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Hartmann's essay speaks of an ‘‘unhappy marriage between
marxism and feminism’’ but makes no mention in the title, and
does not acknowledge in the essay, the incestuous child of patri-
archy and capitalism. That child, now a full grown adult, is named
racism. Thus, a more appropriate title of an article that attempts to
create a theory that transcends marxism and feminism would be
“The Incompatible Menage 2 Trois: Marxism, Feminism, and
Racism.’’ The women that Hartmann is speaking about, a specific
but unlabelled and apparently middle class group of feminists, can
believe that they are ready to embark upon a path to a more
progressive union. To pay the price of this belief is to deny the
reality of being Black in America. The dimension of racism is so
critical to the lives of Black folks that it must be addressed specift-
cally, regardless of the purposes or basis of the relations that exist
among diverse social groupings. Unfortunatcly, our socicty has
done such an excellent job of institutionalizing racism that the
internccine result has been the creation of two separate societies:
one white, one Black. Asaconsequence, when situations occut that
call for coalition, solidarity, or alliance, racism serves as a wedge
which prevents groups from the strategic, systematic, and
protracted cooperation which is needed for the attainment of
common goals. So while Hartmann’s essay represents an attempt
to transcend the limitations and shortcomings of both marxist
analysis and feminist analysis, I lament the absence of an analysis of
the Black woman and her role as member of the wedding*

In my response I shall focus on racism as a dimension that
must be directly confronted before beginning to theorize about a
compatible marriage between marxism and feminism. The reason
for my original lamentation stems from the fact that I expect
progressive minded writers to give adequate and appropriate
recognition and credence to Blacks. When writers commit acts of
omission by ignoring or neglecting Black women, I resolve once
again to try to get the public to understand that Blacks must be

I wish to extend my acknowledgments to Helen and Scort Laurence of 8t. Croix,
Virgin Istands for their rigorous critiquing throughout the developmenr of my paper
and to Jerry Suretre of Cortland, N.Y. for his nimble, linguistic inputs.

*See authot’s note on page 106,
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legitimized in their own right. Whatever the reason, the fac:
remalins that the acts of omission prevent the public from being
exposed to and informed of the reasons behind the sexual and
racial inequalities which explain why interracial conflicts and prob-
lems persist.

Accordingly, my comments will focus on why racism must be
addressed specifically and consistently as an integral part of any
theory of feminism and marxism. [n her introduction, Hartmann is
well justified in taking issue with marxist analysis as sex-blind and
with feminist analysis as blind to history and insufficiently mate-
nahst.lc. [ would extend the criticism as follows: the categories of
marxism are sex-blind @zd race-blind. Feminist analysis is blind to
history and insufficiently materialistic. Both marxist and feminist
:malysis thus do a gross injustice to Black women whose historical
cxperiences of slavery have left them with a most peculiar legacy of
scars. The material conditions of the lives of the masses of Biack
women play a critical and influential role in directing and deter-
mining their attitudes toward feminism. These attitudes are
decidedly unfavorable and unsympathetic. Hartmann also says
that “‘only specifically feminist analysis reveals the systcmat}c
character of relations between men and women.”” 1 feel she is
speaking of white men and women so [ would qualify her state-
ment by adding that **only a specific Black feminist analysis would
teveal the character of relations between Black men and Black
women.’' A specifically Black feminist approach is called for
hecause the psychological dynamics that function among Black
men and Black women in the context of existing economic condi-
tions, are qualitatively and culturally different from those of
whites, -

It is not surprising that the tri-partite marxist analysis of the
woman question (historical, materialist, class) typically excludes
«onsideration of the role of Black women. While Hartmann states
that the woman question has never been the feminist question, it is
cquatly true that the feminist question has never truly embraced
Mack women. Black exclusion from the woman question was
hicidly publicized by Sojourner Truth in 1851 in her famous and
cloquent speech at the Women's Rights Convention in Seneca
I'alls in which she repeatedly asked her audience **. . .and ain’t1a
wonan?”’

Assuming that the feminist question is directed at the causes
nlexual inequality between women and men, and of male domi-
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nance over women, It Is impottant to note that sexual inequality
between Black men and women has very different historical and
cultural beginnings than the sexual inequality between white men
and women. Consequently the present inequality is of a different
nature and thereby calls for different strategies for change. Black
women'’s participation in the labor force also has a very different
history than white women's. The slave experience for Blacks in the
United Srates made an ironic contribution to male-female equal-
ity. Laboring in the fields or in the homes, men and women were
equally dehumanized and brutalized. Men and women together,
toiling every day in the rain or sun, from ‘‘can’t see to can’t see’’
{early morning to late at night), shared equally the trials, tribula-
tions, and torture. Moses Granby, an exslave, wrote illuminatingly
about the slave experience. His accounts testify to the fact that
atrocities were heaped upon Black women with equal ferocity and
frequency as they were dealt to the men. For example, Granby on
treatment of mothers with infants: **. . -women who had sucking
children suffered much from their breasts becoming full of milk,
the infants being left at home; they therefore couid not keep up
with the other hands. | have scen the overseer beat them with raw
hide so that the biood and milk flew mingled from their breasts."’
And on treatment of pregnant slave women: *‘She is compelled to
lie down over a hole made to receive her corpulency, and is flogged
with the whip, or beat with the paddle, which has holes in it; at
every stroke comes a blister.”’? The pormnt being made here is that
the dehumanization process for both male and female slaves was
equally brutal. The specific physical mannner of brutalization was,
in many instances, different due to biological differences: men
could be castrated (penis castration) and women could have their
babies beat out of their bellies. But the ‘‘cqualizer’” was the
brutality.

The rape of Black women and the lynching and castration of

Black men are equally heinous in their nature. Today, the Black
man carries scars from his slave expertence as much as the Black
woman carries her scars. We use no measuring stick for the
oppression suffered by Blacks.

The documented history of Black women and men in the arca
of labor thus reveals that the peculiar institution of slavery played a
curious role in bringing about equality among Black men and
women as opposed to the inequality that was fostered among while
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wornen and men. Angela Davis summed it:

- - to extract the greatest possible surplus from the labor of
the slaves—the Black woman had to be released from the
chains of the myth of femininity. In the words of W.E.B.
DuBois, ' . .outr women in black had freedom contemnp-
tuously thrust upon them.”” In order to function as slave, the
black woman had to be annulled as woman: that is, 45 woman
in her historical stance of wardship under the entire male hiet-
archy, The sheer force of things rendered her equal to her
man,?

There did, however, exist for Black women, mote than for
Black men or white women, a place where she could exercise a
modicum of autonomy and that was in the domestic life of the
“lave quarters. It is true that the slave woman in her quarters, like
the Black woman of today in her modern project, tenement build-
myg of suburban home, wotked outside the home and was also
tesponsible for ““keeping her home.’” During slavery this position
was influenced and encouraged largely by the white male patti-
aichy and in part by certain African traditions. Again, ironically,
this situation presented the slave woman with a chance to exercise a
depree of autonomy unfettered by white male dominance.

Circumstance contributed to the autonomous position main-
taimed by the Black woman in her *‘houschold domain.” Being a
lwmemaker in the slave quarter was a cultural experience that was
suposed upon the slaves. In spite of the wretched accommodations
available in the quarter, Black women were able to be expressive,
veative, and in their autonomy, were better able to continue the
practice of African customs and habits.

In a discussion of marxism and the woman question, to speak
i women, all women categorically, is to perpetuate white supre-
macy -white female supremacy—because it is white women to
whom the commencs are addressed and to whom the comments are
it appropriate. As we have scen, marxist analysis focuses on the
+hiv. question and shortchanges the woman question. To discuss
womnen categotically is to commit a similar, parallel error whereby
the 1eality of the operation of race relations within the woman
quetion is denied. Histoty clearly shows how and why Black
wamen and white women today suffer from gender inequality.
Witers must recognize, however, the Black women in American
«wicty have at least as much in common with Black men as with
whine women, The shared oppression of Blacks serves as the great
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equalizer, and racial oppression wears a crown emblazoned with
the words, *'T am the grear Equalizer!”” -

Hartmann’s review and ctitique of radical feminist views and
writings on patriarchy neatly encapsulates several obvious short.
comings and spotlights several instances of shortsightedness.
Hartmann devotes the remainder of the section to considerations
and suggestions that should be included jin the development of a
definition of patriarchy. Given the obvious shortcomings of the
radical feminist position acknowledged by Hartmann, T feel that it
would have been wiser 1o utilize a wholistic approach to patriarchy,
using the radical feminist position as one referent source tather
than trying ro develop a definition by building upon a position
with an inherent weakness.

Radical feminist definitions and WIitings on patriarchy are to
be lauded for their efforts to torce society to acknowledge the
personal side of political ideologies and *‘isms,”” and for illuminar.
ing the concrete effects felt in the psychological and social dimen-
stons of personal experience; and further, for showing how the
debilitating effects of pattiarchy shape the material conditions of
individual lives.

The radical feminist emphasis on the personal as political and
the use of “patriarchy’ needs shoring up, and Hartmann does
some of this. To refer 1o patriarchy as radical ferninists do, as a
social system characterized by male domination over women is far
too general and simplified. Tt offers very little instructive or new
information. The radical feminists do g grave injustice to the
concept of the personal as political by locating it within the context
of their belief that the original and basic class division is between
the sexes, and that the motive force ot history is the striving of men
for power and domination over women. It’s fike placing a gem in
quicksand; i.e., the value of the petsonal as political can be
absorbed and thereby become meaningless if its surroundings are
so ill-defined, insubstantial and without foundation.

Hartmann attempts to raise critical issues and questions
around the radical feminist position, but she is guilty of commit-
ting an error parallel to the one she criticizes. Hartmann’s defini-
tion of patriarchy as *. . .4 set of social relations which has a mate-
rial base and in which there are hierarchical relations between men
and solidarity among them which enable them in turn to dominate
women. .. ""(Hartmann, p. 14), is also too general and simplified.
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For example, she gives little consideration to those whose biological
color has been used to categorize them in the lowest strata
regardless of sex, income, or ownership. .

Hartmann is aware of the stultifying effects and destructive
consequences of being blind to history, yet she remains blind to the
historical role of the Black experience in the U.S. and the effects it
has had on both Black and white attitudes,

In my comments, 1 shall emphasize those factors that must he
considered in the definition of patriarchy if it is to be relevant to
society today, and in particular, to the lives and souls of Black
people,

THE.BOTTOM LINE IS BLACKNESS

The radical feminists are credited with the documentation of
the slogan, *‘the personal is political.”” In reading their arguments
-their justifiable and astute arguments—my response was again a
lamentation. For decades Blacks have been crying the same tune.
They have cried out in Biack English, in schol:jlrly docgments, in
rebellions, in popular songs, in TV documentaries, and in marchf':s
and sit-ins. Black discontent, Blacks argued, 'is not the neurotic
lament of the maladjusted, but a response to a soctal structure in
which Blacks are systematically dominated, cxploned and op-
pressed.”” “'The personal is political” is not, as Eli Zm."et{»éy
would have i, a plea for subjectivity, for Jeeling better: tisa
demand to recognize white male power and Black subordination as
u voctal and political reality (Hartmann, p. 13, paraphrased).
Blacks have been exhorting this lament for decades to little or
no avail. It has been given little credibility or legitirnacy. Blacks
wve been given advice and programs, characterized by_th;- ““boot-
strap”’ philosophy, and tokenism. However, when fcmlpists made
the claim that the petsonal is political, and depicted their subordi-
nate position in the social order, it became a significant part of the
women’s movement and the rallying point for crucial strategic
moves designed to bring about changes in the power structure.
When feminists recognize that the personal is political for women,
while ignoring its similar application for Blacks, they assume a s?lf-
«entered and self-righteous position. More important}y, applying
the petsonal is political to Blacks would mean the inclusion of
males as well as females, and this is extremely problematic for radi-
cal femninists. Nonetheless, it is a fact that must be dealt with if
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Black women are to be involved in the feminist movemnent. In
addition, the word “‘white’’ would have to be inserted in front of
“males’’ throughout the discussion of patriarchy for the use of the
phrase to be acceptable to the majority of Blacks.

Radical feminists use patriarchy to refer to a social system
characterized by male domination over women. And who can
argue that in western society such is not the case? But Third Worid
peopic have a documented history that contradicts the *'since the
beginning of humankind male supremacy’’ doctrine, Eleanor
Leacock speaks to this point:

The factis glossed over that in much of the pre-colonial world
women related to each otherand to men in public and autono-
mous ways as they cartied out the social and economic
responsibilities. Female sodalities of various kinds figured
importantly in many third world social structures before
principles of male dominance within families were taught by
missionaries, defined by legal statutes, and institutionalized
through the economic relations of colonialism.

Ethnohistorical and ethnographic data are also documenting
the public functions of women’s organizations and their line-
age roles in Africa. The distinction generally made berween a
mglc “‘public’” sphere and a female ‘‘domestic’” sphere
distorts the very nature of the *‘preindustrial, precapitalist

and precolonial wotld,”” where **power, authority, and influ
ence within the ‘domestic sphere” was e facto power, author-
ity and influence at certain tevels within the ‘public s[;hcrc o
In WestAfricansecicties, the **public sphere’ was not conc;:p-
tualized as masculine. The impressive political demonstra-
tions of Ibo women some half century ago have heen weil
docummented.? |

When Third World women today struggle against their own
oppression, they also struggle against oppression in general. They
are more concerned with serategies for change than with theories
about the origin of the basic division of dominance and submis-
sion. This is not to say thar they are not concerned or familiar with
th_e1r past. The material conditions of their present lives coupled
With a heightened political awareness supplies a constant motiva-
tional energy for change. If they were to diligently pursue the
origin of male-female relationships, chances are that the stereo-
typical views of female dependency as a universal norm would be
seriously challenged. Thus, “‘as data about women around the
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world accumulate, passing statements about them as subordinate
housewives and  mothers, commonplace in anthropological
wiiting, are being replaced by analyses of their decision-making
ioles in different types of society.’'®

What I found most objectionable in Hartmann's definition of
patriarchy was her categorical lumping together of #// men in U.S.
.ovicty into one group—Black, white, Chicano, Native American,
Puerto Rican—reinforcing the purely biological distinction. She
Joes say that patriarchical hierarchy places men of different classes,
Laces, of ethnic groups in different places within the hierarchy. But
| lactmann leaves it at that. She goes on to say that men are united
i their shared dominance over women; they are dependent on,
cuch other to maintain that dominance; that all men are bought oft
Iy being able to control at least some women; and they are depend-
¢nt on one another to maintain their control over womern. Histori-
(ally, Black men were definitely not afforded supremacy over any
lemales. To quote from Angela Davis’ article on the Black woman:

Excepting the woman's role as caretaker of the household,
male supremist structures could not become deeply
embedded in the internal workings of the slave system.
Though the ruling class was male and rabidly chauvinistic, the
stave system could not confer upon the Black man the appeat-
ance of a privileged position vis-a-vis the Black worman. The
man-slave could not be the unquestioned superior within the
“family’’ or community, for thete was no such thing as the
“‘family provided’” among slaves. The attainment of slavery’s
intrinsic goals was contingent upon the fullest and most brutal
utilization of the productive capacities of evety man, woman
and child. They all had 1o ““provide’” for the master. The
Black woman was totally integrated into the productive force.”

During slavery the Black male was disallowed a supetior pes}tion in
relation to the Black female and there is really no question about
Black men having control over white women. During this period
Black women were the victims of the most vicious, atrocious, defil-
ing and dehumanizing rapist behavior committed on American
soil. Black men on the other hand were projected as rapists shortly
after the Civil War to provide the racist white mentalities with a
justification for lynching. Ida B. Wells did a magnificent job (in
her article ‘‘Lynching and Rape: an Exchange of Views') of
documenting crimes and proving with devastating accuracy that
the “ir-rationale’’ for the savage practice of lynching was rarely the
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charge brought against the intended victim.® Incidentally, no
white man has in the history of the U.S. ever been exccuted for
raping a Black woman. At present, there is basically very little
change in the interracial power relationships among the sexcs.
White men continue to dominate, exploit, and oppress all women
in social, economic, sexual, and political areas. Black men have
““learned”’ to dominate, exploit, and oppress Black women in an
crsatz manner which is nonetheless genuinely degrading and
oppressive to the Black woman.

It may sound rhetorical to make the blanket statement that
white men dominate all women, and that Black men have
““learned’’ to dominate Black women. But the exceptions 1o these
cases that make the rule carry very lictle weight as change agents in
the general order of male dominance. The societal structures
dictate this dominance to a large extent, However, Black men in
actuality never had and still have no power over white women; it is
mote accurate to say that all white women have ultimate power
over Black men—openis power included. This statement requires
elaboration and qualification: I would raise the question—in what
area(s) do Black men have power over white women? Black men
have no real economic power. Blacks own 1.2% of business equity;
1.2% of farm equity; and 0.1 % of stock equity in the U.S. A U.S.
business receipts in 1977 amounted to $2 trillion. Minority busi-
ness accounted for 1.5% of this total. Political power is tied to
cconomic power so Black male political clout suffers the same
anemia as Black economic power. On the interpersonal level a
vagrant, thieving white woman can be vindicated, even lionized by
crying “‘rape’” or “‘assault’” if the accused is Black. When Black
males are in personal relationships with white women, it is very
possible that the male dominates her and uses her money and
pody. In the final analysis, however, the white woman has the ulti-
mate power because the judicial system js racist, the cxecutive
system is racist, and the legislative system is racist. If she wants
out”” the system is on her side, and that’s what I mean by ulti-
mate power. Even the Black pimp with white women in his stable is
ultimately controlled by the white males of the organized crime
power clite. Tt will be argued that Black males have penis power
ovet women. While the Black male may dominate, abuse, and
oppress the white woman, when the deal goes down, she holds the
trump card. The majority of those unions are temporary and the
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power that the Black male assumes is more €go power than any-
thing else (although Black male misogyny re'mforces male supre-
tnacy in general). Capitalism and patriarchy simply do not‘offelr to
share with Black males the seat of power in their regal solidarity,
Towards the end of the section on patriarchy Hartmann states
that it might be most accurate, for example, to refer 1o out society
not simply as “capitalistic’” but as “*patriarchal capitalistic whice
supremist.”” But instead of using this as the main building block of
her discussion, she glosses over the racial dimension and lumps it in
a category with class, nationality, marital status, age, and sexual
urientation, _

Hartmann's concluding definition of patriarchy mentions a

solidarity among men which enables them in turn to domingtc
women. [ venture to say that there ts more solidarity between white
males and females than between white males and Black males. A
nationwide questionnaire asking Black and white males theis
attitudes on interracial dating, marriage, neighborhoods and
whools, showed that white preference for Black interracial dating,
cte., remains a preference on the part of whites alone. The slight
increase ninterractal marriage n the past few years notwithstand~
ing, the fact remains that whites bond together more on the b;_151s
ol their whiteness than on their biological sex. The recent busing
mcident in Boston, as a case in point, showed white adules pitted
against Black children; not white men against Black children or
white men against all females—it was Black vs, White. And Bla;k
lemales will readily inform you that in a crunch, particularly in
public places, it is the Black man far more readily than the white
woman who will come to the defense and 2id of a Black woman.
some lesbran radical femintsts are proving to be an exception. They
alonc as a group of women will more readily offeraid or come to the
efense of a Black woman. With this exception, then, Black
women have to depend on their Black men for support, aid, and
mterest when facing a ¢risis or daily difficulties.

But it is also true that Black males have a much greater solidar-
ty among themselves than they do with Black women. In defining
pratriarchy, Black males must be separated out from white males. In
iscussing solidarity among all males the problems of racism have
(o be articulated and approaches and strategies for solving them
prenerated.’? .

Hartmann argues that “‘patriarchy as a system of relations
tmong men and between men and women exists in capitalism and



102 WOMEN AND REVOLUTION

that in capitalist societies a healthy and strong partnership exists
between patriarchy and capital’”’ (Hartmann, p. 19}, I agree that
this partnership is healthy in terms of its success in perpetuating
and strengthening the existing inequities and exploitation thar
goes on in our society. It is healthy and strong in maintaining
racism, sexism, and classism. Hartmann continues her argument
by explaining the partnership on the basis of the capitalist mode of
production and the abuse of women’s labor. Within the frame-
work of this partnezship both Black males and females are grossly
exploited along with white women. But Black fernales are on the
very bottom rung of the occupational status ladder. What
Hartmann and other white feminists fail to realize is that while
white men have set up the situation such that women and Blacks
are expioited and in competition with one another over a few token
jobs and privileges (like union admission and keys to the executive
bathrooms), it has been white women themselves who have
actually carried out the “*divide and conquer’” strategy. Whether
whirte women have held the major seats of power in the United
States or not, the fact remains that, with white males they have
participated in and benefited from a social system based on the
subjugation of people of color.

The location of white women in America as the benefactors of
racism has enabied them to ignore their whiteness. The loca-
ton of Black women in American sbelety as the objects of
racism, has precluded the possibility that they might have
their womanness as their sole identity, White women must
realize that as womanness circumscribes their whiteness, (they
arc not white males), so their whiteness circumscribes their
womanness. White feminists must come to terms wirh the
circumscribing nature of their whiteness, ®

The role of white males in the partnership of patriarchy and
capital has to be discussed in refationship to the laborers, consum.-
ets, the exploited who are the providers for the beneficiaries of
patriarchy and capital, These providers are predominantly women,
both Black and white, and Black males. It is encumbent upon
white feminists to: (1) recognize theit implication in the partnet-
ship, as benefactors and tools: (2) address the unique problems of
Black women in the labor force; (3) distinguish between the role
of white men and Black men in the partnership of capital and patri-
archy. In this context, Blacks are placed in an extremely powerless
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.nd precatious position, and one which is vulnerable to white
Jomination—since money talks,
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mid-1800s are no longer applicable in the 1970s. In a parallel
tashion, economic considerations are no longer the basis for racial
discrimination and exploitation. Racial prejudices have become so
ingrained in white U.S. society that a typical racist anti-Black
mentality has developed, with emotion and tgnorance ruling over
intellect. Education, professional jobs, and housing are three arcas
where empirical evidence proves that economics is no longer the
prime motivaror for Black exclusion and exploitation, The very fact
that we had to have affirmative action plans in educational arenas
speaks for itself in indicating the depth of racial biases. School
systems “'prefer’’ to lose government funding rather than comply
with desegregration laws. Professional football teams would rather
go with z losing white quarterback than with a winning Black one.
The fact that winning teamns make money cannot compete with the
powerful aversion against having a Black *‘director’” of the team.
Black school teachers and administrators are the first to be dis-
missed when a cut-back in staffing is required. This oceurs particu-
larly in the south where the schools are predominantly Black. In
many cases white teachers and administrators who remain receive
higher pay than those dismissed. Realiors falsely claim that
property devalues when Blacks move into a predominantly white
neighborhood. Realtors systematically keep Blacks out of certain
areas regardless of the Black family's income.,

The claim is made, for example in banks and offices, that too
many Blacks in official or administrative positions wil! drive away
white customers and clients, and therefore for economic reasons
too many Blacks cannot be hired. Where this phenomenon occurs
(whites avoiding places with ““too many’’ Blacks) the white citizens
have been carefully conditioned and programmed.

Hartmann concludes her essay by saying thar the struggle to
establish socialism must be a struggle in which groups with differ-
ent interests form an alliance; and that women should not trust
men to “'liberate’” thern “after the revolution,”” in part because
there is no reason to think that they would know how, and in part
because there is no necessity for them to do s0; 1 fact, their imme-
diate self-interest lies in the continued oppression of women. Black
women have to be considered as one of those groups with special
interests. Just as women cannot trust men to *‘liberate’’ them,
Black women cannot trust white women to “liberate”” them
during or “‘after the revolution,” in part because there is little
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. trason to think that they would know hox.v; gnd in part chaqsei
! white women’s immediate self-interest lies in cor::ltmue ra(:zé
npipression. To date feminists have not conclre‘;eh;] _cmfarzsig;a; :,m
the potential or capacity t0 become ;nvolvcd_ in fighting cism on
v cqual footing with sexism. Adrienne Rich’s recent gatg icle on
fvminism and racism is an exemplary one on this topic.? She rc;l
¢ 1ates much that has been voiced by B_lack fen_'lalc wnte}rls_, but t t(rs3
s laim given to her article shows again that it takes w mfncss t0
uve even Blackness credibility. White feminists -hav;'to earnh
deal adequately with the fact that by virtue of their w 1t§£1;15; t(:: 1;};
ne oppressors as well as oppressed persons. ,It_ is i mys cliet
i ‘womanhood’ that suggests that ‘woman’ Is the most na
auel the most basic of all human groupings and can thcreforclt_;arll-
wend the race divisions of our society.”’'® This is no more likely
than the belief that marxist ideology can transcc:‘nd sexism. 5

A strong viable feminist movement must give full consxl Cmci

tion to both Black and white women. As such th‘Ci‘t.? is area and
whvious need for research dealing with Blgck feminist t}i}cor}{3 imk
analysis. Acknowledgement should be given to those ?; rbac;a
women active in thesc tasks. Several of these women are: N a havc
e Beverly Smith of the Combahee River Collective vl (;L zr

mude valuable contributions to Black feminist llteraturf:1E u 'fi
lorde whose poetry is often well g_rounded n a Blal(;k den:lr(;ls_
anatlysis; and Carroll Oliver whose pioneering work in t ebl C\;l p

ment of a revolutionary Black feminist theory_ is admirable.

Black feminists have a crucial role to play in the present m_cive(i
ment. They must include themselves from’ their own o;ganl;zcn
hase. ““The historiography about the women’s movement has Ci
Jdistorted to depict Black women as indifferent or hostile mlt E
feminist movement. Rosalyn Terborg-Penn asserts t.hat Blac
women were concerned about the same 1ssucs_tha_t \'fzhlt; won}‘;cri
campaigned against-—slavery, h.quor, and sex dlSCl:lmlnatIOI:l frolin
for the most part they were dIScou'raged by white wgnziq orn

warticipating fully in the women’s movement. _lPrlc:;u 1c§ nd
dliscrimination were elements that affect_cd ’t’he daily lives of mos
Blacks duting the 19th and 20th centuries.”*? e

In order for the current movement to a}vold thle mistakes of the
past, it is encumbent upon Black and white feminists to id)lscgve;
the vulnerabilities of U.S. capitalism apd 1mper1a115rnc ot on
which embody male supremacy and white §uprcn;ac}3;. olr}r;rrtlgo
strategies must be decided upon and clarified and then t
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groy - . . .
gL riso ;nuSt 11;|t111;c their various tactics in moving towards their
domjnatioiogvsér he ﬁghtdggamst white suptemacy and male

women is directly linked to th i

glest . . . o the worldwide strug-
e tocrr EZ?OM{[ lhbelra;ion.1 Protracted struggle must take place cfn
: ronal level. As Black and white femini i
i hoomma _ white feminists combine forces

ggle against male suprema I ‘
28, cy and whit
s b : e supremacy, the
_ to communicate and foll sting of
SN . and tollow a format consisti '
gue (with the purpose of { e,
o pose of mutual education), practice
ue : _ , , more

- ;gds ;dand rgore practice—moving slowly but inexorably
s dyfz%ncc levels of u_nderstanding and respect for one

e s d[ e(ricr;;:es .lclfhe similarities among women are easiet to

stand and should be used a ildi

‘ : s building block '

e star : g blocks towards undes-

ing and respect for racial and class differences. The possibil?fy

of an alliance between Bl i
otan; kand wh f
o ac ite women can only be real
e ;’i::tz;(in;?rzhundcrstand l:hefnaturc of their opprei;’si(fn[cviiiﬁg
¢ oppression of Blacks. At c¢h i i
able © ¢ o _ s. At that point we will
o speak of ““The Happy Divorce of Parriarchy, Capi:lvallisrlrjl€

and Racism .
acism,”" and the impendi ;
Lo ' ndmg matri f .
SoCi T agce of Bla
ocialism and socialist feminism B ck revolutionary

Author’s note: Throu

s ghout my response I have referred to Black women

¢rthan Third World women h i inoriti

o or other specific minor is i

gt C;ss%eztn:hgtlil 'hold f_or their different historical ar:éliil;{l};;sl 11535 Llie

aptia. am uky cognizant of the fact that in most cases whatci-

women 1< 12 L;TACS iw_r{om‘cn would also be applicable to other minorits

minorin L. S owever, I do not think that I could speak for l)i
y women when thereare such significant differences among ua;

e T A i P L
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