hour day was Caterina Eufamia. it is she who was 1o become the symboi for the
women's movement — MDM — that was organized in the underground. For that
matter, she bacama also the symbol for the struggle for women's rights ol the new
MLM, which was organized by intellectuals and middle-class women, when the
“Three Marlas"® wore freed from jeil. '

The undercurients of revolt had actuaky bean germinating loag before 1974,
When nn athers were paying attantion to Portugal as the youth rebelllon around the
world reached & high point in 1968, tiere was, in fact, an outbreak of revolts in
Peortugal by students who were fighting not only for academlc freedom, but against
belng drafted for the Portuguese imperialist wars In Afrlca. The two high polints
that were reached in all these undercurrents of revoll came from within the army in
Mozamblque, Guinea-Blssau and Angola,” and from within Partugsl itsell.

Within the country itseil thers was a whole serles of wildeats in 1973. Women
bacame especlally important in 1973 when a labor shortage sent them Into textiles
and electronics, and directly into the fight apainst muitinationals. It Is In textlles and
elactronics and shipyards whaee the grass rools workers' movement first erupted,
and where none questionad the militancy of women workers. But they were asking
not only for a fundamental change in laber canditions, but for diffarent relations at
home, as well as raising totally new questions of reveolution and new human
relations. - t . d

With the overthrow of the fascist Caetano regime in April 1974, thers wera
outbreaks of all sorts of wlideats, freeing the revolution itself from .the neo--
tasclst “leadership” of Spinola, and crealing the foundation also of a new Women's
Liberation Movement. Woman's participation became critical as three movements
— tha rebellion within the army, and the wildcats of. industrial workers covering the
length and breadth of the country, as wall as the peasant occupation of Lhe land —
coslesced. It was no accldent that one of the ravelutionary political movaments
that arosa, PRE/BR, was headed by a woman, Isabel do Cermo,

As can ba seen, the question of revolutionary creativity 1s not Just that of an
individual, not oven when she's as greal as Rosa Luxemburg, and certainly not that
of ertlsts or sclentists. Now then, let us ses whether the movement from practice
was the siuff out of which {he women thearlsts of today, whether they be in the U.S.,
England, or any other technologically advanced country, built their- theorles, N

Whh the rise of the Women's Liboratiun Movement In the mid-1960s, when a
whole new genaration of revolutionarias was born out of the 8lack Revolution, the
anti-Vietnam war movement, and the world-wide natlonal Nberation struggles, we
had the rise also of women theorists. The new In the struggles of tha migd-1960s,
when it cams to the Women's Liberation Movement, was the women's refusal to
wait for thq day after “the Revoluifon” for thaelr total freedom. They refused to
narrow thelr struggles to Nght for equal wagas or, for that matter, any other eco-
nomlic demands. They raised all sorts of naw questions, from sexuallly to opposl-
tlon both to patrlarchy and the ingrained division between mental and manual
labor, For what they aspired to was nothing short of the wholanets of the porson,
8. The onginal titls of the work for which Maris lssbel Beerano, hiatia Teross Horla, and Marla Velho ds
Costs were Imp d wan New Portug LeHers, publi n 1972,

7. Tha lesflets of Ine ERELIMD 1n Masgmbigug, the PAIGS in Quim SISE and IADLA In Angitl may
nel mialch the traternization Ieatisty that the Bolsheviks wiols in 117, but they corlnlnly wers an antirely
new ground for fighling n Partugsl, 1974, In wiging the Parluguese soldiors 10 go homg and maka thiir
own revolution, the nationsl Hbarailon forces wete rwg‘quolllon:érln&luulng. !M-ro'I’; Dzl_.uoﬂ}ln:.ihl} 1he

“advanced” Partugusss Pad not sven hesrd of, Ses
ang Mstum fo the Sourde by Amilcar Cabral,
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The women theorlsts have dona considerable work In sxposing male chauvin-
jsm in history, and In the Movement itself. It was cerialnly of the essonca to maka
such refativaly undiscussable subjects as sexuality discussable, not a la Freud, but
against Freud. Works llke Kate Millat's Sexual Polltics exposed the mala chauvinism
of great writers of our day. trom D. H. Lawrence 1o Norman Mailer. Olhers took
lssue with all forms of patriarchy. The weak point was that none of them were in
any serlous way ralated to working class women, theit activities, thelr thoughts,
thair aspirations. The one exception was Shella Rowbotham's Womon, Reslstance
and Revolution, B .

In dealing wih 300 years of woman's slruggleé. in concentraiing on Iebor
struggles and revaolutions, and openly espousing cocialism, and in bringing in the
question of male chauvinism not as something only capitalistic, but very much
porvasive within the Movement itsalf, she focused on the vallgity of an Independent
women's movement. Unforturately, so pracccupied was she with “the new" that she
neither dug deeply into philesophic roots, nar so much as mentlonad -one of the
graatest revoluttonary theoraticlans, Rosa Luxemburg. Whatever the reason -—
whethe- it was because Rosa didn't write volumincusly on the “Woman Questien.”
o' ‘lusa Luxemburg's works and activities are nol, to her mind, relevant to today's
women's lasks, or whatever — she thereby. actually degraded women's rovolutionary
role. Indeed, flying in the face of history, she writes as if all revolutions wore "male-
detined.” This only leads her to a vanguardist ¢onciusion that wornen, even when
doing nothing short of initiating a great revolution that \oppled Tsarism, lacked
“gonsclousnass.” That is stll one other form of considering women “bachward.” In
a word, no matter how »consclousiy” one favors an Indopendant women’s move-
mant, one doasn't reelly conslder them cepable of "gelling thera” — unless led by
a "Vanguard Party.” vanpuardism, elitlsm cannot but impede tha Women's Libera-
tion Movament of today Irom working out a new relatlonship of sponianeity to of-
ganization, theory 0 practice, philosophy o revolution. It is but orie more form of
separating thinking trom doing, especially as it ralatas (o women as thinkers and
as revolutionaries. ’ -

Working cfass women have a very speclal reason for their passionate'interest
in revolutions, not simply because thay're exclling events, but bocause they show
waorking class women in motion as shapers of history. The dialectical relationship of
spontanelty to organization is of the assenca 1o all of us as we face today's crises.
It Is not only Portugal which s under tha whip ot counter-revolution that began Nov.
25, 1975. Tha global struggle for power between caplailst imperlalism and. state-
capitalist societles calling themsealves Communist, all nuckearly armed, has pul a
question mark over the very survival of humanity. .

Creativity that can really tear things up at thelr roots and ganulnely start some-
thing new, humanly new, C&h only come from mass creativity, It is only then when
it i3 totally revolutionary, [s not hemmed in by the concept and practice of the
“Party 1o lead,” and it Is only then It can once and for all end_aborted and un-
finished revolutions.

Be it something as “simple” as the question’ of women's struggle lor aquality
In the very midst of ail tha myriad crises, or the deep recesslon and racism in the
U,5., WNat women are nunguring iur is whiking out the rotationehin of their creativ-
ity to & philozaphy of iibaration, Wa surely do not need yat one more tarm of elitism.
What we do need I3 a unity of phiigsophy and revolution. Wilkout It, we will not be
abla to get cut from under the whip of the counter-ravolution.
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