation of India. 

In .India, the material cultural reality of the everyday lives of masses and women is 

· conshtuted by their caste and class position. We wish to under!ine that caste is not a 'Hindu' 

phenomenon and that it is a 'social formation with a distinct material base', that gender too 

is an axis of power, socially constituted and having a distinct material base. The Criss-cross 

of the axes of gender and caste determines on the one hand the position of the castes in the 

hiercarchy and on the other hand, the labour, controls on sexuality of women. Such an 

understanding of caste and gender emerged in the works of those who conceptualised non­

brahamanical understanding of lndian history. 

We thus feel the need to reread the lives and works of thinkers like Jotirao Phu!e, 
.. 1' e today's 

Ramaswamy Feriyar, even Karl Marx in order to understand and countertua lS . . 

I ·al p~nod 
gender-caste relations. All the 19th and early 20th century thinkers during the co om 

were trying mostly to prove that India had a political past. But Phule, Ambedkar as thinker; 
Pbule grante 

and leaders are more relevant in terms of understanding gender-caste nexus. • f 

women an agency. He posited womer. on autonomous self and told them that the sources 
0 
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power were within themselves. This was the context within which Phule started a seperate 

school for Mahar, Matang girls. Ambec~-::.r boks 2.t G1e phenomenon of 'untouchability' in 

terms of a search for a wider community and not merely as an " Indian" problems. He 

wanted women's emancipation not in the framework of instrumentality but for their own 

sakes. Here we see that for Phule, Ambedkar the politics of empowerment was not seperate 

for us the politics of freedom o: self. 

Many scholars and activists seem to now accept analytical category. If caste system was 

not only a' division of labour ' but also of labourers as Dr. Ambedkar points out, one needs 

to look into the structures of castes as constituting gender and constuted by gender. Women 

due to the caste hierarchy are not only divided ·among themselves but are posited as each 

other's enemies. An upper caste woman pay a very heavy price by having to accept the one 

way rules of 'purity-r,hastily' and the lower caste woman's sexuality itself becomes her 

work in the caste society. Lower l,;aste man is robbed off often from his masculnity when 

through his powerl~ssness he is proved to be incapable of' guarding' his wife, purity chastity. 

In short, in the areas of production, reproduction, fertility, sexuality and socialisatio~ caste 

constructs gender and geU> constructed by it. 

This monograph through these two articles seeks to go into the gender and gender 

constitution of caste we hope that this monograph will be of help to students of soc~al 

sciences. A brief life-sketch of Dr. Ambedkar (upon y;i10se works, both the papers draw) 

has been given especially for those readers who may n~t be familiar with his life and works. 

This is only a step in the direction of rere~ding the non-brahman legacy fo~ the emancipation 

of women in India. Your comments, suggestions, notes 'of appreciation are all welcome. 

-Vidyut Bh~gwat 
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PREFACE 

The Women's studies Centre at the University ofPune was started in March 198&. Ever since 

the Centre has been actively involved in research, teaching, documentation and extension 

work in the area of gender issues. Since August 1995 the Centre has launched an One Year, 

Interdisciplinary Certificate Course in Worne~'s Studies, the response to which has beer. 

heartening. One of the major papers in this cou;sc centres around debates and discussions in 

feminist theorisation . . Our team at the Centre (Vidyut, Anagha, Sougata, Swati, Praveen and 

myself) has been struggEng over the last few months to put together relevant readings .on 

feminist theorisation f<,>r the course participants. There is really no dearth of text on feminist 

thought and theory: new public.ations on the theme are still pouring in. But all review of most 

of these texts revealed that 

(a) Many of these texts tend to take .a' key authors' approach and construct yet another 

cannon. 

Other that take a 'hyphenated approach' i.e. to say present a list of .lib~ral, radical, 

socialist to postmodemist feminism, often view feminist theorisation as only an appendage 

of liberalism socialism or of other major trends in political theory: The fundamental concept 

developed within feminist theory are often' lost in such exercise for e.g. such texts do not 

reveal to the reader, the way in which the concept of p?.triarchy put fo.rth by the radical 

feminists was reworked by the socialist feminists or the psychoanalytic feminists. 

A common~!ity that we fou.nd across the different texts despite the difference in ·their 

approaches was an absence of a background, to put it more explicitly most of th~ t~xts did not 

locate the feminist theory, its changing trends et~ within the context of the changing 

political economy, moreover, most of the texts seemed to marginalise the thought of the 

'founding mother' of feminist thought. This as we gather is an obvious consequence C?f the 

increasing alliance betv:een feminism and postmodemism. 

It has become so usual these days-to talk of entire history as if divisible into two epoch-viz. 

Modern and the Postmodem. It is important to !.mderlinc the fact that such a division creates a 

misconception about po~tmodernism or postindustrialism ~tc. as being ~ major :~ptur~. We 

need to highlight the fact that the shift from [ordism-to-information technology, the ever· 

increasir.g inter a(;tion of labour or capital in no way has undermined what we tfnderstand as 

the logic of capitalism. Postmodernity -as a cultural condition of late capitali;t societies is 

something we can understand but seeking postmodernism as a theoretical ally for feminism· 

is akin to taking 'politics' out of feminism . 



For · those of us who seek a feminist theorisatioil rooted in feminisi. politics-it has become 

imperative to go back and review the important linkages between capital, modernity and the 

framing of the 'Women Questior..'. Feminist thought of the "founding mothers" had critiqued 

'modernity' without giving a death blow to the human subject, history and metaphysic Lo~.ated 

with in the Indian context, critiques of 'Eurocentrism' of feminist thought often seem very 

attrac'"Jve. No doubt the 'euroctntrism' of the feminist theorisation has to be countered, but we 

need to be cautious in embracing all that gc~s in the .mune of critique of eurocentrism often, 

sevei'al of these critiques reduce eurocentrism to the 'cultural:- thereby pulling a carpet over 

the.· histories of colonialism and imperialism. It is this history. ~d its linkages with feminist 

though that we wanted to highlight to our course participants. We found that such a review of 

the changing sensors· from the seventeenth to the twentieth ~ntury had been undertaken by 

Vidyut in her yet unpublished doctoral thesis. The thesis presents an !n- depth review of the 

thought of the founding mothers and hence the first chapter seeks to locate the thought in the 

political economy of the period. We decided to publish a section of this chapter in the form of 

. a monograph -so to make this background reading to feminist theory-easily accessible-not 

only for our course participants but fer students, researchers, activists interested in theoretical 

debates and issues. 

The thesis in its rework-;-.d and updated version is presently under publicati:On and therefore we . 
express cur sincere hianks tu beth the author and the pubiisher for granting us permission to 

publish a section. From the thesis original submitted in 1985 the development in feminist 

theory since 1985 have been taken note of in the reworked version of the thesis. We also owe 

our sincere thanks to the Head and Faculty of the department of Sociology for their continued 

slJpport to this activity of dissemination of knowledge. Without the support of our offi~ and 

library staf:I: we would be lost . We hope that you will s~nd in your comments, criticism, 

suggestion to us. We are on E~mail, you could mail to SRege@unipt.me.emet.in 

Dr. Sharrnila Rege 



The changing social and economic background from the 17th to the 20'11 

centuries: 

The contemporary v.:omen's movement 1s not the first such movement t~ offer a 

comprehensive feminist critique of society. Some ~f the present -<lay typical feminist 

attitudes and cor,ce:-ns can be traced i'\S early as the early 17th century which witnessed the 

transition from feudalism to capitalism. Robert a Hemiltton, a sociologist, in fact, ir.sists in 

her study of patriarchy and capitalism that ''The transitional period from feudalism to 

capitalism must be the point of departure for the study of the position of women in capitalist 

society: not industrialization, not urbanization, not modernization, but the emergence of 

eapitalisni~·: (Hemilton, 1978,92). 

Within the conte-mporary women's movement and thought, the beginnings of not feminism 

but of women, s increasing protests against the male-dominated cult':fre are traced back to the 

1 ~ century. The groWth of early capitalism, of Ptiritaiusm and of ttew ideaS of reason and 

sCience caused people to See mariy questio~ in various 'walks of life in a new light. This 

sam~ cOmbination of forces allow~ the first expression of" . doubt about the. nature . of 

i~iationships ·betWeen men and· ·wonie·n.· At the satne time· has1~ changeS , in corrunodify 

production began tc' affect 'women y s positiob: . in. th~ . strilcfuie of; w~rk and. Consequently in 

so'ciety. The s·eparation·. of family frorit work had oceurred . before capitalism ... but a5 

ccimlnerce, trade and indu.'str)r'grew.in 'scale it appeareci'in its most distinct imd' clear'fc~. 
As Sheila Rowbotham puts it,'· the · que'sfiori!~gJ 'of' '~u!hbrity ~ ' the idea of individual· 

. resp6'r\sio11ity and'·ci>'nscience· as' a 'guide . fot :pOliti'cat actic)n, 'ihe ~lev~tion of activity, the 

notion of centro~ and change ~f the outside Vlorld~ ancl 'its coroliary' that 'these clianges''ln tu'm 

affected the characters of human :beings, were. as relevant for' women' as 'they' were for men. 

As crafts became mor~ intensively capitalised, the: wives ot the . larg~r' tradesmen no io.!1get 

worked in the business. The roles of husband and wife were more specifically differentiated. 

The external world of work became the sphere of the man exclusiveiy. The inten1al worJd of 
-·. 

the family and the household thus remained the proper business of the women. Changes in 

industriai org~ization affected ·Nomen's position ir. the structure of work. In the guilds their 

situation was being progressiveiy weakened. The old.·proteetion and privileges of widoWS 

disappeared and as apprenticeship became more format the entrance of women to trades was 

closed. 'Nith every new refinement in .the division ·of labour ·women : found themselves 

allocated either a place in which· they were powerle~s ·or· a place in which they were more 
1 



severely exploited. Not only was industry closed to them but the!r limited educ~tion made 

their entrance into the professions i :-n:'ossihle. (R owbntharn, 1972, I 8-35). P.<~r!Jare Roge-"<" 1-tc" 

pointed out that with the increasingly complex division of labour in. industrial society, the 

basic divisions of gender and age have lost their original functions as they operated in a 

pre~nt society as a function mainly of kinship. (Rogers, 1980, 17). 

The changing economic c~nditions led to incn~asing liberalisation in the Common ~aw 

attitude toward women through out 'i.hel6th and 1~ centuries, (Morris, 1959,126-128). Yet 

the era during which the most decisive end, it wouid appear, irreversible changes in the status 

of women were initiated was the 19th century. The circu_mstanc~s which got them slowly and 

falteringly under way were the technical economic and social/upheavals generally known as 
' 

the Industrial Rev.olution. The transfer of production from home to factory, which sharply 

increasing the productivity of labour, destroyed the family as an economic unit. 

Industrialization forced work and home to be separated. Alva Myrdel and Viola Klein ~ave 

argued that ihe process of eliminating women from economically active positiops affected 

diff~rent social groups in different ways, (Myrdal & Klein, 1956. 1 ). The industrial revolution 

cast out of existence the Yeoman cultivator, the copy-holder, the dom~stic manufacturer and 

·the independent manufactur~r. The decli·ne of domestic industries affected the lives of men~ 

women and children form the classes. They had to leave their homes a'ld villages to wo~k in 

factories and mines living in industrial slums of crowded tenements in big cities . . Many 

women of the new industrial proletariat had to work in sappling conditions of near-starvation 

and unlimitw working hours under a system of exploitatior. that became notorious as 

'sweated labour' while th~y gave birth to one child after ~~ther. 
Klein argues that the industrial revolution affected middle and upper class women in a totally 

ditferent way. On the one hand, the shift of productive activities from the home to the factory 

led to the loss of sc!f~respect incurred oy women by the knowledge of their economic 

uselessness. Yet the groW.ng prosperity of the middle classes freed the upper middle class 

women from the drudgery of wor~ in a big way. (Klein, 1946,10). The pro:sperity of the 

bourgeoisie relieved .. tl,eir women of a great part of her household duties. Thus side by sides 

with the pres.ence of the hard-working, dehumanised women of the wor!dng class the ne~ 

ideal of the "ho'Jse- ~fe" or the "lady of leisure" began to appear. But the very life of 
I , 

idleness and peristism, which these ;;;oe1en had t0 lead! .. ~f!.~sted a sense ~f the .. futility of 

feminine existence in this upper middle ~l~s women. This sense of vacouity aCcompanied 
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by advances in women's education iii this class provided the main spring, which motivated 

the social unrest unusually called the emancipation ofwomen. (Myrdal & Klein, 1956,6-7). 

Thus the .... _.mutative c:.unges ir.!tiated by the Puritan Revolutiun and ending in the Industrial 

Revolution ~reated a divided and polarised society. There was, therefore, no common 

experience for women of the effects of early capitalism and industrialization. Rowbotham 

also states: "(Their) consequences were diverse and affected different groups of women in 

quite distinct ways. It tended to differentiation of interest and expectation rather than a 

unnymg feminist consciousness. Feminism of this st!!ge was s~ill aspiration, an ideal 

amongst a small group of women~ it had nc possibility as movement." (Rowbotham, 

1972,34). 

In the case of working class wo~en leading a sub-human life the temptation to accommodate 

rather thari resist· was strong. They were not in fact submissive but their resistance crrupted 

in crime or sexu:1l "immorality". The revolt against "their' world was a ·personal one. 

Collectively their protest is registered in the I gth century food riot, the traditional manner in 

·which the poor tried to reassert a pre-capitalist moral economy which placed need before 

profit, and the old community against the new state. Rowbo'?-.ttham points out they figured 

prominently in these riots. Within this narrow necessity few had the leisure to muse on 

masculin~ superiority. Nor was this superiority evident in tht:ir men's relation to them, except 

~n their physicul strength. Their resistances were defences against new kinds of Industry and . 

trade,' ·they were completely unconnected with the feminist consciousness developing in a 
• 

sm·all circle of privilfg~d women. The demands for · education or the rig~t to be useful were 

nonsensica.l in the situation ofthe poor woman.(Rowbotham.l972, 33-34). On th'e othe~ hand, 

the smaiier siL:e of families made possible by the increased knowledge of birth control 

methods, compulsory school education and the greater attention given to education general, 

growing interest in the ~sychological factors, and the more and more generally practice of 

premz.r;ta: employment of women were among those conditions fostering the development of 

feminin e individuality and aspirations. During the last decades of the 19th and ~n the 

beginning of this century ·.vornen were gradually adn1itted to secondary :;chooi and university 

edu~tion; Property laws were reformed in their favour; marriage and divorce laws were 

altered . (Klein, 1946,25; s~e also Gilman, ! 905 and Schrcir.er, 1923). 

It is highly revealing that in spite of the time gap the above judgement of cc.ntemporary 

feminists is not filUCh different rrom that of the· far-seeing feminists like Ethel Snowden who 

wrote as early as 1913 tl1at "In the loss of their work.by women lie the roots of the modern 
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ferainist mov~ment. Those acquainted with the history cif the movement know that the 

founC.: ~ . .:; ·:: ~r~ ·:::::::-.en of the educated middle class, toget!1er with one or two women of 

aristocratic connections. At the present movement after more then sixty years of strenuous 

agitation, the women's movement includes women of every ciass and condition, working 

women as well as rich independ~nt women. But the numbers of working women form a very 

small proportion. The busy working wife, with her limited means, her la;·ge brood, her vision 

frequently limited by the harassing cares and worries of her life, feels little sympathy witn the 

feminist, whose gospel she has never und_erstood" (Snowden, N.D.(l913),38-41). 

To sum up, the withdrawal ·of commodity production from the home radically separated 

women from men. The creation of a separate 'sphere' for women laid the basis for a separate 

women's move~ent. W.omen attacked the general idlt:nes~ of the 'doll's house' . and 

demanded entrj into education, the professions and publ!c life. i 9111 century feminism of this 

kind was also closely involved with movements of moral reform such as temparance and _the 

abolition of prostitution. On the other hand, working class women drawn into_ large-scale 

industry began to demand improvements in conditions of work. (Zaretsky ~ 980; 53-54). To 

put it differently, where as the women of the upper and middle class claimed political 

freedom,. the right to work, and improved educational facilities; working women wanted . . 
protection. The middle class wcmen were fighting for equality, working class women 

demanded differential treatment. 

. 
• 

The changing character of the fair.Hy from the 17th to the 19th centuries 

Germaine Greer has brought our attention to the im;Jact of the changing charac~er of the 

Western family since 16th century to the First world war. She has pointed out that the effects 

of industrialization and urbanization in changing the pattern of settlement and requiring the 

mobility of labour have hastened the decay of the stem family. which declined in W-estern 

Europe some time before the 16\h century. The changes -~n tenure of land, the decay of 

regional authority, the centralization of government, enclosures development of money rents 

and absentee landlordism all played a part in ~he development of the n;.1clear family. By the 

beginning of the second half of the 19\h century literature was full of the domestic tragedy in 

which family had become a prison where the young struggled to escape the dead hand of the 

old. Given the character ofthe new family which was emerging, upper class women began to 

claim for the right to work outside domestic service. Expanding industry cam'3 to need them 
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much later when the firsL world war made the problem o f man-power crucia l m 

character.(Greer, 1976,222-223). 

?hi Iippe Aries, a student of demc,gr"~-' : 'l , :.a::. J .. ·c, "" " :igl.l on this pro01em fo1 u 1 an entirely 

different perspective. He h~s made a study of the development of fami ly li fe in France from 

the late Middle Ages upto the 18th century. He writes "for a long time, it was bel ieved that the 

family constituted the ancient b~sis of our society, and that, starting in the J8ll1 century the 

progress of liberal individualism had shaken and weakened it. The history of the family in the 

19th ~r.d 20th centuries was supposed tc be that of decedence~ the frequency of divorces and 

the w~eni[lg of marital and paternal authority were seen as so many signs of its decline. 

The study of modem demographic phenomena led me to a completely contrary conclusion. It 

seemed to me (and qualified observers have come to share with my conclusions) that on the 

contrary it had perhaps never before exercised so much influence over the human condition. I 

then went on to wonder, not whether it was on the decline, bu.t whether it had ever been as 

st~ong before and even whether it had been in existence for a long time"(Quoted by Janeway~ 

Janeway, 1977, 16). Janeway has explained the process, which led to the ~mergence of 

modern home as social iceland as follows. She points out that the western ideal of a home 

centered on one tightly knit group of parents and children denotes a way of living that has 

emerged very recently in world history. It's spread is also not very wine !n strict geographic 

sense of the term. Janeway argues that more and more the group that made up a household 

became the ·nuclear family' of parents and children living together in priv~cy and 

increasingly cut off from the wider community life; Servants now formed a separate, 

subordinate class working within the he use for the comfort of those· ~ iving there instead of as 

apprentices or journeymen manufacturing· goods. for ccnsur.1prion or market. House was 

becoming hor.1e by :;epe.rating itself from the world of work and turning into a stronghold of 

family living and leisure. This process, fairly swift for a social change of such magnitude, 

sprang up all ever North Western Europe during the 16th a.1d 17Li centuries anc~ .had it 

become well established - in those classes it affected by the 18th. The home had been born 

(Janeway, 1977, 16-17). 

As we have already noted, Robert Hami!ton.has made a special study of the changing role of 

women in the 17th century and since then. She has argued that the nuclear fam ily emerged 

with capita li sm. It is une of the institutional developments of cap italism j LISt as much as the 

corporation, that bank or the educatioflal system. She stdtes that "If there are scme points of 

friction between the requirements of the family and the requirements of the r11arket, these are 

5 



contradictions inherent in capita; ism~ they are not the /consequence of capitalism having 

': '):rtehow tC' ~"0:'"' ,;v;,~-, ~ feudal remnant."(Hamilton, 1978,92)._ With the transition to 

capitalism, the differences between the women of the bourgeoisie and the women of the other 

classes became increasingly polarised. Hamilton has further pointed out that the emergence 

of the Protestant world-view Jed to c. rejection of celibacy, and, therefore, to a radic.al 

resprsisal of the family. The Protestants raised the family to the status of the "little church" 

necessary for the rearing ar!d maintaining of the godly. ·women were made fit for this new 

family. At ~he same time, capitalism was gradually stripping home otf its producti\·e 

functions. In the ends, the western home became a spiritual reti~at . ir. need of protection f!"om 

an amoral world, that is, a civil society. With the rise of capitalism class of women isolat~ 

from process of production and economically dependent on their husbands had emerged. 

Their lives came to consist increasingly of leisure and idleness. Where as one industry and 

thrift had been inseparable aspect of a husband and wife's productive life together, . now their 

interests diverged: his interest was to make money, hers to spend it. (Hamilton, 1978,98). 

Hamilton adds that once the partnership between husband and wife v.:as no longer based on 

the companionship of working in daily life, the nature of the relationship shifted. It led to the 

reversal of the catholic view of male spirituality, female ~rnality; male virtue, female 

evilness. By the 19th century the new romantic image ofwomen emerged. Women,came to be 

seen as pure, innocent, child-like and asexual. Hamilton demonstrates that women's newly 
discovered goodn gh · · .' fi ess came from, and could only be preserved throu '• 1so·:-it10n rom the 
world. 

The cumul~tive effects of the transttlon form Catholicism to Protestantism and from 
Feudalism to ca · · r · : 

PHa ISm led to two major developments. The separation of work and home 
with morality 8eing confi c! · · :. · • f · 

me to the latter put fewer stnctures on the behaviOr o men outstde 
th~ home. At the same t" h. h . ,,. · ki.. . . 

tme, t e ardsh1ps of wor ng-class . life were creatmg a greatly 
expanded population of th · · 1 · ·· ·s ·d b "d h · 'e prostttutes and potentta mistresses. 1 e y s: es t e econonuc 
functions uf the f:- m·l · · . 

• !l_ 
1 Y were dec!mmg. Men were on longer dependent upon-the jabour of 

their wives. Women no long h d · "b"l" · -· fulfil · h" h er a Important respons1 1 1t1es to 1 w1t m t e home. The 
elevation on of love e.s th h" f "d 1 · a1 d · · f · · e c 1e 1 eo ogic un erpmmng o the ma.'Tilge among the 

bourgeoisie took place during this period. (Hamilton, 1978,94-1 00). In the upper middle-class 

nuclear family spirituality thus ultimately became tmnsposed into a quality of the dependent 

and powerless female member A ~ • h lr d h · · 
• n;) we ave a ea y seen, t e working class home provided 

neither the material nor the spiritual possibilities of retreat from the world . These women 

6 



were depicted as evil, sexua!, dirty and passionate in contrast to the purity of the bol!rgeois 

women. Wit hout direct access to the means of production. with totally inadequate wages, a 

high proportion of them supplemente~ their income with prostitutioP.. 

The genesis of the 19th century and the contemporary family and hence the women's 

movements can be thus traced finally to "the interlocking and overlapping histories of the 

capiialist mode of proc!~ction and the Protestant forms of particulai ideology." In Hamilton's 

o.pinion, the particular dilemmas which are manifestations of the position of women in this 

soc!~ty can be seen in the context of, and as intrinsically reiated to, the modl3 of production, 

the ideological mode of patriarchy and their interconnection:;. (Harrirltor., 1978,103 -l 04). 

The Feminist Thought And Movement From The French Revolution To 

The End Of The Second World War 

France: 

As Rowbotham points out, the Feminist aspir~tions of the privile~t.d and the unprivileged 

women encounter¢ each other, for the first time in the modern history, in the French 

Revolution. They regarded each other uneasily and never really combinecl. But each emerged 

tinged with the values of French Revolution. Thus the women from t~e toiling cl~ses and . . 

peasantry rioted c.ver prices in Normandy, and also merched to Versailles to confront the 

baker and the baker's wife. On the other hand, the women from th~ upper classes were 

expressed themselves against the rising romantic women out by petitioning the .Assembly in 

1789. They pointed out to the men: "you have destr~yed all the prejudices of the past, but you 

allow the oldest and the most pervasive to remain, which excludes [rorn office, position and 

honour, and :!bove all from the right of sitting amongst you, half the ir.habitar.ts of th~ 

kingdom" (Quoted by Rowbotham; Rowbotham. 1972,32). 

Simone de Beauvoir has shown how some middle-class women took \,lp the cause of liberty, 

such as Mme Roland and Lucile Desmoulilns. Charlotte Corday assassinated Marat. There 

w:J.s some feminist agitation. One of the women proposed in 1789 a "De~laration of the 

Rights of women" equivalent to the ''Declaration of the Right of man," in whi(;h she asked 

that all masculine privilege be abolished. Short-lived journals appeared, and efforts were 

made by a few women who undertook political activities. 
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De Beauvoir points out that with all this, the French Revolution did not change the lot of 

women. De Beauvior concludes that "During the Revolution women enjoyed a liberty that 

was anarchic. But when society underwent reorganization, she was tirmly enslaved a new. 

From the feminist point of view, France was shed of other coun~es~ but unfortunately for the 

modern French woman, her status was decided duri~g .a military dictatorship~ the Code 

Nepoleon, fixing her lot for a century, greatly retarded her emancipation." (De Beauvior, 

1981,191 ). De Beau voir further points out that it was a tradition of resignation and 

submission, a lack of solidarity and collective consciousness, that left French women, 

therefore, disarmed before the new opportunities opened by French industrial development. 

The catholic religious culture ~rther denied to French women the benefits of growing 

contraceptive t~hnology. 

This is not to sa]: that no new ideas emerged .between 1789 and 1895. There were emi~e~t 
women likl! Mme De steel and George sand who fou.ght their own individual battles for 

freedom. GeN ge sand, fer example, kept herself contemptuously aloof from the ':omen's 

movement but supported the rise of new values and dema~tds asking for justice .for w~~cn. 

Similarly, working class women like Sussanne Voilguin, Clair Derner, Jeanne Deroin and 

Flore Tristan may not be better known yet they too were e.xpr~ssing the new aspirations .of 

women. F!ora Tristen for example, devoted a chapter to the rights of women in a book of her 

own published in 1843. She stressed the importance of the relations between men and wohten 

in the working class family. Thus despite intense opposition and repression the conne~tion 
between the em::~ncipa•~ f 'd f · · 1 J:'. th · ·- .,on o women and 1 ea o a new, more JUSt soc1e y !Or e poor 
continued to be discuss~A d · · · h. · d d · h ~, argue and contested m France m t 6 utop1an un ergroun m t e 
first part of the century. 

We must also note the tri'b . 1 · • • d .1 • • con ut10n made by Char es Folmer. m eve opmg women s 
consciousness. Hi~ book bl' h . . . · . 

;, pu IS aed· In 1808 tS generally CO:lSJd~red to be an Important 
contribution to socialist t; · · h' k' . · · 1 F t • 1· - em~mst t m ·mg and mfluenced not only the ear y rene 1 soc1a asts, 

bl!t radicals and cooperators in England and America .as well. He .connected the economic and 

sexuel oppression of wome H 1 • · ' • d' tt h n. e a so ndtculed the upper class women s m taerence to t e 

fate of most women. He was the first major Utopian Socialist who demanded education for 

women not simply for domesticity but for social and political participation for women. 

Great Britain -
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n tak·::a ·...; the: beginning of !~mini sm for ail 

!Jf~-.. ::..:al purpose~ . a fl! _,: -.'~ Jj' of modtu, .,. ,, ;n~n · s :>h.: vcmcnt starts with woJis!or.ecraft 's 

work. Wo!lstunecrafl bcl(.:1~td :o 1~:.: =- - ·;,·,;l.:: .m th..:r ~!:-o.'.t \:d in .French Revolution. In her 

work there is a crucial bre:lk \'.' ith earlier ~ \ 0!(•-.;fj ' .:> ,'O!lS:..:i;JLJSness. Sh:.:: is self-cons~ious in 

or ti1;; tnJ; ·· iJu<!! ···L·' ;I· : .. ,:; J.: . i :~y cf · ·. ots~~n. Not surp~is i •l:-' !y, he:-.·r~!~:-.• dia~ asrion :o 

in .pa·vve \\ ur!::l •l ':: ior to ,· · .lle torr.1 of d ~! nanding education. Tir.1es ..,., -;:r 1~ !)u.:;h that it was still 

n :.:c .:s~<ir) tv J.,:;:i(\ ·,!, onie:~ ~ rig l:t:. ~o s~.: lf·d c vc~opm.::m on the f:$:".)und that ir would make her 

a OC..:lll:f IIIL•lilcr. in :t i<.U\'. ,·, u~ i l :.t ll: ' s op i : l:v . ~ "lL!.C Vindication, oncn tak en as the beginning of 

felll l lli ;; ll1, \v. ~ ::, f tl l l l ' I lllC li"1jiUfl<.llll i iJe~,.·; l ..:liGci SUmmatiOn Of OOLifgl:Ub : .. JlC<.ll feminism 5tiJJ 

in the ;: hase uf moral cxhor,arion, bcfcr\! tL~.-re v.:as either ihc possibility of a raJi.,;al aud 

sccialist movement from below, to which the revoll:ltionary feminist could relate, or a 

tnovemcnt like that of su ffragettes, of privileged women for equal rights with bourgeois 

men. '(Rowbotham, 1972, 4 5). 

The next major work which made an impact on woman's consciousness was "Appeal of one~ 

half of the Human Race. women etc." Written by Willian Thompson and published in 1825. 
' 

He rais~d points, which were to become essential parts of femini sts thinking~ ecom;mic 

independence and security for women, and communal responsibility for the upbringing of 

children, social support during pregnancy the right to work. He was the first mtljor English 

author who linkP.d the liber?tior. of women with a social movement against capitalism. 

William Morris <1nd Edward Carpenter also contributed much to the growth of women's 

progressive consciousness. Pt fhaps more thnn any other thinker of tl~f' pt:riod Carpenter 

depicted the natural healthiness of human sexuai relations. Carpenter stressed the emotional 

aspect cf family life and ;nsisted on the need for a "fi ee" and "spont~ne:ous" relationship 

between human beings based on individual choice Q!1d voluntary commitment. Carpenter 

generally fo l!owecl the utopian soci2.list and Marxist traditions of radical thought. But he was 

the first to consider the psychological suspects of female sexuality of the time. Morris and 

tarpenter were followed by Oli•.'e Schreiner. She was noted novelist and short story writer of 

her days. In her wok she described with feeling and insight the lives of the two kinds of 

women workers and parasi te. The difference in her ~~proach is not so much in what she saJd 
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bul the way she said it. She bases her entire co11nection to other women only through ·the 

cc .:::~\Oa eXiJ~rk :1cc of pain. As Rowbothcm puts it ''l'hcre seems to way (in Schreiner's 

work) to transcend, no way beyond masochism as the consciousness of 

women."(Rowootham, 1972.94). Yet Schrein'er made a lasting impression on English 

women. 

While radical theory thus played an important role in British women's consciousness, there 

were gcud economic reasons for the development cf the sufTragist movement in the second­

half of the nineteenth century. It tried to improve the legal status of women and enabled her 

tc be educated and enter the professions. It was aiready ~;!"ear by 1840, that the women's 

movement in England would follow two different paths of development. One represented the 

situ~tion, the aspirations and contradictions of the upper class women; the other represented 
. . 

the world-view of the working class women. The sufti·agist movement represented the first 
stream 

The increa:; ing p1_osperity of the middle class released .m<iny women from h?usework into 

Aristocratic leisure. But it also de[erred men from marr;ing young's the conspicuous display 

of the household increased. The unmarried gentle woman with an educated mind was not 

going to accept the status-quo. The vote seemed the obvious way of carrying into effect a 

general improvement in the position of women.(Wender, 1978, 16). As Ethel Snowden 

explains, the suf;Tragist feminism sought tc remove all barriers which opposed the perfect 

freedom of w~men as humal'l bP.ings conventional, social, p0litir.al and economic. Women,s 

suffrage would break down one of these barriers only. The suffragist movement proper is 

generally dated back to the y~ar 1867. But its real beginnings were in 1819 When a meeting 

was held in Manchester to demand adult suffrag~. Government reacted with a tremendous 

shew of violence. I~ 1867 women led by Miss Lydia B!ke:- sollght to register their name as 

parliamentary elector~ . The negative ruling given in this case by the Lord chief justice and the 

passing of the Divorce Act of 1857 contributed to the str~ngth of the suffragist movement. 

The movement certainly made a deep impact on British so.cial a cultural life during 1880 to 

1940. It secured many concessions for women in various walks of life. Yet these great 

measures were, iP. Snowcien' s judgement, " ..... In th~ na·t~re of sope, thrown to the w.omen to 

indu.:e them to forgo the !arger privileges. It was hoped by a partial reco~nition of grievance 

and a partial removal of disabilities to make the demand for the parliamentary role less 

jt.$ii!iab1e than it otherwise would appear!' (Snowden, N.D. (1913),146-147). 
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Rowbothem has assessed the impact of the suffragist feminism in the following words. 

"There were two crucial we.akn~sses in feminism in its liberal-radical political phase. First it 

could not come to terms theoretically with social class~ secondly it could not define itself 

except in terms of the dominant groups. The new woman was in fact merely the upper middle 

class man in a peculiar ki!!d of drag. These weaknesses made the split with Sylvia Penkhurat 

and the patriotism of World War I inevitable. It was a case of any thing they can so we can do 

better. There was no alternative social vision. The feminist movement at this stage 

consequently failed to produce any prospect for a real social emancipation which could 

include all women, or to create a consciousness through _which women could appreciate their 

identity as a group." (Wander, 1978,16). It .should be noted that Sylvia Pankhurst,'s attempt 

t_o lin~. th~ women's cause to that of the working class met with her mother's and her sister's 

det~rmined opposition. 

We have already seen that by the 1840s connection between social revolution and the 

liberation of women had been made. Yet a pre per socialist movement developed in England 
. . 

only from the 1880s onwards. The middle cliiSS women's movement had raised women's 

right as a living issue. The post 1880 socialist movement could not ignore it. .-'\5 a result, 

women's emancipation became an extremely important issue in the socialist movement 

which developed in England from the 1880 onwards. As is well known, English soeialism 

was not so much influenced by Marx's Capital as by the writings of Morris, Caruy!e and 

Ruskin. Women's emancipation was thus treated. by English socialists typically as a morai 

. issue. It was related tu ideas about consciousness and · cultural change. The cultural life was 
. . 

full with the ideas about the "New \Voman" a_nd "Ibsenism". The English socif'l.list thought 

emphasized very much the e;onnection between the socialism and creation of a new morality 

and new ways of living together. by men and women. It is not an accident that the ideas held 

be Marx's daughter E!eene~r Avding a~d her husband, on the one hand, aP.c! the· great iibefal 

:;oci1list, John Stuart Mill on the other, strike a common emotive note. They reflect c. 

common socio-cultural background and tradition of ihoug~! and P.Jo:vement. 

Jhon Sstuart Mili's The subjection of women in way sums up the ideology of British 

Women's movement in the latter-half of the 19th century. Mill h~s tackled the problems of , 

women's subj ection in a courageous and .intelligent manner. As kate Millett has pointed out, 

The subjection of wome::1 is a reasoned and ei~ql!ent statement of the actual position of 

women throughout history. (Millett, 1980, 128). Mill argued the cuse for · women as 

powerfull y as his famous essay on liberty. He states that "That the principle which regu lates 
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the existing social relations betweef! the two sexes -the iegal subordination of one sex to the 

otner -is wrong in it:;elf and now one of the cnier ninarance·s to h12man improvement; and that 

is ought to be replaced by principle of perfect equality admitting no power O!' privilege on the 

one side nor disability on the other". (Mill, 1966,427). As Millett notes this was drastic 

recommendation to make them, just as it is now. His thought sums up at its best both the 

liberal-radical and socialist position and thought on woman-question. 

T he United stiites: 

Just like its counter part in England, the Puritan Revolution also stirred some exceptional 

American women to think about women's rights. As Yates puts it, in those days there were 

.no feminists bu~ there was some female : rebellion.(Yates, 1977,20). Women like Anne 

Hutchinson, Mary Dyer, Anne Bradstreet, Jucith Sargent Murray, A~igail Adams and 

France:; Wright gaYe expr~:;io~s to women's aspiratior.s ·in the period between 1620 to 1820. 

Much of the early 19th century,women's right activity rose out ofwomen's i.nvolvem~nt in 

the anti- slavery movement. The first FemaJe Anti-Slavery society w~ formed. Yates 

cbserves "women were quick to make the analogy between the slaves bondage and their own · 

lack of rights".(Yates, 1977,24). He cannot but note that this has once again emerged as a 

v~ry dominant theme even in contemporary women's movement after 1960s. It was in t.he 

abolition mov~ment oft..l)e 1830 that the . woman's right. mcvements as su~ had its political 

origins: Grimke sisters-Angelina and Sarah, Laucratia Mott and Elizabeth Cady stanton, 

played a prominent role in anti-siaver}' · movement~ :They missed no . oppoit~ty to 

demonstrate that the issues of freedom for slaves' and .freedo~ for women were i~explicab!y 

linked . . 'I?eir efforts culminated in the senecca falls conv~htion of 1848 where a 

"Declar<!tion of sentiments" modeled after the Declaration of indepe~dence was adopted, 

This convention is considered as the offici~l beginnings of the women•s suffrage movement 

in Amer-ica. Other key issues also occupied women's ·attention at this historical meeting 

women expressed their desire to gain control of their property earning , guardianship ~f their 

chi ldren, the right to divorce, right to enter various professions and to secure better wages 
and working conditbns. 

In 1 845 Margerat Fuller published her book Women in the Nineteenth century. It is a 

remarkably perceptive account of the Psychologioal and cultural effects of women's 

oppressions · Although fuller came before the time of the organized women's right 
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sufragists .;.a me: of age. Ca! ry champed caatt and Alice Paul k d the ;:cw mo :c!;~cnt. At last , 

the nineteenth Amendment Branting American W'Jmen the right tc.' vote v,:a: fir:ail:.- raufied by 

Congre:,s c:,1 1\ugust 26, 1°20. But wirh typical irO!lf of history tf: ~ Arn~r;.::~t1 \'<\:', .Ian's 

movcm...:m vi;·a>ttily collap~~d from exhaustion,. WiHian: .L 0'!\cib C:Jnc!ll.:c ··, :n hi :. boc.~ 

EYety onc_ v,ra •. Br:~::s- . The ris.: an~ fall of fEanin ism in_ An1ericg, t~.d. the :1istonc<.t: feminist 

mvvem\!nt f.;_i led i11 A.merica becaus~ the early ftmimst.s defined their probh:t·-. .oo m.rrowly. 

The rct.!l issu~ '···1s ~lie role of woman !n American sociecy, ye~ the fem=.: i;: .:: ror some 

sev{;nty years, from 1 g4g to 1970 focussed more and more ciose!y on the i,;:.u~ of wciT-en 

suffrage. "'I hus ·.vhen woman own the right to vote with the Nineteenth an1endment their 

millenniai euphoria 's prevented them fro m seeing that they had won a battle, not ti1e war, and 

the mov-:n-:\' ·~t dieJ,'' (Yates, 1977, 13 ). The womt!u, s mo-.. ement 

r'en1li1 t5r.1 w1s to !!t: u\.mnarP f'nr next forty years. 
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almost fifty years in America to laugh at pre-1920 American feminism as "one of history's 

dirty jokes." In the pop~.,;!::- histories, American feminists ·;:er;:. ~.::p:.::tt..:! uS ·,:.,.·v .. len whu hac 

denied the very nature as women. It led to the standard American stereotype of "Men-eating 

mytl:·' of a feminist. She argues that "It is one of the strange blind spots of contemporary 

psyci.ology not to recognizes the reality of the pass~on tha~ moved these women to leave 

home in search of new identify, or, staying home, to yearn bitterly for something more. ·~ 

(Friedan, 1979,71). 

Trade Union Movement and Women's movement 

We have already seen the tension produced by a ditfering situation of upper-middle class., 

bourgeois women and women coming from working class and present background. But there 

was also another problem which continued to condition the women's movem~nt right from 

the inception of capitalist production. The up and coming system of producticr& affected 

women's position in the structure of work. At the very moment when their puritan men were 

e-stablishing work as the criterion of dignity and worth, D.Qtto work becam~ the mark of class 

superiority of the middle-class women. Not o!'Jy wa·s indu:stry closed .to them but" the limited 

educational opportunities opened to women right upto the rriidst of the 19th century .made 

entra'1ce into the profession practically impossible. The process of intellectual specialization, 

one of the effects of the scientific revc)Iutiori, emphasized this exclusion 

(Rowbotham, 1972,27). On the other hand, · the poor women were facing an aitogether a 

different situation throughout the 17th,l8th,and 19th centuries. By the time of the lnd~st~al 

Revolution there was a virtual army of people totally dependent on wage-lcbour employ~d in 

agriculture, manufactories, in their hovels or in domestic work. The economic basis of this 

pre iPdustrial but post-feudal was the same . as that of the industrial family; It_ WrtS totally 

depend~nt either on the wage labour of individual family. members -or on capital. This 

situat:on put the women from the poor classes in a peculiar situation. While the women of the 

bour~eoisie found themselves cut off from the producti~n process and stop a pedestal, the 
. . 

women ofthe labouring class were burdened with toil at home and work outside. (Hill,1969). 

Thus the rising capitalist mode of production prod~ced what viola Klein has called ''Two 

nations" of women (Klein, 1963,28). Contrary to logical expectations, participation of the 

:abouring class women in production wor~ however, did not secure for thern the dignity of 
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w0rk.. Two ofh~n seemingly contradictory factors for the situation were resp~nsible. The first 

reason is that poor women retained certain features of pre-capitalist labour force. Tby 

provided a major source of cheap unskilled labour. Employees used them often to dilute the 

labour force. Whenever a process had been simplified and devalued often it was allotted to 

women worker. In other words, the vast reserve aimy of labouring women often fuced the 

vast reserve army of male labour. Labouring men thus rP.sented the "intru:;ior:" of women in 

the work process. Ironically enough the very starvation and misery of the po0r classes :nac!e 

the wage earning an c:-dinary and routine part of poor women's life. This situation sapped the 

bargaining position of women right from the beginning. They did as much work as mer. but 

without the social recognition of their right to work and with far lower wages. Another factor 

added to the male hostility toward~ female labour force. The very poverty of the lower 

classes forced not only women but children as well to work in the factori~s for long hours. 

This situation led to a natural neglect of children and "home" on the part of a working class 

wife. Given the Puritan ethos of the hegemonic culi.ure of the eariy capitalist societies, 

women's neglect of children and home was r~garded as a social evil. Women once again 

were one-sidedly held resporlsib le for this state of affairs. 

This tradition of male hostil!ty to women labour force continued into the 19th ce:1tury. 

Women were excluded from the rising Trade Union Movement. Even otherwise militc>.nt 

v:orking-class men "excluded women from trade unions, m,aa'e contracts with em~loyers to 

prevent tneir hiring women, passed laws restricting the employment of married women, 

carricetured working women, and carried on ceaseless propaganda to return women to the 

home or keep them there." (Hacker, 1951, 67). Germaine Greer has demonstrated that the 

ethos of the male hostility towards women labour and the persistent male under1aluation of it 

persist upt:ll now. She has pointed out that women formed thirty-eight percenr of the work 

force in England. Half the women between the ages of sixteen and sixty four worked outside 

their homes. Yet the pattern of female employment folrowed the course of the roie that she -· ;.. 

played outside industry ... She was almost always ancillary, "a hand-maid in the more 

importC~nt work of men." Three times as many girl~ as boys left school at fifteen. "The pattern 

that emerges is that of an inert~ unvalued female wor~. force, which is considt:red a temporary 

labour, docile, but unreliable." Of the nine million w:o.men in employment only two million 

female workers were members of trade unions. (Greer, 1976, 116-117). 
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The above si tuation caught the poor w()rking women in a trap right from the 17111 
century. 

Even though women took as much part as men in resisting the class exploitation, their role in 
-

miiitant struggles was too often undervalued. On the other hand wherever labouring women 

as women tried to secure some remedial action to solve some of their unique problems, male­

dominated trade union movement often treated their struggles and demands as divisible in 

!1ature. Thus most women ::oon fou!1d the atter.;pt to struggle on several fronts too 

exhausting. 

The peculiar situation of both the bourgeoisie and the working clcss women m capitalist 

societies produced therefore two persistent tendencies which marked the women's movement 

throughout the 19th centur;. As Rowbotha~ puts it "The absence of any practical theory of 

revolutionary feminist action and organization which made explicit the necessity to fight on 

'3everal fronts rather than isolating one aspect of oppt"ession had serious consequences . The 

~orollary of feminist isolationism was a tendency amongst some women revolutionaries and 

industrial militants to smooth over and camouflage the specific cppre55ion experienced by . . 
women, either because it was felt to endang~?-r movements and ca~ses or because it was felt 

to endanger movements and causes or because it was felt to be unresolved in the immediate 

. future.The tension which rcsuit~d from this voluntary containment of energy was currosive 

<'-nd destrur.tive. There ;.vas continual pressure on women to compromise on this way. They 

found thcr.tselves having to make choices with nothing but their own feelings to guide th:!P.l. 

Each choic1; appeared as an individual metter because then~ was no theOI;' to V·!hich it would 

:,e more bro-.dly referred." (Rowbotham, 1972, !09-110). We must remember that this th~my 

question has prod!Jced a diploma as much for the feminist movement as for the working class 

revo lutionary or reformist movement. To this day, no satisfactory theoretical and practical 

solution has been found by either of these movements. We must keep this dilemma constantly 

in mind when we shall follow the contemporary femiuist literature. 

THE DECLINE OF FEMINISM BETWEEN 1923 TO 1960 

For v&iety of reason feminism declined d•Jring the period 1920 to 1960.The onset ofthe First 

·.;.' orld war saw the end of women's movement so far as Europe was concerned. The 

Bolshevik Revolution also played its role in diverting the attention from feminism. 

Rowbotham has pointed our that the First World War and the Bolshevik Revolution forced 

fem inists to define c!early which side they were on: While the extension of the franchise 
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removed the single unifying issue which had bouttd them together. (Rowbotham, 1972,131 ). 

E!iglish women ~ecured the right to vote with restrictions in 1918 and the unresticted vote in 

1928.The suffragist movement in the United Kingdom split into two. Women's movement in 

England collapsed soon after. 

The Nineteenth Amendment granting women suffrage became a reaiity for American women 

in November 1920. Yet as Betty Frieden puts it, "The fact is that to women born after 

1920,.feminism was a dead histcry. It ended as a vital movement in America with the winning 

of that final right: the vote." (Frieden, 1979,88). Janeway has pointed out that P...merican 

middle class spent the years between 1920 tn 1960 in an inc~~singly acute state of self -

doubt about its ide~tity and historical mission. Whether it was originally triggered by the 

closing of the frontier, the decline of the Protestant ethic, the shock of the first world war one 

some other combination of causes, the proc·ess was clearly underway in Twenties. It was 

followed by th~ economic shock ·of the Thirties, and by the international involvement's of 

ihe Second \Vorld V·lar ~d the years thr;;reafter. The Fifties saw ar. exhaustive retreat in to 

personal isolationis111. America suffered from a nostalgia of a lost qold Age and thus lost 

itself in status quoists' attitude. (Janeway, 1977, 159- 160). 

Betty Frieden has de:,~.:ribed the material environment which supported American women's 

withdrawal into their own shell. 13y the end of the nineteen- fifties, the average man:iagc age 

of women in America dropped to 20, and was still dropping, into the teens. Fourteen million 

girls were engC~ged by 17.The propcrtion of women atteaqing .college in comparison ·with 

men dropped from 47 percent in 1920 to 35 percent in 1958. A century earlier, women had 

fought for higher education; now girls went to ~llege to get .a husband. By the mid-fifties, 60 
. . . 

percent dropped out of college to marry, or because they were afraid, too much education 

would be a marriage bar. Colleges built dormitories for 'married students', but the students 

were alm~st always with the husbands. Then American girls began getting married in high 

schools and the women's magazines, deploring t~e unhappy statistics about ihese young 

marriages, urged that cour~es on marriage and marriage coun:;elors be installed in the high 

schools. Girls started goi~g steady at twelve a~d thirteen. in junior high. By the end of the 

fifties, the United State's birth rate was overtaking India's. Statisticians were especially 

astounded ·at the fantastic increase in the number of babies among coilege women. Where 

once they had two children, now they had four, five, six. Women who had once wanted 

career:; were now making careers out of the babies. Interior decorators were designing 

kitchens with mose1ic murals and original painting, for kitchens were once again the center of 
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women's iives. Home-sewing became a million dollar industry. Many women no longer left 

the:r homes, except to shop, chauffeur their children, or attend a social engagement with their 

husbands. Girls were growing up in America without ever having jobs outside the home: In 

the late fifties, a sociological phenomenon was suddenly noticed: a third of American women 

now worked, but most were no longer young and very few were pursuing careers. They were 

married womert who hold part-t:me jubs, sailing through college, or to help pay the mortgage. 

Or they were widows supporting families. Fewer and fewer women were entering 

professional work. The shortages in the nursing, social work, and teaching professions caused 

crisis in almost every American city. The American housewife- freed by science ~nd labour ~ 

saving appliances from the drudgery, the dangers of child birth ' and the illness of her 

grandmother emerged on the social scene. Frieden insists that the mystique of feminine 

fulfillment became. the cherished and self-perpetuating core of American culture during the 

fifteen J'ears after the Second World War. (Frieden, 1979, 14-16). 

Various interpretations have been offered to explain the collapse of feminism. between i 920 

to 1960. According to Frieder.,- the femini~t~ had destroyed the old im_age of women. ~ut they 

could not erase the hcstility, the prejudice~ th~ discrimination that still remai~ed. Nor could 

they paint the new image of what woinen. might become when they grew up under conditions 

that no longer mad~ them inferior tO .men, dependent, passive, incapable of thought or 

decision (Friedan, 19,?9,89). In Rowbotha:m's opinion, the weakness of revolutionary 

feminism before 1920 was a .. failure of coherence, both ir.. ?rac!ice and in theory. It could not 

rela~e and clarify the . specific aspect:; of woman's oppress_ion within the framework of a 

sy5tematic theory. The extension of the franchise to women thus proved not a beginning of an 

advanced stage of militancy but the ~nd of it. According tc Kate Millet~, the period from 1930 
· ·. . 

to 1960 marks the period of " The C~u~ter r~volution II so far as women, s movement was 

concerned. She states th.at the first pnase of feminism ended in refonr1 rather than revolution. 

Representing the Radical Feminist position, Millett argues: that 
11
for a sexual revolution to 

proce~d further it would have required a truly radical soci_~J transformation ~he alteration of 

marriage and the family as they had been known throughout history. Without such radical. 

change it remained impossible to eradicate those evils attendant upon these institutions which 

reformer5 found most offensive .. .. A completed sexual revolution would have entailed, even 

necessitated, the end o f the patriarchal order throiJgh the abolition of its ideology as it 

ti1nctions through a differe ntial socialization of the sexes in the areas of status, temperament 

and role. While patriarchal ideology was eroded and patriarchy reformed, the essential 
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patriarchal social order remrtined. As most people could conceive of no other fom1 of social 

-organization, the only alternative to irs perpetuation appeared to be ~haas." (Millett, 1980, 

222) . . 

Millett has also referred to other factors which had undoubtedly contributed to ihe collapse of 

the organized feminism in 1920 - the Depression, th~:: end of ieft wing radicalism in the 

thirties and the rise of totalitarian forces th~reafter, p::>st-war reaction after 194:5, the post­

Second World War labour situation and ftnaily the genera! conservatism of the. fifties. 

Aimost all the feminists also r~fer to the set back received by feminis·m due to what they call 

the failure· of the Soviet experiment to achieve all-round women's emancipation. Ev~n the 

most sympathetic student of the Soviet experiment like Rowbotham agrees that women's 

conditio!l in Russia from 1925 to 1955 was not that envisaged by the revolutionaries in the 

twenties. She notes that in the initial phase some positi·..:e legislation was accepted by the new 

communist government Woman like Alexandra Kollontai felt free enough to advance very 

bold theories about the nature of. woraen 's freedom and the family system. But by the mid-

1920s, the atmosphere began to change. Rowbotham has identified various factors, which 

· might explain the shift in the Soviet policies. She notes that Marxist ·ideas about the family 

assumed a completely different historical tradition from the cultural realities of Russia after 

1917. In a backward country traditionalism, superstition and the old authorities had ·.a r~al_ 

hold. In a situation of economic crisis, post-war chaos and revolutionary upheaval . Russia· 

experienced great psychological tension.and familial insecurity. It was difficult for people to . . 

keep their nerve throughout this process of sexual-cultural revolution. The immediate task of 

creating a communist society from the chaos in the 1920s required a great effort of self· 

discipline. A new culture based on hard work, cbstinance and repression was the need of the 

hour. To ignore this was to take cover in fantasy. But the fact remain that women's 

emancipation was the first casualty of this policy. 'The ·_whole series of legislation passed 

under Stalin's rJle was a complete reversal of the laws !JaSseci in the 1920s. It is not that the · J . 

Soviet Union did not make any progress whatsoever in the matter. Two asp.ects of Soviet 

progress with reference to women are noted all ever the ·~orld namely the right to work and 

welfare faciliti~s for children. But the fact remains that the Soviet experiment did not meet 

the original expectations entertained by th~ women all over thP- \Vest. It, therefore, dampened 

the women's movement during the inter-war period. (Rowbotham, 1972, 136-169). 
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MiHett considers that the Soviet experiment failed &nd was abandoned. She asserts that 

th.f,)Ugh the thirties and f0rtics Soviet society C3me to resemble the modified patriarchy of 

other western countries. She admits that the Civi"t-War condition prevailing after the 

revolution and the post-revolutionary economic crisis were the two factors responsible for the 

regression. B~t Millett argues that the root cause ofthe failure was that "Marxist theory had 

failed to supply a suff;cient ideolCgical base for ;1 sexual revolution, and was remark:1bly 

naive tiS to the historical and psychological strength of patriarchy. ·· ·Therefore, with th ~ 

collapse of the cld patriarchal order, there wa~ no ·positive ~rtd coherent theory !'J g reet the 

inevitable confusio~. !n addition to this, .there was no realization that while . every practical 

effort should be made to impleme.~t a se,..'Ual revolu~ion, the real test would be io changi~g 

attitudes." (Millett, 1980, 240). Millett points out that one real proble:n facing in the Soviet. 

Union was wheth~r it could, through a revc!uiionary education, set up a new psychic 

:;tructure in its members to replace that of patriarchy. It failed in this respect. It gradually 

imtituted i:s o'.vn moralistic, auihoritz.rian ideolugy .. ~v1illett _staies that twenty-~even y<.;ars 

after i.he revolution, the Soviet position had completely reversed itself. The initial radical 

freedoms in marriage, divorce, abortion, child care, an~ the f:lmily were largely abridged and 

the reaction gained so that, by 1943, even coeducation was abolished in the Soviet Union. 

The sexual !'-evolution was over, the ~unter revolut ion triumphant. In the following decades 

conservative opinion elsewhere rejoiced in pointing to t~e Soviet as ;u, ot-ject lesson in the 

fo lly of cha11ge. (Millett, 1980, 2~9). 

~.1ost of the students of the women's movement ha•:e also no.ted the adverse effects of the ris~ 
of the righnving totalitarian force during the inter-war period viz. Fascism and Nazism. For 

exa mple, Nazism ~aw femir.i~rn t:s a f0rce to be dealt with sericusly. The Niv.i cultur e 

iepresented national, seA'Ual, .racial chauvinism. . Hitler's regime took maximum efforts to 

glorify the ~otherhood a."ld the fc1mHy. The fascist ideological waves which :)preaded a:I 

over the world had an adverse effect on feminism. 

Both feminist and nor.-!'eminist st'-!dents of women's mov~ment also tend to agree that the 

.;c-nservative tr~nds tJ'la..t op~rated betweer. 1920 to 1960 ;·:ere accompanied by the. immehsc 

:nfluence of Freud and his psychoanaly.~c thought, on the o!1e hand, and functionalism on the 

othei. For example, Millett representing a wide spectrum of radical feminist opi:1ion argues 

:hat in most cases the femini st mo•:ement collapsed from within and was underminec! more 

tr..rough its own imperfections than from hostile forces which combined to crush it . 

According to her. the rcat' cai.Sses of the counter-r~volution appeared to lie in the fact thnt 
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basic attitudes, values and emotions supporting patriarchy remained practically untouched. 

"1.11 t f, rth t~-.~t th e · t"deo 1 ~g=c"l support •~ .~-.~ ~~·...:~~~h~l ~~~ = ~~ ~~A~~ =·~ ~~ .. l" 1 e t iJ a er argues &&U ae n 'y'f &V & U L "J .a&v 1:-'UU &U& '-"&U& .JVvHU V& U'-&) IL.J .Jv• \. 

roles and its differentiated temperaments of masculine and feminine ·.vas not based en or 

derived from religion. She asserts tliat "The new · formulation of old attitudes had to come 

from science and particularly from the emerging social sciences of psychology, sociology, 

and amhropology - the most useful and authoritative branches of sociaJ control and 

manipulation." (Millett, 1980, 251 ). All other women thii'.kcrs und~r our study also hold 

similar opinions a rare thing in contemporary feminist literature. The trend of scholarly 

opinion seems to confirm _their judgement. 

If the Depression, the political turmoil in between the two World Wars and the Second World 

War represent the objective factors which pushed the women's movement in the background 
. . 

during 1920 to 1960, the unsettled conditions governing social, economic and cultural life 

and the task of post-war recovery and reconstruction left no room for the rise of radicalism in 

Europe. W hilc American esG<tped a dir~ct devastaticn caused by war, another :>-et cf reasons 

prevented the rise of feminist movement in· the U .S.A. between 1945 and 1960. A number of 

studies have explored this aspect of the problem. The President's Report o n the Status of 

Women Prepared by <t. •Commission appointed by President John F. Kennedy in 1961 and 

~ubmitted in October i %3 ha5 offered a detailed explanation of the pr.:.vc:lence of the 

conservative trends during t~s period. (PRSVl, 1963). Betty Fridan :.;:. ~ al ~o identified some 

of the c.rucial factors, whi.ch prevented the rise :f feminist consciou~ness and the women's 

movement in Ameri~ bet"'·ieen 1945 to 1960. She is of the opillion that the loneliness of '.'.'~r, 

the trauma caused by the onset of the Nuclear Age, the frightening uncertainty generated by 

the rise of the Cold War ied women as well a:s men to '<the comforting reality of home and 

children." She asserts that "A pent-up hunger for marriage, home, and children was felt 

simu!tcn~ously by severai different generations~ ~ hunger wl~~cb., in the prosperity of post-war 

America, everyone could suddenly satisfy." (Friedan, 1979, 160). Detty Roszak and 

Theodor~ Roszak have pointed out that with the end of the war tlie average age of marr.iage 
- . 

declined, the average size of families v:ent !JP and the -~uburban migration began in the 

earnest. The political conservati~m of the 1950s was ec.;hoed ~ a social conservatism, which 

stressed a Victorian ideal of the women's life, a full womb and selfless devotion to husband 

and children, (Roszak & Roszak, 1969, 188). Elizabeth Janeway has also examined this issue. 

In her opinion, the economic shuck of the thirties, and the international political and super­

political involvement's of the war had already put un end tc;> the radical defian_ce of women 

21 

L-~-;,V/ .. 



against male-dominated culture. She further points out that in reaction from that demanding 

time_, the fifties saw an exhausted retreat into personal ~nd political isolationism, and an 

attempt to revitali::;e some of the values and virtues attributed to a !JaSL tha( hao receded far 

enough to be reinvaded under the mythic label.of Golden Age. (Janeway, 1977, 159-160). 

Friedan has noted that America witnessed a "greater baby-boom" in the fifties with the rising 

teenage marriages and pregnancies, and the increase in family size even among the Hunilics 

in the rela tively higher age brackets . She has also considered the impact of the post-war 

prosperity on American culture. lt led to the rise of consumensm and the accompanying 

"feminin~ myst ique." She has noted a certain paradox in this context prevailing at least in the 

first decade after the end of the war. When the war ended; the demolition led. American men 

to take the jobs and fill the seats in colleges and universities that for a while during the war 

years had been occ~pied largely by girls . For a short time, competition was keen and the 

resurgence of the old anti-ferninirie prejudices in business and the professions made it 

difficult for a girl to keep the job or advance in a job . stimulated by consumerism and 

feminine mystique, thi s undoubte:dly reinforced women's desire to cover of ·marriage and 

home. Friedan admits (hc.t · it can be demonstrated in just cold statistical terms that the 

proportion of American wcmen in industry had steadily increased sine 1945. B~t the thn.!st of 

her argument is to prove !h2 t womer.r had not accepted careers or professions rtquiring 

training, effort and personal commitment. Freiden has also assessed the significance of 

Freudianism i11 relation to the .. \mericar. culture for feminism during 1945 to 1960. She 

argued that the Fredianism, apart form the practice of psychotherapy itself, also fi:led a rea l 

need in the forties and the fifties: the need for an ideology, a natior.al purpose, can 

application of the mind to the problems of people. She futher argued that thelack of a 

pruposive ideology led pGst-war American culture and particualarly mass-media to imbibe a 

certain king of vu lgeri sed Freudanism. It reinforced the traditonal American sterotyp~ of 

woman as aa Mom". Friedan has termed it as an "occupation: housewife" (Friedan.1979.1 67-

I80). O ne may sum up the declin~ ofwoernrn's mvoement between 1920 to 1960 i.n t~nns of 

yates' detached and academic asssess1nent of the situation. Sh_e IlOints o~t that after the woiid 

war II when the war effort was no Iunger the singular concern in American life requiring 

wome r. to take outside e;nployment and to engage in public li~e, women had returned in great 

numbers to the home as the central focus fo r their identity. This was a period of 

co :tservatism, during which tl1e ro le of women was regarded as primarily domestic. (Yates, 

1977, 3). 
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A CONCISE HISTORY OF THE WOMEN'S MOVEMENT 

FROM 1960 TO 1975 

Tht uaited Stutes 

A Historical Review: 

However, a series of crucial social developments emerged by the beginning of nineteen 

sixtie~ which ~a de a rebirth of the women's struggle inevitable.· Fir.st, inspit~ of the myth of 

"occupation: housewife", by 1900 women came to make up more than a third of labour force. 

The number of working women was twice the pre-war figure. Yet they lacked equal acc-.:;ss 

to all sectors of the ·occupational structure. They were being forced into the low-paying 

service, cferical and semi-skilled categories. The proportion of women in service johs rose 

up in a noticeable manner. It is remarkable that while women had held forty five percent of 

all professional and technical positions in 1940, they held only 37 per cent of these positions 

in 1967. Se~ond, a gtneration of women woke up '1o find their children groWn and a life 

(roughly thirty more productive years) of housework and bridge parties stret~hing out before 

them like a waste land." Third, a growing Civil Rlghts .Movemenfbegan to sweep thousands 

of young men and women into a moral crusade -"a crusade which harsh p~litical experience 

was to transmute into the New Left/' The Black .Ci~il Rig.ht{ s·truBsle in Missi~sippi . and the 

increasing radic~lization of /unerican politics arou~d the issu~ of vietnam war chcnged the 

American social environment radically. Thus each and every traditional political stereotype, 
. . . . . . .. 

ideology: ~ultural myth, sexual more:; and sex roles wi~h them began to be challenged as an 

ex9losion of rebellion and protest. (Roszack & Ros~~k, 1969; ! 88-189). 

Webster Schott has also delineated the changing conditions which led to a revival of 

women's movement in the 1960's. He has n?ted that women began to take jobs in a big way 

consciously to make careers. Within a Jecade fifty two per cent olall women b~tween 19. and 

59 were employed, . . Nearly 90 per cent of all womer. over forty were in work. Only 11 

percent ofU. S. families ·consisted of Dad on the job and Mom at home with the kids. 58 per 

cent of all mothers of school children worked. The change affe~~~d A '?eri~an life a!l the way 

from the size of grocery stores to the frequency of church services. in . addition, Schott 

continue, in the decade and a half that followed 196J~ a c0nfluence of forces beyond 

anyone's imagination, oral contracevtives, an inflation3ry war in Vietnam, more inflation 

from OPEC oil and F edera! fis~al policies and the informed will of the first generation of the 

post-Second World women - gave American females some of what they wanted. They 
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organized themselves to gain access to power outside the family . They learned how to 

change the behaviour of institutions. Because they had acquired control ov~r child-bearing, 

they could enter business, industry and government with plans to stay. They got somewhat 
. . 

what they wanted because standards of living would fall without wives and mothers at work. 

Moreover the American economy could not face foreign productivity unless women ·worlo\ed. 

(Schott, 1982, 86-8) It is reported that the increasing pressures on American wnmen led to a 

.sharp increase in ~-nerica!1 Women asking for private psychiatric help. By 1962 the plight of 

American women emerged .E.S a high-priority ite~ on serious academic a~enda. A general 

s~nse of disenchantmen~ with the idyllic image of female fulfillment in domestic. life was 

noticed by social scientists. American women began increasingly to find it difficult to decide 

whether they were to achieve success in fulfilling traditional woman's role or to pursue an 

independent life-long career. 

Soon all the major women groups ·in 'the American . society-students, middle·class married 

werner. and working women - began tu participate in the new ~o~en 's m~vement. Each 

group represented an independent aspect of the total institutionalise~ oppression .of women. 

Their differen~es are those of en:phais and immediate interest rather than fundamental goals. 

Thus as Hoie and Levin h:!ve pointed out that the so called "silent fifties" came to an abrupt 

and wit!J the beginning of confrontatic:1 po!ic!es in the early 1960's - marches, .pickets, sit­

ins. ~allege and University students began to participate in political activities. In the early 

sixties, !~rge !1umber of ~tudents, both men and women, sp~nt their summer, working in the 

new activist Civil Rigtts movements in the south. W?men had gone to the South to work 

alongside men in the fight for equality only to finci that they were second-class citizens · . . In a 
rnovemeat purportedly determined to wipe out all discrim:nation. This experience also made 

a rise of a new independent and militant women's movement inevitable. (Hole and Le. · 
. Vln, 

1975, 109- 110). 

As Merlene Dixon has pointed oui., a new women's movement arose in a dramatic way by the 

beginning of 1961. It nmged in politic:> from reform to ~evolution and produ~ed critics of 

almost every segment of America~ society and culture-. (Dixon, ! 969, 57-64 ). 

The new feminist movement began to arise in the early J960's. It cRme tv public attention in 

a major way in the lRsr two years ofthe decade. It reached its peak during the latter half of the 

1960s and the first half of the 1970s. The end of the Vi<;tnam war also witnessed the 

beginning of its decay. By the end of the 1970s it had spent its full force. 
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The ftrst _signs of the coming turmoil appeared in 1959. In that year three major books 

appeared on the women ' s preble~_?, and were extremely well received. (Flexner, 1968~ 

Newcomer, 1959~ Smuts, 1971). The increasing pressure from American women led 

President John F. Kennedy in 196 (to appoint a P_resident's Commission on. the Status of 

Women . . Its task was to study a..1d make recommendations regarding employment practices 

and legal treatr11ent of women in the federal ai1d State govt!rnments and to suggest services 

needed fo.L women in the nation. American women participated in a massive manner in the 

preparation of this report. It was final! y submitted to the President in October 1963. At about 

the same time, Betty Friedan pubiishe<i The Feminine Mystigue (Friedan, 1963). Germaine 

Greer, a leading radical feminist, marks its publication as the beginning of the second 

feminis~ wave. (Greer, 1976, 295). It made a tremendous impact on women. Friedan's 

description of the women prohlem as "The Problem that has no name" soon became an 

everyday expression current i::1 American media. In the Spring of 1964, prestigious Daedalus 

magazine published a special issue on women which provoked a seric:..:s di5cuss!on of the 
' 

woman problem on American campuses. (Daedalus. 1964). In the same year the United 

states Congress added the word "Sex" to the Title VII of the Civil Rights Bill. It prohibited 

discrimination in employment on the basis of "race, colour, religion, national origii1s or ~, 

(emphasis added). (Yates, 1977, 5). 

In the meantime a large number of young women had already begun to take pa..rt in the New 

Lett politics in the early years of 1960s. They were really keea to take a major part ia the 

radical social movement. Yet they soon found that ev~1! their radical male comrades treated 

them in no different way than the most of the orthodox men. They expected women in the 

radical movement to play the typical, conventional, subordinate roles of women in the name 

of the movement. Friedan had already pointed out that "the subu_rban wife" faced a problem 

with no name. She stated that "As she (suburban wife) m_aJe the beds, shopped for groceries, 

matched slipco·v'er material, at peanut butter sandwiches with her children, chauffered Cub 

Scouts and Brownies, lay beside her husband at night-she was afraidtoask even the silent 

:~uestion - 'Is this ail?' (Fried an, 1979., 13). But even the~e radical left activist woma~-soon 

realised that their position was no different from the suburban woman whom they were 

deaouncing. As Lydia Sargent, a Socialist FGminist, has pointed out. "At the same time that 

sub'Jrban women read and identified with Frie_dan' s 'problem with no name', women in the 

New Left were busy cleaning and decorating mov~ment offices, cooking mo~ement dinners, 

handling daycare, chauffering . Answering phones, and lying beside their movement lovers 
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and husbands at night also afraid to ask ~he silent question- 'Is this all?' (Sargent, 1981, xiii­

xiv) . As a re~ult, Ruby Doris Smith Robinson, a founding member of the Student Noviolent 

coordinating committee (SNCC) wrote a serious paper titled "The Position of women in 

SNCC". It was pres~nt at an SNCC meeting _irr October, 1964. A well known radical black 

leader with an international reputation Stockley Carmichael condemned it with a 

contemptuous rema.-k, "The only positio:1 for women in SNCC is prone." This contemptuos 

remark reverberated throughout the American radi~l movement and in due course led to the 

rise ofRadical Feminism. (Yates, 1977, 6-7). Throughout 1965-66 various kinds ofNew Left 

t.={)nferences were held a!! over America. 

In the meantime ~ new organization, representative of the liberal, middle-class, and main-

stream female public op! r..ion, came into being in 1966. In the spring of th~t year the U.S. 

Labor Department .held a conference in Washington for representatives of the various State 

Commissions on the st~tus of women. Disappointe~ with governmental indecision with 

regard to women, s rights, thirty-two persons from twelve states and the capit~l organised the 

National Organization for Women (NOW) under the presidency of Betty Friedan. It was 

~tablished on · October 29, 1966. NOW was the only major women's movement which 

·achieved in course of time some degree of recognitio.n fro~ the political establishment whe~ 

NOW was foriT!ed it, was read into the Congressionai Record. · T0 begin with, NOW fought 

against job discrin.Iination, worked for the Eq!.!al PJghts A.rnendment and for the repeal of 

Abortion Law=>. NOW:h~d been founded basically to fill an wcmer.'s rights. It also acted ns a 

fonJm for new feminist ideas. NOW has pledged seven goals. 

I . Equal RighL.s constitutional Amendment 

2 . Enforcement of Law Banning Sex Discrimination in Employment 

3· Maternity Leave Rights 

4 · Tux deduction for Home and Children Expense for Working Parent:; 

5 · Child Care Day Centers 

6. Equal job training 

7· The Right of Women to Control their Reproduction Lives. 

The younger w6m_~ri 's Iiberatio~ groups representing the university left wiiig also began to 

?.ppear durin~ iatt~r half of t9.66. In the November-December issue of 

New Left Review in 1966 Juliet Mitchel! published one of the most renowned statement of 

the sociali5t-feminist position. 
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A number of developments provided additio:1al stimulus to the women' s movement by the 

beginning of 1967. At the end of 1966 SNCC, a black power movement, formally banned 

white members. For different reasons, SDS (The students for a Democratic Society) rejected 

women's demand to have a plank ·on women's liberation. Since these movements were 

primarily concerned with other issues like the Black Movement, . or_ the Arm's Race, or the 

Civil Liberties, or the Third World; both the radic:li and socialist WO:ffie:1 began to feel a need 

for their separate platforms and organizations. Masters and Johnsons published thei r wc: .-k 

with the title Human Sexual Response also in 1966. (Masters anci Johnson, ! 966). lt also 

provoked as great a debate about sexual issues as Kinsey Report had done earlier (Kinsey 
. . . 

et,al. , 1948). All the above developments made 1967 a m·emorable year in American 

women's movement. In the summer of 1967 the women's caucus cfthe National Convention 

of the S.D.S. adopted a Women's Manifesto drafted by the Women's Liberation Workshop. 

The beginning of women's Liberation Movement is traced from this manifesto. They made 

four deruands on the movement (a) "(We demand) that o~:~r brothers in the, S.D.S. (must) 

recognize that they must deal with their own problems· of male chauvinism in their personal, 

social and political relationships"; (b) "W.e eall upon the women to demand full participation 

in all aspects of the movement's work, from licking stamps to assuming leadership position." 
: . 

(c) Move!'!lent must be responsible "for cultivating all of the female resources available to the 

movement." (d) "All university administrations must realise that campus regulations 

discriminate against womei! in particuiar and must take positive action to pretest the right~: ot' 

women . ... " (Greer, 1976, 300). In the autl!mn of 1967, v:omen members of the students' 

Union for Peace Action, Canada's leading. New Left Organization, produced a paper called 

"Sister. Brothers. Lovers .. . Listen". It too demanded ar. autonomous platform for wome11. 

The radical trend in women's movement gathered additional strength by the following 

developments. The first women's lib~ration news letter, called Voice of the Women'§ 

Liberation Movement and edited by Joreen Freeman, was published in the 1967 N~tional 

Convention of the New Pcliticz (NCNP) in Chicago. The NCMP Convention hera!deJ its · . 
arrival with a manifesto titled "Towards A Liberation Movement." It was a product of the 

Convention. At this Convention, Shulemith Firestone a11d Pamelt Alhm met and decided to 

st:ut a women's liberation group in New y-ork. It became the New York Radical Women. But 

there was bound to be a conflict between '\vomen's issues" and ''New Left Politic~ . It soon 

led to a spilt. One of the groups called itself Redstockings. Hole and Levin in their history of 

feminism titled Rebirth of Feminism have called R~dstocki ngs as the ii rst known 
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independent radical women's group that is not a women's caucus within another "'O' I't· 
1 1-' 1 1ca 

organization. (Hole and Levin, 1975, 11 2). Gayle Yates has called The Redstocki.!]g§ 

Manifesto as "one of the purest expressions of the radical feminist point of view." (Yates , 
1977,89). The manifesto declared that women· wan.t to achieve final liberation from male-

!.•lpremacy. It treated women as an oppressed class governed even by the thr~t of physical 

violence. lt ii.Sserted that women's personal suffering is a political condition. It identified 

male-supremacy as the oldest and the Most basic form of domination. It reje<;ted the idea that 

women tht!mselves are respo~sible for their present situation. It announced that women's 

own personal experience must serve as the basis for an analysis of women's situation. And 

finally the manifesto identified women as the poorest and most brutally exploited class . On 

December 5, 1967 Ann koedt and shulamith Firestone presented a further statement of radical 

feminism. They declared that the goal of radical feminis.m. They declared that the goal of 

radical feminism was the elimination of the sex-class system. 

This .5ystem referred to the "fundamental pditical oppression wherein women ar~ ~.ategorized 

as an inferior class based upon their sex." (Hole and Levin,l975, 152). 

As a result of radical women's political activity women ·gtoups began to fonn al·l · over 

America. Of the literally hundreds of groups in 1967 and 1968 the Seattle Radical Women 

group might be seen as typical. It stated that the iszue of women's emancipation was a first 

p:iority political, legal and economic question. And its fundamental solution called for a 

rudical change in the political, legal and economic structure of s~ciety. Its membt:·ship 

consisted of working women, students and housewives of all races. i.11 January i968 . . • a 
coal ition of women's peace groups demonstrated against the Vietnam war at the opening of 

the American congress. They chanted the slogan of''The Burial of Traditional Womanhood., 

The Summer nf 196R proved momentous for the women's movement. The women's peace 

groups taldng for the wome~'s movement. The . women'~ peace groups taking part in the 

above demonstration called themselves the Jenette Rankin Brigade. (Jenette R&nkin was the 

first woman in the United Statt!s to serve in the Congress between ( 191 7- 1918).' It was at thi s 
. . 

protest demonstration that the famous slogan. that "Sisterhood is Powerful" was first 
. . . . . 

used. (Ho!e and Levin~ 1975, I uf - 11 9). In June 1968 a new radical journal Notes from the 

F irst Year started its publication. A short essay written .bY Ann Koec!t titled "The Myth of 

Vaginal orgasm" attacking the position taken by Masters and Johr..3on in their book and 

published in the Notes soon became the most talked about article in the woman's movement. 

Amo ng other things it provided insp~ration for various lesbian groups. to start open 
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organizational activity in the same year. In September 1968 Federally Employed Women 

(FEW) was founded. It was and is only organization devoted specifically to achieving legal 

equality and equal employment opportunity for women who are federally employed. Another 

major event soon brought mass media's attention to woman's movement. Various radical 

women's groups staged a protest demonstration against the Miss America Contest on 

September 7, 1968.By holding such a demonstration feminists were trying to prove that 

beauty contests as an expression of n!ale h~:gemony was as much a part of women's 

oppression as discrimination in Jobs and wages. Even though no bras were in fact bvmed, 
.. ~ 

this alleged action was overblown and projected by the mass media. Paradoxically, this 

distorted but massive publicity further deepened the strength and intensity of women's 

movement. A radical women named Valerio Solanas shot Andy Worhol. The extremist 
. -

t~::mper of some of the radical groups can be seen through the manifesto of the Society for 

Cutting Up Men (SCUM) of~hich Valerio Solanas was reportedly a member. It stated that" 

Life in thls (:"'. . .-nerican) socit:.iy being, at best, ru1d utter bore . .. .. there r~mains to civil 

minded, responsible, thrill- seeking females .. . to overthrow ..... automation ·and destroy the 

male sex". (Emphesis added; Roszak & Roszak, 1969,262).The SCUM ma:1.ifesto provides 

us with a fair idea of the rabid •iature of some feminist groups and propaganda. We have to 

take note of it as it teo provides a backdrop to women's ~iterature under our consideration. 

A major women's group was formed on October 17, 1968.It had broken away from NOW. 

Led by Ti-Grace Atkinson, It adopted a new :;trategy of group consciousness -raising. It 

rejected sexual intercourse as an oppressive institution & limited their membership to no 

more tha."'l one-thirci for those women who were married or lived with them. The group 

rejected any private relationship whatsoever with men. It also att!l.cked the position of 

Catholic Church on Abortion and Contraception. This group soon began to be known as "The 

October 1 til Movement ''Late:- tc be called ''The Feminists". From th~:: outset this group 

defined itself as a theory- ~ction group. It asked for a rigorous theoretical analysis of 

women's social rolt. Even lhough the sloga:1s like "Person~! is Politic~!'' and "Feminism is 

Poiitical" were by now common stock among radical femi~ist cin~l~s, this group was the first 

to formulate these slogans in detailed analytical and theoretical ~guments. They defined the 

term radical feminism as the annihilation of Sex-roles. Depicting women as a political class 

they identified the male-female role divi sion· as the basic source of women's oppression. We 

must note here that a noisy polemics soon started between the New Left (Political) or 

Feminist Radicals, on the h~nd, and the upholders of "Women's issues" represented by 
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Radical Feminism of this new group. The "October 17" group condem_ned the institution of 

marriage. Soon it invited from other. women groups_ the label of "eliticism". Both the 

Feminist Radical Politics and the Socialist Feminists began to accuse the new Feminists -~hat 

they skirted the issue of political power and its relationship to oppression. Their ideological 

posit ion that treats the male-female system as basic to women's practical and theoretical 

concern represents a major theoretical current in feminist Iiterat~re. When October 17r.n 

Group finalised its analysis of the class condition of women and the resultant pro&ramme for 

elimination of that class condition, it adopted the name- the Feminists. It published a 

manifesto on June 13th 1969.!t say!: "The class separation bet'.Yeen men and women is a 

political division. The role (or class) .system umst be destroyed .. . w~men,_ or "females", were 

the first class to be separated out from humanity and thus denied their humanity .... .. It is the 

male role or the role of the Oppressor that must be annihilated ... . (Thus) Both the male role 

and the female role must be annihilated ..... Certainly all those institutions .... Such as family 

(and its substitution, marriage), sex, and love must be destroyed . .. All polit~qal classes grew 

out of the male- female role system . .. .. .. The pathology of oppression can only be fully 

comprehe1tded fn its primary development: the male-female division .... . . 

·The feminist i~ ah action group .... The male-female role sys~em is political because the roles 

are'd~fin·ed by one group (men); men are the powerful"class and women the powerless class: 

. .. . The ~l\temal inS~:inct _ desire to bear and raise chil~ren - is attributed to women ... we 

must eliminate the institutions built on the myth of m~temal instinct · · · ·· Extra-u~arian mea.r1s 

of reproduction should be d~veloped . . . We must destroy the institution of heterosexucJ sex 

a manifestation of the male-female role . . .. (Tc sum up,) The strategy requires that all avenues 

of escape from our destruction the male role and role system be closed. ( Koedt et. al., 1 ~73 , 

368 - 378). 

The peak of extremists feminism was rea:::hed in the sum;ner of i968 and thereafter. We have 

a lready seen above that Sclamunas had advocated ihe extreme strateg-; of ext~rminating men 

a.nd had ~hot Andy Werhol. Her shocking strategy pres~ed some .~omen groups into further 

extremist positions. A new women's group was called \Vumen'3 Iiltemationai Terrorist 

Conspiracy from Hell (WITCH). Greer has offered an objective assignment of their tactics. 

"WITCH is essentially and experiment with the media. Public Bra-burning, hexing the c~asc 

Manhartten Bank, · aiid invadine the annual Bride Fair a~ Medison square Garden dressed as 

w itches and bearing broomstics were all badly-boo operations, and, given the suscr.ptibility 

of the coMmercial system to its own methods, they worked, to the point of causing the VIall 
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Street market to drop five points, but nowadays, through fear of the Tactical Policies Force 

and other forms of established reappraisal, what is essentially a !JUblicity movement has gone 

anonymous and underground," (Greer, 1976, 308-309). Two key statements from the WITC!l 

manifesto gives us scme idea of this ideological position. It stated that "WlTCH is all 

women, everything. It is theatre, revo lution, magic, terror and joy." And, "witches have 

always been women whu C:lfed to b~ groovy, courageous, aggres:;ive, intelligent, non­

conformist, explorative, !r..dependent, sext!ally liben1ted - anci revolutionary."( Roszak and 

Roszak, 1969, 259-260). 

Kate Millett's manifesto titled Sexual Politics: A Manifesto for Revolution represented the 

h.igh-water mark of radical feminist positions. It ~lso represents the radical feminist opinion 

on American University campuses. In . terms of o,·ganlzational development, ~he year 1968 

ended with the establishment of Human Rights for Women (HRW).It was founded by Mary 

Eastwood, Sylvie Elison, CerutherseBerger and Ti-Grace Atlcirtson. it v.'il3 devoted to 
. . 

feminist research. education and legal aid services. Thus by the beginning' of 1969 the 

women were insisting that feminist movement was essentially political in nature. · 

1969 proved to be a ~ear when occu!)ationally-oriented f~minist groups were formed. Thus 

women's caucuses in various fields like sociology, psychology, politir.al science, and mode& 

languages, economics and history were formed . It is not surprisii1g that an enormcus amount 

of feminists activity is qevoted to oc~upationa! is~ues particularly upgrading the status of . 
women at work. These organisations began to lobbying for adding the word "Sex" to the 

various discriminatory bans eiTecting their status. Along with the demand for Equal Pay for 

Equal V/ork and equal opportunity, they w.ere preseing for the removal of job c~tegury 

exemptions displaying sex discrimination. the ideological temper of 1969 can be gauged by 

the manifesto adopted by New York Radical Feminists in December, 1969.It stated that "It 

remains for us as women to fully develop a n~w dialectic of sex class. - a.&d analysi~ of the 
. . 

way in which sexua! identity and institutions reinforce one another." (K.oect et. al ., 1973, 3 79 

- 383). The two-year period, 1969 through 1970, was a tirrie of extra-ordinary growth in the 

women's liberation movement. Hole and Levin~ have pointecl out that any and every pr.::­

conceived notion, pattem of behaviou:, UJld theory or analysis relating to women were 

questioned. (Hole & Levine, 1975, 157- 158). In June & July 1970, the House Special 

Subcommittee on Education held hearings on sex discrimination in education. It has been 

noted that the 1250 pages of testimony that resulted from the seven-day hearings con~titutes 
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the most extensive compilation surfaced of the women's movement. A Gay Liberation 

Movement of both homo~xual men a.,d homosexual women had begun~ 1:\atc _Millet and 

some other prominent feminists publicly announced themselves as bi-sexual .Paradoxically, 

1970 also witnessed the revival of orthodox Marxist women's groups led by women like 

Evalyns Red. A new major national organization, The Women's Equity Action League 

(WEAL), was formed in 1969 in Cleveland from which it sprea¢ all over America. It 

channled its efforts into three ll!'eas of sex discriminatio'n - employment, education and· de 

facto t<!X inequities. Thus by the beginning of 1970 feminist groups were formed in every 

major city and rnuny smaller cities in U.S.A. One can se.::ure a rough ide~ of the rapid gro·wth 

of the women's movement, by the fact that New York and Los Angeles t<'!ken together 

constituted 200 women's groups around this period. 

1970 continued to. witness this phenomenal growth of feminist movement. Most of these 

groups began to publish news-letters, odd journals. A jouma] of Liberation from BaJtimore 

alxr..~st came close to bt:ing a r~tional publication. In April l9i0 l'rofessio.nal Women's 

Caucus (PWC) was founded . The major development of 1910 was · the adoption of a 

manifesto by the San Francisco Red Stocking in March. It reiterated radical feminist stress on 

-the s:nall group artivity. It talked about the system of ma!e domination throughout history. It 

C...'!::ertcd that tha economic system of male supremacy lay at the core of womer.'s oppression. 

It fi:t~aHy dec!ru-ed its character as a flexible org<mization (Roszak and Roszak, 1969,285-

290). This manifesto revealed ~ •.•.'ide~Jng gap between the Militant Radical Feminism on the 

c;ne hand <!nd the Liberal or Socialist or Marxist feminism on the other. !n the next yeat the 

National women's !)oiitical caucus (NWPC) was fanned in \V&Shingtort It represented in it's 

National policy council such inf!:Jentiaf ·women as Bdle Abzug1 Betty Friedan ~nd Gloria 

Steinem. NWPC's influence become cl~ within a very short period of tithe, More women 

fought foi eiection office in 1972 and 1974 . They Wori greater rep~esentation for women at 

~he national level. The U.S. · party system was thus co~pelled to take n6te of women's 

movements and aspirations. A 11~w trend in Women's movemen~ appeared through The fourth . . 
World Manif*;stO. I~ first appeared . in Notes from the . TJllrd year, On the one har.d, it . 

candemned the male-do~nated letf'n1~vement for .. , its' attemPt lo·.suppress a strong and 

independent women's movement. On the o!.her hand, The Manifesto also criticized · it An 

unfortun<~te reaction among some women's liberationists and feminis!s" . to· call anj1hing 

vthich they do no: like. 'Male"', It finally - deel~ed that neither the· male· coltu_re nor the female 

culture is a model for a human society. (Koedt, 1973,322-357). 



On the crest of new feminism the Equal Rights Amendment to the United States constitution 

was passed by the American Senete in March 1972. We must note that this amendment had 

been bottled up in American congress fo r nearly fifty years.1972 also' witnessed a 

competition among the established ·publishing houses for publishing or republishing works 

about womer.'s experience and problem5. As Yates has pointed out, ab_ortion also emerged as 

a principal issue in the contemporary feminist moveP.lent (upto the U.S. supreme court 

decision in 1973). From 1968 to 1973 the Issue was constantlY. under a major f~minist 

focus.(Yates, 1977,110-111). 
·-

In the meantime the socialist feminist part of women's movement was also developing in new 

and important ways. A conference was held in July 1975. It marked the first organized 

attempt at gathering together group of women as socialist feminists. From i 975 to 1978 

number of important statements and manifestoes wre published by several socialist feminist 

women's group like The Barkely Oakland women's statement (1974), The combahes River 

Collective (A Black feminist) Statement and a Report by the Marxist-Feminist Group I (M-, 

F1) in 1977, etc. (Eisenstein, 1979,349-389). 

A Wv&"ding classification of various Trends in the American women's 

MoYement 

A broad classification of various ideological trends in American women's movement will 

help us to situate the writing of six women writers unde~ our consideraticn. Before we 

proceed further, some rough-anci ready definitions of feminism thrown by ·.:arious feminist 

writer will help us to understand the etho!; of contemporary feminist movement. 

\:Vhat is feruinism? 

Role and Levine think the feminism by definition challenges the statuesque. it Questions 

political, social and cultural institutions, ways of t~nking and the very .articulation of those 

thoughts. (Hole & Levine, 1975,226). Michale Berret believes t~at feminist seeks to change 

not simply men or v.'omen or bot~, as they exist at present , but seeks to change to relations 

between them. She adds that although the basis for this will be provide by an autonomous 

women, s liberation movement the strategy must involve politica! engagemen~ with men 

rather then a policy of absolute separatism. (Berrett, 1980,259). Sheile Robotham points out 

that th~re are two possihle interpretations, one ideal, the :::>ther historical. She states that 
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feminism O\'Jn be seen u.s the conception of a society in which the roles of d9minator and 

dominated are reversed and ·in which women take 0ver superior status of men. It can also be 
-

seen as the demand for equality for women made on religious or ethic<>! grounds: this 

feminisr.t wants to compete more fairly with meP. and is expres~ed in the struggle for equal 

rights. Feminism. in the first sense is utopian i.e it exists in the realm of stories and visions , 

not as a political movement. Feminism in the sec...ond sense is more sedate. It is possible to 

trllce two phases: the emergence or the. religious and moral ideal of the individual worth an 

dig ni ty of women, and the movement for specific reforms, legal, ~ducational , the vo te 

etc.(Waildor, 1978, 14). 

The icieas and issues explored in almost all of the new feminist writings fall into two major 

concer.1s. The first is an analysis of the biological differenes between men and women. They 

argue that there ar~ no inherent emotional, inte!lect\.lal or psychological differences between 

men and women. All differences, they hold, are a reflection of socially imposed values. The 

second concern deals with the social values which distinguish ma~e from fem.aJe on the basb 

of psychological made from female on the basis of.psychological made from female on the 

basis of psychological characteristics. and social roles as a system of sex-role stereotyping. In 

addition feminism also analyses the kinds of re~i~~~'1ce the women's movement the 

encountered. Feminism thus handles issues like sex-role stereotyping women's self-image, 

' "-'Omen's public image, social role and functions of w<?men-hood, the sexual revolution and 

the politics of. patriarchal language. Feminist thought has centred around four crucial issues . 
which impinge or. women's life-( a) Women's role in production, (b) \Vomen's role in 

reproduction, (c) the role of socialiZation in a male-dominated social culture and 

(d) sexuality. Analysis of the family has also been the pivot of the feminist analysis of 

women's oppression. Another new feature of modem feminism is its analysis of ideology. 

Rosalind delemar has pointed out that the importance of the process of fcremation of the 

individual him being has drawn th~ attention of the women's movement to freud (Wendor, 

1978, 11 6-1 20). In case of American feminists this has ie~ to acritic of"~ale chauvinism": 

the ideology of male domination. Another feature of current feminism _is its exploration of the 

possibility of using personal experience as a raw material for a re-analysis of women's 

condition. It was put intc practice in what are usually called "consciousness-raising" group~. 

Delmar further notes that the "Sexism" fundamentally involves is the complex unity of the 

four distinct levels of . won:1en's oppression-biology, the unconscious I the economy and 

idP.ology. Modem feminism insists, as did historic feminism, on the need for separate 
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women's movement in order to combat wcmen's specific o ppressiOn. The demand that 

maternity bean option rather than a ~0cial duty for women .was a part 0f thP frpp )<wP ciPn~t e 

which accompanied the early feminist movement. Today, the right to free contraception and 

abortion is a common agenda of women's movement all over the world. What was 

denounced fifty year ago as a 'bourgeois demand' has at present been shown to have a 

genuine mass appeaL 

Contemporary feminism has taken action-oriented interest in areas like media, reproduction , 

child care, education and career . opportunities. It denounces the image of woman portrayed 

by the mass media. The right to abortion has formed . one of its principle planks. The 

demands for better childcare faciiities and reorganization of the traditional division of labour 

in this a:ea are ccmmon to all fe:minist groups: An equal access to all educational and 

professional avenues also appears as a common theme. 

Delemer's description of what is feminism will- be acceptable .to almost all schools of 

feminism in spite of their ideological differences. She states that feminism is the political . . 
movement of women produced by the cor:.tradiction between men and women. "It is women's 

response to their own oppression. The real power and privilege which men have over 

women produces the politicai ·movement of feminism. (Wander, 1978,1 16-120. According 

to Hole & Levine, tembist analysis begins with the assumption of the absolute equality of 

men and women notwithstandbg b~ological differences. This analysis holds that th~ socially 

unequal position of women throughout history is not the result of biology ' but rather the 

result of the value society has placed at any given time on the. biological difference between 

the sexes.(Hole and Levine, 1975,171-172). 

Problem of classification 

As Delmer has pointed out, fer:1inism has historically been het.::rogeneous. Differellt analyses, 

different tactics, different strategies have been put into practice and debattd. As yet _there is 

uot even minimal agreement about the precise nonJ~uclature a11d meanings of the terms 

like" feminism' " liberal feminism,. "radical feminism". ''Feminist radicalism", ' 'Socialisi. 
. t .. • . • • •• 

feffiioism", and "Marxist feminism" either among the feminist writer themselves QLamong 

the academicians who have specialized themselves in feminist studies. Most often than r-ot 

the ievels an·d ·classifications- are urbitrary in nature. The leveling and classification is either 

polemical in nature or amorpho_us and ambivalent in character. Howsoever , we are 
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presenting three typical classifications to secure a broad understanding of the vanous 

ideolvgical trends in the women's movement. 
.. -

Rosalind D elmer's Classification: 

Delmer, a me!Tiber of the London women's Liberation workshop, has divided the feminist 

movement as follows. According to Delm~r, the Anglo-American movement produced what 

can be called" Liberal feminism". It was a feminism which tried to manipulate the 

possibiEties cf the political system of the ruling clas~ in order to gain new right for women 

and to ameliorate wor:1en's conditions. Betty Friedan's "National organization of women' is a 

model example. There were two main strands .in liberal feminism. One was 'equal rights 

feminism' which understood the women's movement as essentially a struggle for (a) ~he 
·recognition of equ~ity of opportunity with men and (b) for equal rights irr~spective of sex. 

The problem was one of a discrimination backed_ up by -the weight of habit and customs 

wruch legal equality coula :Jv~rrome. The second was 'S_ocia1- feminism'; The social 

feminists dedicated themselves to educational reform, philanthropi~ activity like the 

temperance movement, and religious work. They establishe<! ntir~ing and te~ching as female 

·professions, l'l.nd !Jdieved the women had t~nique qualities usually connected to their maternal 

vocation,. which if socially mobilized would make the world a better · place to iive 

in.(Wandor,l978,117). 

Alison Jagge;:-'s classification 

Alison Jagger has presented the following classification in a revised version of a paper titled 

"Four views ·of v.:omen's Liberation" read at the American Philosophical Association 

meeting, Western Division. She argt!eS that the feminists divisions are not basically about 

differenc.::s in strategies or tactics. The differences arise due to fundamentally different 

political philosophies cr ideologies which govern the women's movement. ( Bishoo and 
• 

Weinziveig, 1979). 

(A) Conservative View: It is the· view that the differential treatment of women as a group is 

not unjust. They do not see women's suffering as a part of the systematic social oppression 

of women. Conservatives either claim that the female role is not inferior to that of the male or 

the argue that women are inherently better adapted than men to the traditional female sex 

role. The former use such phases as "complementary but equal': the letter postulates an 

inhere~t inequality between the sexes. Some modern feminists have revived the latter claim. 
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All conservatives claim that men and women should fulfil different social functions, that 

these differences should be enforced by law. Thus all sexual conservatives pr~suppose that 

men and women are inherently unequal in abilities and that the differences in ability implies a 

difference in social function. Thus, they argue, social differentiation between the sexes is not 

unjust, since justice not only allows but requires us to treat unequally. 

(B) Liberal Feminism: This refers to that tradition which received its classical expression in 

J.S. Mill's the Subjection of Women and which is .alive today in various 'moderate' groups, 

such as the National Organization [or .Women, which agitate for legal reform to improve the 

status of women. The main thrust of the liberal feminist's argument is that . an individual 

woman should be able to determine her social role with as great freedom as does a man. The 

liheral views \Vomen's liberation as the elimination of constraints and achievement of equal 

rights. Underlying the liberal argument is the belief that justice requires that the criteria for 

allocating individucls to perform a particular social fiJnction shuuld be grounded in 

individual's ability to perform the tasks in question. Race, sex, religion, national origin or 
' 

ancestry wili normally not be · directly relevant to most tasks. A..'l individual· should not ·be 

penalized for deficiencies that her sex as a whole might possess. The liberal feminist interpret 

equality to mean that each individual, regardless of sex, should have an equal opportunity to_ 

seek whatever social pcsitio!'l she or he wi:;hes. Freedom is primarily the absence of lega! 

constraints to hinder women in this enterprise. Modern liberal femjnists differs from t~e 

traditional one in believing not only that laws should not discr.iminate agaiP.st women but they 

should be used to !!lake discrimination illegal. The lib.eral argues that if women are to 

participate in the world outside the home on egual terms with men, not only rr.ust our 

reproductive capacity co~e under our own control. but~ if we have children, we must be able 

to share the responsibility for raising them. The liberal views liberation for women as the 

freedom to determine their own social role and to compete with men on terms that are as 

equal as possible. The libe.tal does net believe that it is necessary to change the whole 

existing social structure in order to achieve women's liberat.ign . Nor does liberal feminists 

see it as being achieved simultaneously for the women, 
0 

she believes that individual women 

may liberate themselves long before their condition. is. attained by all. Tl:!e liberal Claims that 

her concept of women's liberation also involves liberatior, for men since men are not only 

removed fi·om a privileged position but th~y are alsc freed from having to accept the entire 

responsibility for such thlngs as the support of their families and the defence of their country. 
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(c) Classical Marxist Feminist: According to the Classical Marxist View, the oppression of 

women is, historically and currently , a direct result of the institution of private property, 

therefore, it can only be ended by the aboiition of that institution. Consequently, ft!minism 

must be seen as part of a broader struggle to achieve a communist society. Feminism is one 

reason for communism. The long term interests of women are those of the working class. 

Marxists also recognise that women s~ffer special forms of oppression to which men are not 

subject and hence, in so faras this oppression is rooted in capitalism, women have additional 

reasons for the overthrow of the economic system. For Marxists, an analysis of ihe family 

brings out the inseparability of class society from maie supremacy. 

From the ve_ry beginning of surplus productions, "the sole exclusive aims of monogamous 

marriage were to make the man supreme in the famiiy, and to propagate, as the future heirs to 

his wealth, children .indisputably his own. " (Engles ' 1942•57-58 ). Such marriage is "founded 

on the open or concealed domestic slavery of the wife ". ~ngles, 19~2,65 ) :and is 

characterised by the familiar double standard .which requires. sexual li(Jeiity .·~om the women 

but not from the man. The ad~ent of capitalism intensified the degradation of women and 

that the continuation of capitalism requires the perpetuation of this degradation. Capitalism 

and male supremacy each reinforce the other. Sexism h~lps capitalism to secure ~heap female 

l:ibour. It keeps down the wages . It icnreases the deinan~ for the consume~ goods on which 

womenr are conditioned to depend. It makes it possible for capitalism not t_o pay for domestic 

labour. Thus the liberation of women require wom~n's ~c.·~ and equal prutioipation in public 

indusi.ry. The state, therefore, will have to undertake_ ~he respo~~ibiHty of child-care. Thus the 

ecconornic and service functions performed by· the family wil.I_. have to be brought within the 

sphere of states acti~ity. In this oontext Marxists insist t~t they do not demand the abolition 

of the monogamous family but only its abolition as .the e.c~no.~uc unit of s.ociety. It is clear 
t • .. •• • . , 

therefcre, th~t classical Merxist femini~m is. based on·· ·verj" ditfer~nt philosophi~al 

presumptions fi-om those of liberal feminis·m: Freedom is viewed not jus·t i:tS the absence of 

discrimmination ao~inst women but rather as freedom ·from the ~oercion 0 t:- ec· · · · o- • • onom1c 

necessity. Similiarly, equality demands not more equality of opportunity to compete against. 

other individurus but rather approximate equality in the· satisfaction of material needs. The 

classical marxist feminist denies the possibility, envisaged by the liberal, of liberation for a 

few women on an individual level. However they do agree. with the librals that women!s 

liberation bring liberation for men too. 
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(d) Radical Feminism: This is a recent attempt to create a new cor.~eptual model for 

undeL"3tand!ng we many diflt1 em 10rrn::, u1· the social phenomenon of oppression ;u tet ms of 

the basic concept of sexual oppression. It is formulated by such concept of sexual oppression. 

It is formulated by such writers as Ticrace Atkinson, Shulemith Firestone. & Germaine Greer 

The radical feminist claims that the roots of women's oppression are biological. They 

believa that because of child bearing women became dependent on men for physical survival. 

They argue that the origin of family primarily has a biological base rather than a social of 

family primarily has a biological base rather than a social or economic one. The physical 

subfection on of women oy men is the most basic form of op;ression. It provides the model 

for understanding all other types of oppression such as race or class oppr~ssion . Women's 

liberation, there[ore, requires a biological revolution. The development of techr1iques of 

artifical reproduction make it possible for women to be liberated 

From the basic inequality of the bearing and raising children. It will snap the link between 

sex and reproduction .. Thus it will abolish the family and, therefore, the prototype of the 

social role system. The end of biological family will and the sexual repression of all kinds. 

The very institution of sexual intercourse, where a male an female each play an ascriptive 

role, wiil disappear. Raciical feminists insist that se~aiity is not naturally genital and 

heterosexuaL They finally argue that emancipation of women from child-bearing and child­

rearing roles will also mean emancipation of men from their artificial roles of provider, " 

protector. More importantly, children teo will be freed from the!r •'infantile" ro~e . To sum up: 
. . .._. . .....a 

they argue for a 'polymorphous' sexuality. Lesbian seperation represents one o'f th~ extreme 

off shoots of radical fentini:;t pusitior. . 

E) Socialist feminism: The socialist feminists went to construct a theory that avoids the 

weaknesses of classical marxism and r~dical f~minism while incorporati ng their insights. 

They, therefore demand that it is both necessary to deveiop a nlilitant feminist consciousness 

and to secure equality by transforming the economic base. Thus they want to consider 

woman-prob!em in a holistie ma.r..ner. J;"hey demand that all the four basic dimensions of 

women's life namely production, reprodcution, sexuality/and the socialization of the young 

must be conside~ed togethe:-. They want more effective participation of worrier. in public 

production but they also insist tha.t wome~'s domestic labour is also a productive Ia.bour. The 

socialist feminists do want to wage a war against capitalistn, but they a!so want to pursue the 

slogan and th~ programme that ''The personal is political". Thus they recognize the 

importance of hoth subJective and objective factors in emancipating women. 
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Ja.gger makes it once agam d ear that women's movement is divided not so much by 

prn:rrammatic d i ffere.nces as ideological presuppositioP<:. (Bishop & Weinzivieg, 1979 ,? 58 _ 

268). 

Gavle Grahernn Yate's classifications: 

Yates in a study devoted to the ideas of American women's movement points out that the 

movement was so large that factions were inevitable . She is of the opinion that underneath the 

variant rhetoric their ::!rgument is at the core the same. All of them challenged the identity 

which sodety has assigned to women. Yates has pointed out that in popular wage the terms 

"women's Liberation", "Feminism", and "New feminism" are used as virtuaily synonimous. 

But in her classification she wants to designate these tenn~ in a more precise and defini_tive 

manner. 

According to Yates, underlying the consensus.on the_general goals .of the new feminism are 

at least three informing ideologies. She calls tJ:lem.(l ~ .the feminist ideoiogy,(f) the ~omen • 5 

liberationists ideology and (3) the androgenous paradig~. 

In Yate's opinion the feminist paradigm evolved from the central quest of the historical 
.-. 

feminist movement. It wants to extend the values, rights, privileges and opportunities that 

men h~d establis.hed as gooq and sec~red long before. If fullows liberal values. Yates notes 
.· . . 

that the feminist ide.oiogy bas a mascufine-equfitarian ~r women-equal-to-men orientation. 

She points ·:R.!~ .. that typical of tlus gro~p are Bet~ . frei~d~ .(!he feminine .mystique) 

(Freidan,l979): Helen Gurley Brown (Sex and the single girls)(Brown,i962): the magazine 

Cosmopolitan and the big association NOW. . 

According to Yates: the women' s liberationist paradigm is pro-women &nti mascu.linist 
. . 

model. It argu~s that the values for women's freedom should be. . arrived at by women. It 

adopts a women-over-against -men or women separate from me.n sta:nc~. I asserts.ihat women 

should sep3Iate frou~ men either pe.~manently or temporarily:·· it ~s · kee~ to establish female 

identity and to s-:.1pport each othc.r psychically as women. Yates argues that the women's 

liberationist. concept is the old masulinist concept tumed .. upside down. Women lik~ Kate 

Mi!lett (Sexual Politics) (Willett, 1980) and Ti-Grace Atkinsto~: and groups like the New 

Yurk Feminists and cell 16 in the Boston area are typical of them. . 

In Yate's opinion, the third ideological perspective represents the andr9gynous paradigm. It 

takes the position that values should be arrived at , decisions made, and soci~ty ordered on 
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the basis of women and men together. It holds that task, values, and behaviour shared by 

thern hoth except fnr behaviour traditionally assigned to 0ne sex or the other should be shan: 

by them both except for behaviour dictated by purely physiological differences. Yates point~ 

out that this trend has no single organizational base. Yates includes women like Eli~clx·th 

Janeway (men's world, women's place) (Janeway, 1977) Alice Rossi ("Equality between the 

sexes: An immodest proposal '!) (Deedalus, 1964, 608), Carolyn Feilbrum(Towa: d's 

Recongnition of Atldrogyny) Heilbrun(Toward a Reconginiton of Androgyn\ 

(Heilbrun,l973), and Germane Gree~ (T_he female Ennuch) (Greer, 1976) 
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Yates has shown th>:: contrast among the three paradigms m a schem!l.tic manner m the 

Comparison of the Ideologies of the women's Movement 

Characteristic Feminist ideology 

Ordering 

principle 

Source of 

standard 

Analysis of 

problem 

Women-eqlial-to-men 

Established by men, 

adopted by women 

Women subordinate or 

secondary to men 

Identification Socioeconomic attitudes 

of enemy and institutions 

Techniques Court cases, electoral 

fo r change process, information dis-

semi-nation, voluntary 

groups 

Primary focus Political 

for change 

Women's iiberationist Androgynous 

Ideology ideology 

Women-over-against- Women-and-men-

men-or separate-from- equal-to-each-othP-r·· ·. 

men 

Arrived at by women Arrived at by men 

and women together 

·women as sex objects, Loss of legitimacy of 

property~· laborers traditional 

Men, other women, 

capitalism, the family 

Consciousness-raising, 

seperation from men 

for femaie psychic 

support, awareness and 

exercise of woman . 
power. 

Social 
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male/female rolc;s 

Cultural value 

orientations, 

institutional 

stmctures 

Educational process, 

voluntary groups, 

information dis-

semination. 

Cuitural 

-



Strategy 

Goals 

Pressure 

Integration (Collaps~ of 

diversity into unity) 

Conflict 

Segregation (diversity 

at expense of unity ) 

Conversion 

Pluralism (diversity 

within unity) 

Literature on contemporary women's movement oounds with alJ kinds of rough-and-ready 

ciassifications. The poi:lt is that they are highly subjective in nature depending upon the 

authors immed!"~e polemit:.al pr~occupatior.. Even Compa·rative!y ruore objective, 

"ac.ademtc" women historians of cor1temr>orary_ women's movement like Yates, Hole and 

Levin or Mary O'Brien or non-fe!!1ini::t male a.C.ademicians like John Charvet has readi~y 

conceded that their classifications are rr:ore in tenns of guideiines than precise and clt.ar-cut 

differentiation. The fact is that in spite of their vehemance. the contemporary feminist though 

is often overlapping. It tends to be often eclectic and in some cases even amorphous. These . 
. classificlltioa, therefore, help IJS to situate the writings of the women authors under OUf study 

: in :! thu~b-of-:-tne -rule manner and nothing more. 

Great Britain 

There are many similarities between - feminis.m in each country. One can see virtually 

simultaaeous historic~l developments. They ir·:c!ude the advent of the suffrage· movement the 

birth control move!!lcnt and the renaissance of feminism in the 1960s. As two of our women 

authors namely Juliet Mitchell and Shdla Rowbotham belong. to Britain, a brief background 

of .women's movement in British in the recent pe.riqd is necessary .. It should be noted at the 

. outset that the :aritish women's. movement in ~~ 1970s never achieve-d the size, publicity 

and impact as the contempt»·ary· ·American women's ·moveii.lent. . It never bec.ame a mass 

movement or a political. force as the American moment ·did. The British ~ovement remained 

es:;entially a small group activity. Rowbotham has pointed out that as late as June 1969, 

there was no wo~en's liberation movement worth speaking in Britain. There were some 

echoes ofth~ a?ti-Viethnam war and the Civ!l Rights moment in the U.S.A in Britain before 

1968. Juliet' Mitchell's longish article "Women: The longest Revolution" appeared in the 

New Left Review in 1966. She also taught a course 11The Role of women in society=•, as a 

part of students protect movement. (Datar,n.d.,30-31). But there was not follow up. 
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As Rowbotham points out in the autumn of 1968, "vegue rumours of the women's movement 

in America and G~rmany reached Britain." (Wandor,1978.91). The British women's 

movement differed· from the American movement in the sense that originally it was more 

oriented towards working class women .. (Qui"ck, 1973,! 3 1 ). It was not that nothing wa~ 

happe~ing on the English feminist scene. A small group of TrotaJ..-yist women has come 

together earlier calling themselves the Nottinghem Group. After Juliet Mitchell's articie 

appeared in the 'New left Review' they held a point meeting with NLR But the real impetns 

for women's mvve:nent came frorr. wome!!'s trade union activity. A women's right group 

formed in Hull in the Spr;ng of 1968 led by Lil Bilooca and fishermen's wives io improve the 

safety of trawl~I aft~r tWo ships had been lost in bad weather in January 1968 . Bilocce's 

campaign had connections wit!l the left middle class women in Hull. So they came together 

and formed and Equal Rights Group in Hull. It then organized a meeting for all the sixth­

formers in the town on women's li~eration. (Wandor, 1978, 9l-92). In 1968 the sc:wir.g 

;;1achiuists of Dagenham led by Rose Boland brcught the Ford factory to a halt. This strike 

made a demand for equal pay. It lasted for three weeks and received great publicity. The 

papers called it the •Petticoat Strike'. Out of the Ford strike came a Trade uruon organizations 

.for women's equal pay and equal rights ·called the National Joint Action Committe~. for 

Women's Eaual Rights (NJACWER). The f?rd strike also helped to make the. quc~tion of 

women's specific oppression easier to be discussed in the left movement . A revolutionary 

paper called Black Dwarf brought out a special issu~r'on women. Shortly afterwards the 
' ' 

..,_,omen of Esser university arranged ~ discussion en women's Jibera~ion. It led tu estabEshed 

of a series of women's groups in Essex, London and ·other vlaces. Bt1t the real stimulus was 

provided by demoiJstration organized by NJACWER for eGual pay in ·may 1969. It led to 

some important developments. The Nottingham group, the above -mentioned. Trotskyist 

group began to participate in the worr.en's movement Before that they were terrified of being 

called feminist. Soon a journal with a broad Marxist perspective called Socialist Woman 

appeared on the scene. 

In the mean time another women's group had come up in London. Women in this group were 

mainly t....meri~ and felt very isolated both as housewives and foreigners. Some of them had 

been active in Camden Vietnam Solidarity campaign. They sta;ted to meet in Tunnel Park 

.(Wandor, 1978,92-93). As a result of various women's groups, the first women riews-l.etter 

came out in May 1969. The next issue re~resenting Midge Mckenzies feminist was called 
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Harpies Bizarre. Anoth~r group at Bristol brought out a shet:c called Enough is enough. The 

ti1ini news-lelter was called Shrew (Greer, l9 'tb,J )J-3.::54 ). J nese publicatior.s followed the 

principle that the editing should pass from group to group. 

In Autumn 1969 some women's groups held an informal meeting at Ruskin College in 

Oxford to plan a big women's meet in the near future. As a result, the conference was held at 

Oxford during 20111 February 1970 to 1st March, 1970.Rowbothem has pointed out tha~ "it 

was really the Oxford conference in February 1970 that ;novement co~ld be said to exist". 

(Wantior, 1978,96-97). From Febru:lry 1970 to 1975,Britain ex!Jerienced some 

demonstrations and national campaigns organized by women. They r~pre3entcd all 

icieological tendencies like orthodox communists, Maoists, TrotcJCyists, Syndicalsits, 

Seventh Day Adventurists, nuns, Anarchists, Labour Party Members etc. The most active 

women's group in British Women's movement. The London workshop, reflected the 

disparate influences under one orgaui7.ational umbrella. 

Rowbotham, the most active, important ant! well known of the British ~eminist, has drawn tile 

following conclusion about the British Women's movement in C<?mparison with the 

American '.'v'om~n's movc:ncr.!. She states "In contrast to America, where the rrn:~vement in 

some places became very inward-turning because of exhaustive .consciousness-raising, in 

Englund we rather over-reacted ~gainst this and have never built up the independent strength 
. . 

th~y achieved. "W_e have not solved the probl~m of trar15!atir!g the personal solidarity of th~ 

small group into external action either."(Wandor, 1978,97). She adds that although the 

movement was nationally committed to four demands (equal pay, irnprovC?d education, 24-

hours nurseries, free contraception and abortion on dem~nd), action for these, apart from the 

demanstration of March 1971, had been very locali~ed :md grou!>S had taken up issues as the~ 

~e up. Rowbotham notes that British women's movement W3S not c!~ about what was 

distinct about the ideas in women's liberation. It failed to develop any explicit theory. 

Rowbotham further points out that on the other hand all the revolutionary lefl organi:2tions 

had had an awkward relationship to women's liberation. The personal and emotional 

emphasis inherent in· ~e women's movement and its middle-class membership probably put 

them off. Rowbotham conc!udes by noting that it was easier in America for women's 

liberation to relate and develop in practical activities with other movements, In Britain the 

student movement was collapsing as women's liberation a started, and the Vietnam Solidarity 

campaign was already dead. The structure of British women's movement remained such that 
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it prevented the rise of a women's movement as a mass movment as m the U.S.A _ 

howsoever for a short period.(Wandor, 1978, 98-100) . 

. THE SOCIAL SCfENCES AND WOMEN 

The r-elationship between social theory and w0men's situation has emerged as an. 

imf::ortant theme in contemporary feminist andysis. AJmos~ all major feminist writers 

irrespective of their ideological position within the feminist ;T~OVeulent have devot~d rnuch 

t:ille. and space in exposing (what they have termed as) male bias in conventional social 

theory. In order to make sense of the relevant arguments made by the feminist writers under 

our con'"ideration 've provide irr this section a terse outline of some of the social scr·e 
v • . nee 

approaches during the last 150 years having a bearing en contemporary feminist statements. 

Given the iarge amount. of material which is relevant in this contex1, we h.ave adopted a 

highly schematic & selective ordering of material mostly for i!Iustrative purposes. Thus in the 

first sub-section (a) Victorian Social Anthropology and Women. We take . note of th 
. . . e 

relationship between 19th century social anthropology and women. In (b) we have offered a 

·brief outline of Marxism understanding ofwomen's problem ~ Under (c) we have offered 
. . an 

·outline - rather a ske~ch - of the relevant theories developed by Freud, Reich Mar·c . - , use, 
Laing , Lac2n and Althusser It must be emphasized that the aim of this section is not to offer 

elther detailed or critical eccount of the think~rs or the theories but to provide so . .. me 
theoretical information which will serve as . ~ back drop to contemporary feminist thought. 

(a ) Victorian Social Anthropology aud Wo~en 

As Klein notes, the rea.s0ns for the ~haracter, abilities ar.d social functions of women become 

a problem of sc ientific investigation during the 19th cent.ury were es:;entially of two kinds. 

The first was the Inciustrial Revolution, w.h.!ch a....Cfecteq the fife of the family ~d altered the 

position of women. Secondly, science made such progress in the course of the 19th century 

that it not only widened its field of competence enonnously but also began to colour the 

. general outlook and to create an universal willingness t0 submit to, scientific scrutiny of all 

problems that may arise. (Klein, 1946, 6). 

Fc0's well kncwn article on "The Sexual Politics of Victorian Social Anthropology" (Chant 

and Fauvel, 1980, 195-213) discusses the relationship between the Victorian Social 
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Anihropology and women in following terms. Until about 1860,marriage, the family, and 

sexual roles were assumed to belong to the natural condition of m2n, institutions beyond and 

above any mere geographical or historical acGident. Between 1860 and 1890, however, social 

anthropology demonstrated that the ideaiized family of the Victorian middle class was 

dictated by no law of nature s.nd that monogamous marriage was only one of various human 

sexual possibilities anci women were :10t necessarily born only for dom~stic and decorative 
. 

funr.tion. Yet the scholarly work of the anthropologists. clso SL!;J!JO.rted the conventional 

vision of P'='rfection in family life; it was not, perhaps a nature:U institution, but it was the 

result of a tong and painful evolutionary st~ggl~ away from nature. Current social 

arra.11gemP-nts should be seen as the final culmination, the gloriou:s end product of man's 
' 

whole soc!al, sexual, 311d moral evolution from savagery to ci•!ilization. Other forms of 
. . 

marriage and the family were still surviving remnants of ~orn-out ~tura1 patterns that had 

long been l::.Uperseded. By th•Js presenting 'civilized' marriage as the end-point of social 

evolution, these me:! prc·;ided a solid, historical, evolutionary ju.stification for the role of 

women in their own culiur~.Fee has considered in depth th~ wor~ of Henry ~..faine. Johenn J. 
,. 

Bachofen, John Mclennar.,.John Lubbock, Lewis Henry ~-forgan and Herbert Spencer. 

It should be noted that in the 1860s the feminist challenge -raised severe questions about the 

nature of «Natural tamil)r'' itself. The elewental source of paternai atithority in the tradition 

was questioned. Th~ rise of in1ividualism and iiberalism also . bn::mght patriarchal ism a!; a 

theory of political authority !n · .Ooubt. It is in this broad context a generation of social 

ru1tr .. mpo!ogists turned to a c:~:msideration of this fascinating intellectual a.11~ political prob!em. 
. ·. . . . . 

S.:icia1 P~"lthropoiogy turned t<? the study pf the role of v;omen in t!le history of mankind. 
. . 

From a brilliant reconstruction of ancient histori~s an.4 .legal codes, Henry Maine built a .case 

for the founcation of all known societies from th~ same patriarchal basis. But most of the 

anthropological community warried about · several metnQdological ir.adequacies of ~eins's 

work. It became apparent that sexual control was not natur~ to men and thus particachalism · 

was not an imn1Utable- fact of nature. Rachof~n opened up ~ew line of analv~is in the face of . " 
th~se difficulties. He saw· the continuing sturggle between male .and femai~ as the cnetra1 

theme in social evolution. Women to Bachofen represented matedalism, and men spirituality. 

Ti1e balance of power betw~en the sexes defined the ma.in stages of history. Bachofen's 

th~".ory dovetailed well the victotian identification of sexuality with animality. Yet his alien 
' · 

me;;thodology and rather flawed use of mythology called for a more sophisticated 

reconstructin of his model. In Fee's opinion hls successors carried out this task. Their work 
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met th~ social and intellectual needs of their middle class audience and proved that worr..en 

was a pas~ive being but with better methodology t!-lan Bnchof~n's Jone Mclennan, avoided 

BC'lr~l"'\fen's a.Psurditie~. He inc-:Qorated W:.:::1c': <:.n= ~:.:;hofen's patriarchaf family as the 

last of a succes:;ion of historical forms. Yet he exculded Bachofen's Amezons ·and 

matriarchs. Giving up the notion of matriarchal power Mclennen introduced a new factor 

into his sociai history~ an economic motive. Transition from ma~rilineai to Partiliileai 

succession must have been aided, according to Mclennean, by the grov.-th of private property. 

John Luobock added further refinements to McLenne':; theory. He elaborated on the 

connec~ion between the monogamous fami!y .and private property. Lubbock emphasized the 

emerging theme that the system wher?.by males ruk:d their fgmilies was petter than llaturai 

("primitive " or "savage") it was "civilized". Fee concludes that "In view of the f1ct that the 

association of mo~ogamous marriage and male descent with the transmission of property is 

usually attributed to Angels, it is interesting to see how widely this ideal was held by the most 

conser-Vative anthropologists. None of them consider the possibility that prop~rty might have 

i.Jeen held by women, although instances of female ownership; are often cited (With surprise) 

in tht: anthropological mongralphs". (Chant & Fauvel; 1'980,205). 

L9uis Henry 1v1organ ~s . 9est known as the .immediate authori.ty for Engels 'QrL~ti_n of the 

f~milv, P rivate o:-op~rty ar.d th~· State. Morgan was sympathetic to the demands for 

emancipation of women. H€' did not reset with usual decision tc Bechofen's postulate of 

m~triarchy in the past. As far as ~.forgan was concerned, the transition to partri!i11 eality hc.d a 

very Uilfavousie infbence on women (E:1gais thus could derive from Morgan ihe world 

historic defeat of the female sex) Morga~ err.ph~sized the crucial importanc·e of private 

property in the transition from mother right to father ri.gb.t. Through this concern with the 

inheritance of private property, men came to ti1e realizatia·n of the advantages of monogamy. 

Unlike other anthrcpologists, who considered the Victorian family as the tina! culmination of 

evaluation, M organ left his evolutionary scheme open-eRded. In future the family would 

rnov~ toward more perfect monogamy to greater :;exual equality. Herbert ~pencer held no 

such hopes or expectations. He in fact provided a dynamic version cf patriarchal theory with 

new support based on t.~e tl:eorj of r.atural selectior.. According to him, civilization rested on 

the contfol of sexuality. The monogamous family repres.ent.ed the highest form of social 

evolution. It curbed "the natural passions" of women.::.a~~ ;made them the "angels· of the 

h0 mes." Thus in Spencer's theory patriarchal ism now inevitably linked with progress of 
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civilization. 

Fee argues in her article that the 19th century anthropology harnessed the whole series of 

c0ncept to explie;ate the pu.~riarchal society. Male superiorit;' wa~ ~anctified not by nature but 

by civilization. She considers the f9th century anthropology about the family "a massive 

exercise · in circular reasoning." Sl~ admits that the scholarly apparatus used by it was 

impressive and the technical nature of the many of the _discussions of a high order. Her real . . 
grievance is against the projections made by these anthropologist of their own culture ?..nd its 

norms by ~hich all qthers hr.d to be compared. "Primitive p~omi~uity " v.~as mo.-e a 

projection t!1an fact. She conciudes, "In their speculations about primitive mail, Yktori~s 

Projected fa11tasies or" his enormous physical and sex-.Jal power the untamed brute oft~n 

seemed fashioned out of their OWn repressed psychics. 

Primitive woman emerged as an octd mixture of blushing bride and laseivious where, since 

she was both 'Primitive" (Sexual and 'womeu' (pure and innocent) ... In doing so, cultural 

anthropologist utilized the prevailing worship of progrl!ss and brilliantly confi_rmed their own 

!\ocial order by constructing an appropriate past." (Chant & Fauvel, 1980,212). 

!b) The M arxian Tradition and women: 

M~sm existed as a separate th~~etical tradition along with the· do~n~~t liberal tradition 

from the midst of the 19th century upto 1920. The place of_feminism in Marxist thouiht has 

emerged as a subject of controversy in the post-1960. w_om~n·~ . move~ent. Some 

understa..n,ding ·of the position taken by th~ founders of M;arxism will therefo~e -~ helpful. 

There is a general agr~ment among the concerned scholars that it is not Marx but Engels 

who has provided greater attention to issues which att!'acts the attention of present-day 

feminism. 

In the Economic and philosqphics manuscripts written by Marx i~ 1844, Marx considered a 
. . 

the!!!e generally discussed in utopian socialist writing on wo;nen but expressed in a well­

kn.own form by Fourier. Ma.rx states " The immediate, -natural and necessary relation of 

human being to human being is also the relati.on of man to women ... From this relationship 

man's whole level of development can be assessed. It follows from the character of this 

relationship how far men has become and has understood himself as a species being, a human 

being . .. . it also shows how far men's needs and consequently howfar the other person, as a 

person, has become one cf!us needs, to what extent he is his inqiyiciual existence( and) at the 

same time a social being., (Bottomore et.al.1983, 154) Ma4 and Engles developed this 
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position in The German Ideology written in 1845-46. Discus!;ing the three aspects of social 

activity which are crucial to human existence and history, they stated ''The third circumstance 

whi<;;i, from the very outset, enters into historical development, is that men, who daily re­

create their own life, -begin to make other men,· to propagate their kind: the relation between 

man tmd woman, parents and children, the family." (Marx!Engles,1976,47-49). They further 

noted that ''the family" which to begin with is the only social reJation, becomes later when 

increased needs create now social relations and the i~creased population now needs, <l 

subordinate one . .. (it) must then be treated and analyL.ed according to !he existing analytical 

date ... " (Marx!E!!gles, 1976,47-49). They however made so:ne interest!ng statements about 

women and the division oflabour in the sexual act. They explained that tht division of labour 

which in its turn is based on the natural division oflabour in the family and the separation of 

society into indiv-iduai families opposed to one another sim:Jltaneously implies the 

distribution of the labour and its products, hence prop~rty. As . we know they have taken 

division of labour and private pro~erty as .identical exp-ression~- Thus, Marx' a.'!d Engel.c; 

sugge&t.ed that C!! least i.!l the early stage of human history the family structured the division of 

labour in 30ciety. 

Ma.rx a:-gued in his latt~r w"rk that the progressiv~ development of private property led to the 

progressive subordination of the social relation of family. Marx and Engles believed that 

by removing the economic d,.pendence of women upon man under orivate propert" a r.""w· 
• ; • J, ~" , 

truly ht!:nan relationship would be possibie under comf!iunism. Engel~ repeated this ideal 

very clearly in this Principles of communism the draft for the Communist Manifesto written 

in 1847: "Community of women is a condition which belongs entirely to a baurgeoisie 

society and whie-h today finds its complete express~on in prositiuio~. But prostitution is based 

on private property and falls with it. Thus communist society instead of introducing 

community of women, ;n fact abolishes it., (Quoted by Rowbotham, Rowbotham, 19?2,64). 

In Capital Marx takes up the theme of the dissolution of the fumily in connection with the 

effects of machinery on human condition. He connects . the decsy of the family . to tha 

development_ of~he factory system and the physical separation ofhome and work inherent in 

the modem system of production. The family ceases to be a unit of production and becomes 

increasingly a unit of consumption .. He argued that "Modem indus~ry, in overturning the 

economical foundation on which was based the traditional family and the family labour 
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corresponding to it, had also loosened all traditional family ties." ((Quoted by Rowbotham, 

Rowbotham, 1972, 73). 

A.ccordin~ to Marx ·i.hP. ve~ existence of capital requires the commodity C?-)led labour-power. 

Now the process of reproduction of labour -power has been carried out historic-ally in the 

institu~ion of the family . The family reconverts the mean of subsistence into fresh labour. 

That is way Marx declu.res in Volume on the C'l.pital that ''The value of labour -power was 

det~ffitined not only by the labour time necessary to maintain the tndividual adult laborer, but 

also by that necessary to maintain hi~ family." (Quoted by Foremen, Foremen , 1978,1 i 8). 

I~ spite of MarJ:' s occasion~! yet insightful commt:nts OB the fa~ily, !viarxis~ analysis of the 

family, :is still dominated by Engles's The origin of the Family, the private prooerty and the 

state. His cccount is heavily based on Morgan's anthropology. He follows ~Aorgan in tre~ing 

the Pre-historic evolution of mankind. ~'Monogamy", according to Enge.ls, "was the first ?arm 

of the family based not on natural but on econcmic conditions, namely on !he victory of 

pr~vate pr~~peri.y over original, naturally developed, common ownership .. . .Ivi onogamy does 

.~ot by 'c.Ly means ~ake its ·:ippcarance in history ~s the reconciliation of mar. and women ~till 

less. c.s tile high-:!st f~rm of such re~o~ciliation .. On the co~trat}r ~t ~ppears as ti1e. subjection of 

or.e sex: by the ·othcr, as the proclamatioi1 of the conflict be~een. the . ~exes cntuely unknown 
• • • • ' • • f ' • ' ' ' I ~ ' • • • • • 

hithcf to iri prehl"toric times." Engel's thefl make!: ~, im'p.~rt~t th~~etica! ~~ate~~nt. He 

r:otes~ ('. ~ ·and .old p~blished ma~mscript the wo~k ofM~ ~d m~self in 1846
7
·.1 find the 

. . . 
following 'The first division of l~bour is that between nian !md !VOmen for chil~-be. ;l!'ing." 

An.d ~od:!y I can add: "Th~ first: cla~s antagonism which ap~,~Ms in his.t~ry CC?incides with the 

development ~f the antr.gonis!n be~¥een I?an an'd woman ~n. ~on~g~mian ·m~·riage, and the 

first cla~s oppression with. that of the female sex by the rrtaie ·: Monoga'my was a great 

his:torical ~~.~ance, b~t at the same time it inaugurated, . ~ong with ~lavery and private 

~ealth, the" epoch, lasting until today, in which. every advance is likewise a relative 

reggression i11 which the well-being and devlopment of one group an~ attained by the missery 

and repression of the other,. It is the Cell~!ar fcnn of clvici~ed society· in w~~ch It czr. 

already study the nature of antogaonism and condratictions which develop fully in the latter." 
. . 

(Marxs!Engles, 1977,494~95) . 

. Engel~'s account ofthe evoiution ofthe f~~ily began with the overthrow of mother right in 

the pairing family and ended up with the present stage of history. He considered the 

overthrow of manter-right in the pairing family as a revolution ~s "one of the most decisive 
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ever experienced by mankind." He argtied that ''The overthrow of moth~r-right was the 

world-historic defeat of the female sex. The man seized the reins in the house also, the 

womer. was degraded, enthfalled, the slave of the man's lust, a mere instru.ment for breedi.nP. 
. 0 

children". (Marx/Engels, 1977, 485-488). At the other ead, Engels argued that the bourgeois 

family rested en the material foundation of inequality between a h.~sband and a wife. The 

wife produces legitimate h~irs for the transmission of property ir. return for board anct 

lodging. Engels described this relation as a forru of prostitution. He contrast~d mercenary 

bourgeois marriage with the ·~rue sex ·love" allowed to flourish in a proletariat marn· . . age 
wtere husl>and and wife attained an equality of expb.itation t!!rough wage labour. Absence of 

all property, the lack of means-the legal means .. ip protect m~le-domination, and the transfer 

of women's labour power to factory remove all foundattons ot mal.e-dominace in the 

prolet~rian family.· Engels argued that the $Ucial · rev~lution which would bring about 

socialism would produce a socit;ty where mo~ogamy, instead o~ declining would finaliy 
h ..J hfi'"• hI become a reality for the man as welL In o: .. er wor•!S, t e _amtly m t e future "'-'Ould be 

strictly based on love, equality and complete reciprocity. · 

\Ve must n.otc Engels's position on t~e impact of industriali~tion on wo~en He argued that 

tile emancipation of women & their equality wit.h men would be impossible so long as 

w::;mer. ar~ excluded from svcially productive· work and are restricted to house work which is 

privt'.te. n~ and Engels stated: ''The emancipation or women becomes possible only when 

v,o~en l'lre enabled to. take part in production 'on a large, social sc:ilc, and when domest:.c 

dutie3 require their attention only tor. minor degree. And this has become possible only ~s a 

result of modem Iarge-s~e industry, which not only penruts of the participation of wome . 
. ... . . . n 

in production i~ large ~~mbers, but actually calls for it and · ~or~over, strives to coP-vert 

private domesti~ work .into a p~:Jblic industry." (M~ En~els, 1977, ~69-570). 
It should be noted that Engels \v~~ : aware of t~e P~~sent-diw relatiou of women to rriodem 

industry. It is now gove~ed by th~ iaws bt c~pitali~t producti~n·:: Industry ope.ned the avenue 

of social production to women but' oruy; of the proletarian class. · Thus ~odem industry 

absorbs, ~e women in social production" ... in such a way that when she fulfils her duties in 

the private se!Vice of here f(!lllily, she remabs excluded for the public production and cannot 

earn anything; and when she wishes to take pru1 in public industry and earn her livir.g 

indeptmdently, she is not in a position to fulfil her family duties". Engels is careful to add that 

"what applies to the woman in the factory applies to her in all the professions, right upto 

medicine and law. The modem individual family is based on the open or disguised domestic 
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enslavement of the women; and modem society is a mass composed solely of individual 

families as its molecules. Today, in the great majority of cases, the niau has tv Le utc caruer, 

the bread-winner of the family, at least among the propertied ~;lasses, and this gives him a 

domin~ting position which requires· no special legal privileges. In the family, he is the 

tourgeois; the wife represents the proleriat." (Marx!Engels, 1977, 501) 

Engels then spells out the ~ecessity and the manner of establishing real social equality 

between ·the man and the woman. According to him, the peculiar chatacter of man's. when 

both are completeiy equal before the law. So domination over women in the modem family 

will be brought about into full reiief only his logic leads Engles to say that "It will then 

become evident that the first premise fore the emancipation of women is the reintroduction of 

the entire female sex into pubiic industry; and this again demands that the quality possessed 

by the individual family of being the economic unit ot society be abolished." 

(Marx!Engels,1977,501). In the future ail the characteristics sta~ped on monogamy in 

~nsequence of its having az:isen out off property relationships will most definiteJy disappear. 

" The predominance of man in marriage is simply consequence of his econcm1c 

predominance and will vanish with it automatically." (ManuEngels 1977, 508). 

In The Origi1is Eng~ls has thus applied Marx's .J.alysis of ·cap!taHsm to the theories 

developed by Morgan and others. Followinr t.farx;s analysis of the transition from 

production for use to production of conur .• ties for exchange, Engels is able to explain the 

transformation of communal family -;p' .1ons and gender equa!ity to moncgamous funiilies as 

economic units and women's sul- .J!nation. 

Lenin carried forward Marx' .• 1d Engel's line of analysis in taclding qu~stions concerning 

the emancipation ofwo·· .1g women in general and peasant women in particular. He argued 

that brge-!icale industry tends to emancipate women and broadens their outlcok. He thus 

stressed the need to enable all the women to work for the benefit of society. Yet he was quite 

clear thc.t socialism alone would bring true emancip~tion for women. As Clara Zetkin - has 

pointed out Lenin's position was that "Nowadays ali the thoughts· of communist women of . 
working women should be centred on the proletafian revolution, which will lay the 

foundation, among other things, for the necessary revision of material and se~aJ relations." 

(.Lenin, 1971, I 03). Lenin also believed that. " Conununism should not bring ascetism, but joy 

and strength, stemming, among other things, from a consummate love life. Whereas today, in 

my opinion, the obtaining plethora of sex life yields neither joy nor strength. On the contrary 

it im!)airs them." (Lenin, 1977, 107). 
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Tht:ory of sexuality. These essays developed the notion of infattt se>.-ucdity. These three . 
essa·y~ ' \vere important" i·n estahtishing that a) heterosexual" genital intercourse is not the 

pr~dhct~~irectly of instincts, ~ul. :1<1~ tv b~.- kalllc;~, 01 ach;eved-, by human ~~ings; bJ ch~iurcu 
enjoy erotic pleasures from birth; c) organs other than the . pepJs and vagina can and do 

provid~ 'erotic gratification to both children and adults~ and d) human beings seem to be 

predisposed ·to bisexuality but may learn to regard one or the other or both, sexes with 

disgust. (Bocoo~ 1981, 11). A succession of books followed . They offered now concepts like 
. -

St;blimation, compensation, drive a~d the later versions of thP. instinct theory. He was trying 

to connect guilt, the super-ego and civi liza tion. In July 1925, Freud published a highly 

significant t::ssay entitled "Some Psychical Consequ ences of the Anatomical Distinction 

b~tween_ Sexes". This essay marks the first published turning point in his thinking about the 

p~y-chclogy of women. He .discarded the equilateral theory of parallel development of girls 

ai1d.,b.oys and.· began to probe ihe meaning of female sexuality. The essay contained seeds of 

Freud's hitter -th~~ght 'en the subject. Freud dealt at iength with the question of female 

s~:xtiality · .irito two equally celebrated essays on the problem namely "Female Sexuality" 

p~blished ·iri ~ 931 ~ci ':Pemi~in1ty " in 1933. 

v/e .~ust'keep "in iriind ~erlain cf'jcial facts in arriving at ~judgement about Freud's position · 
I • ' 

o~ tlte.pr~tilem of female .;exuali.ty ·and his analysis in general. Fr'!ud's work falls in line with 
. . . 

a reaction against the dominant official ~orality of the Victonan era. He carried for-Ward the 

r~beiiibus t~aditi~n :or"trunker~ ·like I-iills, Carpentar and Hirschfield.· On the other hand it is 

n? :do~bt tru~ th~t 'at least his -~a}or work upto ! 925 was ' miile~centered . In a.'1y case, the 

axribi~fties in ·his writi~gs leave ample room for different and e'ven contradictory 

i~-t~~ret~tibns and ,. .appropriations b)' hi s latter · followers. The dominant post-Freudian 
' :· : • . : ' ' . .: ·. . . . . . r . . . . • . . • 

tradit10n worked cut by Helen Deutsch and others had proJected m feminist opinion (as we 

will ~ee iater,) the patriarchat" view of women. (For various inte~retations of.the history of 

psychoanulysis see: Brakt! 1982, 13-30; 11-16 and 105-107). 

Janet Sayers has offered the followiug perspective on the interaction between Fr~ud and 

feminism. She notes that Freud was certainly no great advocate of the femini.sf cause. She· 

st"ate!; tha:t Freud sometimes dismissed 'emancipated ' women as motivated by unresolved 

penis-envy:· She adds that Freud also asserted that, since the incest· taboo was not re~"lforced 

in !girls (as it was in ·boys ) by ~stration anxiety girls were therefore 'less ready to submit to 

the great · eXigencies of iife'. She demonstrates that for Freud. the work of civilization -has 

become increasingly the business of-men. It confronts them with ever more difficult tasks and 
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compels them to cany out instinctual sublimation of which women are little capabk 1n the 

end, she maintains that Freud refused, iilspite of the denials of the feminists, to regard tbe ·two 

sexes as completely equal in position and worth. 

But Sayers is equally careful to note that Freud had situated his theory of sex-diffier · · ences 
within the Darwinian tradition. Darwin had believed that the behavioral _sex-differe.nces , 
whkh were th~ .~ffect of·sexual selection, did not appear in the_ infant. They only deve:loped 

later in Darwin's opinion when the individual reached sexual maturity. Freed did not 1.. - ~~ • ·~ · ~Leve 

contrary to the opinion of some behavioral scienti~ts, that boys and girls are Primed by 

biological factors to be masculine or feminine by birth freud had asserted in the ma:t.er of 

psychology that sex differences to itself. Sayers insists that it was on the basis of this logic 

alone that factors to be masculine or faminine by birth. Freud believed that believed that 

these traits develop~ as a result of the way a child comes to interpret that fact of bio~ogicaJ _ 

"Anatomy is destiny''. She concludes that, ... .... if we look at Freud's actual Nc of the 

development of psychological sex-differences we find th~t he did not ~bs~ribe to a 

biologically determinist account of female psychology. instead he regarded the devdop1.1ent 

of the characteristically female and male . personality as the effect of the way the child 

.constrives her(or his) :biology. He did not regard psychological sex differences as ·the 

mechanistic effect ofb.iol<?gy.'' ~Sayers, 1982, 12?.-~29). 

B~fore we proceed further w~ mu_st state a weHknown_ fact. As is wellk.no~ Freud 

introduced the concept of the death instincts in his formulation of the _irl.stinct .theory in his 
. I 

'.'.rritin$ s after the World V-.'a: I. It led to a distinct conceptual development in th~ry and 

practices. All Freud' s later· work after 19~0 assumes this du~ism of sexus! instincts and 

death instincts. In the latter dezth inst~nct theory is seen . ~ e progr~ive st·.ep in 

psychoanalysis theory, the first twenty years of Freud's ~ork n~ reinterpreting in the light 

of the later theory.(Bococ¥-..., 1981, 16-18). 

Jones Klein and Horney: 

Freud was aware that some of his fellow-psychoanalysts attempted to circumve.nt the 

phallocentirsm of his a~unt of female psychology. He had anticipated that some C!l!lalysts 

with feminist view would disagree w_ith what he had said about the origins of psychological 

sex differences in the Castration Complex. Freud's anticipations in this ffiatter proved to be 

correct. Within the year ofFreud's wellknown essay on ''Female Sexuality" in 1931 Earnest 

Jones rejected Freud ' s account. Jones argued that a girl's femininity develops progressively 
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trom the prompting of an instinctual constitution. Malenie Kletn and Karen Horney had 

already argued that female and male psychology have distinct and independent biological 

determinants from birth. Horney for example rejected Freuti's theory on the grounds of its 

male bias. Homey rooted femininity in women's specific biological nature. These writers 

thus wanted to dislodge the penis-envy from the central place in any account of female 

psychology. 

Sayers notes that these twc different traditions in psychoanalysis (Freud on the c:1e hand and 

post- Freudiarts rej~ctiP.g phallocentrism on the other) have proved to be a battleground for 

the contemporary feminist debate over psychoar.alysis. and · fe~inism. 'VVhereas biological 

essentialists seek social changes that will enable women to assert their supposedly 

biologi~ly given essential femininity, other feminists point out that there is no evidence that 

biology has endowed women with an essentially different character from 

men.(Sayers,1982, 131-132; Cf Freud, 1979,367 ff) 

Marxist sociologists and Freud 

The,re ·.vas .bound to. be a. reaction to Fr~ud's Sociology of culture ba~eti un a death instinct. 

S~~P. thlr_!.:.ers were perturbed by the implicit suggestion that human beings have an innate 

set of d~structive urges. Marxists in pmicular wanted to avoid the implication that wars and 

conflicts arise out of man's innate impulses to be destructively aggressive. Thus they 

criticized Freud's death in.stinct theory for being ahistorical and apolitical. The writing£ of 

Wilhelm Reich, Erich From and He.-bert Marcuse, for example, fall in this traiiition. They too 

provide a ~ackground to the contemporary feminist deuate. 

Reich 

\Vilhc!m Reich (1897-1957) had been both a Marxist and a psychoanalyst. From 1924-1930 

he was the director of the Seminar for Psychoanalytic.; Therapv. Charles Rycroft, a 
~ . 

psychoanaiyst and a psychotherapist who is very critical of Reich, acknowledges that some of 

R~ich's papers on problems of treatment are to this day recommended reading for !itudents of 

psychoanalytical institutes. Reich claimed to have discovered not only the truth about the 

~~tun: of energy and of love , but also that these t.-uths were demonstrable by the techniques 

of the natural sciences. Rycroft thinks that "He (Reich) Might after all have been wrcng in 

supposing that all truths are natural scientific yet have arrived at insights ofv~lue." 
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(Rycroft, I 971, 14-1 6). Rycroft adds: .. , n so dece iv:ng himself he (Reich) developed an 
.. 

absudity a tendency which was also prc.:;er.t, in Freud, who consistently converted the 

insights into human nature which he gained through his self anaiysis and from his 

professional association with neurotic patien·rs into objective and impersonal sounding 

theories wh:ch were intended to satisfy the criteria of the natural sciences." (Rycroft, 1971 

15-16). 

In any case, Reich's originality consists in lin.kir1g Freud's ideas on sexuality, guilt and the 

authority of the father with those of social control and character. He argued in The Mass 
. -

Psychology of Fascism (Reich, 1970) an·d in The Sexual Revolution (Reich, 1969) that a 

strict sexual moral code imposed on young people saps their inner resources and gives rise to 

guilt, worries and anxieties about their sexual feelings and behaviour. These guilt-ridden 

people become an,cious about ever experiencing pleasure. They there~ore become dependent 

on ext~rnal authorities. Social elit~s ~onrrol these compliant. people in a totalistic mc;,nner by 

S'..Jbjecting them to an anti-sexuality moral code. Reich thought t.hat there wa~ · no need to 
. . . 

posit innate death instincts. Once compulsive sex moralities were done away w ith by the 

society, aggression would disappear from so~~al life: A necess~ pre-condition for such a 

si.ep i.s the abolition of private property. Only then the .family cauld change and not need to 

control sexuality in the way it does at present. (Bocock, 1981, 25-26). In other words, Reich 

d id !lOt use the notion of deatil insti11cts along with the sexual instincts, but oniy used the,iciea 

of sex-uality as biologically given. As Rycroft puts it: "The sexual. revolution envisaged' and 

proclaimed by .Reich would consist therefore in the social recognition of the importance and 

value of 'perm::l.nent.sexual relationships', existing solely for the mutual orgastic gratification 

of the two Pa.r:tners to it, and ciearly differentiated from marriage as a social and economic 

contract." (Rycroft, 1971: 66-67). Reich 's ' synthesis' of Marxism and psychoanalysi5 has 

attracted feminists of all varieties frcm time to time and yet the inherent weaknesse~ of his 

cmalysis ha ve left cpen his rhought to varying and even contradiclory interpretatio;!s o n the 

part of his feminist fo llowers. 

Marcuse: 

Next ~o Freud and Reich, Marcuse has played and important role in the formuiation of 

contemporary feminist thought. He emerged as a prominent spokes~an and the the~rist of the 

New Left in the 1960s and early 1970s.Born in 1898,Marcuse died in 197~.A key m ember of 

the Frankfurt School Marci..lse made important contribution to mode;:n thought about 
58 



contemporary culture, authoritarianism and bureaucratism. Hegel; Marx, Freud and 

Heideggar provide a theoretical backdrop to all his writings. 

Like Reich, Marcuse started with the libido theory .In his opm10n, it possesses a 

revolutionary potential. However, he drew a distinction between basic repression that is the 

modification of the instincts necessary for the perpetuation of the human race i:1 civilization 

and surplus repression, the restrictions nec:!ssitated by social dominatic>n. Similarly Marcuse 

introduced a sophistication in explaining Freud's reality principle, Marcuse argued that in 

different historical epochs the reality principle takes different historical forms. (The reality 

principle is concerned with the re~trictive force of reality on the sexual desire.) M~cuse was 

of the opinion that mankind has now reached such a level of material and technological 

develop~ent that the very necessity of repression implicit in the reality principle could be 

removed. The reality principle was based primarily en the need to overcome material 

scarcity. The technological advance thus weakens and destroys the basis of the performance 

principle. This development in turn would release libido from the reality principle. The 

decline of genital Sexuality in favour of polymorphous sexuality will abolish the present 

dichotomy between eros and civilization .As a result, ihe super-ego and the accompanying 

sense : of guilt w}-1J6h had become central features 'of the 'human condition in historical 

societies would dis~pp~ in future. Now: the institution 'of the family was dev!sed to 

condition the strength of super-eg9 and thereby the senses of guilt. Since the· latter two will 

become superficial in a society of true affiuence, family wili also foilow a path of its 

progressive abQlitiori. In Marcuse's opi.r.!Qn, the abolition ofthe pe1formarice pr-inciple would 

not mean reverti~g to i.he stage of pre-historic savagery. He argued 'that " . ... .. the emergence 
. . . 

of a non-repressive reality principle wQuld alter r:!ther than destroy the social' organization of 

iabour: the liberation of Eros could cre~te new arid durable work relation."( Marcuse, 1970, 

128). 

In the heady days of the riidical politics of the 1960s and early 1970s, it WaS therefore no 

accide~t that the young people and, in particular, feminists turned to Marcuse in a big way. 

They came to believe th..at Marcuse had provided tc them an analysis as identifying the 

strategic link between women's liberation and proletarian revolution. A more objective 

student of feminist politics like Ann Foreman was of course 'aware of the sterk fact that "In 

attempting to reconcile the irreconcilable Marcuse found himself in an ironic situation . He 

had turned · to psychoanalysis as a reaction against the reduction of Marxism to economic 

determinism. But in basing himself on a force, the libido, that acted outside of the 
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individual's conscious activity and replaced it as the force for social change, he put fOIV'ard a 

form of psychological determinism. ln si1ort, Herbert Marcuse had failed to rc:1ounce the 

dualist heritage." (Foremen, 1978,61 ). 

Lain~: 

Contemporary feminist thcught has also been influenced by the writings ofR.D. Laing. Laing 

-was born in Glasgow in 1927. As a psychoanalyst and psychiatrist, his rese:!rch and therapy 

has focussed for some years on very di~turbed types of interaction iil institutions, groups, and 

families. Naturally he had to probe more and more deeply into the foundations cf modern 

Post-Freudian thinking about man and society. He has questioned the thought and 'madness• 

and 'sanity' of our time as fundamentally as the founders of psychoanalysis ar.d psychiatry . 

It was inevitable that some feminist writers would get drawn to a growing body ~f his 

i!lfluenctia! work. At least one feminist author under our consideration 11amely Juliet Mitchell 

has paid a major attention to him. In Mitchell's opinion, the emergenqe of triad . of 

femininity, sexuaijty and the family on the agenda of contemporary femiilist analysis, led 

some feminist auth d ing Freud's theories offemininty_ to Reich's work on sexul\1. ors enounc . . . tty 

and Laing's on the family. Qvfitchell, 1976,xv). In her opir..ion, Laing became one of the 

chief spokesman, at least within th~ Anglo-saxon ~untries, of the preponderent 

'personalism" of 1960s radicalism . 

The very title of one of Laing's m~re r~ent works The politics of the f4mily gives an 
indication of the direction his thought has been taking. Edger Z. Fridenberg has summed up 

uing's argume~t (iS follows. In Laing's opinion human personlity developes in each of us as 

we respond to the panicular power situations in which we find ourselves; our personality 

comes to the largely d.efined by cur custom<L-y ways of coping with the demands that 

impinge on us and with the anxiety aroused by those demands and our anticipaion of 

possible failure or punishment. Now social institutions ~evelop primarily in order to impos~ 

the constraints required by those. who a~:e poweffhl. And there is no insti~~tion ef which this 

is truer than the family. Each of us joins ·his .ft:.mily ~ its . weakest member. The neonate is 

powerless and must accept the family as he finds it. Of all its members the infant is least able 

to formulate and impose its will on the others, though this is doubtless more nearly ~If­

evident to babies~ to their parents, who find that the infant preseuts new problems arid 

awakens old conflicts that otfen make them feel threatened. Still the power is actually theirs. 

And the most impcrtant power is the power to define reality. To Laing the way in which 
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expenence 1s validated or rejected t y powerful others-ordinarily parents-is the key to 

subsequent development of personality (Friedenberg, 1975,32-33), Laing is primarily 

concerned to demonstrate how distinctions devlop, so that they may be undone. In other 

words, he wants us to u11do the mechanisms whereby the ego is formed and .whereby the self 

becomes a-discrete self. His whole position is based on the logic !hat "Generally, we are very 

aware of our distinctions but no! nearly so aware that we make them." (Laing, 1978,92). 

Friedende,·g is a strong admi1er of Laing. But he does not fail to draw the following 

conclusions about the implications of Laing's philosophical position. "Whatever his personal 

politics may be, the thrust of Ronald Laing's work, as weil as much of its substance, has been 

the very stuff of the counter-culture's vision ..... It is finally no paradox, but .a near classic 

example ofthe relationship between vang and Yin, that his prophetic insights into the political 

charater of , first, mental illness, then of experience should have led Ronald Laing to a 

position from which politics itself can only be seen as absurd. a(Friedenberg,l975,109). 

(d) Feminism and French structurali sm 

Contemporary feminist thought ha:, also utilized the work of Jacques Lac<t n, and Louis 

Althusser. These French structuralist were also C01icemed in g~nercl with Sociology of 

culture and in particular, with the relationship of ideology and culture aild also the 

c.c:termiilation oi sexuality ,orgamzed fur reprod·Jctl'/e · purpo~e. They tried w eradicate . 
Hegelian ideas from the sciences, Althusser feit that Lacan has re-stated Freud in a 

satisfactory manner. Yet, both Lacan and P.Jthusser believed that Freud has founded a science 

with a distinctive object ancl a distiuctive method for investigating. the object, the methods of 

the analytic therapeutic encounter. 

Lac8n: 

Lacan has been an influ~nctial figure in French intellectual life during the 1960s. He treats 

Freud as the discoverer of an importar.t new area for scientific iv~tigation. It consists of the 

symbolic, ilot of psychological drives, or instincts. L2can insists that our instinctual wishes 

and desire are unknowable except through some form of sysbolism. The re:ilm of language 

and culture thus becomes crucial in understanding human life. 

It is the introduction of culture to children which is central t0 their development. If they do 

not find a satisfa"tory means of relating to language and culture they will become 
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proble:mcHIC to themseives and otheis. !i1cy themseives .may find thai ney cannot cope with 

life. They become those lik~ly to b':"' l ab~ll ed . mcntall_y ill. Words do not mean to the 

psyschotic what they mean to the other in culture. 

Now child's access to the symbolic, cultural order is to begin with only through the mother. 

The moiher does this by referring to the 'other, the father, who may be the biological father 

of the child, but need not be. Lccan's appeal to feminist movement is precisely based on this 

point. As it seems to offer a materialist theory of the subject as constructed in relation to 

social relations-Lec.an's above position means that mer. enter the symbolic order, the order of 

language and culture, and leave the realms dominated by the imaginw.-y with the formation of 

the super-ego at the resolution of the Oedipal crisis. As Coward, Lipsshitz and Cowie make 

it clear: "The analysis proposed by Lacan deals with the construction of the female position 

as subject in symbolic relations where the phallus is the central tenn in the entry into these 

relations. In order words the relations are established around the possessions non-possession 

of the phallus. And this dialeGtic aHows the child to find a position in which he or she can 

use !anguage in a " ·ay ensuring social communication. These positions are only·achieved by 

the organization of sexuality under the domiance ofthe gential, and as we have mentioned, 

the uncvuscious formation of t.l-lls imposition is the Oedipus complex ..... This privilege i:; 

!;ased on the theory of the phallus as a singitier, that is, as in the !inguistic sense of the word, 

as the material form of language distinct frcm the concept. He refers to it as such not becaue 

it appears in speech, but because it functions ~li tht. same way as the signifier,analysed by 

modern linguistics. This analysis is based en the work of Saussure, .. . " (Brake, 198i, 285). 

T hese authors have spe!t out the implications of the Lecanian theory for the feminist 

movement in following clear terms: "Thus the Lecanian positiort indicate:; that there is a 

structural necessity, in all societies concerned with the production of goods, which is to 

ensure its reproduction !n having it regulatd by the reiations of production. This masculine 

power has to be maintained by ~piilg hidden what in woman's sexu~ity exceeds the 

organisation bdonging to t.'le social P?::wer of men, i.e. phallic powe.·. 'Pleasur~ ', repressed in 

tbe mother, is only allowed to appear in a ce11a.in form. That is, in its contribution towards 

ed
uction· Reproductio~ . Forms of descent that prove always in the last instance to be 

pr . 
dent on pha!!ic power (o rganization of the law by father or brother) are a manner of 

depen . 
-'"nating procreation lUld unprodu: tive expenditure of ple-asure that goes with it and IS 

sut>on.:t 
ble from it, to the needs of the relaticns of production. As soon as there is a fonn of 

iJlSepare 
therefore, there is paternal law, built on the genital (maternal) orgnization of 

J escent, 
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Althusser: 

C 
. . . A.!•l r as Lacan in their ~earch for 

ontemporary femtmst authors were as much ora'.' :1 to · l 
1ussc 

· . . . f h b' t ir. the context of ~e.xua l it y . 
new toeas and theones offering a new conception o t e su JeC · · . · 

Althusser, a French philosopher, was a non-Hegelicn Marxist. More importantly. 

he rep resented the dominant structuralist poi nt of view· which !louri s i ;~ _; f . :r:•~u t<: :-:y ,;, 

France during the 1960s and 70s. In his understanding of psychoanalysis the ca_tegory of the 

b
. . . . . · · · ousness He therefore 

su Ject ts tdeologtcal. Althusser rej:?t:ts the nctton of subJeCtive consct · ' 
· ·h · f · d t of n1e~ n i nus in the world. l n reJects l e nottor! o the subject as the conferrer an crea or · a ~ 

Althusser's opinion, the rcots of the notion of subjective consciousness iic in Christianity in 

the notion of soul. It is the central notion of the ideology of capitalism as well. Althusscr 

argues that we learn to see ourselves as subjects, but really we are not this. We are constituted 

by a struc!ure which has no "centres". He follows Lacan in asserting that the unconscious is 

structured like language. It is a structure but not a subject "This is why", B_or.ock argues 

"Althusser want to make use of the science of psychoanalysis in developing the science of 

ideologiccJ. formation, the culture of modem capitalism." (Boco~k 1981,33-35). 

Feminist vaiued A.lthussserian conception of the relationship ofideolcgy to the imaginary and 

I12J'cissism as it apparently justified the argument that since both sexes experience a similar 

process of ego-construction, there is no way in which v;omen said to be narcissistic, can be 

seen as ftxed prior to symbolization and condemned with pity or admiration to be like 

primitive men or children . Althusser's approach logically means that won1en's negative entry 

iato the Sy~ubolic Order is the ~rucial factor in creating their narcissistic image. 

A combined review of worn • · · fr h 17th h 201J1 · ens Situation om t e to t e centunes, of women's 
movement from the days f.... . 0 .rrench Revlut!On to the end of 1970s, and cf the social science 
thought of the last one and h If , . . . -. a '-'entunes havmg a beanng on -the women-prcblem provides 
us wtth the necessary b k . ac ground to s•tu::tte the thought of_ feminist w:iters 

G3 



problcmc. tic to themseives and others. ii1cy themselves _may find thai hey cannot cope with 

life. They become those likely to b~ lab~ll ed _ mcntall_y ill. Words do not mean to the 

psyschotic what they mean to the other in culture. 

Now child's access to the symbolic, cultural order is to begin with only through the mother. 

The moi.her does this by referring to the 'other', the father, who may be the biological father 

of the child, but need not be. L-::can's appeal to feminist movement is precisely based on this 

point. As it seems to offer a materialist theory of the subject as constructed in relation to 

social relations-Lecan's above position means that mer. enter the symbolic order, the order of 

language and culture, and leave the realms dominated by the imaginw.yr with the formation of 

the super-ego at the resolution of the Oedipal crisis. As Coward, Lipsshitz and Cowie make 

it clear: "The analysis proposed by Lacan deals with the construction of the female position 

as subject in symbolic relations where the phallus is the central term in the entry into these 

relations. In order words the relations are established around the possessions non-possession 

of the phallus. And this diale~tic allows the child to fi nd a position in which he or she can 

use !anguage in a y:;ay ensuring social communication. These positions are only-achieved by 

the organization of sexuality under the domiance of the gential, and as we have mentioned, 

· the uncousciou~ formation of t.llls imposition is the Oedipus cumplex ..... This privilege b; 

~ased on the theory of the phallus as a singitier, that is, as in the linguistic sense of the word, 

as the material form of language distinct frcm the concept. He refers to it as such not becaue 

it appears in speech., but because it functions ~n the same way as the signifier,analysed by 

modern linguistics. This analysis is based en the work of Sauss~re, ... " (Brake, 1982, 285). 

These authors have spe!t out the implications of the Lecanian theory for the feminist 

movement in following clear terms: "Thus i.he Lecanian positio11 indicate:; that there is a 

structural necessity, in all societies concerned with the production of goods, which is to 

enSliie its reproduction ifl having it regulatd by the reiations of production. This masculine 

power has to be maintained by ~piog hidden what in woman's sexua~ity exceeds the 

organisativn be!onging to t.'le social p9wer of men, i.e. phallic powet. 'Pleasur~ ', repressed in .. 
the mother, is only allowed to appear in a certain form. That is, in its contribution towards 

production: Reprodugiol!. Forms of descent that prove always in the last instance to be 

dependent o n pha!!ic power (organization of the law by father or brother) are a manner of 

subordinating procreation lUld unprodu~tive expenditure of pleasure that goes with it and is 

insepa.reble from i~ to the needs of the relaticns of production. As soon as there is a fonn of 

Jescent, therefore, there is paternal law, bui!t on the genital (maternal) orgnization of 
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mystc: :- " (Brake, 1982.288) 

A lthusser: 

Contemporary feminist authors were as much drar' n to Althusser as Lacan in their search for 

new ideas and theories offering a new conception of the subject ir. the context ?f sexualit y 

Al!husser, a French philosopher, was a non-Hegelic.n Marxist. More importantly. 

he represented the dominant structurali st point of view which flouri sil~.' 1 .:r! ,...;llit:::-!y ,j, 

France during the 1960s and 70s. In his understanding of psychoanalysis the ca_tegory of the 

subject is ideological. Althusser rej~cts the notion of subjective consciousness. He, therefore 

rejects the notioP. of the subject as the conferrer and creator of n1eaning s in the world . In 

Althusser's opinion, the rcots ofthe notion of subjective consciousness ii c in Christianity in 

the notion of soul. It is the central r.otion of the ideology of capitalism as well. Althusscr 

argues that we learn to see ourselves as subjects, but really we are not this. We are constituted 

by a struc!ure which has no "centres". He follows Lacan in asserting that the unconscious is 

structured like language. It is a structure but not a subject "This is why" , Bor.ock argues 

"Althusser want to make use of the science of psychoanalysis in developing the science o f 

ideologic@ formation, the culture of modem capitalism." (Boco~k 1981,33-35). 

Feminist vaiued A.lthussserian conception ofthe relationship ofideolcgy to the imaginary and 

m.rcissism as it apparently justified the argument that since both sexes experience a similar 

process of ego-construction, there is no way in which women said to be narcissistic, can be 

seen as ftxed prior to symbolization and condemned with pity or admiration to be like 
primitive men or children Alth ' · · 

· usser s approach logtcally means that won1en's negattve entry 
into the Symbolic Order is th ,. . 1 . . . . . . . 

· e vfUCla factor In creatmg the1r narClSSIStlC tmage. 
A combined review of , . t1 

women s Situation from the 17th to the 20 1 centuries, of women's 
a1ovement from the day f .... 5 0 rrench Revlution to the end of 1970s, and c f the social science 
thought of the last one d h 1 • 

. an a f centuries having a bearing on ·the women-prcblem provides 
us wtth the necessary ba k 

c ground to situ='\te the thought of_ feminist w:iters 

G3 



R eferences 

1. Barret, Michele. Women 's Oppression Today: Probiem in Marxist Femmist Analysis~ 

London; Verso, 1980. 

2. Bishop, Sharon and Weinziveig., Marjorie (Eds.) Philosopl1y and Women Belment ; 

~adsworth Publishing Cc, 1979. 

3. Bocock, Robert Socialization ,Culture and Freud, Milton Keynes: The Open 

University, 1981. 

4. Bottom ore, Tom Et al (Eds,) A Dictionary of Marxist Thought, Oxford: Basil 

Biackwell, 1983. 

5. Brake, :Mike (Ed. ) Huwan Sexual Relations: A R~ader towards aRedefiriition of 

Sexual Politics, Harmond Sworth Penguin Books, 1982. 

6. Brown, Bruce, Marx, Freud and the Critique ofEverydny Life, Toward a permanent 

Cultural Revolution N ew York: Monthly Review Press, 1974. 

7. Chant, Colin nnd Fanvel, Johh (Ed~) D~f\v!n and Einstein: Historical Studie,:: on 

Science and Beliet, London, Longwan, 1980. 

8. Daedalus, 93 Spring 1964, «Women in America " Issue. 

9. Datar , Chhaya Redefining Exploitation : Towards A Socialist Feminist Critique of 

Marxist Theory, Bombay: Institute of Social Rese2rch and Education, N.D. 

10. De Beauvoir, Simone (Tn:mslated a.il.d Edited by H.M Parshley. TI1e Second Sex. 

H annondqworth: Penguin Books 1981 Reprint (1949). 

11. Dixon Marlene." New Feminism", Rrunoaris Vol.i No. 4 Spring 1977. 

l:L.. Dixon, Marlene. " The Central ity ofwomen In proletarian Revolutior." . Sythesis; A 

Journal of Marxist and Leninist Debate, Vo lT. No . 4 Spring 1977. 

,. 



13. E ichenbaum. Luise and Orbach.. S usie outside In . .. . ... .Inside out, Wo men' s 

Ps-ychology. A Feminist Psychonaly"tic Approach, Harmonds h 'Ol"th: Penguin Books, 

1982. 

14. Eisenste in, Zillah (Ed.) Capitali r; Partriarchy and the case f0r Socialist Feminism, 

New York: Monthly Revi~w Press, 1979. 

15. Eng!es, Fredrick The Origin <Jfthe Family, Private property and the St.ate, New York 
- .. 

International publishers, 4lh edition, 1942 Reprint 

16. Flexner, Eleanor. Centurv ofStruggle: The Woman's Rights Movement in United 

Stale, N ew York: A theneum, 1968 (1959) 

17. Foremen, Ann. Feu~ininitv as Alienation: Women and the Family in Marxism and 

ffichoanalysis. London: Piuto Pr~-'S 1978 Second Impression (1997). 

18. Freud, Sigmand. On Sexuality; Three Essays on the Theory ofSexuality and Other 

V/orks. The Pelican Freud Libmy Volume 7, I!armonda worti1 Penguin Books, 1979, 

Reprint of 1977 Edition. 

19. Friedenberg, Edgm- Z.; ~g, London: Fontrum/Collins, Second Impression April 

1975 m(1973). 

20. Frie-dan, Betty- The Feminine Mvstique, Harmondsworth: Penguin Books, 1979 

Reprint (1963). 

Zl. Gilman, Chorlottee Perkins. Women and Economics: A study of the Economic 

l{el§tion between Men and Wometl as a Factor in Social Evolution London G.P. 

Putnam' s Son's 1905. 

22. G·reer Germaine The female Euni.l~Q. Frogmore, P~adin, i976 Reprint (1917) 

23. Guettel~ Chamie, Marxism and Feminis~ Toronto: The Women's Press~ 1974 

24. Hamilton, R{.'berta The Libera!ion of Women: A Study ofPartriarchy and 

~it:llisQb London: Allen and u nwin, 1978, Second·Impression (1978) 



25. Hedburn, C?.roiy<i G To\v?..ro <'- ~<.ccvgm t ion cf .U..ndrogyny , New York: Alfred A 

Kuopf, 1973. 

2.6. Hill , Christopher Societv and Puritanism Pre-Revolutionary England, London, 

Panther Books, 1969. 

27. Hole, Judith and Levin, Ellen. Rebirth ofFeminis~, New York: Quardrangle/ The 

New York Times Book Co., Third Pap~rback printing, 1975 (1917) 

28. J anaway, Elizabeth. A Man's World Woman's: A study in social Mythology, 

Harmondsworth: Penguin Books, 1977. 

29. Y..insey, Alfred C. Pomeroy, Wardell B., And Martin, Clyde E. Sexual Behaviour in 

the Human Male, Philadelphia W. B Seunders, 1948. 

30. Klein Viola The Feminine Character: History of an Ideology, London: Kegan Paul, 

Trend1, Trubner and Co. 1946. 

31. Klein, Viola '1nd!.!strialis&.i.ion ~nd the changin~ Role ofWomen" -Current 

Sociology Voll2, No 1, 1963-64, 24-34. 

32. Koedt, Anne, Levine, Eiklen and Rapone, Anita (Eds). Radical Feminism. New York: 

Time Books, 1973. 

33. :ullng R.D. The Politics of the Family and other Essays, Harmondsworth, Penguin 

Books, 1978 Reprint (1969). 

34. Lenin On the Emancipation of Women, Moscow: Progress Publishers, Fifth printing 

1977. 

35. Marx, Karl and Engels. Fr~derick. Selected Works in one Volume, Moscow: Progress 

Publishers, Fow-!h Printing 1977 (1968) 

36. Master, Willam H., and Johnsom, Virginia Human Sexual Response, Boaton: Little~ 

Brown, 1966. 

I, 



37. Mercuse, Herbert Eros And Civilisation: A Philosophical Enquiry into Freud 

London: .~.lien Lane n1e Peuguin Press, 1970 Rt>prmt (1955). 

38. MilL John Stuart The Subjection of Women, London: Oxford, 1966 (1869) 

39. ~fill~t, Kat~. Sita London: Virago, 1980 Reprint (1977). 

40. Millet, Kate. The Prostitution P3pers:_Acandid Dialouge, New York Avon Books, 

1973 (1971). 

41. Morris, Ricliard B. Studies :n the history of American Law, Philadelphia: Mitchel and 

Co, 1959. 

42. Myrdal, Alva and Klein, Viola Women's Two Roles: Home and Wc:-k, London: 

Routledge & Kegar. Paul, 1956. 

43. New corner, Mabel. .A Century of higher Education for ·wome~ New York: Harper 

1959. 

44. Quick, PN!dy. ''British Women's Liberation and ihe Working class Radical America 

Vol. 7, No 4 and 5, 1973. 

45. Rei~h, Willhem, Tne Sexual Revolution, New York; Ferrar, Straus and Girowx, 4th 

Revised Edition, 1969 [Past I (1921) and Part II (1935) ]. 

46. Rogers, Barbara. The Domestication ofWomen: Discrimjnation in Developing 

Societies, London Kogan Page, 1980 

47. Rowbotham, Sheila Wvmen, Resistance and Revolution, London: Allen Lane The 

P enguin Press, J 972. 

48. 
Rozak, Betty a.1d Rozak, Theodore (Eds.) Masculiae /F~nc: Readings in S"xual 

Mythology and the Liberation of\Vomen, New York: Herper snd Row, 1969'. 

49. Rycroft, Chades. Reic!b London: Fontana/Collius, 1971. 

50. Sargent, Lydie (Ed). Women And Rev~lution: A Discussion ofthe unhappy MarriaM 

oftvlarxism and Feminism Boston: Scuth End press: 1981. 



51. Sayers. J:met. Biologicai Politics: Fem.mist and Anti- Femim c;t P~rF.pectives, London. 

Tevistoc1' ?ub!icati0ns, 1.982. 

52. Schreiner, Ciive Women and Lahour London: T. Fisher Unwin,, 1923 (1911) 

53. Smuts, Robert W. Women And Work in Am~rica, New York Schock~Q Books, 1971 

(1959). 

54. Snowden, Ethel, The Feminist Movement, London: Collin's Clear Type Pre~s, N.D. 

. (1913). 

55. Wandor, MacruJene, (Compiled by), The Body politic: Women's Liberation in 

Brit!an, London: Stage 1, 1978 Reprint (1972). 

56. Yates, Gayle Graham. Wnat Women Want: Cambridge, Mass, Harward University 

Press, 1977 Third Printing (1975) 

57. Zar~tsky, Eli: Capitalism, and the Family and Persona! Life. London: Pluto press 

Ltd, 1980 



.Library liAS, ShifTl la 

I IIIII/I III/IIIII IIIII IIIII Ill/ /Ill 
aso41 


	2022_09_16_11_44_15_001
	2022_09_16_11_44_15_005
	2022_09_16_11_44_15_006
	2022_09_16_11_44_15_007
	2022_09_16_11_44_15_008
	2022_09_16_11_44_15_009
	2022_09_16_11_44_15_010
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_001
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_002
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_003
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_004
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_005
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_006
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_007
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_008
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_009
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_010
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_011
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_012
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_013
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_014
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_015
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_016
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_017
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_018
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_019
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_020
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_021
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_022
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_023
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_024
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_025
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_026
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_027
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_028
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_029
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_030
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_031
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_032
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_033
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_034
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_035
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_036
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_037
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_038
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_039
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_040
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_041
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_042
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_043
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_044
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_045
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_046
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_047
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_048
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_049
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_050
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_051
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_052
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_053
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_054
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_055
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_056
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_057
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_058
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_059
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_060
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_061
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_062
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_063
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_064
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_065
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_066
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_067
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_068
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_069
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_070
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_071
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_072
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_073
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_074
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_075
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_076
	2022_09_16_11_44_16_078

