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Freedom for Movement Girls Now 

To Hovement girls 
• as slightly made 

And as hard to break as a rapier blade." (Benet) 

"laugh and be proud," says :1asefield, "to belong to the old proud pageant of 
man." Right . Despite all-despite Czechoslovakia and Vietnam and ghettos and all 
the othe r sordid things--there is still the Parthenon and the soacecraft reaching 
for the stars and youth turning away from the sordidness. Hope and resolution. 
The new kn ighthood, long-haired and 9rubby, of the !Jew left. And girl-kni ghts, 
too. For "man" in that generic sense--mankind-includes woman. Joan of Arc and 
Elizabeth of England, Sappho and Jane Austen are also part of the old proud pagean· 
of man. And the girls at the barricades. 

But a girl, especially a t1ovement q lrl , can hear the 1·1asefield line in 
another way ; and then her laugh may ring hollow. Too often for women ' ' to belong 
to the old proud pageant of man'' has meant, quite precisely, to belong to men. 
Animated possessions. Playboy bunnies. Only incredibly rare circumstances 
plus incredible resolution and sacrifice have enabled a few brilliant women to 
break out of the bind women are in. Sappho was an aristocrat and a genius, and 
girls were perhaps freer in ancient lesbos than they were again to be for twenty
six centuries. Elizabeth was a king's daughter, iron-willed and intelligent. 
Joan had a flame within her. And Jane Austen had-no husband. ~lone of them had. 
No husband, no kids. So they were able to join mankind, the old proud pageant 
of man. Royal princes hoped to marry Elizabeth and by ruling her rule England 
(as Albert was to rule Victoria) ; but-for England-Elizabeth didn't marry. 
For a girl , does it have to be one or the other? Intellectual and spiritual 
fulfillment or sexual and bioloQical fulfillment? And \'/ere these magnificent 
women somehow less fulfilled th~n i·1rs. Housewife with her brood? 

A man defines himself primarily in terms of brain, a thinking creature. 
Hand and brain, hence overlordship of earth. But he defines woman, despite her 
equal brain and deft hands, primarily as a biological creature-a vagina and a 
womb. He does not expect or want from her anything much more. Consider for 
a moment the connotations of the word 'woman' with its sound of 'womb' combined 
with 'man'. Or the word 'female'. Compare the ring of "Here is a man" to 
"Here is a woman" . The former suggests all that a man is: the proud thinker, 
the brave warrior, the creative artist, the builder, and, of course, the lover. 
But 'woman• and 'female' alike suggest no more than the biological roles-the 
wife or mistress or mother of man. Somehow the word 'girl' seems a bit freer 
of exclusively biological connotations, partly perhaps because it's an indepen
dent word, not a feminine variant on the masculine stem, but mostly because of 
what a girl is--free . Comparatively free , anyway. But regardless of words, 
to define woman as a biological creature is to err. If all men were stricken 
by some incapacitating disease, she could take over a~d run the world . It 
might even be a more peaceful world. She, too, is homo sapiens with the brain 
that l"'i 11 take man to the stars. I,Jhat has happened here? 

It is men who over the centuries have defined her as vagina and womb. 
Because of greater physical strength, and by means of that strength, men reduced 
her and limited her to her secondary and biological role, just as they also 
enslaved other men. But physical strength is of virtually no importance, in 
a world of machinery--and brain power is all-important. It is time for a change. 
It is time to stop wasting half the brain power of the world in kitchen and 
nursery and secondary jobs--secretaries but never bosses with half the average 
income of men. 



"Oh, but listen"-the cries go up-" this is what girls war.t. They could 
change it if they really wanted to; they have the vote . They want to be secondary, 
they want to lean on men, they want kids. Consider the maternal instinct! The 
nesting instinct! It ' s basic, man ! Ask the chicks. Anyway, what about the sacred 
American home? Wow, we can't break up the home! Men need somebody to take care 
of them and build them up. That's what a woman Is made for, that and kids. Sure 
the blacks and the Vietnamese (males, of course) have got to be free, but women 
are already as free as they want to be. They may have brains, but with them 
instinct is stronger, a whole lot stronger. They've got to have a home and kids 
or they're not fulfilled. Unmarried women aren't real women." 

A myth. A myth like the racist myths we're all too familiar with, designed 
to explain and perpetuate the superiority of one race and the inferiority of another. 
But the sexist myth is the greatest and most pervasive myth the world has ever 
told itself--at once explaining, condoning, and perpetuating male superiority and 
female inferiority, meanwhile denying--craftiest touch of all !-that to be second
ary in everything is at all inferior. Only diffe rent. Doors sometimes held open, 
but the dishmop always. Of course , girls want what the sexist myth says they want. 
They've been conditioned for centuries to want such things. Indoctrinated to 
want them. Brainwashed. 11others, themselves brainwashed, tell them from infancy: 
"No, you can't do that because you're a girL Here, play with your dolly. The 
Erector set is for your brother; the doll is for you. No, dear, you can't be a 
space pilot when you grow up; you're a girl. Because- well, because it's not 
feminine. The only important thing for a girl is to find a husband. Hell, Daddy 
is a man, so we have to do what he says. You don't want to be a lawyer; that's 
not a nice thing for a girl to be-or a race-car driver either. You want to be 
a mother, darling, like me. Hith darling little girls of your own. No, no, let 
your brother drive. You have to think what boys like. Don't think-or don't let 
boys know you think. Make him think he thought of it. Don't be aggressive. 
\.Jell, boys are supposed to be aggressive; girls should be sweet. Be feminine. 
Darling, boys don't like girls who know about machinery--nasty dirty engines. 
Be attractive. Be Miss America. Be a blue-ribbon cow with a blue-ribbon udder. 
Get an uplift bra and udder things. Act sort of helpless. Be feminine [?]. 
Be womanly [?]. Don't be independent. Let him decide. Don't think. Wiggle 
your ass. Be attractive." -Brain-washed, baby! 

The foundation of the sexist myth Is what might be called (with a nod to 
Betty Friedan) the maternal mystique. Without that, the sexist myth collapses. 
Is there really a super-powerful inborn materna 1 i.nstinct to have and care for 
children or is there only a sexual drive that may result in children that have 
to be cared for? Is It true that a woman can find real happiness and fulfillment 
only through bearing and caring for children? On the answers to these questions 
hangs the maternal mystique; and on that hangs the ·whole sexist myth about woman's 
r61e. There is, of course, no doubt of the fact that millions of women are 

·propelled towards motherhood;that is the world's danger--the population explosion. 
The question is whether the compulsion is Inborn and Instinctive or conditioned 
and environmental. It l.s clear that if, Indeed, it is .. inborn and instinctive, 
then atZ women, wlt.h ·t:he· exception of an occasional aberrant individual ("not a 
real woman"), will have it. But 'Mar.garet Mead ·(Mate and FemaLe; Sex and Tempera
ment) .has examined and described primitive societies where tl)e women hate child
bearing. and ;:hild-rearing. AU the women-with the possible exception of an 
occasional aberrant individual ("not a real woman"). The women do the child
rearing, but lacking the soft glow of the maternal mystique, they do not pretend 

·to · like any part of motherhood. And she describes other primitive socleties-
' the Tchambuli and Zuni peoples--where the men take care of the children while 
the women are the providers for the family. In still other tribes both men and 
women have what we would call basic masculine characteristics In equal measure. 
If there were an Inborn maternal Instinct (beyond the mere animal instinct to 
nurse the baby to weaning), these primitive women would have it--and they defln-
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itely do not. The maternal mystique is shot down. The truth is that woman's 
maternal 'instinct' that is supposed to be so much more powerful than her mind 
is simply conditioning. 

Naomi Weisstein in a brilliant booklet, "Kinder, Kuche, Kirche as Scientific 
Law,'~ has made it startlingly clear that virtually the entire body of supposed 
psychological knowledge of women as women is--demonstrably--in error and that the 
real determinant of what a girl becomes is--demonstrably--what society expects her 
to become. Consider again what little girls are told. If a girl is taught that 
she will please by being passive, unassertive, uninterested in machinery and math, 
emotionally unstable, a home-maker, what will she become? Victorian girls, 
expected to faint, fluttered down like falling leaves. The only really remarkable 
thing is that so many defiantly intelligent girls refuse to be what is expected. 
What enables them to refuse perhaps is the persistent contradiction girls feel 
between their awareness of being women and their awareness of being human. Some
times being human triumphs over even the most intense brainwashing, and then a 
girl may impiously conclude that a poem or a cure for cancer is as important and 
f~Jfilling as adding a few more kids to the teeming cities. But--irrationally-
the question rises again: \·Jill she not be unfulfilled if she doesn't have 
children? --Are men without children unfulfilled? Ashley Montagu, the disting
uished anthropologist, says in The Naturat Superiority of Women that both sexes 
benefit from the experience of caring for a child, but if deprived of that 
experience, men suffer more from the deprivation than women. (Maybe that primitive 
society that relegated child-care to the guys had a point.) Shall we now begin 
to describe men who don't take care of babies as "not real men"? Or shall we 
just forget the assigning of roles to the sexes? For the fact is that a good many 
men bear up very well without the 'fulfillment' of child-care--just as a great 
many women do. Elizabeth the Great of England said near the end of her eventful 
and splendid 45-year reign: "this I count the glory of my crown, that I have 
reigned with your loves!" It would be difficult to imagine a fuller, richer life. 

So woman as a biological being, driven by overwhelming maternal instincts, 
is a myth. The sexist myth. It just isn't true, even though nearly everyone has 
bought it. Raise fifty boys thinking they're girls, playing with dolls and 
reading the sticky little-girl stories, and they'll grow up maudlin about mother
hood and deft with a diaper. The truth is as simple as this: a girl is a human 
being with the distinction of humanity, a brain; and she is--incidentally--of 
the sex that bears children. Not necessarily the sex that cares for them. And 
since about two kids are all that society can afford to have any woman add to the 
exploding population, this means that a woman will spend 18 months of her three 
score years and ten in bearing children. That Is, her unique female function 
will require less time than t\'JO years of school. And there will be 68 years lett 
over for human activities. Let's face up to the full implications of this. ~ith 
the maternal mystique shot down, the whole sexist myth about woman's being secon~ 
dary and weak and the rest of it falls to pieces. li is fals e as he ll. As false 
and as evil as the parall e l racist myt hs. There is no supe r ma terna l instinct, 
j ust as the re is no such thing as the vaginal orgasm, ** just as there 

>~Copies at Elaine Fuller, 1854 \1yoming Ave, N.W., Washington, D.C. 

**Freud, so fantastically wrong in his conclusions about woman's sexuality, was 
no less wrong when he concluded that women had two kinds of orgasms: a 'bad', 
immature, clitoral orgasm and a 'good', mature, normal, vaginal orgasm--making 
women for 'normal' pleasure totally dependent on the penis. But Masters and 
Johnson in their important Human Sexuat Response totally destroyed the idea of two 
kinds of orgasm, proving that there was only one orgasm, the clitoral, arrived at 
in a variety of ways, thus freeing a good many women of guilt at not having 
vaginal orgasms and contributing to their liberation in other ways. See also 
Ramparts of Dec 14-28, 1968. 
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is no inborn feminine passivity--all part of the sexist myth designed to keep 
women dependent on men for all pleasure and fulfullment and to keep them inferior. 
Much has been written of man•s inhumanity to man, but man•s inhumanity to woman 
is still more frightful, for he has attempted to dehumanize her--to make her a 
little less than fully human. The ultimate inhumanity. 

For men the sexist myth is ~ very good thing indeed. It must be very comfor
table to come home from the turbulent arena to be fed and waited on and listened 
to and encouraged. lt 1 s nice to have a clean house and mended socks and a fresh
made bed--all the boring menial tasks taken care of. lt 1 s comforting to have 
someone to praise one•s deeds in a convincing (if not always convinced) tone. In 
Adam Bede, Mrs Poyser says shrewdly: 11That•s what a man wants In a wife, mostly; 
he wants to make sure o• one fool as 1 ull tell him he 1 s wise. 11 And, of course, 
it 1 s good to have children while leaving all or almost all the work of caring for 
them to someone else. lt 1s all, in fact, so much of a good thing for men that it•s 
worth all the time and talent they have spent in keeping girls convinced that this 
is what they want, too, until it is too late. For, of course, there are a great 
many sad cases of feminine disenchantment in later life ; about a third of the 
marriages end in divorce. The truth is that with prepared foods It requires about 
three brain cells to do ordinary cooking and cleaning and mending. And does it 
really require all that many more to raise kids up to the time the schools take 
over? Yet in at least half the marriages the woman has more brains 'than her 
husband, and most of this intelligence goes to waste--or breeds disillusionment 
and frustration and bitterness at the petty, never-ending, nit-picking tasks her 
life is made up of. No man--lacking the conditioning and brainwashing--would put 
up with this womanly [?] existence for a month. He 1 d forgo marriage first. He 
has every reason to perpetuate the sexist myth. He, too, has bought it and at 
least partly believes it, but like the Jew, he thanks God for not making him a 
woman. And he 1 s anxious to believe that somehow--incomprehensibly--this is what 
women want. 

Ah, but In the New Left guys are committed to freedom and equality and justice. 
And Movement girls are pretty free, compared to their mothers. Girls go to the 
meetings with their guys and speak if they want to. And they take to the streets 
and get clubbed or busted~they certainly have that freedom. \-./hat more do they 
want? But at the meetings, who does most of the talking and who does most of 
the sitting silent? Remember, there•s just as much intelligence flickering about 
in that silent section. And when a girl does speak, how often is she listened 
to Inattentively-or even interrupted, actually shouted down by some .guy with a 
bigger voice if not a bigger braih? Or how often does the talk resume when she 
sits down exactly as though she hadn 1 t spoken? Above all, how often does a girl 
remain silent for fear she 1 ll seem to some guy--or guys in general--too aggressive, 
too •masculine•, too Intelligent, too independent? There•s the rub. She wants 
a social life, too. Again, how often in a workshop does a guy preside--and hand 
the note-taking pad, not to the nearest person but to the nearest girl? And who 
Is It that is corralled to make sandwiches or brownies or to clean up. After all, 
is the Movement girl so free? 

And marriage in the t~ovement: here should be the Ideal marriage, free and 
equal. After all, the guy loves her. But even with children postponed and both 
partners in school or working, who Is going to do--and be expected to do - the 
cooking and sweeping and button-sewing? Perhaps in tacit admission of the 
injustice, the guy will say that he tinkers with the bike or the record player, 
their transportation or music. But her hobby of painting their pictures will 
be disallowed; and she goes on doing the boring domestic tasks. How often do 
we encounter the pattern of the glrl 1 s getting a job-even if she has to drop 
out--to keep the guy in school and doing the cooking and cleaning, too? It would 
be almost unbelievable If we hadn 1 t bought the sexist myth. As it is, what 



woutd be unbelievable would b'e the guy'.s dropping out and working so she could 
finish her degree. So the girT is workir:~g and the· guy Is in school-or maybe just 
tending to the Revolution; .' An9 she, once at the ' meetings and at the demonstrations 
herself, works and cooks so :ttie guy can go forth, well-fed and carefree, to the 
confrontations and the adventures and the building of the new world. A new world 
for men. The black man moves towards freedom; the girl remains just about where 
women have always been. And bitterness creeps underneath the door. 

Movement guys who believe in freedom for black men and red men and yellow 
men don't believe in It-not really-for the girls they love. They may say they 
do, and even think they do, but when it comes down to the nitty-gritty they will 
fight with vigour for the sexist myth that the 'chicks'-is that a fully human 
word?-don't 'really' want freedom and do 'really' need the 'fullflllment' of 
being homemakers and supporters of men and mothers: all they need, apart from 
being screwed. Men, it's true, have also grown up accepting the sexist myth, but 
they haven't been brainwashed the way their sisters have. And secretly, deep 
down, they must suspect that girls are people, with minds as good as, and some
.times better than, their own, and with a taste like their own for the more inter
esting and dramatic aspects of life. But men conceal this demoraliz.lng suspicion 
from themselves, even as Southern whites speaki-ng of their 'contented Nigras' 
must have concealed similar suspicions. Dominance entails a degree of corruption. 

It is when girls mount an attack on some aspect of the sexist myth that the 
radical guys, like those same white supremacists, bri~g out the weapons to enforce 
the status quo. Suppose the girl wants and is fitted for an active role in the 
leadership of the group-or just wants real equality at home. Suppose she suggests 
that this time he stay home and mind the baby while she goes to the meeting or 
demonstration ·(wow!). Then comes the explosion: rough anger or aggrieved whimpers 
or patient superiority. And at the same time the charges that she is being 
'unfeminine' or is some sort of a 'latent lesbian' or is 'castrating' him--and 
maybe their marriage was a mistake and a 'real woman' wouldn't want these things. 
All of this hideous, underhanded nonsense ·is calculated to reduce her, if she 
really loves him, to her old subservient rol•. Nevertheless, the blindlngly 
simple truth is that there is nothing even faintly unfeminine--or feminine--about 
being free and equal. Nor about any activities that ·a girl may choose to engage 
in. Every activity that is not linked to the love-making game or to actually 
bearing a child is in the neutral area, neither feminine nor unfeminine but merely 
human. ~~at is feminine is not certain activities or inferior roles or passivity 
or even looking up to guys. What is feminine is a style of being, a lightness, 
a manner. It's not easy to define, but it is very easy to say--and this is our 
concern-what it is not. There is an immense neutral area that is neither · 
feminine nor masculine but merely human. It includes the struggle for justice 
and it includes bathing the baby, planning a confrontation and making brownies, 
speaking to an idea and washing clothes. All merely human. A girl with brains 
who claims the right to speak and be listened to Is simply being womanly-and if 
that sounds like a contradiction in terms, it sounds so because of the twisted 
connotations of the word 'woman'. And just as a girl is not being unfeminine 
by demanding human rights, so she is not being 'lesbian' when she demands them. 
She may, indeed, be a lesbian--and what if she is, freedom-loversl--but that's 
her own business. It's one way out of the inferiority bag. At all events, she 
does not demonstrate lesbianism by speaking out at meetings or being aggressive 
but by loving another girl. Words should perhaps retain a vestige of precision. 
As to the guy's being, symbolically or psychologically, 'castrated' by the 'bitch
woman', she might retort that all-too-actual · rapes run ,i.nto the tens of thousands 
annually and symbolical and psychological rapes into astronomical figures and 
what is he trying to do anyway? The painful fact is that about half the girls in 
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· the Movement are more intelligent than about half the guys; and the guys are going 
to have to accept girls' intelligence and ability without feeling psychologically 
castrated and without attempting psychological rape. Up to now women have done 
all the adjusting, pretending {even to themselves!} that their men had all the 
brains and talent. It's time for people to live honestly. The deception can ' t 
now be continued. Generations of girls, buying the sexist myth that at any cost 
they had to have kids, have accepted men on men's own terms. But the sexist myth 
is broken, and radical girls every\-Jhere are beginning to realize it. 

They are beginning to realize just how they've been brainwashed into accepting 
with gratitude the status of 9 minority group--even to the point of letting men 
(men in the church and men in the government} decide in the matter of abortion 
what they may do with their own bodies. Someday this will seem too fantastic to 
be believed. Hhat is happening now is an awakening. It's like the black awakening 
a few years earlier. And the same explosive potential is there. \.Jomen have been 
second-class citizens far longer than the blacks. And now girls are awakening to 
the fact that the sexist myth is dead, just as the racist myth is dead--and things 
will never be the same again. The process of demythologizing racism-so that it 
may be seen for the ugly thing it is-has been going on for a decade, with results 
that would have astonished those first sit-inners at Greensboro in 1960. Now 
sexism is being demythologized-and seen for the even uglier and more degrading 
thing it is--and in the decade of the 70's the epithet 'sexist' may become as 
scorching as 'racist' is now. And ·the spurious equality of ''equal but different" 
roles may be seen as the shoddy partner of "separate but equal". Something is 
happening here-and Mister Jones will find out what it is. 

Radical girls are realizing that their Freedom Movement is happening. And 
that all freedom begins inside-·the will to be free. The will to withstand the 
pained outcries and pathetic whimpers and underhanded accusations of the men. The 
will to reply: "I love you, but I'm not selling out. I don't got to have home 
and kids for a good life-not if it costs my womanhood. An equal love, darling, 
an equa 1 union -or nothing." There wi 11, of course, be g i r 1 s who, because they 
love, sell out. For awhile. And there's another temptation that everyone feels 
in their more down moments: the temptation to just be taken care of, and screw 
freedom and responsibility. Men, too, perhaps would sometimes like to abdicate 
their freedom, but they have a pride of manhood {as well as a dearth of protectors}; 
many former slaves clung to their white man. But the temptation is greater for 
girls because of the old pattern and because men will try to persuade them that 
they are surrendering into true womanhood instead of selling out their womanhood. 
But the sexist myth is dead. There is no intellectual hiding place any more. 
Never again can there be a believable or honest rationalization of the old degrading 
role of women. And girls will know it. And more and more, they will not sell out. 

The struggle for Female Freedom is underway. The calls for freedom are being 
heard everywhere. And there are calls, too, for girls to withdraw from the present, 
male-dominated Movement groups and form their own to fight for feminine freedom-
a freedom that will not wait for the victories ~f black men and Viet men. Nor 
are the girls about to let themselves be side-tracked' this time by token victories, 
like the vote. This time, genuine freedom and total equality •• now! 

\<!hether girls withdraw into their own groups depends partly on Movement men. 
And they who have thought so deeply and honestly on freedom and justice for other 
men ought now, urgently, to start thinking even more deeply and honestly on 
freedom for their girl-comrades, their sisters. Revolution as we all know comes 
about because there are new ideas blowing in the wind. But the blood and tears 
come about because an old guard Is too set In its ways, too rigid, to feel the 
wind of change. French aristocrats and racist whites and Columbia trustees. 
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And sexism is even more entrenched than racism. But 11ovement men are young and 
radical .and flexible--flexible enough? Radical enough? 

For, make no mistake about it, this is· the most radical cause the Movement 
has grappled with yet. And In a way the whole Movement Is on trial. In other 
struggles there has always been someone outside to blame. But here there are no 
rigid petrified old men. Only Movement men--waking up to what they've done to 
their sisters. Can they wake up? Can they be the first 'ruling class' In history 
to renounce their special privilege--the special privilege that has been stifling 
their sisters? Can they radically readjust--fast? 

Yet --1 et no Movement gIrl ho 1 d her breath t i 11 It happens. If Hovement men 
can help to destroy the rotten sexist myth, that will be great. But essentially 
any girl's freedom and full humanity is up to het·. Her sisters--and even her 
brothers--can help and support. But freedom must be born In her mind and heart 
and will. And every Movement girl must be aware that she has the power of choice 
but that upon her choice hangs not only her own freedom and full womanho.od but 
also that of her sisters. 

This Is Female Freedom, the new radical Idea blowing In the wind. Blowing 
down the Illusions of the sexist myth. There will be pain no doubt for girls and 
guys alike. Both the comfortable dominance and the sometimes-comforting subser
vience must go. But there will be conpensatlons. The Movement will have won a 
victory over itself and will be strengthened. It will be able to say to all the 
world: "Our commitment to freedom and justice runs this deep. What we have done 
you can do." Girls will discover what being fully human is. And men-well, men 
who have made woman what she Is sometimes seem to find their handiwork rather a 
bore (as independent women do). But when the sexist myth is utterly destroyed, 
she will not, of course, be a servant but she will also not be, by God, a bore. 
Free sisters, no longer sitting silent and intimidated but giving what their minds 
and spirits have to give. The results, you know, will be the first truly human 
and civilized society on earth, It just might be worth it. 

This is the call that is ringing in our ears like a bell: Freedom for 
Movement girls ••• now! 

-by Vanauken 
1969 

A Note on words: The parallels between sexism and raaism are sharp and clear . 
Each embodies false assumptions in a myth. And just as a raaist is one who 
proclaims or justifies or assumes the supremacy of one race over another, so a 
sexist is one who proclaims or justifies or ~sumes the supremacy of one sex 
(guess which) over the other. But the meaning of sexist is obvious. And that's 
the whole point. It's a better word than male ahauvihist which is 'bulky, usually 
mispronounced, and imprecise in meaning. (A ahauvinist is a super-patriot ; a 
male ahauvinist~ then, is a male super-patriot--not an upholder of male supremacy .) 
Sexist , on the other hand, is short, precise, instantly understandable. It has 
a sharp, vicious sound; and it inherits the ugly overtones of raaist. It is 
potentially a word of power. Male ahauvinist and ma~e chauvinism should be dropped 
and sexist and sexism adopted throughout the Jdovement. "Sex not Sexism!" 
Another word that might well be adopted is female in place of tJomen's liberation. 
The meaning is precise; it includes both women and girls; and is perhaps a stronger 
word. Consider Female Liberation Front . 
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W. H. FERRY. -- Secondary Schools. A.C.L.U • 
• IO __ BLACK POWER: Reprint of a Paper .10 Freedom School Notes . 

by the SNCC Vine City Project. -- JANE STEMBRIDGE. 
.IO __ How to Commit Revolution. 

WILLIAM OOMHOFF. 
.10 Decline of American Radicalism. 

--- GABRIEL KOLKO . 
• lO ____ The New Nonviolence. 

DAVID DELLINGER • 
• IO ____ A Conversation: Jobs , Machines, 

& People. ROBERT THEOBALD 
GERARD PIEL & RALPH HELSTEIN • 

• lO __ The Cybernation Revolution. 
ROBERT THEOBALD. 

• lO __ Hississlppi 's Econom ics and 
Mississippi's "New Image". 

HIKE BRULAND . 
• IO __ Decay of American Cities. 

PERCIVAL GOODMAN. 
.10 Power of the Dixiecrats. 
-- TOM HAYDEN. 

. lO __ Thls is \-Jar? (The Poverty 
Program . ROBS BURLAGE. 

. ~o __ The Peace Called War: Lyndon 
Johnson's Poverty Program. 

DAVID NOLAN. 
• 1 O __ ThE. Survey & Co1m1un i ty 

Organizing. NICK EGLESON . 
. IO ____ Findlng & Making leaders. 

NICHOLAS VON HOFFMAN. 
• lO~Over 30: (On Working With Adults) 

ELIZABETH TORNQUIST. 

SSOC'S HANDBOOK & SPEAKER'S GUIDE 
.15 SSOC's HANDBOOK. (2nd edition) 
• 10 SSOC's SPEAKER'S GUIDE. 

POWER STRUCTURE RE SEARCH 
• 10 Pol it l c;=. 1 Medd il ng & the F1orl da 
-- Board of Regents. ALAN LEVIN • 

.10 Th~ Duke Trustees & Labor. 
MIKE S~~EDBERG . 

.10 Suggestions for a Study of Your 
-- Hometown. ROBERT K •• LAMB. 

.10 Care & Feeding of the Power 

• 10 
Structure. JAC K Ml NIS 

How to Research the Democratic 
Party. LEE ~EBB . 

• 10 Hew to Select Targets to Disrupt 
---- the E~pire. 

EDIE BLACK & LOIS REIVICH. 
• 10 NASHVILLE: Preliminary Study of 

the PO\"Jer Structure. 
D~VE & RONDA KOTELCHUCK • 

APPALACHIA 
.JO Southe-rn Mountain Folk Traditlon 
-- & the Folkson~.t"Stars" Syndrome. 

CALLIE CANT~l S LUKE LARMON . 
Folk Heroes & Protest. D.T . 

• 10 Df?~ !berate Depopulation of Whole 
- Areas. (Appalachia) 

.20 Povf.rty & Affluence in Appalachia • 
-- HARRY M. CAUDILL 

West Virginia Wonder·land. 
WILLIAM C. BLIZZARD. 

Introduction to both papers -
DON WEST • 



FOREIGN POLICY AND VIETNAM 
.10 Ch inese Aggressi on : i·~y t i • o r 

----' Menace. CHAR LES S. BURCHI Ll. 
.25_9eclaration at Hi s Court 11artlal. 

REGIS DE BRAY . 
. 10 Message to the Tri-Continental 
-- Congress. CHE GUEVARA. 

• 10 The Argument of Latin America. 
-- CARLOS FUENTES . 

. 10 CUBA: The Revolution Not Seen. 
----- DAVID DELLINGER. 

.10 BLACK POHER & the Third World. 
-- STOKELY CARMI CHAEL. 

.10 VIetnam: The Myth & Reality of 
American Policy. DAVID NOLAN. 

.os __ Vi e t nam: (Paper prepared by 
members of JOIN) 

.10 Political Program of the N.L.F . 

. 10--Vietnam & Civl I Rights. 
808 PARRIS & HO\t/ARD Z INN . 

• 10 Dow Shalt Not Kill . HO~ARD ZINN. 
• 10--Trlal of Dr. Howard Levy. 
-- IRA GLASSER. 

.10 New Left In Germany & Japan. 
-- MANFRED BUODESERG & KEN CLOKE 

.10 Ame rica Needs an Agonizing 
-- Reappra I sa 1 . ARNOLD J. TOYN EE. 

. 10 Contemporary Forms of Imperialism. 
-- CONOR Cf1UISE O'BRIEN . 

• tO On Revolution. STANLEY MILLET. 
.10--Scarce Resources: The Dynam ic 
-- of American Imperialism. 

HEATHER DEAN. 

SSOC Bll\TIONS 
~25 Mobilize the South. Stars & 
-- Bars In design of Peace Symbol. 

. 25 Confederate Flag ~ith Black & 
-- White Handclasp. 

• 25 __ A Free University In a Free 
South . 

SOUTHE RN RAD ICALI SM SERI ES 
.1 0 Southern Tenan t Fa rmers Union. 

H. L. 111 TCHELL. 
• 10 Negro Sl ave Revol t s . 
-- HER BERT APTHEKER. 

.10 Sou thern Ponul i sm. NORMAN POLLACK • 

. 10--Biack Moun t~in College. 
-- ROGER A. HI CKER . 

THE DRAFT 
. 10 Selective Se vice System OR The 

11anpower Channe !ers. PETER H-EN I G · 
.10 Channe ling (Unedited , Official 
-- · Selective Service Memo.) 

.10 Draft Counsel i ng Centers . 
• 10--Emigratlon to Canada: Legal 
-- Notes for Craft Age Men. 

LABOR 
.10 A Brief His tory of Duke Local 77 

PETER BRANDON & NANCY PARKS . 
.10 Davy Crockett in Little Egypt. 
. -- (Lawrenceburg Tn. Labor Str ike) 

VERA RONY . 
.10 BLUE RIDGE: Strike Against Levi 

Strauss. BRENDA MULL. 
.10 Students, labor & the South. 
-- JIM WILLI AMS . 

WOMEN'S LI6ERATIOU 
.25 __ Toward a Female Liberation 

Movement. 
BEVERLY JONES & JUDITH BRffi~ . 

. 10 Freedom for Movement Glrls-~ow! 
VANAUKEN • 

. 10 Female Liberation as the· Basis ·for 
-- Social ~evolution . 

ROXANNE DUNBAR. 
.10 American women: Their use and 

Abuse. LYN WELLS . 
.IO __ W'omen's Liberation Bib! iography 

.~ ... &1-&111'&..,_!1181 ___ _, ____ <-= ____ ,_ _ _,CHI..,...,.._oat~~~~JMC..%1::& 

SOUTHERN STUOENT 0R(;AN1ZING COMMITTEE 
P. 0. Box 6403, Nashville, Tennessee, 37212 

Telephone: (615) 291-3537 

Enclosed Is for the 
pamphlets checked. 

Enclosed is $3.00 for a ye~ rs sub
scription to SSOC's newspaper -
THE PHOENIX. 

___ Sample copy free upon request. 

Information on Bulk Lit. Orders 

Enclosed is $4.00 for a subscription 
-- to SSOC 's magaz in~, 

THE NEW SOUTH SnfDENT 
__ Wr i tc for Samp 1 e Copy. 

Enclosed is $5 .00 for membership 
-- In SSOC which includes $Ubscript

ions to both THE NEW SOUTH STUDENT 
and THE PHOENIX. 

NAME _____________ __;ADORESS _____________ _ 

CITY ____________________________ ST.ATE __________________ ZIP ____________ __ 

___ Make ~Jhecks ab te to SSOC. Ccmtri ci.ated •.. 
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