\kh ’ Commenting on the World Plan of Action, it comes first the
important distinction between the two sets of documents and ideas
the United Nations body has developped over the yeaﬁg namely, from
one side, the whole set of documents and declarations of individuak

ol
freedoms and, from another side, the’set of programmes and strategies

oﬁ-development.

It is clear that the evolution of both has not been adequately
merged into one. It may be said that the establishement of a new
economic order,as it is hoped for in the declaration of May 1974 ,is
an approximative way of getting to a fusion of these two lines.

In fact, these two lines represent the clash of the two main
systems existing in the world today. I take for granted that this

newlLeconomi intern&iionaf‘ order is an order based on solidagity.

Solidarity is only possible if the equality of opportunities is

given to all-uthlGBCADe t4belAres o4 Itbl Orountry and of the

situation they are in,

It can broadly be said that this means that socialismas a
universal systeq,will gradually replace the capitalist world that
CAML T Luv.ﬂr MWW, _@j}ﬁ [ dush ia }I}Q/{'m) Sinee 700 s,

Of comrse the great challenge of such a socialism will be to
integrate equality and freedom. And even equality and freedom have
to be formilated in## a new way. Socialism means indeed the priority
of the social rights over individual rights. It means the priority
of the collective well-being over the individual satisfaction. It
means the priority of peace and harmonious relationships Qoo

the competition and struggle for life attitudes of societies where

individualism is the main personal attitude.



In this equality given by the priorities just madIioned, there

is o fundamental element of freedom: feeedom now not seen just

as & individual possibility to enter that struggle for life in
a'zembniscence of-the uttitude of the . animols in the bush but amzmps
as a capacity to evolve a very original contribution within the
network of the relationshipsin society. It remains to be developed
the new concept of freedom to be integrated into o socialist
pattern.

Other e%/yaﬁta ralat;d “to the Horld Plan of Actxon/wera 1nclvded’f
in discussion hg&d, in the Comm1ssion lust weqk, and }hhuld jnf
rsf:i:; to ;ﬁ'reudlng tho.m{;utea oftfhot. While comments of

the different measures and areas for national action can be done,
it seems to me that the most important political stotement to

be made in the context of the world plan of action is to ask our-
selfﬁ%his question: where is womem specificgl jxﬂﬁﬁéiﬁdhljeyl(j
Does womeH}FﬂﬁQﬁ&GﬂidﬂcﬂlEU{ur&e release of the
freedoms in different societies? Does it comep automatically from

the establishement of o socialist regime?

The analysis of the different documents, ngmely o# the document &
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66/3 on current trends and changes in the status or in the roles

of women and men show very clearly that even if we can say that the

Los(ee
situation is broadly better in the oefo#o: countries than in the

o

western countries in whot concerns womem, it is true that the
third world gnd §pecifically tHe" thitd Wwogld has made o
tremendous beap forward in terms of its womenf elite.

Therefore, it“s not o specific political regime that will change

the situation of women and the analysi& which has failed to be

done until now on a world level is toﬂrosp and to cope with the

nbl >

areas where women feel basic opprmession, whieh does not meang that

we deny the components of document 66 /5 but that we make them as

corollaries or inter-relotionships between o broader out-look.



Among the many books that have come out in the lost years,I think the
book by Juliette Michel "The Wémqp' s estate" provides o more accurate
framework for a world plan of action.

Indeed the actual world Plan of Action starts from the existing
structures in the highfly developed societies, may they be copitalist
as socimlist, ond by th4finfeeing either the specific impact on those
areas on women or the contributio?heeded by women in those areas
seems to hope for a change in the situation of women.

A totally new outlook would be to stort from the areas where women as a

Eio-zociul closs are discriminoted and where their role has been frozen

and somehow preventing them from participating in society to_ﬁ&iickgﬁost.
Four areas can be seen:
lst = the area of production
2nd - the area of reproduction

Srd = the ar I HEECHY Cuidar o Futuro

4th = the area of socialization of children.

*

I venture to say that there is o 5th mxe one which is a cummulative effect
of all the others)but acts as an area by itself, and I will call it the
response to the social image. 1pé$¢pc“1

In # relation to the first pOiﬂt*nlt is important to see that women

have been from one side taken as one element of private property, together
with children, and this goes back to the Bible times, while according to

v e ff=
}EQJ;Qnt Bank, the women's overall working week

an eetimate of the (hast Ma
average 99.6 hours, which is guite something.

The interference of or tha participaotion of women in production comes
from a so-culledrw ukness from technelegy and less education to be able
to cope with the development in technology(ﬁa it is soid here in the do=-

cuments we have)

iy



The role of women in production has to be seen in totaly different ways.
It is true that industrial labour and automated technology can provide
some pre-conditions from women's lébération, but history has shown that
industrial labour leads women to forget the specificity of their struggle,
while automated technology relegates ﬁ::&for a second level. Therefore,

the contribution of women in the level of production Kas, according to my

understanding, to be the change of the productive process itself as well

as the analysis of whot is t°=h'ffff§ffffj?*ﬁ‘f“cﬂ‘”j f%yl

At thnrmoment, she will interfere in the slogan of the collectivization

of the means of production in o totaly different way.

with the ideo of family and what family means. It is very important to
see that in the whole question of reproduction of children i¥ /i# the re=-
production role of women has somehow become the copplement of the men's
role in production, and women define themselves by how many children they
have had. This reproduction with contraception is totaly changed in its
meaning. It cunnotFﬂdraﬁkﬂgi;()Hz:kﬂijfﬂai)oF:hHHJF() it is a
fiufﬁifqéUMOHQ others.(ﬁA lot is to be said about contraception and about

the way women has been used as guinea-pigs for the different experiences

until "0"9 d}

e e £
In the same way that the production Jizooote; men and dominates men, there -

fore the control of the production the control
of the productive process and not of the product itself which is dominot=-
ing men in the industriol chain, like-wise the child dominates the mother
and while becoming o possession of the mother. Any act of autonomy of

A fhregl

the child is axzepks to women here is part of the whole education

of women for in reproduction will be important but within

the span of a much broader concept. (ﬁduwge
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The reproduction pattern itkelf needs to bechanged while achgtﬂhgs hat
capacity for maternity is o definition of women as much as eqpaczty for
production is a definition of the human being, as much as capacity for
é}euting is a definition of the human being. And capacity for
creating something rather than capacity for producing because creation
can be something very different from the moterial laws of industrial

production.

The third level of opression is what I call the level of sexuvality.

According to Juliet Mitchel it can be said that the sexvol relationship
can be assimilated to the staotute of possession much more easily and
completely than the productive or reproductive relationship.
Of course even when we consider that different civilizations have differen
ways of understanding sexvality and wdxdx we can talk about monogamy
or poligamy an so on, it is important to realize thot theLquolity, formal,
juridical equality developed by the rational® of the society of the last
hundfed years matEs ex 101tpt1 Eiznequ1£f f but it is a certain
progress because out o Ex%ut puri%L a new re$£n ication and a new attitude
can be claimed by women. And that meaning is that with equality in re=
lotion to sexual relationships there is a freedom of both sexes to trans=-
cend the limits of present sexuval institutions. (It's to be said that
the current sexval liberalization doen nor mean necessarily that woman
is free from the sexual opression. It can even indicate another form
of opression.) In o way, on a broed scale, it can be said
that the idea of of the puritan bourgeoise family daex is o pre=-
condition, as we have seen in the highly developed countries and in the
elite of the developing countries in times of revolutions, is a pre-con=-
dition for a certain stage of breaking of barriers int he sexual relation-
ship. This does not mean that a new concept and mainly a new institutiona
lized concept of the sexual relationship is established, and therefore
there is a basic insecurity in women in relotion to their role and their
ferbedom, because, to my understanding, women who have ;!ffxn that sexvaliz
ed world in terms of new experiences have not yet gone over the e euge
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| on @ strictly sexval basis. It seems to me here that the celibate
wom have a most important role to play in terms of their freedom in
relagion to sexuval relationships in the stricto senso, as they become
more and more aware of the sexval relationships in the broad sense.
The fourth area of opression is therefore, cccording to the analysis

we are making, the socialimation of children. It is undoubtly that

it is very important the persistence all the time of the context of

the same person in the child in the first months and years of his life
and somehow women have been connected with ﬂifg; However this means

a few years of women's life. Moreover, wxkkim as o consequence of the
previous areas of repression, the family concept tends to be internalized
by the child. New forms of socialization for the child not necessarily
tied to the nuclear family but on a brooder scale are some aspects to be
evolved&n order to dimythologize the role of women in the socialization
of children. The child-care centres are only an efective means of this
liberation insofar as they provide indeed a new type of socialization
and not as a gifFUﬁgggangylhqgrtQ EHU‘éler of a new concept

of society.

The fifth area I see as an area of opression is less foccused but to

my mind equaly important. It is an area of impact of the image society

has of women and therefore how women see themselves in the mirror of

their societies. I think there is a tremendous level of expectation
in behaviours, in social roles, which go beyond the four stressed
here. There is an inter-play of sexes in all societies and if women
are not able to that image and to create themselves a nem image
they will become more and more the slaves of a society where only the

owners




