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Abstract

Women, comrades, and feminists: how the discourse about gender developed in the press of  the Italian  

revolutionary Left, 1974–1976. Giulia Vergottini, Dept. of  History, University of  Uppsala, Sweden. 

Supervisor : Benjamin G. Martin

Despite the central role of  the revolutionary Left and the women's movement within the 

Italian '68, little is known about how these two groups interacted with each other. This 

paper explores how the Italian New Left perceived feminism, through the analysis of  the 

newspapers of  the three main revolutionary organizations. By observing the development 

of  the discourse about gender within the revolutionary press, this research suggests that 

the perception varied according to whether the organizations considered feminism as an 

internal  or  an  external  issue.  Furthermore,  the  comparison  between  three  different 

newspapers shows that feminism had a particularly disruptive impact on those groups in  

which militants had developed a strong collective identity. This study is part of  a growing 

body of  research, which aims to investigate how gender dynamics operated within the '68 

movement.
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INTRODUCTION

The period from the end of  the 1960s to the first half  of  1970s, also known as Italian 

long '68, was a crucial moment for Italian history. As Gian Giacomo Migone notes: “what 

is  commonly  called  '68  is  just  the  mark  of  the  beginning  of  an  historical  phase  that 

protracted itself  until the political elections in 1976”.1 During this decade, intense social 

ferments  took  place  in  the  whole  country  and  challenged almost  every  aspect  of  the 

society. As Paul Ginsborg observes, the protest movement “spread from the schools and 

universities into the factories, and then again into society as a whole”. 2 Although the Italian 

'68 never reached the fame of  the French May, its duration and the its profound social  

impact make it a quite unique case within the European panorama. It is in this context, 

indeed, that Italy developed such an exceptional culture of  social activism, which still today 

places the country at the forefront of  social movements practice.3

It  is  in  this  period  of  intense  social  turmoil  that  the  feminist  movement  and  the 

revolutionary Left were born and quickly reached the apex of  their activity. Albeit these 

two  movements  had  different  aims  and  operational  strategies,  they  still  shared  several 

points  of  contact.  For  example,  the  slogan  “there  is  no  revolution  without  woman's 

liberation” clearly suggests a supposed compatibility – at least on a general level – if  not a  

convergence between revolutionary and feminist goals4. Furthermore, regarding women's 

participation, the boundaries between these two movements were extremely fluid. In fact, 

many women joined the feminist movement after a political experience within the New 

Left; other instead participated simultaneously in both of  them.5

This thesis explores how the revolutionary Left perceived the feminist movement and 

how this perception changed within the span 1974–1976. By doing so, this paper intends to 

achieve a twofold purpose. First, it aims to bridge – at least in part – a gap in the historical 

1 Gian Giacomo Migone, “Il caso italiano e il contesto internazionale,” in  La cultura e i luoghi del ’68, ed. 
Aldo Agosti, Luisa Passerini, and Nicola Tranfaglia (Milano: Franco Angeli, 1991), p. 4.  All translations 
are the author’s.

2 Paul Ginsborg,  A History of  Contemporary Italy: Society and Politics 1943-1988 (Harmondsworth: Penguin, 
1990), p. 298.

3 Gerd-Rainer Horn,  The Spirit of  ’68 : Rebellion in Western Europe and North America, 1956-1976   (Oxford: 
Oxford University Press, 2007), p. 112, 232–233.

4 In Italian, “non c'è rivoluzione senza liberazione della donna”.
5 Although the general trend for women was to leave the groups of  the New Left and join the feminist  

collectives, a small number of  them did the opposite. See:  Stefania Voli,  Quando il privato diventa politico:  
Lotta Continua 1968-1976 (Roma: Edizioni Associate, 2006), p. 129.  
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research.  Despite  the  visible  signs  of  mutual  influence  between  the  two  movements, 

historiography is still silent about this topic. Second, as Elena Petricola suggests, an analysis 

of  the revolutionary Left perspective is a necessary step for gaining a wider insight of  the  

phenomenon of  the '68.6 Thus, by placing the feminist movement in a broader context, 

this  paper  also  aims  to  contribute  to  the  exploration  of  gender  dynamics  within  the 

revolutionary Left. 

Research questions

The  peculiar  longevity  of  the  Italian  '68  offers  an  unique  perspective  about  the 

relationship between the New Left and the feminist movement. Whereas in other countries  

the growth of  the feminist movement coincided with the dissolution of  the '68 activity, in 

Italy  the two phenomena coexisted and operated in the same political  environment for 

almost ten years. In her study about the French May, Ross argues that it is not clear if  male 

militants perceived women's calls for a reformulation of  gender dynamics as compatible  

with the '68 movement.7 On the contrary, the Italian case offers a timespan which is long 

enough not only to answer aspects of  Ross's doubt, but also to register how the perception 

changed over time.

The variation of  the perception through time becomes particularly  interesting when 

related  to  the  development  of  the  feminist  movement.  In  fact,  in  their  study  about 

women's movement in Milan, Calabrò and Grasso argue that 1976 was the year of  major  

expansion for the feminist movement.8 However, 1976 also coincides with the conclusion 

of  the long '68 and with the crisis of  the New Left. Although it would be simplistic to 

relegate the causes of  this crisis to the growth of  the feminist movement, it is undeniable 

that the “participative hemorrhage” of  female members from the revolutionary Left to 

feminist collectives certainly contributed to the process.9

However, in order to understand how the feminist criticism of  the revolutionary Left 

6 Elena Petricola, “Parole da cercare. Alcune riflessioni sul rapporto tra femminismo e movimenti politici  
degli anni Settanta,” in Il femminismo degli anni Settanta (Roma: Viella, 2010), p. 216.

7 Kristin Ross, May ’68 and Its Afterlives (Chicago: The University of  Chicago Press, 2002), 155–156.
8 Anna Rita Calabrò and Laura Grasso, Dal movimento femminista al femminismo diffuso. Storie e percorsi a Milano  

dagli anni ’60 agli anni '80 (Milano: Franco Angeli, 2004), p. 43.
9 Petricola, “Parole da cercare”, 200.  However, the migration of  the women from the New Left to the 

feminist movement was cause of  crisis even within the feminist collectives. In fact, the new members 
often came into conflict with the long-standing ones. See: Calabrò and Grasso, Dal movimento femminista al  
femminismo diffuso, p. 40–41.
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helped to generate a crisis within the latter,  it  is  necessary to acknowledge the twofold 

source  of  this  criticism.  On one  hand critiques  came from an external  and separated  

political entity, i.e the feminist movement. On the other hand, it also arrived from female  

members  of  the  revolutionary  groups.  Therefore,  the  way  in  which  the  New  Left 

responded to this wave of  feminist criticism radically changed depending on whether they 

came from inside or outside the revolutionary organizations. 

These reflections lead me to the formulation of  three research questions. How did the 

groups of  the revolutionary Left perceive the feminist movement? What kind of  effects 

did the rise of  feminism have on them? How did the groups of  the revolutionary Left 

respond to women's criticism, both outside and inside the movement?

Sources and method

In order to answer my research questions, I based this study on an analysis of  the three  

main extra-parliamentary left-wing newspapers published at the time: Quotidiano dei lavoratori 

published  by  Avanguarda  Operaia  (AO),  Lotta  Continua and  Il  Manifesto published 

respectively  by  Lotta Continua (LC)  and Il  Manifesto group.10 These three  newspapers 

allowed for an exploration of  an overview of  the groups' political thought, which was not  

compromised  by  the  need  of  pleasing  a  publisher  or  external  investors.  In  fact,  the 

publications  were  completely  self-financed,  since  the  only  source  of  financing was  the 

voluntary  donations  made by members and sympathizers  of  the  groups publishing the 

newspapers. Thus, even though the newspapers had to pass through the editorial office, 

they  can  still  be  regarded  as  a  reliable  reflection  of  the  political  thought  of  the 

organizations to which they belong. 

The choice of  looking at three publications within the same political area responds to  

the  precise  need  of  keeping  in  consideration  the  different  political  sensibilities  that 

coexisted  within  the  New  Left.  This  thesis  does  not  have  the  presumption  of  being 

comprehensive of  the myriad of  political organizations emerged in the late 1960s in Italy, 

since it would be impossible to encompass them all. However, as Bobbio observes, after 

1972 the New Left started to polarize itself  around AO, LC and Il Manifesto-PDUP, with  

the consequent disappearance of  the other groups.11 Therefore, from 1972 onwards, the 

10 In order to minimize confusion, from here onward I am going to use the abbreviation “LC” to identify  
Lotta Continua as a group and the extended italicized name “Lotta Continua”  to identify the journal.

11 Luigi Bobbio, Storia di Lotta Continua, 2nd ed. (Milano: Feltrinelli, 1988),  p. 141.  
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political  discourse  developed  by  AO,  LC and  Il  Manifesto-PDUP  can  be  regarded  as 

representative of  the majority of  the members of  the revolutionary Left. 

From the methodological perspective, this thesis is grounded on a discourse analysis of 

aspects of  the selected newspapers. In other words,  I am not interested in observing how 

often women are mentioned in the articles, but rather how the debate around women's 

issues  arose  and  developed  within  the  revolutionary  press.  Indeed,  the  three  selected 

journals were not just the medium for political strategy, but they also also functioned as a 

forum for discussions among activists. Finally, as Della Porta notices, feminist groups used 

the  daily  press  of  the  Left  for  announcements  of  demonstrations  and  meetings.12 

Therefore, the revolutionary Left's newspapers represented a significant point of  contact  

between feminist ideology and the groups of  the New Left. 

Because of  the large amount of  material, due to almost ten years of  daily publication, 

the empirical analysis is  limited to these newspapers'  coverage of  three case studies  on 

particular moments of  political struggle. As a starting point for analysis, the referendum 

for the abrogation of  divorce, which occurred in 1974, is used. Scholars, however, are not 

unanimous in considering the referendum as prominent to the women's movement. For 

instance, Guido Crainz argues that the feminist movement gained almost no visibility from 

the debate surrounding the divorce issue, since feminists never regarded it as a primary 

goal.13 On the contrary, Simona Colarizi  assertes that the enhancement of  the feminist 

collectives and of  the Italian process of  democratization were the only outcomes of  the 

referendum.14 Whether  the  referendum  contributed  or  not  to  women's  movement,  it 

certainly represented a shift in the way politics addressed women. Interestingly, that was the  

first time that both the extra-parliamentary movements and traditional politics had to deal  

with women not only as potential electors, but also as potential political interlocutors. 

The  second  case  study  focuses  on  the  women-only  demonstration  for  the 

decriminalization  of  abortion,  held  in  Rome  on  6  December,  1975.  Thanks  to  its 

enormous success, the mobilization forced both the mass-media and the traditional politics 

to acknowledged the existence of  the feminist movement.15 However, it also became the 

12 Donatella Della Porta, “The Womens’ Movement, the Left, and the State: Continuities and Changes in  
the Italian Case,” in Women’s Movements Facing the Reconfigured State, ed. Lee Ann Banaszak, Ann Beckwith, 
and Dieter Rucht (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2003), p. 61

13 Guido Crainz, Il paese mancato. Dal miracolo economico agli anni ottanta (Roma: Donzelli, 2003), p. 510.
14 Simona Colarizi, Storia del Novecento italiano (Milano: Rizzoli, 2000), p. 427.
15 Calabrò and Grasso, Dal movimento femminista al femminismo diffuso. Storie e percorsi a Milano dagli anni ’60 agli  

Anni  '80,  p.  34;  Monica  Turi,  “Alcune  linee  di  tendenza  del  nuovo femminismo,”  in  Donna  o  cosa?:  
cronistoria dei movimenti femminili in Italia dal Risorgimento a oggi , ed. Maria Linda Odorisio, Monica Turi, and 
Lucetta Scaraffia (Torino: Edizioni Milvia, 1986), p. 187.
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scene of  a dramatic incident: despite the agreed women-only status of  the rally, a group 

including both men and women from LC tried to enter it  by force. The same evening,  

enraged female members of  LC occupied the headquarters of  the organization, demanding 

a  discussion  of  the  gender  dynamics  inside  the  party.  This  episode  was  particularly 

shocking, since the attack came from the supposed allies of  the movement rather than 

from the traditional enemies, like fascists and the police. 

Although the December 6 demonstration was a clear signal of  the presence of  deep 

contradictions within the movement, the episode was actually just the tip of  the iceberg, or  

as  Paul  Ginsborg  argues,  it  was  “a  sign  of  things  to  come”.16 And  things  did  come, 

providing  me  with  a  third  case  study.  In  fact,  the  following  year,  during  the  national 

congress of  Lotta Continua, the gender issue exploded again. Even though this time the  

leaders of  the group admitted the necessity of  rethinking the external and internal political 

approach toward women's requests, it was not enough to save Lotta Continua from the 

collapse.

Previous research

Despite the important role of  the revolutionary Left within the Italian '68, there are still  

several gaps into historiography. Whereas the student revolt and gender dynamics within it  

have been objects of  historical investigation, the revolutionary Left was not.17 Historical 

reconstructions  of  the  events  that  characterized  the  experiences  of  the  revolutionary 

groups are rare, or – in the case of  AO – even none. Furthermore, an exhaustive analysis 

of  gender dynamics did not find place within the limited existing literature. For example, in  

his chronicle about the foundation of  Il Manifesto group, Aldo Garzia notes the existence 

of  a fruitful relationship between the revolutionary organization and the newborn Roman 

feminist collectives.18 However, no further analysis followed such a synthetic statement. 

The available literature about LC represents an exception within the research panorama 

about the revolutionary Left. In contrast to the other organizations, a certain number of  

monographes focus on this group. Nevertheless, the space dedicated to women within the 

majority of  the studies still remains limited. However, such a tendency is countered by the 

16 Ginsborg, A History of  Contemporary Italy: Society and Politics 1943-1988, p. 369.
17 About students movement and gender dynamics within it, see among others:  Horn,  The Spirit of  ’68 ; 

Robert Lumley,  States of  Emergency. Cultures of  Revolt  in Italy from 1968 to 1978 (London: Verso, 1990); 
Luisa Passerini, Autoritratto Di Gruppo (Firenze: Giunti Editore, 2008).

18 Aldo Garzia, Da Natta a Natta: Storia del Manifesto e del PDUP (Bari: Dedalo, 1985), p. 53.
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essays of  Aldo Cazzullo and Stefania Voli.19 Indeed, even though Cazzullo did not analyze 

the internal debate about feminism, he still included female voices among his interviews.  

Voli instead centered her whole research on the experience of  female activists within LC.

Although Voli's  and Cazzullo's works certainly represent two important pieces about 

women within the New Left, they still left uncovered several aspects of  the way in which 

gender dynamics worked within it. At this regard, in her essay about the state of  the art on 

this topic, Elena Petricola suggested some hypothesis for further research.20 In particular, 

Petricola emphasized the urgency for an investigation of  the impact that feminism had on 

the  revolutionary  Left.21 According  to  her,  such  an  analysis  should  follow  two  main 

directions:  on one hand, it  should address the internal  debate within the revolutionary 

organizations;  on  the  other,  it  should  also  consider  the  subjectivity  and  the  private  

dimension of  male militants.22

This  overview  of  the  state  of  the  art  highlights  two  important  factors.  First,  it 

underlines how this research is placed within a broad gap in Italian historiography. Second, 

Petricola's  hypothesis  showes  how  investigating  the  impact  of  feminism  on  the 

revolutionary Left might be a good starting point for filling this gap and for analyzing 

feminism within the framework of  a wider gendered context.

Theoretical framework

Gender and sexuality occupied a central role within '68, especially because they were two 

of  the main issues challenged by the mobilization. As Cohen and Frazier argue, during '68 

gender dynamics permeated every political group and social movements, including those  

that  did  not  have  gender  or  sexuality  as  focal  points  of  their  political  agenda.23 

Nevertheless, scholars who studied the '68 through the lens of  gender traditionally focused 

on how women related themselves with the feminist movement. Although the development 

of  feminism  certainly  holds  an  important  position  within  women's  history,  such  an 

approach tends to ignore how broader gender dynamics operated within the '68 protest.24

19 Aldo Cazzullo,  I ragazzi che volevano fare la rivoluzione.  1968-1978. Storia critica di Lotta Continua (Milano: 
Sperling & Kupfer, 2006); Voli, Quando Il Privato Diventa Politico.

20 Petricola, Parole da cercare, p. 210–218.
21 Ibid, p. 210.
22 Ibid, p. 210, 216–217. 
23 Debora  Cohen and  Jo  Lessie  Frazier,  “Love-In,  Love-Out:  Gender,  Sex,  and Sexuality  in   ’68,”  in  Gender  and  

Sexuality in 1968, p. 3. 
24 Three exceptions to this trend are the recently published studies by Clifford, Evans, and Frazier and 
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In her classic article “Gender: A Useful Category of  Historical Analysis”, Joan Scott  

rejects the depoliticized use of  “gender” as a neutral synonym for “women”.25 She suggests 

instead  a  definition  of  gender  based  on  Foucault's  notion,  stating  that  “gender  is  

constitutive element of  social  relationships based on perceived differences between the 

sexes, and gender is a primary way of  signifying relationships of  power”.26 Thus, Scott 

argues  that  even when  gender  is  not  explicit  within  the  power  structure,  it  remains  a 

fundamental component of  the way in which equality and inequality are organized.27

Drawing on Scott's definition of  gender, Sara Evans argues that the image of  the '68 

movement is not gender neutral, but carries evident masculine traits.28 This is due to the 

fact that the leadership positions, i.e. those who were visible and operated within the public 

space, were an exclusively male prerogative.29 On the contrary, women were relegated to 

subordinated tasks and their chances to improve their status were often dependent upon 

relationships with the male leaders.30 A clear example of  how women were excluded from 

the collective imagination is offered by the work of  Karin Ross about the French May:  “in 

the  repertory  of  the  approximately  350 posters  produced by  the  Atelier  Populaire  des 

Beaux-Arts during May and June, only one bears a representation of  a female figure — and 

it is Marianne, the Republic!”.31 In other words, the only female figure that could find space 

within the masculine image of  the movement was a mythical icon from a previous era. 

The image of  the '68 movement as masculine is not just a posthumous reading of  the  

phenomenon, but it  was also shared by the activists themselves.  In fact,  as Cohen and 

Frazier highlight, the narrative of  '68 is primarily grounded on leaders' memories.32 Thus, 

since  the  leadership  was  exclusively  a  masculine  field,  the  discourse  about  the  ideal 

movement emphasized those qualities that were associated with masculinity and dismissed 

Cohen. See:  Rebecca Clifford, “Emotions and Gender in Oral History: Narrating Italy’s 1968,”  Modern  
Italy 17,  no.  2 (2012):  209–221;  Sara Evans,  “Sons, Daughters,  and Patriarchy:  Gender and the 1968 
Generation,” American Historical Review 114, no. 2 (2009): 217–219; Deborah Cohen and Lessie Jo Frazier, 
eds.,  Gender  and Sexuality  in  1968.  Transformative  Politics  in  the  Cultural  Imagination (New York:  Palgrave 
Macmillan, 2009).

25 Joan W. Scott, “Gender: A Useful Category of  Historical Analysis,” The American Historical Review 91, no. 
5 (1986), p.  1056–1057.  The importance of  Scott's  article  is  clearly  showed by the traffic  it  had on 
JSTOR during the decade 1997-2007: it was accessed more than 38,000 times and printed in more than 
25,000 copies. For the exact figures, see: Joanne Meyerowitz, “A History of  ‘Gender’,” American Historical  
Review 113, no. 5 (2008), p. 1346.

26 Scott, “Gender”, p. 1067.
27 Ibid, p. 1073.
28 Evans, “Sons, Daughters, and Patriarchy”, p. 335; Debora Cohen and Lessie Jo Frazier, “Talking Back to  

’68: Gendered Narratives, Participatory Spaces, and Political Cultures,” in Cohen and Frazier, Gender and  
Sexuality in 1968, p. 146.

29 Evans, “Sons, Daughters, and Patriarchy”, p. 332.
30 Ibid, p. 338.
31 Ross, May ’68 and Its Afterlives, p. 155.
32 Cohen and Frazier, “Talking Back to '68”, p. 146–147.
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those associated with femininity.33 Furthermore, due to the role of  spokesmen performed 

by  the  leaders  and the influence  they  have  on the  whole  movement,  their  perspective 

permeated even the way in which female members understood their own participation.34

However,  in  spite  of  its  permeating  masculine  narrative,  the  student  revolt  also 

represented the chance for women to experience early forms of  emancipation from the 

traditionally assigned roles. In fact, as Ergas argues, revolutionary movements with their 

mass democratic  participation offered  women and other  groups  normally  excluded  the 

possibility to access the political arena. Furthermore, they also provided political tools to 

women, including organizational and communicative skills, incentives to develop a critical 

approach and even theoretical resources.35 Thus, the '68 movement supplied women with a 

political socialization process, in which they could experiment and renegotiate the cultural  

boundaries imposed by parents and society.

However, emancipation within the movement had a price. In fact,  a certain degree of 

ambivalence connected to gender identity also affected the way in which young women 

challenged the moral norms. For example, proof  of  a young woman's emancipation was 

the employment of  a traditionally masculine outfit and behaviors, like short haircuts and 

vulgar language.36 In other words, even women needed to adapt themselves to a masculine 

standard, in order to gain political legitimacy among their comrades. Thus, as a method to 

gain  some  authority  and  conform  to  such  a  standard,  women  rejected  any  sign  of  

femininity.37

As  a  matter  of  fact,  women  always  experienced  their  adaptation  to  the  model  of 

militancy with a certain degree of  discomfort.  For example, the women interviewed by 

Rebecca Clifford recalled how the rejection of  sentimental feelings required for being a 

true revolutionary was practically unbearable.38 Although this uneasiness was certainly the 

spark that pushed many women towards the feminist movement, others decided instead to 

remain inside the revolutionary Left and try to incorporate feminism into it.39 Whether 

female militants abandoned the groups of  the New Left or not, their attitude represented a 

33 Ibid, p. 145–146.
34 Ibid, p. 147.
35 Yasmine Ergas,  “1968-79.  Feminism and the  Italian Party  System:  Women’s  Politics  in  a  Decade of 

Turmoil,” Comparative Politics 14, no. 3 (1982), p. 255.
36 Passerini, Autoritratto di gruppo, p. 155.
37 Voli, Quando il privato diventa politico, p. 36–39.
38 Clifford, “Emotions and Gender in Oral History”, p. 218.
39 About the relationship between women's discomfort and the development of  the feminism movement, 

see: Sara Evans, Personal Politics: The Roots of  Women’s Liberation in the Civil Rights Movement and the New Left  
(New York: Vintage Books, 1980); Anna Rossi Doria, “Ipotesi per una storia che verrà,” in Bertilotti and 
Scattigno, Il Femminismo Degli Anni Settanta, p. 3–4.
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clear critique of  its political thought and its practice.40 Therefore, as Evans argues, women’s 

participation to the '68 movement challenged not only the moral norm but also gender 

hierarchy itself.41 

However,  in  order to measure the effects  that  the  rise of  feminism had on the '68 

movement, it is necessary to consider how activists related themselves to the movement. In 

this  regard,  new  social  movements  scholars  had  extensively  highlighted  how  the 

development of  a collective identity is  one of  the key features of  a social movement.42 

According to the definition formulated by Alberto Melucci, such an identity requires “a 

certain degree of  emotional investment, which enables individuals to feel like part of  a  

common unity”.43

In the case of  the  New Left,  collective  identity  manifested itself  through militancy.  

Drawing on social  movement theory,  Jeremy Varon argues that militancy was a way to 

assert  the  revolutionary  identity  of  the  activists,  rather  than  a  simple  definition  of 

involvement within the movement.44 Furthermore, such an identity permeated the totality 

of  activists' life. As Viale observes, the revolutionary militant was “a social figure who does  

not struggle for living, but that lives for struggling”.45 In practical terms, the encompassing 

nature of  the militancy resulted in thousands of  youths suspending individual needs in 

favor of  the supposed imminent revolution. 

The rise of  the feminist thought and its gradual penetration within the revolutionary 

Left generated a crisis of  the militancy. In fact, it caused the acknowledgement of  another 

collective  identity  (gender),  which  clashed  with  the  dominant  us  (militancy).  This  was 

particularly disruptive, since, as Taylor and Whittier argue, the development of  a collective 

identity involves also defining boundaries, i.e. asserting “who we are”.46 Thus, in a reverse 

process,  through  the  definition  of  the  us, the  movements  automatically  highlight  the 

existence of  the other, or rather simply “who we are not”.47 Therefore, in the case of  the 

New Left, part of  the us became other and endangered the movement itself  by questioning 

40 Passerini, Autoritratto di gruppo, 234.
41 Evans, “Sons, Daughters, and Patriarchy”, p. 338.
42 Leila J. Rupp and Verta Taylor, “Forging Feminist Identity in an International Movement: A Collective 

Identity Approach to Twentieth-Century Feminism,” Signs 24, no. 2 (1999), p. 365. 
43 Alberto Melucci, “The Process of  Collective Identity,” in Social Movements and Culture, ed. Hank Johnston 

and Bert Klandermans (Minneapolis: University of  Minnesota Press, 1995), p. 45.
44 Ibid, p. 75
45 Guido Viale, Il Sessantotto. Tra rivoluzione e restaurazione (Rimini: NdA Press, 2008), p. 179.
46 Verta Taylor and Nancy E. Whittier,  “Collective Identity  in Social  Movement Communities:  Lesbian 

Feminist  Mobilization,”  in  Waves  of  Protest :  Social  Movements  Since  the  Sixties   (Lanham:  Rowman  & 
Littlefield, 1999), p. 176

47 Solveig Bergman, The Politics of  Feminism: Autonomous Feminist Movements in Finland and West Germany from  
the 1960s to the 1980s (Åbo: Åbo Akademi University Press, 2002), p. 46.
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its common unity.

From this perspective, the famous slogan “the personal is political” clearly underlines 

the devastating effect that the feminist thought had on the revolutionary Left. In fact, it 

addressed specifically the New Left and intended to question the way in which its political  

radicalism  completely  ignored  the  private  sphere.48 A  particularly  significant  example 

demonstrating the impact feminism had on the revolutionary groups is provided by an 

Italian slogan, which claimed “comrades in the streets, fascists in bed”.49 As Stefania Voli 

writes:

Militants' personal life is inevitably influenced by political choices. It was rarely, or rather never,  
the opposite. The friends are the comrades, the lover is in the first  place the comrade [ la  
compagna  o  il  compagno]:  all  the  relationship  outside  the  organization  are  neglected,  the 
socialization is completely delegated to the group.50

Therefore,  by  using  the  slogan,  women  openly  attacked  the  way  in  which  activists 

experienced the private sphere of  relationships. Beside the emotional impact such a critique 

had  on  individual  militants,  such  slogans  also  undermined  the  dynamics  within  the 

constituent unity of  the revolutionary party, the family.51

Second, the employment of  the term “fascists” to address male comrades shows how 

feminism propelled the development of  an internal division between us and them within the 

revolutionary  movement.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  scholarship  of  social  movements 

recognized  the  importance  of  multiple  identities,  observing  that  people  could  have  a 

feeling of  belonging to more than a single social group.52 However, in the specific case of 

the women within the New Left, their gender identity conflicted with the revolutionary 

militant one. The lexical choice of  comparing men to fascists clearly explicates this aspect. 

In fact, militant anti-fascism was one of  the dogmatic pillars of  the movement, implying  

that fascists must be stopped with any mean, even physical violence.53 Therefore, if  there 

was no space for dialogue with fascists, there was also no space to discuss gender power 

structure with male comrades.

This crisis of  militancy was further exacerbated within the Italian '68, because of  the 

central  role  industrial  workers  played in it.  On one hand women's  participation to the 

student revolt had been source of  a “disruptive emancipation” for many female militants.54 

48 Anne Philips, “Introduction,” in Feminism & Politics, ed. Anne Philips (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 
1998), p. 3.

49 In Italian, “compagni in piazza, fascisti a letto”
50 Voli, Quando il privato diventa politico, p. 46.
51 Viale, Il Sessantotto, p. 180–181.
52 Bergman, The Politics of  Feminism, p. 43.
53 Giuliano Boraso, Mucchio Selvaggio. Ascesa apoteosi caduta dell’organizzazione Prima Linea (Roma: Castelvecchi, 

2006), p. 44; 
54 Passerini, Autoritratto di gruppo. p. 154.
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On the other hand, when in spring 1968 the struggle moved from universities to factories,  

such emancipation was suddenly stopped. In fact, since factories were concentrations of 

men and male authority, Italian militancy ultimately molded itself  on extremely masculine 

models.55 As a consequence, such a masculinization made the movement even less receptive 

toward feminism. Therefore, when the feminist thought penetrate within the the ranks of 

the Italian revolutionary Left it generated a crisis, which endangered the existence of  the 

groups themselves.

With these concepts in mind I am going to analyze how the discourse about feminism 

developed within revolutionary Left newspapers. In the next chapter I am going to outline 

briefly some of  the main actors of  the Italian '68. The other chapters intend to explore the  

three study cases. More specifically, chapter two deals with the debate around the divorce 

referendum;  chapter  three  with  the  one  around the  December  6  demonstration;  while 

chapter four focuses on the last congress of  LC. Finally, particular attention is going to be 

given to the discourse developed in each group, in order to determine whether different 

ideological approaches corresponded to a higher or lower degree of  receptiveness toward 

feminism.

55 Viale, Il Sessantotto, p. 180.
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THE '68 MOVEMENT IN ITALY

Students and workers

The student revolt  in  Italy  began long before  than the  French May.  The first  signs 

manifested themselves already in 1966, with the occupation of  the faculty of  Sociology at 

Trento University. A year later, Trento was the stage of  a second occupation, followed by 

the Catholic University in Milan and the Faculty of  Arts in Turin. The mobilizations were 

primarily  a  the reaction to schools'  and society's  inability  to respond adequately to the  

increased number of  students. As Ginsborg notes, “the universities were an obstacle course 

of  formidable dimensions and society as a whole was unable to guarantee high-status jobs  

to  all  those  who  did  emerge  from  the  long  and  distinctly  dark  tunnel  of  Italian 

education”.56

Although the material causes were the trigger of  the students' revolt, the driving force  

of  the student movement was indeed an ideological one. As Passerini observes, the critique  

of  authoritarianism and the claims for new ways of  interaction quickly became the core of  

the mobilization.57 Social spaces were redefined and the occupied universities became the 

ideal setting for experiencing a joyful moment of  collective life, in which students were able  

to redefine moral and social norms.

However, during spring 1968 the fulcrum of  the protest moved from universities to 

factories. The reasons for such a switch were primarily three factors.  First,  by the first  

months of  that  year the student mobilization had reached its  zenith and paralyzed the 

whole system of  higher education.58 Second, differently from their German counterpart, 

Italian students privileged the translation of  political consciousness into action, over the 

elaboration  of  theory.59 Third,  Italian  students  did  not  consider  themselves  as  the 

revolutionary class par excellence. On the contrary, they were aware of  the necessity of 

involving  the  working  class  into  the  revolutionary  project.60 Therefore,  when  students 

acknowledged their inability to further influence the society only by themselves, looking at 

56 Ginsborg, A History of  Contemporary Italy, p. 300.
57 Passerini, Autoritratto di gruppo, p. 100.
58 Horn, The Spirit of  '68, p. 84–85.
59 Ginsborg, A History of  Contemporary Italy, p. 306.
60 Ibid, p. 309.
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the industrial workers as potential allies seemed the most natural consequence.61 

When students reached the gates of  the factories, industrial workers were experiencing 

an extremely thriving period of  mobilizations. Although factory laborer uprisings occurred 

also in other European countries,  the Italian case had no equal  elsewhere.  The figures 

about strikes activity are not the most impressive ones, if  considered singularly. In fact, not  

even in its most inflamed period the Italian strike movement reached the intensity of  the 

French May.62 Nevertheless, the figures about Italian workers struggle still present some 

valuable peaks and – most importantly – show a completely different perspective when 

contextualized within a few years long time span.63 In fact, not only did the walkouts not 

end after their first outburst in 1968–1969, but they continued steadily and even increased 

through  the  following  years.64 Such  a  trend  remained  unaltered  until  1975,  when  the 

agreement  for  improved  wage  indexation  made  the  Italian  working  class  one  of  best 

protected in Western Europe against inflation.65

However,  what  makes  the  Italian  workers  movement  so  peculiar  is  the  degree  of 

participatory democracy that its protagonists were able to experience. In fact, differently  

from  their  French  counterparts,  Italian  workers  were  able  to  exercise  grassroots  

participation  through  forms  that  did  not  necessarily  involved  factory  occupation.66 A 

particularly  significant  example  of  the  way  in  which  Italian  industrial  workers  enjoyed 

democratic participation is provided by the Unitary Base Committees (CUB). The CUB 

were self-organized alternative to unions, in which laborers could elect their own delegates 

directly  from their  ranks.  Although  the  CUB remained  predominantly  a  North  Italian 

phenomenon, their  importance should not  be  underestimated.  Indeed,  as  Horn argues, 

when  in  1969  the  regular  unions  were  able  to  regain  their  primacy  over  the  workers 

movement, it was only because they had been able to absorb CUB's methods.67 Therefore 

even  though CUB's  existence  was  quite  short,  they  still  represented  a  very  significant 

example of  democratic participation.

61 On the importance of  students' contribution to workers movement, see: Ibid, p. 112–113. 
62 Lumley, States of  Emergency, p. 167.
63 Lumley  states  that  during  the  period  between  September  and  December  1969  the  Italian  industrial 

conflict was the third largest strike movement recorded in history in matter of  lost working hours, after 
the French general strike in May 1968 and the British general strike in 1926; See: Ibid.

64 Horn, The Spirit of  '68, p. 117.
65 Ibid.
66 Ibid, p. 209. About workers movement and factory occupations in France, see: Ibid, p. 100–111.
67 Ibid, p. 207.
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The revolutionary Left

It was during the encounter between students and the workers at the gates of  FIAT 

Mirafiori plant, in May 1969, that the banners of  LC started to circulate for the first time. 

However, at the time, the acronym was not distinctive to a specific political organization.  

On the contrary, it was the joint signature for all those groups that were demonstrating in  

front of  the factory.68 On one hand, the banner gained a high degree of  popularity among 

factory workers, thank to its employment as headline for the leaflets. On the other hand, 

the decision of  using a joint signature was often source of  heated discussions among the 

representative of  the different groups.69

However,  it  is  with  the  foundation  of  the  journal  that  LC constituted  itself  as  an 

independent group with a specific political identity. In fact, Adriano Sofri's idea of  creating 

a newspaper immediately met the opposition of  the other members of  the joint signature. 

In particular, the choice of  calling it Lotta Continua was object of  harsh criticism. Indeed, by 

using the joint signature as name for the journal, Sofri underlined the continuity between 

the mobilizations at FIAT and the newborn group and at the same time he excluded from 

this continuity whoever did not share the political stance of  his faction. Anyway, in spite of  

the other groups' objections, the fist issue of  Lotta Continua was published on November 1, 

1969 and Sofri's faction became the only repository of  the banner.70

Tthe  group  can  be  defined  ideologically  as  “unstructured-workerist”.71 The  term 

workerist (which is a direct translation of  the Italian operaista) identifies those organizations 

that had as focus of  their political agenda the primacy of  the working class. 72 The term 

unstructured denotes instead the way in which the revolutionary militants were supposed to 

operate according to LC. In fact, differently from the typical workerist organizations, which 

concentrated all their resources outside or inside the factories, the members of  LC carried  

their  political  activity  within their  natural  everyday environment (school,  neighborhood, 

factory, etc.).73

68 Bobbio, Storia di Lotta Continua. p. 45.
69 Ibid, p. 47–49.
70 Ibid, p. 51. 
71 Stephan Hellman, “The ‘New Left’ in Italy,” in Social and Political Movements in Western Europe, ed. Martin 

Kolinsky and William E. Paterson (London: Croom Helm, 1976), p. 258.
72 The  translation  of  the  term  operaista is  a  problematic  issue  among  scholar.  For  example,  whereas 

McCrogan used workerist as its direct translation, Lumley employs operaism in order to avoid the negative 
meaning that the word workerist has in English. See: Lumley, States of  Emergency, p. 37; Manus McGrogan, 
“Vive  La  Révolution  and  the  Example  of  Lotta  Continua:  The  Circulation  of  Ideas  and  Practices  
Between the Left Militant Worlds of  France and Italy Following May  ’68,” Modern & Contemporary France 
18, no. 3 (August 2010), p. 311, 326.

73 Hellman, “The ‘New Left’ in Italy,” p. 258–259.
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Similarly to LC, the name of  AO is also linked to the workers protest in one of  the  

biggest Italian factory. Whereas LC moved its first steps at Mirafiori plant in Turin, AO 

played a relevant role during the struggle at the Pirelli factory in Milan, where the group 

was  essential  in  the  creation  of  the  local  CUB.  Albeit  the  group could  be  defined  as  

workerist because of  its political work on the factory ground, AO's ideological approach 

was far more structured than LC's. In fact, the group had its political roots in the Trotskyist 

Fourth  International,  while  its  conception  of  the  ideal  revolutionary  organization  was 

basically Leninist.74

The foundation of  Il  Manifesto group occurred instead within  completely  different 

circumstances than the other two groups. First the birth of  the group was a consequence 

of  the foundation of  the newspaper and not the other way around. Second, the birth of 

the  organization  occurred in  a  completely  different  milieu  than the  other  two groups. 

Whereas AO and LC were born within the workers movement, Il Manifesto group had 

instead  its  roots  within  the  Italian  Communist  Party  (PCI).  In  fact,  the  journal  was 

originally  born  as  a  mouthpiece  for  the  dissident  leftist  faction  within  the  party.  In 

particular, the first four issues of  the journal (June–September 1969) openly attacked the 

position of  the party towards Eastern communism and workers' revolt.75 According to its 

creators, the main goal of  Il Manifesto was to stimulate reflections and debate, rather than 

undermining the  stability  of  the  party.76 Nevertheless,  by  the  end of  1969 the  people 

involved in the publication of  the newspaper were expelled from the party, hence marking 

definitively the autonomy of  Il Manifesto group from the Italian Communist Party.

However, even though Il Manifesto group gained its independence from the PCI, its 

political approach was inevitably affected by its previous experience within the traditional 

Left.  For  example,  differently  from the other  revolutionary  organizations,  Il  Manifesto 

group emphasized the necessity for a representation of  the revolutionary Left within the  

parliament.77 Indeed, the group started to structure itself  as a proper organization only in  

1971, in order to be able to run for the elections in 1972.78 Not even the journal registered 

any substantial change after the expulsion from the PCI. In fact, despite the new audience,  

Il Manifesto remained faithful to its original informative aim instead of  leaning towards a 

more propagandistic function.79 

74 Ibid, p. 260.
75 Horn, The Spirit of  '68, 143.
76 Lucio Magri, Il sarto di Ulm. Una possibile storia del Pci (Milano: Il saggiatore, 2011), p. 255.
77 Sergio Dalmasso, Il caso Manifesto e il PCI degli anni ’60 (Torino: CRIC, 1989), p. 137–138.
78 Ibid, p. 138.
79 Patrizia Violi, I giornali dell’estrema sinistra (Milano: Garzanti, 1977), p. 180.
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The feminist movement

Although  the  first  feminist  collectives  were  born  between  1970–1971,  signs  of  the 

phenomenon had been already manifesting since 1966. It was in fact during that year that  

Demystification  of  Patriarchal  Authoritarianism  group  (DEMAU)  was  founded.  Since 

DEMAU counted both men and women among its members, it cannot be considered as a 

proper feminist group. Nevertheless, by being the first to question women's sexed role,  

DEMAU certainly represented a fundamental contribute to the development of  the Italian 

feminist movement.80

However, the eruption of  the '68 movement marked a turning point for the feminist 

movement. On one hand, it drastically reduced the number of  DEMAU's members, since 

many of  them saw the student  mobilization as  a  more suitable  ground for  social  and 

cultural  struggle.81 On the  other  hand,  within occupied  universities  many girls  had the 

chance to experience a certain degree of  emancipation, which certainly provided a solid 

base for the development of  a later feminist consciousness. Furthermore, the new forms 

of  oppression that arose during the student protest, like mandatory sexual liberty, propelled 

many women toward the necessity of  a political space for their own.82

From 1970 onwards a myriad of  feminist collectives flourished all around the country,  

providing thus an extremely variegate pantheon of  aims, modalities and political strategies. 

Nevertheless, the classification suggested by Calabrò and Grasso permits to divide almost 

the  totality  of  the  groups  operating  between  1970–1974  into  two  macro-categories: 

“reflection groups” and “social work groups”.83 The first refers to those collectives that 

focus  primarily  on  the  development  of  a  feminist  theory;  the  latter  instead  aimed  to 

generate a practical change in the whole society.84 From 1974 onwards such a classification 

is no longer applicable, since many groups started to organized themselves around a single 

specific issue rather then focusing on the society as a whole.

Although  in  this  thesis  the  term  feminist  movement refers  specifically  to  the  feminist 

collectives,  it  is  important  to acknowledge the  existence  of  other  political  entities  that 

fought for women's rights. Within the left-wing panorama the largest and most important  

80 Calabrò and Grasso, Dal movimento femminista al femminismo diffuso, p. 144.
81 Ibid, p. 28.
82 Ibid, p. 29; Ginsborg, A History of  Contemporary Italy, p. 306.
83 Calabrò and Grasso, Dal movimento femminista al femminismo diffuso, p. 31.
84 Ibid.
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one was the Union of  Italian Women (UDI). The UDI had been founded in 1944, by the 

leaders of  the female groups operating during the Resistance.85 Although its original aim 

was to be a mass organization for all democratic women, the high presence of  communist 

women among its  ranks  led  the  association  to  become a  flanking  organization  of  the 

Communist  Party.86 Therefore,  in  spite  of  its  formal  independence,  UDI's  policies 

remained inevitably influenced by the PCI's ones. 

The differences between the UDI and feminist collectives were summarized by the latter 

with the expression “emancipation versus liberation”. Emancipation was understood as 

working within the existing system, with the aim of  asserting equality between men and 

women under the law. On the contrary, liberation implied a radical change of  the whole  

society and the gender roles connected it. Even though the wording “emancipation versus 

liberation”  was  undoubtedly  a  reductive  simplification  of  a  much  more  complex 

phenomenon, it is significant to notice that the two terms were charged with a specific 

political meaning.87 In fact, the emancipationist struggle was usually considered the political 

realm of  the traditional Left, whereas the liberationist was seen as belonging to the extra-

parliamentary Left.88 Therefore, the employment of  a term over the other was not just a 

matter of  word choice, but it rather implied a specific political statement.

The end of  the Italian long '68

By the  end of  1976,  the  Italian  long  '68  reached its  conclusion.  The causes  which 

brought this decade of  mobilizations to an end were several and disparate. First, as already 

mentioned, the wage indexation agreement of  1975 satisfied most of  the demands of  the 

workers movement. Second, at the end of  1976 the whole revolutionary Left was passing 

though a crisis of  militancy, also known as reflux. In contrast with the period of  collective 

actions  they  just  came through,  many of  the  protagonists  of  the  '68  started  to  move 

85 For  a  detailed  account  of  UDI's  postwar  experience  and  the  one  of  its  Christian  Democratic 
counterpart, the Centro Italiano Femminile (CIF), see:  Wendy Pojmann, “‘Join Us in Rebuilding Italy’: 
Women’s Associations, 1946–1963,” Journal of  Women’s History 20, no. 4 (2008): 82–104.

86 Judith Adler Hellman, Journeys Among Women. Feminism in Five Italian Cities (New York: Oxford University 
Press, 1987), p. 34.

87 In  particular,  Wendy  Pojmann  argued  that  UDI's  experience  should  not  be  dismissed  as  simply  
emancipationist;  see:  Wendy  Pojmann,  “Emancipation  or  Liberation?:  Women’s  Association  and  the 
Italian Movement,” The Historian 67, no. 1 (2005). However, my argument here is not to debate whether 
or not the wording “emancipation versus liberation” mirrored reality, but rather to highlight the implicit  
political meaning of  the two terms.

88 Hellman, Journeys Among Women, p. 47.
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toward  a  more private  dimension.  Other  activists  instead opted  for  a  far  more radical 

choice  and  joined  the  armed  struggle.89 Finally,  from  mid-70s  onwards  the  left-wing 

terrorism reached the peak of  its activity, pushing the Italian government to the adoption 

of  particularly repressive measures. Although such actions did not originally target the New 

Left, in concrete terms they resulted in deeply affecting any form of  extra-parliamentary  

dissent.90 Thus, while political violence was spreading over the country,  the era in which “it  

was considered realistic to demand the impossible” came to an end.91 Nevertheless, such a 

decade had been the fulcrum for a radical  transformation of  the Italian society, whose 

effects are still visible nowadays.

89 Crainz, Il Paese Mancato, p. 558.
90 Calabrò and Grasso, Dal movimento femminista al femminismo diffuso, p. 44.
91 Horn, The Spirit of  '68, p. 1.
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THE DIVORCE REFERENDUM (MAY 12, 1974)

From Fortuna to the referendum

On  May  12,  1974,  the  Italian  population  was  asked  to  express  itself  about  the 

abrogation of  the divorce law. The law had come in force four years earlier, after over five 

years of  parliamentary debate. The bill had been presented by a young Socialist deputy, 

Loris  Fortuna,  under the name of  “Cases for the dissolution of  marriage” in October 

1965. Although it was not the first time that a proposal for divorce law was formulated,  

Fortuna's  bill  was  the  first  one that  encountered  a  positive  response  from Italian civil  

society.92 Indeed, it immediately gained support outside parliament, as was shown by the 

pro-divorce  campaigns  promoted  by  the  tabloid-style  men's  magazine  ABC,  by UDI's 

magazine  Noi Donne  and by the Radical Party, which one year later founded the Italian 

League for Divorce (LID).93 

Not surprisingly, inside the parliament, the major opponent to Fortuna's bill was the 

Christian  Democratic  party,  which  immediately  claimed  the  unconstitutionality  of  the 

proposal. As a matter of  fact the Committee for Constitutional Affairs had already rejected  

the  allegation  of  incompatibility  between  the  divorce  law  and  the  constitution  in  the 

beginning of  1967. However, the elections in 1968 and the subsequent new parliamentary 

structure had reset the debate about Fortuna's proposal back to the initial phase. Thus, the  

DC gained a second chance to pose the objection of  unconstitutionality of  Fortuna's bill. 

Nevertheless, the committee asserted for the second time the absence of  conflicts between 

the constitution and the bill, which in the meanwhile had been integrated with the proposal  

of  the Liberal deputy Antonio Baslini, becoming known as “Fortuna-Baslini”.94 

The law was finally approved on the morning of  December 1, 1970. On the same day,  

Gabrio Lombardi founded the Committee for Referendum on Divorce and six months 

later presented a petition signed by more than 1.37 million citizens, calling for a referendum 

92 For an history of  divorce in Italy from the national unity to the referendum, see Mark Seymour, Debating  
Divorce in Italy:  Marriage  and the Making of  Modern Italians,  1860-1974  (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 
2006).

93 Since the Radical Party did not run for previous elections in 1963, it  had no seats in parliament. For an  
analysis  of  the  campaigns by  ABC, Noi  Donne and the  LID in support  of  Fortuna's  proposal, see: 
Seymour, Debating divorce in Italy, p. 191–196.

94 Ibid. p. 204
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to abrogate divorce.95 As the natural prosecution of  its position during the parliamentary 

debate, the DC joined the neo-fascist Italian Social Movement (MSI) in the anti-divorce 

campaign.  In  particular  the  Christian  Democrats'  leader,  Amintore  Fanfani,  viewed the 

referendum as a chance to relaunch his party together with his political career, after having 

failed twice to become President of  the Republic.96 Therefore he committed personally to 

“the salvation of  Italian family”, through a series of  speeches around the country.97  

On the pro-divorce front, instead, whereas an immediate and unequivocal stance came 

from both the Liberal Party (PLI) and the Socialist Party (PSI), the PCI limited itself  to a 

late  and  uncertain  support.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  since  the  time  of  Togliatti's  

leadership (1927-1964)  that the Communist Party had been reluctant to face the question 

of  marriage and its dissolution. However, if  in the 1960s such a choice was motivated by 

fear of  a negative response from the population, in the 1970s the cause has to be found in 

the political strategy promoted by Enrico Berlinguer. The communist leader's goal was an  

alliance between the PCI and the DC, which reached its achievement through the Historic 

Compromise  in  1973.98 Not  surprisingly  this  delicate  situation  deeply  influenced  the 

communists' attitude toward the referendum and attracted several accusations of  political 

opportunism both from inside and outside the parliament.99

The result of  the referendum decreed the triumph of  the pro-divorce coalition, with 

59.26%  of  the  votes.  As  Seymour  highlighted,  the  result  challenged  the  political  and 

cultural  hegemony  of  the  Catholic  Church  and  of  the  DC over  Italian  population 100. 

However,  the  referendum  victory  did  not  convert  itself  into  a  broader  and  radical 

transformation of  the political settlement, as many hoped.101 In fact, even though in the 

elections of  1976 the number of  votes for the Communist  Party increased,  the Italian  

electorate  reconfirmed  the  Christian  Democratic  party  to  its  leading  role  within  the 

parliament.102

95 According to  Italian law,  in  order  to  present  a  call  for  referendum to the  Court  of  Cassation it  is 
necessary to collect 500,000 signatures: less then the half  of  those presented by Lombardi's committee.

96 Ginsborg, A History of  Contemporary Italy, p. 350.
97 Ibid.
98 For a detailed analysis of  the political process that led the PCI to the Historic Compromise and the role 

of  the divorce referendum within it, see: Magri, Il sarto di Ulm, p. 69–273.
99 Seymour, Debating divorce in Italy, p. 216.
100 Ibid, p. 221.
101 Enzo Santarelli, Storia critica della Republica: l’Italia dal 1945 al 1994 (Milano: Feltrinelli, 1996), p. 233.
102 Crainz, Il paese mancato, p. 541.
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Lotta Continua: proletarian women against DC

It is symptomatic of  LC's attitude toward the divorce referendum that the first time an 

article about it appeared in the pages of  Lotta Continua was through the Radical Party's 

newspaper.103 In fact, on September 13, 1973, a small paragraph in Lotta Continua explained 

that LC had offered some space in its journal to Liberazione, for helping the publication and 

diffusion of  the latter104. However, even though the radicals' newspaper dedicated the main 

article  to  the  divorce  referendum,  the  issue  did  not  have  any  correspondence  in  the 

paragraph on Lotta Continua. Instead LC's newspaper preferred to focus on Radical Party's 

campaign to collect signatures for a referendum to abrogate some articles of  the still in 

force Fascist Penal Code, defined by LC as “the authoritarian and fascist norms of  the  

code”.105

The editorial choices showed that in 1973 Lotta Continua considered a fascist law more 

worthy of  attention than a recently acquired civil right. The reason behind such a position 

has to be found in one of  the leitmotifs of  the whole extra-parliamentary Left, the militant  

anti-fascism. In fact, the revolutionary militants labeled as “fascists” not only the members 

of the  MSI, but also  the  leaders  of  the  DC and  all  the statesmen working in those 

institutions believed to secretly operate against the proletariat.106 A clear example of  this 

attitude is provided by Lotta Continua's response to Fanfani's candidacy at the presidential 

elections in 1971: a montage of  the Christian Democratic leader's head over Mussolini's 

body, together with the slogan “NO to fanfascism”.107 

In 1974  Lotta Continua finally began to dedicate space to the divorce referendum on 

almost a daily basis; however, it was not because of  a sudden change of  direction or a  

realignment of  the political priorities. Indeed, it was still grounded on the same anti-fascist  

imperative, since it was a reaction to the alliance between the DC and the MSI on the anti-

divorce front. In fact, during the campaign for the “no”, the newspaper again  employed 

visual messages, in addition to discursive rhetoric, to present the referendum as linked to 

103 “No al  «dialogo»,  lotta,”  Liberazione,  September  13,  1973. The  first  direct  reference  to  the  divorce 
referendum on Lotta Continua's pages was published two months later, see: “Si riparla di referendum per il 
divorzio,”  Lotta Continua, November 23, 1973. Then the issue disappeared again from LC's journal, at 
least until the following year.

104 “Esce oggi «Liberazione», il quotidiano del Partito Radicale,” Lotta Continua, September 13, 1973.
105 Ibid.
106 Boraso, Mucchio Selvaggio, p. 44–45.
107 “No al fanfascismo,” Lotta Continua, October 5, 1971. The neologism “fanfascism” was not a prerogative 

of  Lotta Continua; it was widely used also by the whole extra-parliamentary Left and even by Brigate 
Rosse, see: Boraso, Mucchio selvaggio, p. 44–45; Giorgio Galli, Piombo rosso. La storia completa della lotta armata  
in Italia dal 1970 a oggi, 2nd ed. (Milano: Baldini Castoldi Dalai, 2007), p. 239. 

24



fascism.108 A clear example was a cartoon depicting Fanfani, dancing a slow dance with 

Mussolini,  before  announcing,  together  with  the  MSI  leader  Giorgio  Almirante,  the 

abrogation of  divorce.109

However, the attack against Christian Democrats and their leader was not motivated just 

by an ideological stance, exacerbated by the cooperation with Almirante's party. In fact  

according to Lotta Continua, the DC and especially its leader were projecting a broader plan 

with authoritarian aims, of  which the referendum was just the first step. 110 The victory of 

the anti-divorce would have resulted in a strengthening of  DC's parliamentary force, that 

would allow Fanfani's party to introduce repressive and anti-democratic laws.111 The climate 

was so tense that Lotta Continua even accused, though in a veiled manner, the Brigate Rosse 

of  being a fabrication of  the Christian Democracy.112 According to the newspaper, the red 

terrorists  were  agitators  payed  by  the  Christian  Democrats,  in  order  to  discredit  the 

revolutionary Left in favor of  the anti-divorce coalition.113 Therefore, to the eyes of  Lotta 

Continua the referendum was not really a matter of  maintaining divorce or not, but rather 

a way to stop DC and its anti-proletarian and anti-communist plan.

In this regard,  Lotta Continua's criticism did not spare the PCI and its leader, especially 

because of  the Historic Compromise, i.e. the cooperation with the enemy of  the working 

class.  Therefore, the journal  did not miss a chance to mock the attempts made by the 

communists  to avoid the referendum, or their  mild degree of  involvement in the pro-

divorce  campaign.114 However,  despite  the  charges  of  opportunism,  Lotta  Continua was 

aware  of  the  necessity  of  the  PCI presence  in  the  pro-divorce  front  for  winning  the 

referendum.115 Thus, it became essential to promote a strategical unity with the traditional  

Left, in the interest of  the working class.116 In fact, in a perspective resembling the reversed 

version of  Fanfani's supposed long-term plan, LC aimed to insert the referendum into a 

wider context of  class struggle. Indeed,  in the aftermath of  the results,  the newspaper 

wrote in a big, bold font: “Now this victory must be kept alive in the general struggle  

108 Since  the  question  was  about  to  abrogate  the  divorce  law  or  not,  citizens  had  to  vote  “no”  for  
maintaining the divorce. 

109 “C’eravamo tanto amati...,” Lotta Continua, March 21, 1974.
110 “Si estende la mobilitazione per il NO del 12 Maggio,” Lotta Continua, April 2, 1974.
111 “Con il referendum la DC prepara il terreno alle ‘modifiche’ istituzionali e alla ristrutturazione,”  Lotta  

Continua, April 16, 1974; “La lotta di classe ha costruito la sua maggioranza. Questa maggioranza deve  
battere i suoi nemici anche con il voto,” Lotta Continua, May 12, 1974.

112 “Referendum: a che punto siamo,” Lotta Continua, April 28, 1974. 
113 Ibid.
114 “Divorzio  a  carte  ’48?,”  Lotta  Continua,  January  8,  1974;  “Sulla  conferenza  operaia  del  PCI,”  Lotta  

Continua, February 12, 1974; “Il referendum: il lupo e l’agnello,” Lotta Continua, January 15, 1974; “Sembra 
ormai inevitabile il referendum sul divorzio,” Lotta Continua, January 6, 1974.

115 “Il comitato centrale del PCI e il referendum,” Lotta Continua, March 31, 1974.
116 Ibid.
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against  the  reorganization  [of  the  capitalist  power],  the  high  cost  of  living,  and 

unemployment”.117

The conception of  the referendum as an anti-fascist class struggle against the repressive  

maneuvers of  the DC did not leave much space for a gender-based analysis of  the issue. 

However,  women  do  appear  in  Lotta  Continua's  campaign.  Although  their  presence  is 

minimal,  it  still  gives  an insightful  overview of  LC's  schizophrenic  attitude toward the 

feminine  perspective  of  the  divorce  referendum.  Indeed,  the  majority  of  the  articles  

dealing with women as readers and as voting subjects started to be published just before 

Women's  Day.  The fact  that  the  journal  resembled women's  political  existence just  on 

March 8 underlines how the choice of  including women into the discourse was driven by 

propagandistic intents rather than by a proper analysis of  divorce's gender implications. It 

is  interesting to notice how, in a complete lack of  self-criticism,  Lotta Continua accused 

instead the “enemy of  the struggle” of  considering women just when in need of  votes.118

Even though some of  the  articles  and especially  their  headlines  seem to suggest  a 

reading of  the divorce issue through the gender prism, looking at them in a wider context  

shows how the workerist and the proletarian perspective was never actually abandoned. In 

fact,  Lotta  Continua depicted  divorce  as  a  necessary  step  in  the  path  of  women's 

emancipation, claiming that the feminine part of  the working class had finally “started to 

occupy  the  place  that  it  legitimately  deserve[d]  in  the  class  struggle”.119 However,  this 

supposed female participation in class struggle clashed with LC's internal structure, that  

relegated the vast majority of  women to politically unskilled duties.120 

Moreover,  Lotta  Continua considered  the  students,  rather  than  women,  as  the  real 

protagonists  of  the  8th  of  March.  In  fact,  the  newspaper  openly  suggested  to  turn 

Women's Day into a national day for the student movement, so that the students could 

reassert the link between women's emancipation and the divorce law.121 Therefore, in a 

purely sexist attitude, Lotta Continua not only delegated a specific female issue to someone 

else than the women, but it also seized their public and political space for its own political 

interests.  Once  again,  the  discrepancy  between  the  slogans  and  the  actual  behaviors 

117 “Fanfani, la DC e i suoi tirapiedi fascisti, sepolti nel ridicolo e nella vergogna da una valanga di no,” Lotta  
Continua, May 14, 1974.

118 “L’emancipazione delle donne è l'opera che le donne stesse realizzano schierandosi ad armi pari nella 
lotta proletaria contro la borghesia, per il comunismo,” Lotta Continua, March 7, 1974.

119 Ibid.
120 Voli, Quando il privato diventa politico, p. 36–43.
121 “Si all’emancipazione della donna, no all'abolizione del divorzio voluta dalla DC e dai fascisti,”  Lotta  

Continua, March 6, 1974; “Il movimento degli studenti al fianco della classe operaia, dei lavoratori della 
scuola, delle donne proletarie, per lo sciopero generale, l’emancipazione della donna e la sconfitta della 
DC sul referendum,” Lotta Continua, February 19, 1974.
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highlighted how female emancipation was more a hackneyed phrase employed for electoral 

scope, rather than part of  LC's political agenda.

Il Manifesto: a socio-political reading of  the referendum

Although Il Manifesto published its first article about the referendum roughly at the same 

time of  Lotta Continua, its approach was extremely different.122 In addition to the immediate 

and constant attention to the issue, Il Manifesto differed from Lotta Continua by linguistic and 

stylistic choices. In fact, as Patrizia Violi highlights, the newspaper did not aim to influence 

the  reader,  but  to  provide  the  theoretical  tools  and  the  stimulus  for  an  autonomous  

analysis.123 In addition, the journal refused to employ populist rhetoric in favor of  a more 

neutral and rational one.124

Despite the different register and a major inclination to informative articles, Il Manifesto 

presented some ideological similarities with Lotta Continua about the referendum. Indeed, in 

the  pages  of  Il  Manifesto  the  Communist  Party  became  the  object  of  bitter  criticism. 

Obviously  though,  because  of  the  mutual  background  Il  Manifesto's  approach  toward 

Berlinguer and the PCI was not so monolithic as Lotta Continua's one. In fact, at least in the 

initial  part  of  its  campaign,  Il  Manifesto still  hoped that  the inevitability  of  an electoral 

confrontation could have forced the Communist Party to revise its collaboration policy 

with the DC.125 However, in light of  PCI's persistent vacillations, this optimism was soon 

replaced by harsh accusations of  political immaturity.126

However, Il Manifesto did not agree with Lotta Continua only about the criticism toward 

the Communist Party. In fact, both the journals believed that the electoral confrontation 

was  in  the  first  step  of  a  wider  authoritarian  maneuver  orchestrated  by  the  Christian 

Democracy.127 Indeed, Il Manifesto attacked Fanfani's campaign, accusing it of  progressively 

losing  “the  features  of  a  «religious  fight»,  in  order  to  assume  those  appropriate 

[characteristics] for a fight about regime”.128 Therefore, in order to contrast the DC's anti-

122 “Conclusa  la  discussione davanti  alla  corte  costituzionale.  la  maggioranza  (antidivorzista)  deciderà  di 
rimangiarsi una precedente sentenza? Forse no. I giochi sono complicati,”  Il Manifesto,  November 22, 
1973.

123 Patrizia Violi, I giornali dell’estrema sinistra (Milano: Garzanti, 1977), p. 180.
124 Ibid, p. 180–181.
125 “Rassegnati al referendum,” Il Manifesto, December 2, 1973.
126 “19 milioni di no,” Il Manifesto, March 19, 1974.
127 “L’impegno del Manifesto e del PDUP nella battaglia per smascherare e battere la Dc nel suo ruolo di  

forza di regime,” Il Manifesto, January 20, 1974.
128 “Il referendum alle porte. De Martino dice che sarà una dura battaglia laica e popolare,”  Il  Manifesto, 
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democratic and capitalist plan, it became mandatory not merely to win the referendum, but  

“to win it  properly”, i.e.  turning the electoral weapon against Fanfani's  party through a 

massive awareness campaign.129 

The idea of  awareness as the pivotal element of  the counter-attack against the DC was 

the natural prosecution of  Il Manifesto's general approach toward the referendum. Indeed, 

even  though  the  newspaper  stressed  the  urgency  of  conceiving  the  referendum  as  a 

political  issue,  it  was  also  very  conscious  of  the  social  implications  connected  to  it.130 

Indeed, already from the beginning of  the campaign, the journal defined divorce as “a such 

delicate matter, that affects the family and interpersonal relationships, the role of  women, 

children  education,  obviously  in  addition  to  the  relations  between  the  State  and  the 

Church”.131

The Catholic issue was probably one of  the major focuses of  Il Manifesto's campaign. 

Indeed, as stated in a document written by Il Manifesto group's national committee, the  

Catholic voters were the object of  particular attention, not only because of  the divorce 

question, but also because of  their importance in the future political developments. 132 The 

activism carried by Il Manifesto's militants in the South of  Italy was a clear example of  the  

practical  transposition of  this  statement.133 In fact,  because of  its  the traditionalist  and 

Catholic nature, the South of  the country has historically been a secure electoral base for 

the  Christian  Democrats,  as  well  as  the  setting  of  Fanfani's  most  crude  anti-divorce 

speeches.134 Thus,  with the aim of  contrasting the DC's hegemony, the members of  Il 

Manifesto group carried a massive door to door campaign for informing people about the 

details of  the Fortuna-Baslini law.135

Even though Il Manifesto considered the feminine condition as deeply intertwined with 

the divorce issue, it never addressed women as potential electoral target.136 Although this 

behavior could seem paradoxical at the first sight, it was instead the result of  Il Manifesto's 

openness  and  receptiveness  toward  the  feminist  movement's  stances.  In  fact,  the 

January 6, 1974.
129 “Il Manifesto e il Pdup per l’unificazione,” Il Manifesto, February 27, 1974.
130 “Lo scheletro dentro l’armadio,” Il Manifesto, March 24, 1974.
131 “Ormai più a  nessuno conviene evitare il  referendum. Ma tutti  si  impegnano a farlo  in sordina,”  Il  

Manifesto, December 11, 1973.
132 “Mobilitazione straordinaria per questa ultima fase della battaglia contro l’abrogazione. Un documento 

del Manifesto e del Pdup,” Il Manifesto, April 13, 1974.
133 “Il referendum nel Sud,” Il Manifesto, March 19, 1974.
134 Ginsborg, A history of  contemporary Italy, p. 350; Crainz, Il paese mancato, p. 500–501. 
135 For a good example of  the intense informative activity performed by Il Manifesto's member, see: Clara 

Valenziano,  “Per tradizione le  donne sono contro,  ma la  dura esperienza dell’emigrazione travolge la 
vecchia  morale,”  Il  Manifesto,  April  13,  1974;  Clara  Valenziano,  “Le donne di  Settingiano (e  qualche 
uomo),” Il Manifesto, April 12, 1974.

136 “O si o no,” Il Manifesto, January 13, 1974.
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organization recognized not only the legitimacy of  the women's movement, but also its  

necessity of  being separated and autonomous from the mixed groups of  the revolutionary 

Left.137 A clear example of  Il Manifesto's respectful attitude towards women's political spaces 

were  the  harsh  objections  made  through  the  journal  against  the  students'  choice  of 

organizing a national student mobilization on Women's Day.138 Indeed, even if  the article 

acknowledged students'  bona fide,  it  also reproached the total  absence of  any feminist  

argument in their slogan.139 

In addition, Il Manifesto did not aim to exploit the feminist contribution for achieving a 

victory in the referendum, but rather the opposite. Indeed, the divorce law was considered 

as  a  useful  contribution  to  women's  liberation  and  a  potential  first  step  of  the  

reorganization of  the whole society.140 Therefore, in this perspective  Il Manifesto operated 

also a specific linguistic choice; in line with the feminist thought, the journal referred to the 

fight carried by the women's movement as a process of  liberation, instead of  using the 

term “emancipation”. Such a terminological choice was far from being marginal, but rather  

it implied a legitimization of  the feminist perspective141.  In fact, as the same newspaper 

explained through its columns, an emancipation battle would have been ineffective, because 

“every egalitarian achievement that has been gained on an institutional level was going to 

clash  with  the  practical  reality,  where  the  difference  between  men  and  women  still  

remained”.142 

However, a complete reorganization of  the whole society would have implied also a 

certain degree of  self-criticism from Il Manifesto group. Indeed, as a young male comrade 

underlined in a letter to the journal, a revolutionary organization could not be reliable if  it  

did not structure itself  as the society that aimed to create.143 In particular, he stressed the 

urgency of  performing critical analysis of  the men-women relationship inside the group, in  

order to be coherent with the promoted political vision.144 The fact that this letter and 

other similar contributions were frequently published on the newspaper is indicative of  Il  

Manifesto's willingness to question not only the outer society, but also the limits internal  

137 Luciana Castellina, “Il Manifesto e le femministe,” Il Manifesto, March 3, 1974.
138 “8 Marzo qual è la parola d’ordine giusta,” Il Manifesto, March 6, 1974.
139 Ibid.
140 “Mobilitazione straordinaria per questa ultima fase della battaglia contro l’abrogazione”;  Carla Ravaioli, 

“Il sesso del divorzio,” Il Manifesto, March 28, 1974.
141 Stephan  Hellman,  “Feminism  and  the  Model  of  Militancy  in  an  Italian  Communist  Federation:  

Challenges to the Old Style of  Politics,” in The Women’s Movements of  the United States and Western Europe :   
Consciousness,  Political  Opportunity,  and  Public  Policy,  ed.  Mary  Fainsod  Katzenstein  and  Carol  Mueller 
(Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 1987). p. 142. 

142 Francesca Dagnino, “Non solo mimose,” Il Manifesto, March 8, 1974.
143 “Famiglia, femminismo e rapporti (umani e politici) tra compagni e non,” Il Manifesto, March 26, 1974.
144 Ibid.
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dynamics of  its organization.145 Therefore, it  is  possible to conclude that Il Manifesto's 

ability to approach the divorce referendum from a gender perspective was symptomatic of  

a broader openness towards feminist stances in general.

145 See:  Castellina,  “Il  Manifesto  e  le  femministe.”;  Ravaioli,  “Il  sesso  del  divorzio.”;  Laura  Balbo,  “La 
famiglia degli anni  ’70,” Il Manifesto, May 5, 1974.
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THE RALLY OVER THE ABORTION ISSUE (DECEMBER 6, 1975)

A women-only demonstration

In February 1973, the same socialist deputy who presented the divorce draft law, Loris 

Fortuna, introduced a bill to decriminalize abortion.146 Although Fortuna's bill generated 

intense debate, it took a long time before a law regulating the termination of  pregnancy 

came into force. Law No. 194 passed, in fact, on May 22, 1978, and was finally confirmed 

by a referendum in 1981. The outcome of  the parliamentary debate was a compromise 

between the Christian Democratic strong opposition to the decriminalization bill and the 

feminist  movement's  calls  for  women's  right  to  reproductive  self-determination. 

Nevertheless,  Law No. 194 still  responded to the requests  of  a large part  of  women's 

collectives.147

Abortion has been a focal issue for the feminist movement since its early stages. 148 In 

particular, the mobilization for the decriminalization of  abortion has been a key element 

for the creation of  a mass-feminist movement.149 On one hand, the abortion issue had 

forced the feminist collectives to enter into the arena of  traditional politics and to deal with  

political institutions.150 On the other hand, since abortion concerned women in general, the 

struggle  surrounding  it  had created  a  strong  cross-class  feminine  identity.151 Therefore, 

thanks to its political universality, abortion mobilization was able to involve both women 

from the feminist collectives and female members of  revolutionary organizations.152

From  this  perspective,  the  demonstration  that  occurred  on  December  6,  1975 

represents  a  peculiar  episode.  Indeed,  it  was  the  first  women-only  demonstration, 

organized  by  women themselves.  Although  the  rally  reached  the  numerical  success  of 

twenty thousand participants, it was the scene of  some political incidents. Indeed, during 

the organizational meetings, the decision to exclude men and organizations' banners from 

146 Voli, Quando il privato diventa politico, p. 137.
147 Paola Bono and Sandra Kemp, eds., Italian Feminist Thought. A Reader (Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1991), p. 

212.
148 Anna Bravo, “Noi e la violenza, trent’anni per pensarci.,” Genesis. Rivista Della Società Delle Storiche 1, no. 3 

(2004), p. 4.
149 Lumley, States of  Emergency, p. 321.
150 Calabrò and Grasso, Dal movimento femminista al femminismo diffuso, p. 136.
151 Ibid.
152 Ibid.
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the rally had been an object of  discussion. In fact, the members of  LC had argued that 

those exclusions would weak the demonstration.153

Although  LC  eventually  accepted  women's  requests  and  its  worries  proved  to  be 

unfounded, its problematic role for the rally was far from be over. In fact,  a group of  

militants  from a  Roman section  (Cinecittà)  of  LC tried  to forcefully  enter  the  march, 

yelling  the  slogan  “No  division  inside  the  proletariat,  men  and  women  for  the  

revolution”.154 The attempt failed, but at the end of  the demonstration, a female member 

of  LC opened her speech by disassociating herself  from the Cinecittà branch's behavior. 

As Stefania Voli notes, this was “the first time that an initiative by a component of  the 

party [LC] was publicly rejected and condemned without a prior collective consultation”.155 

The same night,  an enraged crowd of  female members of  LC invaded the national  

headquarters, calling for an immediate discussion about what happened at the rally. In the  

following days the debate raged within the organization and through the pages of  the 

journal. It continued until the first months of  1976, when it was suddenly interrupted by 

the oncoming elections. However, the issue was not solved, but just reduced to a latent  

form. In fact, the gender contradiction was going to explode again during Rimini Congress,  

but this time with a catastrophic outcome for the whole organization.

Lotta Continua: from indifference to the internal crisis 

Although the official establishment of  the Women's Committees inside the organization 

had occurred in the beginning of  1975, Lotta Continua's way of  dealing with women's issue 

did not register any significant change since the divorce referendum.156 Albeit the topic 

appeared  more  frequently  throughout  the  journal,  the  workerist  perspective  and  the 

leitmotiv of  the  proletarian women  were still very much present. For example, while AO's 

newspaper,  Quotidiano  dei  lavoratori, considered  the  necessity  of  a  doctor's  approval  for 

abortion as  a  gender  issue  (the  woman's  body  was  subordinate  to a  man's  will),  Lotta  

Continua conceived it instead as a matter of  class discrimination.157 In fact, LC's newspaper 

153 Voli, Quando il privato diventa politico, p. 157.
154 Ibid. p. 158. For militants' different versions of  the incident, see: Cazzullo,  I ragazzi che volevano fare la  

rivoluzione, p. 264–266.
155 Voli, Quando il privato diventa politico, p. 160.
156 Actually the first Women's Committees were born straddling 1973 and 1974, but they had to wait until  

January 1975 for being officially recognized by Lotta Continua. See: Voli, Quando il privato diventa politico, p. 
141.

157 “La Lotta delle donne spezzerà il  compromesso parlamentare sull’aborto e l'oppressione sociale.  Il  6  
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argued that the doctor would have been more inclined to privilege wealthy women over 

proletarians one, since the first could afford to pay a generous tip to influence the medical 

judgment.158  

 Although LC had formally adhered to the December 6 demonstration, the journal did  

not dedicate very much space or attention to it. Indeed, Lotta Continua often confined the 

rally to a few lines or paragraphs, even when headlines suggested it was the central topic. 159 

In  particular,  the  newspaper  used  female  students'  struggle  as  a  contrast  against  the 

feminist movement. In fact, according to the journal, female students' repudiation of  self-

awareness group structure  and separatism was  “the  best  way  to conceive  and practice 

women's autonomy”.160 According to Lotta Continua, the students' logistic arrangement for 

reaching Rome was more worthy of  discussion than the political  platform of  the rally. 

Even on the eve of  the demonstration, the newspaper preferred to focus on students and 

state workers, rather than on the upcoming political event.161 

However, the assault perpetrated by LC's members forced Lotta Continua finally to face 

the  issue  of  the  relationship  between  feminism  and  the  organization.  Indeed,  on 

December  9,  enraged  female  members  monopolized  almost  half  of  the  journal  with 

articles  and  dispatches  about  the  incident.  In  particular,  female  militants  accused  the  

members of  Cinecittà section of  not deserving to be called “comrades” and demanded 

disciplinary  actions.162 Moreover,  even  the  whole  organization  was  object  of  heavy 

accusations, since the attack against the demonstration was considered as symptomatic of 

LC's attitude toward women. For example the head of  national feminine committee openly 

blamed the National Secretariat of  

having constantly underestimated the political and strategical importance of  the work of  the 
feminine committees, not having promoted the debate among women as a resource for the 
whole party, having grievously ignored the preparation for the December 6 demonstration, not 
having  publicly  expressed  itself  about  its  [of  the  demonstration]  political  meaning  and 
conduction.163

Such a judgment was immediately echoed in the statement made by the Roman feminine 

manifestazione a Roma,” Lotta Continua, November 19, 1975.
158 Ibid.
159 “Aborto: "Decidere sta a noi e non al padreterno. E neanche a ‘sto fottuto di governo"’,” Lotta Continua, 

December 7, 1975; “5 Dicembre: giornata di lotta delle studentesse,” Lotta Continua, December 3, 1975.
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161 “Oggi a Roma la manifestazione nazionale delle donne,” Lotta Continua, December 6, 1975.
162 Rosalba Spagnoletti, “L’autonomia del movimento delle donne. Una lettera di Rosalba Spagnoletti,” Lotta  
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committee, which stressed further the leadership's indirect responsibilities for the assault.164

Women's choice of  denouncing the episode in the journal turned Lotta Continua into a 

significant litmus test of  the organization's internal lacerations. Indeed, from December 9 

the number of  signed articles dealing with the feminine issue increased sharply. This was a 

completely  new phenomena  for  Lotta  Continua,  which  had  always  prided  itself  on  the 

absence of  signed pieces, creating thus the feeling of  a speaking unitarian collectivity. On 

the other hand, the fact that female members' accusations were public made it impossible 

to solve the situation in private. Indeed, especially because of  the newspaper as a medium 

for LC's official voice, the national secretariat found itself  forced to respond through the  

pages of  Lotta Continua as well. That was the only way to underline that women's position 

was not the official one and at the same time try to restore order inside the organization.

However,  the  national  secretariat  did  not  seem  particularly  eager  to  approach  the 

incident from a gender-focused perspective. Instead, it argued that the origin of  December 

6 episodes was not the gender based issue, but merely a matter of  internal discipline.165 

Although  it  had  admitted  that  “a  women-only  demonstration  is  far  more  than  a 

demonstration for the women”, it clarified immediately that no disciplinary measures were 

going to be taken.166 Moreover, instead of  responding to women's demands, the secretariat 

accused  them of  having  overreacted.  In  fact  it  considered  a  rather  more  serious  and 

inadmissible  matter  the  employment  of  terms such as “fascist” or “comrades  between 

inverted commas” to define those that were responsible for the assault.167 

LC's leader was similarly not willing to embrace the gender perspective, even though his 

position  was  certainly  more  far-sighted  than the  secretariat's.  Indeed,  Sofri  opened his 

article claiming that the invasion of  the female comrades into the meeting of  the national  

committee was “a scandalous thing for a well organized party;  an excellent thing for a 

revolutionary party”.168 Therefore, despite the internal different positions, feminism and 

communism  should  not  only  coexist,  but  also  cooperate  within  the  revolutionary 

organization.169 On the other hand, Sofri  heavily  attacked the employment of  the term 

fascists to define Cinecittà militants, because those comrades had proved their political value 

164 “Comunicato della commissione femminile di Roma,” Lotta Continua, December 10, 1975.
165 “Una  manifestazione  di  donne  è  molto  più  che  una  manifestazione  per  le  donne,”  Lotta  Continua, 
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and their anti-fascism many times in the past.170 Thus, for the same reason, he reasserted 

that it would have been a mistake to proceed with disciplinary actions against them.171

However, what has been erroneously interpreted by the secretariat as a mere matter of  

internal  discipline,  was  instead  progressively  revealing  itself  as  a  crisis  of  the  whole 

organization.  A further wave of  female members' demands for the expulsion of  Cinecittà 

members and the resignation of  the secretariat reached the journal.172 Meanwhile, other 

female militants raised their voice against women's movement, because of  its cross-class 

and separatist  approach.173 Furthermore,  during  the  occasion of  a  general  assembly  in 

Rome, also male comrades entered the debate. Although their position was not uniform, 

the majority blamed Women's Committees for the inability to properly promote the gender  

issue  within  the  organization.174 Additionally,  they  also  complained  about  the  excessive 

amount  of  attention  dedicated  to  women's  issue,  both  in  the  journal  and  during  the 

meetings.175

The wide range of  positions was just the beginning of  a crisis that was going to invest  

LC and cause its dissolution. Indeed, even though the national secretariat and the Women's  

Committees  tried  to  knock  together  feminism  and  LC's  political  line,  the  gender 

contradiction remained strong among the militants.176 The climate of  tension about the 

gender issue was clearly summarized in a statement made by the chief  of  the Turinese 

Federation after the local meeting: 

even in Turin we have a «Cinecittà section». Namely, there was a large group of  male comrades 
whom,  through  speeches  and  frequent  loud  comments,  held  an  openly  hostile,  often 
provocative, attitude toward the female comrades who were chairing the meeting and the ones  
who made feminist speeches.177 

Therefore,  even  though  the  problem  was  going  to  be  temporarily  shelved  with  the 

approach of  the elections in 1976, the issue was far from a solution. In fact, the gender  

contradiction  was  going  to  explode  again  and  with  catastrophic  effects  on  the  whole  
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organization. 

Quotidiano dei lavoratori: a new perspective within the revolutionary Left

In November 1974,  a new journal  published by AO with the title  of  Quotidiano dei  

lavoratori made its apparition within the revolutionary Left press panorama. In particular, it 

represented an important novelty in the way the extra-parliamentary press approached the 

feminist  issue.  Indeed,  differently  from  Il  Manifesto  and  Lotta  Continua,  Quotidiano  dei  

lavoratori  dedicated  much  attention to  those  aspects  of  militants'  life  that  were  usually  

regared  as  superstructural.178 Despite  its  absence  during  the  campaign  on  the  divorce 

referendum, the journal addressed immediately from the beginning of  its publication the 

core of  the women's question. Indeed, on its third issue, Quotidiano dei lavoratori dedicated a 

whole page to women's liberation struggle, with the significant title of  “Women's struggle:  

specificity and unity with the workers' movement”.179 The article acknowledged not only 

the inability of  the revolutionary organizations' ability to relate to the feminist movement,  

but also that even comrades could act as “unaware oppressors” against women.180

However,  despite  its  claims  about  the  necessity  of  autonomy  for  the  feminist 

movement,  Avanguardia  Operaia  was  not  equally  straightforward  about  the  correlation 

between the women's  liberation process  and the establishment  of  the  Marxist-Leninist 

revolutionary party. As the newspaper articles indicated, AO's position seems to oscillated 

between  two  opposite  conceptions.  On  one  hand,  some  articles  depicted  women's 

movement  as  “an  integral  part  of  the  class  alignment  in  the  struggle  against  Moro's  

government and the Christian Democratic regime”.181 On the other hand, a different article 

of  the same issue argued that the attack against the government was instead a functional 

step toward women's liberation and not vice versa.182

With the exception of  some criticism toward feminism's self-referentiality, Quotidiano dei  

lavoratori's attitude toward the December 6 demonstration was basically positive. Indeed, the 

178 Violi, I giornali dell’estrema sinistra, p. 182.
179 Commissione femminile o.c.A.O., “La lotta delle donne: specificità e unità con il movimento operaio,” 
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journal warmly welcomed the announcement of  the rally, claiming that it was extremely 

meaningful that for the first time the women's movement had presented itself  as a proper 

political  force.183 Furthermore,  the  newspaper  supported  the  initiative  by  publishing 

reportages  and  interviews  about  the  concrete  meaning  and  effects  of  maternity  and 

abortion in women's life.184 Moreover, the linguistic choice of  defining the organization of 

the demonstration as “comrades of  feminist collectives”, rather than just women or feminists, 

implies AO's perception of  the women's movement as a peer in the struggle against the  

system and therefore deserving of  political respect.185

At the same time, the journal was also a keen supporter of  feminists' choice to organize  

a women-only demonstration. Indeed,  Quotidiano dei lavoratori claimed that women should 

have had the right to administer their own political deadlines in total autonomy, even within 

Avanguardia  Operaia.186.  The  newspaper  hailed  the  decision  of  a  women-only 

demonstration as a sign of  the political maturity of  the feminist movement.187 According to 

Quotidiano dei lavoratori, a march involving a wide range of  women and not only those from 

the  political  organizations  was  “a  loud  danger  signal”  for  the  whole  socio-political  

system.188 From this perspective, the only way for male comrades and revolutionary groups 

to support women's struggle, was to respect the women-only status of  the rally.189

Despite the alleged strong support to the demonstration, Quotidiano dei lavoratori did not 

focus particularly on the assault perpetrated by LC's Cinecittà branch. On the day after the 

rally issue, the incident was merely regarded as “a stupid provocation” performed by LC.190 

On the next day, however, the journal expressed a harsher judgment about the episode; it  

claimed that LC had assumed a repressive function against the rally.191 Nevertheless, this 

denunciation was just a component of  a larger positive analysis about the autonomy of 

women's movement, rather than a stand-alone reading of  the incident.192

However,  Quotidiano dei lavoratori's approach changed radically after  Lotta Continua  had 

dragged AO into the debate, accusing it of  being anti-feminist. The chief  of  LC's National  
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Women's Committee, had written on Lotta Continua that AO's conception of  the women's 

movement  was  “substantially  analogous  to  the  political  logic  that  [had]  pushed  the 

comrades of  Cinecittà  to commit  this  mischievous act  of  bravado”.193 In addition,  the 

woman had claimed in a second article that AO's respectful attitude toward the feminist  

movement  was  merely  a  facade.194 In  fact,  according  to  her,  AO  supported  women's 

autonomy with the express purpose of  distracting them from taking part in the debate 

about broader political aims.195

Although a reply to LC's  accusations followed immediately,  it  did  not  stimulate any 

further analysis about women's autonomy by  Quotidiano dei lavoratori.  On the contrary, a 

large percentage of  the articles focused on harsh critiques against LC's general policies,  

pushing the gender issue into the background. The newspaper accused LC of  progressively 

assuming  the  traditional  Left  attitude  towards  the  feminist  movement.196 Instead  of 

embracing  feminist  revolutionary  drives,  LC  had  tried  to  impose  its  themes  to  the 

December 6 demonstration.197 According to the journal, LC was not new to this kind of 

behavior toward spontaneous forms of  struggle, showing thus its inability to constitute 

itself  as a revolutionary organization.198 

Even though Quotidiano dei lavoratori  blamed LC for trying to reduce the attack against 

the rally as a mere quarrel between the organizations, the journal actually did the same by  

reducing  it  to  a  critique  of  LC's  political  strategy.199 Although  the  journal  definitely 

represented  an  innovative  approach  toward  women's  issue,  it  was  not  able  to  grasp 

effectively  the  gender  specificity  of  the  December  6  incident.  Analyzing  the  episode 

through the prism of  gender contradiction would have forced AO to face a certain amount  

of  self-criticism,  especially  about  the  relationship  between  feminism and  revolutionary 

militancy. Quotidiano dei lavoratori simply avoided any further analysis and simply marked the 

assault as LC's problem.
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Il Manifesto: a wide and theoretical approach

A year and an half  after the divorce referendum, Il Manifesto was still the most receptive 

revolutionary  left-wing  journal  in  regard  to  women's  movement.  It  never  presented 

women's liberation as conflicting with communism, nor as subordinated to it. As Yasmine 

Ergas  wrote  in  the  pages  of  Il  Manifesto,  “women's  oppression  was  not  born  with 

capitalism, but from patriarchal society, from whom capitalism assumes and transforms 

some of  the principal features according to its own purposes”.200 Even though the journal 

considered  feminism  as  a  fundamental  part  of  the  struggle  for  communism,  it 

acknowledged that its gender specificity distinguished it from class struggle.201

Additionally,  Il  Manifesto  also  dedicated  much  attention  to  the  delicate  relationship 

between the revolutionary  movement  and the feminist  one,  defining it  as  “one of  the 

central cruxes of  the anti-capitalist  movement”.202 In a manner similar  to  Quotidiano dei  

lavoratori,  Il  Manifesto also  highlighted  the  risk  of  sexism  among  the  ranks  of  the 

comrades.203 However,  differing  from  AO's  newspaper,  Il  Manifesto presented  a  quite 

disenchanted vision of  women's presence inside political left-wing organizations, including 

revolutionary ones.204 Although it did not give a clear answer, the journal openly questioned 

where the boundary was located between emancipation and a reproduction of  society's 

mechanisms of  subordination in women's political participation.205

With these premises, it is not surprising that Il Manifesto was an enthusiastic supporter of 

the December 6 demonstration and particularly of  its separatist nature. The day after the 

decision  for  a  women-only  movement,  the  journal  welcomed  the  choice  stating:  “the 

proposal [for a women-only rally] is extremely clear and highlights the real meaning of  the 

struggle”.206 Even though the newspaper did not equally agree with the absence of  banners, 

it still accepted women's pronouncement about it.207 Furthermore, Il Manifesto suggested to 

those male comrades that  were eager to support  women's  struggle to take care of  the  

children or, in case they would have been in Rome, to cheer the rally from the sidelines.208
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However,  Il Manifesto did not limit itself  to provide only advice and statements, but it  

also performed some editorial choices to support women's demonstration. Indeed, on the 

day before  the gathering,  the  journal  published the official  announcement of  the rally,  

together with the route of  the march.209 On December 6 the journal dedicated two whole 

pages to several of  the different aspects of  women's  condition and women's  liberation 

(employment, abortion, school, etc.). Furthermore, all the articles about the demonstration, 

published in the December 6 issue and in the following days, were written and signed by 

female authors.

Despite the  active support  provided by  Il  Manifesto  to the demonstration,  the attack 

perpetrated by the LC's members did not obtain so much space on  Il Manifesto's pages. 

Indeed, the episode was not painted as unexpected, but was instead labeled by the journal 

as “the typical incident, provoked as usual by Lotta Continua [LC]”.210 Il Manifesto hailed 

LC's  internal  crisis  as  a  further  demonstration  of  women's  movement's  revolutionary 

significance.211 In fact, the newspaper applauded the report/denouncement made by the 

chief  of  LC's national Women's Committee, because for having opened the debate inside 

LC.212 Following these events, no more articles about LC's internal crisis followed on  Il  

Manifesto's pages.

The fact that Il Manifesto was not involved in any external nor internal diatribe allowed 

the journal to focus on several other aspects of  the abortion and the gender issue. For 

example,  Il Manifesto published a set of  sociological reportages, presenting an analysis of 

the relation between women and family and its variation since the explosion of  the 1968 

movement.213 Moreover, the newspaper spent several articles discussing the parliamentary 

debate.  In  its  usual  informative  manner,  Il  Manifesto  offered  the  readers  a  detailed 

explanation of  the parliamentary procedure, focusing in particular on the potentially critical  

passages.214

In  addition  to  parliamentary  debate,  Il  Manifesto concentrated  also  on  the  policies 

promoted  by  the  ex-comrades  of  the  PCI.  Even  though  the  newspaper  accused  the 
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Communist Party of  pursuing a shortsighted strategy with the abortion law, the journal still  

wished that the PCI would have changed its position within the parliamentary debate.215 

Therefore, Il Manifesto enthusiastically hailed those women who were members of  the PCI 

and had joined the demonstration despite their party's decision not to adhere.216 In fact, the 

journal reported several signals of  a possible split between the leadership and the lower 

strata of  the party,  hoping that the discontent from the basis would have had an impact on 

the whole PCI.217 However, time was necessary before Il Manifesto could see its hopes for a 

change within PCI's political line fulfilled.218

On the contrary,  Il Manifesto's hopes for the UDI were not as futile as for the PCI. 

Indeed, since 1973, the journal had been keeping track of  the relationship between the 

UDI and the feminist collectives, wishing that the former could embrace the stances of  the 

latter.219 The newspaper exulted when, in contrast with the Communist Party,  the UDI 

claimed the woman's right to decide about abortion.220 Although Il Manifesto considered the 

UDI's  stance as  the  first  step toward  its  liberation  from its  role  of  “left-wing  parties'  

transmission belt” toward feminine masses, the journal was also aware that the process was 

far  from being  quick.221 At  the  same time,  the  newspaper  harshly  criticized  the  UDI's 

inability to develop a proper analysis of  the changes occurring both in the social context 

and inside the organization.222

In  other  words,  Il  Manifesto's  approach  toward  the  demonstration  and  the  feminist 

movement in general is symptomatic of  the organizational status of  Il Manifesto group.  

Indeed, despite the unification with the Proletarian Unity Party (PDUP) that occurred in 

1974, the group continued to focus on the journal, rather than on the foundation of  a 

revolutionary mass organization. Therefore, Il Manifesto group did not find itself  forced to 

deal with the practical aspects of  the contradiction between feminism and revolutionary 

militancy. Thanks to this peculiarity,  Il Manifesto was able to keep a broader stance toward 

the abortion issue. However, since the incident did not directly concern the group, the 
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newspaper did not consider the assault on the December 6 demonstration as particularly 

worthy of  attention. Thus, because of  its non involvement,  Il Manifesto simply dismissed 

the episode as someone else's problem, rather than considering it  as symptomatic of  a  

broader conflict between feminism and revolutionary militancy.
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LC'S LAST CONGRESS (OCTOBER 31 – NOVEMBER 4, 1976)

The havoc within LC

On  June  20,  1976,  LC,  AO  and  Il  Manifesto-PDUP  ran  for  political  elections  as 

components  of  an umbrella  party  called Democrazia  Proletaria.  Despite  the  optimistic  

prevision of  its own members, the coalition gained “barely half  of  what it could have been  

reasonably expected”, for a total of  just 557,000 votes.223 On the contrary, the DC emerged 

victorious, gaining even more votes than the previous elections. The result was a shock for 

the whole extra-parliamentary Left and in particular for LC, which perceived it as the end 

of  a political era.224 In particular, it was not the scarcity of  votes for DP that generated a  

crisis within LC, but rather high percentage won by DC. In fact, as Bobbio highlighted, the 

electoral strengthening of  DC forced LC's militants to admit the impossibility of  achieving 

a revolutionary project within Italian society.225 

The  frustration  caused  by  the  loss  of  the  revolutionary  hopes  and  the  still  vivid 

aftermath of  the December 6 episode generated a fragmentation based on social categories  

within  LC.226 Among  the  other  groups  that  emerged  from this  fragmentation,  two  in 

particular were going to deeply influence LC's future: women and industrial workers. The 

former continued – with even more vigor – the process which had started after December 

6, of  opposing their identity as women to their identity as militants.  Industrial laborers  

instead accused LC of  bureaucratization, calling for the re-establishment of  the centrality 

of  the  working  class  in  the  political  line.  The  conflict  between  women  and  workers 

eventually exploded on October 23 and 24, during the provincial congress in Turin. On 

that occasion, the workers blamed women and the leaders of  being “the bourgeoisie of  the 

party”, showing thus how the lacerations within LC had reached a point of  no return.227

With these premises, a week after the Turinese assembly, LC held its second and last 

congress  in  Rimini.  The  opening  of  Sofri's  speech  was  certainly  symptomatic  of  the 

precarious situation of  LC: “Dear comrades, I am not going to keep an organized official  

account,  because I would feel  like the  pianist  of  some western movies,  who keeps  on 
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224 Ibid.
225 Ibid.
226 Ibid, p. 173.
227 Ibid, p. 174.
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playing unmoved when the bar around him falls apart”.228 Although LC's leader did not 

omit any of  the customary general topics (the international situation, the government, etc.),  

he focused mostly on women's and workers' stances. According to LC leader, since the 

gender contradiction transcended the centrality of  the working class, it was necessary “to 

get used to living with the havoc”.229

However, when the havoc broke out, it was far more disruptive than expected. After the 

usual initial speeches, women announced their decision of  convening separately from the 

rest of  the assembly. Workers decided to do the same, while the rest of  the militants waited 

for many hours in the corridors “preoccupied and fascinated”.230 The tension reached its 

apex when women invaded the presidential  stage;  as  part  of  the general  astonishment,  

workers and the members of  the servizio d'ordine tried to respond by force to the women's 

act.231 Although  the  physical  violence  did  not  occur,  the  strain  showed  no  signs  of 

reduction. On the contrary, it increased again when the feminist militants publicly asked the 

leaders to respond to their anti-feminist behaviors.

Although LC did not make any formal announcement of  its dissolution, in practice the 

end of  Rimini congress coincided with the end of  the organization itself. However, as the 

congress highlighted, the incompatibility between the different social sector would have 

made impossible the establishment of  an equilibrium within LC. After Rimini a gradual 

break-up occurred inside the organization: female militants abandoned LC in favor of  the 

feminist movement; other members instead joined the armed struggle; and after a couple 

of  meetings even the secretariat stopped convening.

Lotta Continua: a triumphalist denial

Despite  the  interruption  due  to  the  elections,  the  gender  debate  generated  by  the 

December 6 episode was still heated in the pages of  Lotta Continua. It did not, however, 

lead to any unitarian position among members. As a matter of  fact, the role of  female 

militants in the organization had increasingly become object of  discussion. In addition, 

women's voices started to gain more and more attention, as evidenced by the high number 

228 Adriano Sofri, Dopo il 20 giugno (Roma: Savelli, 1977), p. 11.
229 Ibid, p. 12–13.
230 Bobbio, Storia di Lotta Continua, p. 175.
231 The servizio d'ordine was the para-military branch responsible for defensive and offensive strategies during 

demonstrations.  For a detailed account of  the female stage occupation and the consequent reaction of  
the servizio d'ordine, see: Voli, Quando il privato diventa politico, p. 186.
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of  articles signed by female comrades.232 Nevertheless, the classification of  feminism as a 

petty bourgeois stance or the division between feminist women and female proletarians 

were still common in Lotta Continua's pages.233

The events at the 1976 congress deeply unsettled Lotta Continua's role, forcing it to the 

ambivalent position of  involved observer. The newspaper had to function from an aspects 

in an informative capacity regarding the congress for those militants who had not been able 

to attend it. But, since the editorial office and the journal were themselves part of  the party 

as  well,  they  were  not  spared  by  the  post-congress  renewal  process.  Therefore,  while 

publishing the records of  the congress, Lotta Continua had also to deal with the attempt of 

renovating the political dynamics inside the editorial office. In this way, as had happened 

after the December 6 episode, the journal was not able to keep a neat and monolithic voice 

in its pages, but rather displayed all the different souls of  LC.

In  spite  of  this  multiplicity  of  competing  voices, what  certainly  strikes  the  overall 

attention about Lotta Continua's articles about the congress is the triumphalist tone used in 

the reports. In fact, the day after the congress, the director of  the journal wrote that the  

congress had been “an extraordinary political and human experience” that could have been 

carried out by no one else other than LC.234 Although a statement like that contradicts the 

progressive ongoing dissolution of  LC, it was indeed perfectly in line with the accounts the  

journal made during the Rimini assembly. While no harsh opposition between women and 

workers exuded from the pages of  Lotta Continua, the latter were even presented as ready 

and willing to embrace women's requests.235

Although it would be legitimate to wonder if  this self-glorification could have been an 

involuntary consequence of  the hopeful post-congress climate, it was more likely part of  a 

propagandistic strategy. In addition to the minimization of  the contrasts between feminists 

and workers,  Lotta Continua  omitted other inconvenient episodes from its accounts. For 

example, no mention appeared about the fact that the servizio d'ordine had tried to respond 

by force to the women's stage occupation.236 In addition, no reflection followed when the 

list of  the names of  the newly elected secretariat was published, highlighting a substantial  

232 “Assemblea nazionale di Lotta Continua,” Lotta Continua, August 24, 1976.
233 “Il  femminismo  potrà  trasformare  milioni  di  donne?,”  Lotta  Continua,  September  30,  1976;  Vilda 

Longoni, “Una linea di massa femminista deve fare i conti con le differenze e le contraddizioni delle 
donne,” Lotta Continua, October 6, 1976.

234 Alexander Langer, “Una straordinaria esperienza politica e umana,” Lotta Continua, November 6, 1976.
235 “Il nostro congresso va avanti: le compagne e gli operai sono i protagonisti,” Lotta Continua, November 3, 

1976.
236 “Cronaca dell’ultima giornata del congresso,” Lotta Continua, November 6, 1976. 
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absence of  changes in the leadership's structure.237

However,  Lotta  Continua did  not  just  avoid  any  form  of  self-criticism,  but  it  also 

vehemently attacked any other journal that did not share the same positive judgment. On 

the  last  day  of  the  congress,  for  example,  Lotta  Continua  indiscriminately  blamed  the 

traditional  and  revolutionary  press  of  spreading  “falsity,  sensationalism,  stupor  and 

obtuseness”.238 However,  this  harsh  judgment  was  not  final,  but  rather  changeable 

according to necessity.  In one case,  Lotta Continua spared  Quotidiano dei lavoratori from a 

second wave of  criticism, while praising instead the accuracy of  its reports.239 The reason 

for such a change was an alleged evident relation between the quality of  those reports and  

the fact that they had been written by a woman.240 Nevertheless, this axiom did not apply to 

Il Manifesto's female correspondent, who instead became the target of  several reproaches in 

Lotta Continua.241 

Even though the idyllic  picture of  the congress was certainly  the  prominent one,  a 

certain amount of  dissent also gained publication in Lotta Continua. A week later than the 

first triumphalist piece, an article strongly criticized the “idiotic ecstasy” of  many of  the  

post-Rimini speeches.242 According to the authors, many comrades were making “a undue 

and instrumental  synthesis  between  feminism […]  and their  political  line”.243 In  other 

words, LC was applying the Marxist theory to women as to any other mass sector, without 

understanding that gender transcended Marxist categories.244 Thus, the authors continued, 

instead of  modifying the political  line according to the needs of  the mass,  LC simply 

proclaimed itself  feminist and used triumphalism for covering the superficiality  of  this 

act.245 

Although such harshness remained an isolated case, many militants indeed agreed on 

some  of  the  questions  raised  by  the  article.  In  fact,  in  more  than  one  of  the  letters 

published  in  Lotta  Continua,  militants  complained  about  the  gap  between  the  formal 

announcement of  a new course and the absence of  any effective changes.246 In addition, 

237 “Il nuovo comitato nazionale di Lotta Continua,” Lotta Continua, November 6, 1976.
238 “Falsità,  sensazionalismo,  stupore  e  ottusità  nei  commenti  della  stampa  al  nostro  congresso,”  Lotta  

Continua, November 6, 1976.
239 “Pochi hanno capito, molti hanno fatto finta di niente, qualcuno non ha proprio capito,” Lotta Continua, 

November 9, 1976.
240 Ibid.
241 “Anche i giornali hanno un sesso,” Lotta Continua, November 9, 1976.
242 Gad  Lerner  and  Paolo  Hutter,  “‘Non  riproporre  il  trionfalismo  e  l’integralismo  riverniciati’,”  Lotta  

Continua, November 13, 1976.
243 Ibid.
244 Ibid.
245 Ibid.
246 “Portare avanti la discussione sul partito,” Lotta Continua, December 10, 1976; “In che stato è la nostra 

organizzazione,” Lotta Continua, December 12, 1976.
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some members highlighted how workers were not as united as the post-congress speeches 

claimed:  many  of  them  did  not  intend  to  embrace  women's  stances  and  they  still  

considered  feminism  as  a  damaging  division  inside  the  proletariat.247 Moreover,  the 

anomalous re-election of  the same secretariat – despite the many critiques it had received – 

was object of  debate in the journal.248

Despite the majority of  the positive comments over the negative ones in the newspaper,  

at the first assembly of  the national secretariat after the congress the latter proved to be 

justified. Although a mention about the women's issue appeared several times within the 

transcriptions of  the meeting, it was not followed by further scrutiny of  the gender issue. 249 

On the  contrary,  the  discussion  around the  relationship  between  the  workers  and the 

organization was the protagonist of  debates and analysis.250 In addition, not a single woman 

spoke during the assembly, showing how female militants continued to face exclusion from 

the decisional power.

In conclusion, in spite of  the pompous claims by the journal, the situation in LC did not  

change  much after  the  Rimini  congress.  It  remains  difficult  to  determine  whether  the 

triumphalist attitude was a matter of  propaganda, an act of  denial or simply a consequence 

of  political blindness. In fact, even though the editorial choices in the newspaper suggest 

an ulterior propagandistic aim, such a goal seems less plausible for the letters written by 

ordinary militants. Regardless of  the reason behind the enthusiastic tones, what certainly 

characterized the post-congress analysis in Lotta Continua was its usual lack of  proper self-

criticism. Once again, instead of  challenging its own organization, the journal blamed an 

external  other  (i.e.  the  other  newspapers),  demonstrating  that  pre-Rimini  dynamics 

remained a persistent presence in the editorial office.

Quotidiano dei lavoratori: the crisis within AO

In  the  second  half  of  1976,  Quotidiano  dei  lavoratori proved to  be  a  far-sighted  and 

attentive observer of  the developments of  LC's internal debate. Differing from those that  

would to be the actual protagonists of  LC's congress, AO's journal aired the possibility of 

247 “Portare avanti la discussione sul partito”;  “Si alla trasformazione, no al trasformismo,”  Lotta Continua, 
December 9, 1976.

248 Lerner and Hutter, “‘Non riproporre il trionfalismo e l’integralismo riverniciati’;”  “Il cammino che c’è 
ancora da fare,” Lotta Continua, November 9, 1976.

249 The  transcription  of  the  assembly  was  published  in  installments  in  Lotta  Continua,  see:  “Comitato 
nazionale di Lotta Continua - Roma, 4 - 5 Dicembre 1976,” Lotta Continua, December 8, 1976.

250 Ibid.
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an ongoing collapse of  LC already after the provincial congress in Turin.251 In fact, the 

journal  underlined how LC's  feminist  members were  oscillating between the threats  of 

leaving  in  mass  and the  calls  for  changes  inside  the  organization.252 According  to  the 

newspaper,  this  uncertain behavior and the absence of  innovative  contributions by the 

industrial workers was creating an unpromising prospect in regards to LC's future.253

However,  despite the doubts raised after  the Turinese assembly,  the majority of  the  

articles  published in the  Quotidiano  dei  lavoratori during  LC's  congress openly  supported 

women's  stances.  In  fact,  the  journal  claimed  that  the  women's  radical  protest  had 

contaminated the debate, making it lively, since “women were those who had really talked 

about politics”.254 Additionally, women's contributions had to be considered as extremely 

important for the whole extra-parliamentary Left, because it questioned the issue of  power  

within  a  revolutionary  organization.255 Furthermore,  the  newspaper  noticed  how  the 

workers had not been able to enrich the discussion in this occasion either, because of  their  

mostly disjointed and contradictory speeches.256

However,  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  consider  the  tone  of  these  articles  as  a  

comprehensive representation of  AO's opinions about LC's congress.  In fact,  Ida Farè 

signed the majority of  the pieces during the congress and – as she herself  specified in one 

of  them  –  her  perspective  was  very  likely  influenced  by  her  womanhood.257 On  the 

contrary, the few articles not attributable to Farè dedicated less attention to the gender 

issue, proving an advantage to the discussion about the relationship between AO and LC. 258 

Moreover, despite the address made by AO's delegate during the congress touched a broad 

range of  subjects, it did not include any reference to feminism or women's issues.259 

Even though part of  AO was reluctant to grant much attention to the gender issue, after 

LC's congress an internal debate about the topic became inevitable. In an official statement  

about the congress, AO's political office strongly criticized LC's inability to grasp women's 

251 “Un dibattito molto aspro al congresso provinciale di lotta continua a Torino,” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, 
October 26, 1976. Although LC's members were aware the congress was going to have a massive impact 
over their organization, none of  them – not even women – imagined that such a change could have 
compromised the existence of  LC itself. See: Voli, Quando il privato diventa politico, p. 184.
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254 “La  contestazione  delle  femministe  protagonista  del  congresso  di  Lc,”  Quotidiano  Dei  Lavoratori, 

November 4, 1976.
255 Ida  Farè,  “Come fare  diventare  politica  il  personale:  il  dibattito  continua,”  Quotidiano  Dei  Lavoratori, 

November 6, 1976.
256 “La contestazione delle femministe protagonista del congresso di Lc”.
257 Farè, “Come fare diventare politica il personale”.
258 “Donne e operai a confronto al congresso di Lc a Rimini: come superare l’antagonismo,” Quotidiano Dei  

Lavoratori,  November  3,  1976;  “Ricca  di  schemi  ma  priva  di  sostanziali  autocritiche  la  relazione  al 
congresso di Lc,” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, November 2, 1976.

259 “Avanguardia Operaia al congresso di Lc,” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, November 5, 1976.
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revolutionary drive.260 Thus, it would have been a serious matter of  inconsistency not to 

support such a statement with a consequent self-criticism. Furthermore, it is presumable 

that LC's case represented a worrisome example for the whole extra-parliamentary Left. 

Finally, AO's female members themselves were determined to bring feminism inside the 

organization,  in  order  to  create  a  revolutionary  party  which  could  combine  both 

communism and feminism.261

However,  the national assembly of  AO's female members held in Rome at the end of  

November 1976 clearly showed that women's claims were heterogeneous and  plenty of 

practical  complications.  In  fact,  the  problem of  militancy  within  the  organization  was 

certainly  one  of  the  central  topic  of  the  meeting,  since  many  of  the  participants 

denounced the presence of  female subordination even within AO.262 Also the decision of 

remaining inside AO was the result of  an intense debate. In fact, many women argued that 

the  schematic  approach used by the  revolutionary  Left  would have been constantly  in 

conflict  with the  personal  dimension of  feminism.263 Nevertheless,  the majority  of  the 

female militants eventually agreed on the necessity of  a structured organization.264 Trying 

to change AO from inside looked as the only practical solution for the construction of  a 

party that could be both revolutionary and representative of  women.265

Although women's national assembly gained a broad amount of  space on Quotidiano dei  

lavoratori,  some of  the editorial choices suggest an ambivalent attitude toward it. A very 

clear  example  is  the  publication  of  an  unsigned  letter  in  the  newspaper,  that  harshly 

attacked  the  feminist  area  of  the  organization.266 The  episode  generated an immediate 

reaction by the female militants, who promptly claimed that the absence of  a signature 

implied the authorship of  someone from the leading group.267 An amendment from the 

editorial office followed in the form of  a signed article, under the significant title of  “Crisis 

is in the air, but is it really feminism's fault?”.268 Although, this second article was  far from 

being a public admission of  guilt, it still underlined how, to the eyes of  many, feminism was 

260 Comitato di coordinamento dell’Ufficio Politico di Ao, “Alcune Note «a Freddo» Sul II Congresso Di 
Lc,” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, November 21, 1976.

261 “Quale contributo dalle donne al dibattito di AO,” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, November 17, 1976.
262 “Non  ci  sarà  partito  rivoluzionario  senza  le  donne.  Ma  noi  che  partito  vogliamo?,”  Quotidiano  Dei  

Lavoratori,  November 24,  1976;  “Trasformiamo la  nostra  forza collettiva di  donne in pratica di  lotta 
dentro AO,” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, November 25, 1976.

263 “Non ci sarà partito rivoluzionario senza le donne”.
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265 “Le compagne: perchè siamo qui in tante,” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, December 1, 1976.
266 “Lettera  a  una  compagna  femminista  partita  per  l’assemblea  di  Roma,”  Quotidiano  Dei  Lavoratori, 
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becoming a scapegoat for the problems of  the organization.

It is interesting to notice how the crisis within AO presented very similar dynamics to 

LC's crisis, especially in the way it was handled by the journal. A clear example was the 

already mentioned anonymous letter published in Quotidiano dei lavoratori, which immediately 

recalls the absence of  signatures typical of  Lotta Continua. Moreover, in a similar manner to 

Lotta Continua's triumphalism,  Quotidiano dei lavoratori likewise employed a positive tone in 

order to deny the severity of  the internal crisis. For instance, all the articles about women's 

meeting presented a very positive title, suggesting a proactive and confident attitude toward 

the organization. This assumption was indeed in total opposition with the body of  the  

same pieces, that instead highlighted the lacerations within the female component of  the 

organization.

In  summary  to  this  section,  the  gender  contradiction  eventually  had  exploded  also 

within  AO,  albeit  at  a  later  date  than  in  LC.  However,  probably  thanks  to  the  more 

receptive approach toward feminist  stances,  AO's internal  crisis  did  not  have the same 

catastrophic outcome as  LC's crisis did.269 Anyway, as the similar approaches of  the two 

journals  elucidated,  neither  AO  nor  its  journal  succeeded  in  merging  feminism  and 

revolutionary  militancy.  On  the  contrary,  the  tension  caused  by  the  feminist  dissent 

highlighted  the  presence  of  a  hidden  anti-feminist  attitude  even  within  AO's  ranks. 

Therefore, what initially seemed to be an exclusive problem of  LC proved to be a common 

feature of  the entire revolutionary Left.

Il Manifesto: an exception to the general trend

Differently from the other two newspapers, Il Manifesto chose a informative tone rather 

than an emotional one to detail LC's congress. Although Il Manifesto's female correspondent 

clearly stated her full support on women's stances, the description of  the meetings never 

abandoned the analytical perspective.270 In addition, the journal was often able to provide 

more information about LC's crisis than Lotta Continua itself. Indeed, as Il Manifesto claimed, 

the “scanty «political programming»” published on LC's newspaper lacked in details about 

LC's actual situation.271 Therefore, in order to compensate for this shortage and to provide 

269 For instance, differently from LC's female militants, AO's women reached a unitarian position after their  
national assembly. See: “Le compagne: perchè siamo qui in tante.”

270 Rina  Gagliardi,  “Operai  e  femministe  escono  dalle  riunioni  chiuse  e  si  scontrano  apertamente  alla 
tribuna,” Il Manifesto, November 3, 1976.

271 “Difficile vigilia congressuale di Lotta Continua,” Il Manifesto, October 26, 1976.
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the readers with an accurate picture, Il Manifesto even dedicated space to the meetings held 

by the Turinese and the Roman branches of  LC.272

Despite the different formal approach, Il Manifesto shared indeed Quotidiano dei lavoratori's 

far-sightedness about the possible outcome of  Rimini congress. In fact, on the same day, 

both  the  journals  published  a  quite  pessimistic  forecast  about  LC's  fate.273 However, 

contrary to AO's newspaper,  Il Manifesto maintained the same pessimistic judgment even 

during the congress. According to the correspondent to the congress, the rifts within LC 

were too deep to be solved with simply a conclusive speech.274 In addition, she claimed the 

failure of  LC to synthesize its various factions (women, workers, etc.)  had rendered them 

useless – or even dangerous – for the existence of  the organization.275

As it strongly emphasized in its pages, Il Manifesto considered the December 6 incident 

as the origin of  LC's process of  disintegration.276 In fact, the journal situated the birth of 

women's awareness about the contradiction between gender and militancy within the frame 

of  the attack against the pro-abortion demonstration.277 Therefore, because of  its lateness, 

the discovery of  feminism in LC ultimately had a more dazzling and disruptive impact than 

in the other organizations.278 In addition,  Il  Manifesto  argued that even the December 6 

episode  itself  generated  violent  clashes  with  is  feature  of  the  still  unsolved  issue.279 

Women's calls for an official stance about the attack and the consequent invasion of  the  

stage were a clear example of  the mark that the December 6 had left on the organization.280

However,  Il Manifesto did not regard the events of  the Rimini congress as peculiar of 

LC,  rather  it  considered  them  as  a  potential  risk  for  the  whole  revolutionary  Left. 

Therefore,  in  order  to  prevent  similar  circumstances  from  happening  in  its  own 

organization,  the  journal  dedicated  much  space  to  the  exploration  of  the  feminist 

perspective. In fact,  the newspaper published a set of  interviews with members of  the 

feminist  movement,  focusing  in  particular  on  the  tormented  relationship  between  the 

272 Ibid.
273 “Un  dibattito  molto  aspro  al  congresso  provinciale  di  Lotta  Continua  a  Torino”;  “Difficile  vigilia  
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275 Rina Gagliardi,  “Si conclude oggi il congresso di Rimini. sulla scia di operai e femministe esplodono  
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276 Rina  Gagliardi,  “Con strutture  dirigenti  ‘di  transizione’  Lc  prosegue il  dibattito  aperto a  Rimini,”  Il  

Manifesto, November 6, 1976.
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women's movement and the revolutionary Left.281 Furthermore,  Il Manifesto even held an 

inquiry about women's representation within literature, collecting the opinion of  several 

famous left-wing writers.282

Despite the journal's effort to prevent it, the gender contradiction eventually exploded 

also within  Il  Manifesto-PDUP. A letter  signed by  twelve  female  militants  reached the 

journal, announcing their exit from the organization.283 As a matter of  fact, those women 

generally agreed with Il Manifesto-PDUP's political line and they recognized that it had a 

far  better  approach  toward  women's  issue  than  the  rest  of  the  revolutionary  Left.284 

Nevertheless, leaving the organization was the only possible way to pursue feminist stances,  

since Il Manifesto-PDUP had not been able to embrace them completely.285 Moreover, they 

strongly criticized even the newspaper, accusing it of  having progressively turned into a 

mere official party organ, rather than giving voice to conflict between reality and political 

line.286

However,  Il Manifesto's reaction to the feminist critiques was completely different from 

the ones of  the other two newspapers. Instead of  covering up the crisis with triumphalist  

tones,  Il Manifesto openly admitted the graveness of  the situation.287 Although the journal 

raised some criticism toward women's choice, it never questioned the political legitimacy of 

their  choices.288 In  fact,  during  the  national  assembly  of  Il  Manifesto-PDUP's  female 

members, Il Manifesto let women write on their own behalf; instead of  a journalist writing 

about the meeting, a self-organized feminist editorial office wrote the pieces directly from 

the assembly.289

Once again  Il  Manifesto proved to have the most receptive approach toward feminist 

stances. In fact, the journal was the only one that identified the potential universality of  the  

features of  LC's crisis. Furthermore, the newspaper even proved to be willing to change its 
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modus operandi, in order to solve the gender contradiction within its own organization.  

Although this was not enough to prevent a feminist breakaway, it certainly had a positive 

impact on women's attitude toward the organization. Therefore, even though the gender 

issue was far from being solved, Il Manifesto was still confirming itself  as the most careful 

observer of  it among the revolutionary Left journals.
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CONCLUSION

In the second half  of  1976 AO, LC and Il Manifesto-PDUP experienced a crisis, which 

had its origin in the contradiction between feminism and revolutionary militancy. Such a 

critical  moment was, however, just the final phase of  broader process, which had begun in  

1974. During this time span, the way in which the three organizations perceived feminism 

varied according to the progressive development of  a feminist  component within their 

ranks. Thus, the three case studies analyzed in this thesis provide a useful tool for mapping 

how the relationship between feminism and the groups of  the New Left changed through 

time.

At  the  time of  the  divorce  referendum feminism was  perceived as  an external  and 

independent  issue,  not  directly  concerning  the  groups  of  the  revolutionary  Left.  This 

aspect  was particularly  evident in the case of  Lotta Continua,  since the journal  basically 

addressed women as a pool of  voters.  In fact,  it  concentrated on placing the electoral 

confrontation within a  broader  political  discourse  against  the  DC and its  government,  

rather then focusing on the gender specificity of  the issue. Furthermore, in the few articles 

in which LC's newspaper mentioned women, class identity constantly prevailed over gender 

identity.  In contrast,  Il Manifesto proved to be aware of  both the political and the social 

implication of  the referendum. In particular,  instead of  merely looking at women as a  

crowd of  potential voters,  Il Manifesto completely reversed Lotta Continua's perspective, by 

considering  the  safeguard  of  the  divorce  law  as  a  requisite  for  women's  liberation. 

However, even though Il Manifesto openly admitted to the necessity of  redefining gender 

dynamics within its organization, at this stage the debate was still very much a theoretical 

one. 

It  is  in  1975,  with  the  December  6  demonstration,  that  the  existence  of  a  second 

collective identity started to manifest itself  within the parties of  the New Left. In fact, the  

separatist nature of  the rally clearly marked a gender-based division, through the exclusion 

of  men  from  both  the  decisional  and  the  participative  dimension  of  the  event.  

Furthermore, the spatial disposition of  the rally, which refused men admittance within the 

main body and relegated them to the sides,  made such a division even more tangible. 

Therefore,  the  assault  perpetrated  by the  members  of  Cinecittà  Branch had a  twofold 

purpose. First, as the slogan “No division inside the proletariat, men and women for the 
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revolution”  suggests,  the  attack  explicitly  aimed to  reassert  the  unity  of  the  dominant 

collective identity. Second, it was an implicit attempt to restore the gender hierarchy within 

the political space.

However, the way in which the three groups reacted to the incident clearly showed their 

unwillingness  to  approach  it  from a  gender  perspective.  On  the  contrary,  the  general 

tendency was to downplay the political meaning of  the issue. On one hand, Quotidiano dei  

lavoratori and  Il  Manifesto simply dismissed the episode as the result  of  LC's inability  to 

respect political agreements. On the other hand, LC's national secretariat not only depicted 

the episode as a mere disciplinary matter, but even reasserted the full legitimacy of  gender  

hierarchy. In fact, by shifting the focus of  the debate from the attack to the employment of 

the term “fascists” against male comrades, LC's leaders implicitly remarked the prevalence 

of  the militant identity over the gender one. 

If  in 1975 the strategy of  denying the existence of  a conflict between feminism and 

revolutionary militancy could have been a feasible solution, in 1976 that was no longer the 

case. In the months between the December 6 demonstration and LC's congress a solid and 

conscious feminist identity had emerged within the ranks of  the whole revolutionary Left.  

Not only were female members no longer disposed to abdicate their gender specificity, but  

they also intended to challenge gender hierarchy within the New Left. Besides, many of 

them were even prepared to renegotiate their membership within the revolutionary groups, 

in case their conditions could not find a satisfactory response from their organizations. In 

other words,  since the source of  feminist criticism had eventually become internal,  the 

whole revolutionary Left found itself  constrained to deal with the contradiction between 

feminism and militancy. 

However, even though the explosion of  the gender issue occurred pretty much at the 

same moment within all three revolutionary groups, its effects differed significantly from 

an organization to another. In fact, as the comparison between the three groups suggests, 

the way in which each organization responded to the crisis  is  strictly  correlated to the 

degree  of  pervasiveness  of  their  collective  identity.  Such  an  aspect  results  particularly 

evident when observing how the newspapers employed unsigned articles and whether their 

attitude changed during the internal crisis.

The case of  Lotta Continua  is  probably the one that better highlights the correlation 

between signed articles and collective identity. In fact, the absence of  signatures had been 

its distinctive mark, until the first signs of  an imminent internal conflict started to disclose 

themselves.  As  a  consequence,  when  a  multitude  of  contrasting  opinions  suddenly 
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overwhelmed the usual unitarian voice, the whole organization seemed to crumble apart. In 

this  perspective,  the  post-congress  triumphalist  tones  –  whether  they  were  used  as  a  

propagandistic strategy or not – can be regarded as a desperate attempt to tie together the 

different factions, in order to reassert the militants' collective identity.

Although with different modalities  and timing,  also  Quotidiano dei  lavoratori employed 

unsigned articles with the aim of  restoring the unity within its party. Whereas in  Lotta  

Continua the  absence  of  signatures  was  a  standard  practice,  in  AO's  newspaper  it  

represented an exception within the usual editorial policy. On one hand, the fact that such a 

drastic  measure  occurred  in  an  extraordinary  circumstance  clearly  highlights  how  the 

possible outcomes of  the gender conflict deeply concerned AO's leadership. On the other 

hand, because of  its unusualness, this practice could not pass unnoticed. In fact, it only  

resulted in further drawing the rage of  female activists.

Il Manifesto instead represents a quite unique case under many aspects. First of  all, it was 

the only one that did not employ unsigned article as a strategy for reasserting the internal  

unity. On the contrary, because of  the original goal of  providing a stimulus for reflections 

and debate, the newspaper had always displayed different perspectives and opinions within 

its pages. Furthermore, Il Manifesto was the only newspaper that changed its editorial line in 

order to give more space to women's instances, rather than trying to reassert the primacy 

of  militancy over feminism. In other words, since Il Manifesto group had always privileged 

the internal debate over a total and unconditional commitment to a revolutionary goal, it  

simply did not perceive feminism as a potential threat for its own organization. Therefore,  

instead  of  trying  to  restore  the  unity  within  its  ranks,  it  concentrated  its  efforts  into 

attempting to fully embrace feminist instances. 

Hypothesis for future research

While this thesis has addressed some of  the aspects in which gender dynamics operated 

within the '68 movement,  many others  still  remain uncovered.  For example,  Petricola's  

suggestion about analyzing the private dimension of  male militants certainly deserves to be 

investigated. Through oral history, such a study would be capable of  determining  what 

kind of  impact feminism had on male militants and how it influenced their personal lives.  

Furthermore,  the  analysis  of  the  discrepancies  between  the  activists'  private  and  the 

leadership's  official  stances  would  be  a  useful  tool  to  further  explore  power  dynamics 
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within the revolutionary Left.

 Expanding the analysis of  gender dynamics within an international context would also 

open  to  new  hypothesis  of  research.  Considering  the  transnational  nature  of  the  '68 

movement  could  throw  some  new  light  on  its  gender  dimension  within  a  global 

perspective.  In addition, not limiting the study of  gender dynamics to a single country 

could show whether a different milieu facilitated the relationship between feminist  and 

New Left or not. Finally, the experiences of  other European groups can be contrast to the 

Italian ones, in order to underline the differences in the gendered power structure.  Such 

studies would help us gain a more complete understanding of  this important moment  in 

the history of  social movements. 

57



Bibliography

Primary sources – Journals

Il Manifesto 1973-1976, selected articles on microfilm

Lotta Continua 1971-1976, selected articles on microfilm

Quotidiano dei lavoratori 1974-1976, selected articles on microfilm

Primary sources – Articles

Armeni, Ritanna. “‘Il sesso per noi donne è stato violenza, dovere, abitudine. tutto fuorchè 
amore’. Come e perchè l’Udi è cambiata.” Il Manifesto, December 23, 1975.

———. “L’Udi non è insensibile al ‘nuovo femminismo’ ma per andare avanti nell’unità 
del movimento deve buttarsi alle spalle molte cose vecchie.” Il Manifesto, December 27, 
1975.

Balbo, Laura. “In Una società disumana la famiglia rimane un rifugio.” Il Manifesto, 
December 31, 1975.

———. “La famiglia degli anni  ’70.” Il Manifesto, May 5, 1974.

———. “La Famiglia soffoca l’autonomia del personale e la ricerca del collettivo.” Il 
Manifesto, December 30, 1975.

———. “Le donne, i sociologi (maschi), il movimento.” Il Manifesto, December 18, 1975.

Battaglino, Mariateresa. “Il diritto di essere noi stesse ce lo siamo conquistato: dopo il 6 
essere donne è lotta.” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, December 11, 1975.

Bellezza, Dario. “Da che parte sta il romanziere.” Il Manifesto, December 16, 1976.

Bosio, Enrico. “Care compagne, io che resto.” Il Manifesto, November 26, 1976.

Castellina, Luciana. “Come ogni movimento giovane, anche le donne hanno dato vita a un 
corteo pieno di fantasia. ‘Aborto sì, ma non finisce qui’. In questo slogan l’impegno a 
una lotta che è solo un inizio.” Il Manifesto, December 7, 1975.

———. “Il Manifesto e le femministe.” Il Manifesto, March 3, 1974.

Cherubini, Isabella. “Il movimento delle donne è il nuovo protagonista della lotta contro 
Moro e il regime Dc.” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, December 9, 1975.

———. “Perchè le donne e solo le donne oggi in piazza.” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, 
December 6, 1975.

Ciotta, Mariuccia, and Norma Rangeri. “Effe e Lotta Continua: soggetti politici o 

58



affiancatrici della politica?” Il Manifesto, December 11, 1976.

———. “Ida Magli: ‘Il rischio è di rifondare la vecchia immagine della donna’.” Il Manifesto, 
November 7, 1976.

———. “Una conversazione con Jacqueline Risset.” Il Manifesto, November 13, 1976.

Il collettivo donne di Milano. “Interventi e mozioni sulla manifestazione di Roma e 
l’autonomia del movimento delle donne.” Lotta Continua, December 13, 1975.

Comitato di coordinamento dell’Ufficio Politico di Ao. “Alcune note «a freddo» sul ii 
congresso di Lc.” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, November 21, 1976.

Commissione Femminile di Torino, and Commissione Femminile di Grugliasco. “Non è 
Solo una ‘battaglia culturale’ ma una questione di rapporti di forza.” Lotta Continua, 
December 13, 1975.

Commissione femminile o.c.A.O. “La lotta delle donne: specificità e unità con il 
movimento operaio.” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, November 29, 1974.

Dagnino, Francesca. “Non solo mimose.” Il Manifesto, March 8, 1974.

———. “Con gli aborti clandestini un giro di miliardi sulla pelle delle donne. Anche per 
questo vogliamo la liberazione dell’aborto e consultori autogestiti.” Il Manifesto, 
December 6, 1975.

———. “Le donne in piazza.” Il Manifesto, November 25, 1975.

Farè, Ida. “Come fare diventare politica il personale: il dibattito continua.” Quotidiano Dei 
Lavoratori, November 6, 1976.

———. “Mamma o super-mamma, io del resto non sono che la madre dei «suoi» figli...” 
Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, December 6, 1975.

———. “‘Nel partito dove stavo’.” Il Manifesto, November 23, 1976.

Gagliardi, Rina. “Che cosa dobbiamo fare di Lotta Continua? Si chiedono, con Sofri, 
delegati e ‘osservatori’. Congressi nel congresso di femministe e operai.” Il Manifesto, 
November 2, 1976.

———. “Con strutture dirigenti ‘di transizione’ lc prosegue il dibattito aperto a Rimini.” Il 
Manifesto, November 6, 1976.

———. “Operai e femministe escono dalle riunioni chiuse e si scontrano apertamente alla 
tribuna.” Il Manifesto, November 3, 1976.

———. “Si conclude oggi il congresso di Rimini. Sulla scia di operai e femministe 
esplodono problemi settoriali.” Il Manifesto, November 4, 1976.

Gamba, Mario. “C’è Aria di crisi, ma la colpa è proprio del femminismo?” Quotidiano Dei 
Lavoratori, December 5, 1976.

Guglielmi, Angelo. “Ma noi l’avevamo già detto, nel '63.” Il Manifesto, December 16, 1976.

Langer, Alexander. “Una straordinaria esperienza politica e umana.” Lotta Continua, 
November 6, 1976.

Lerner, Gad, and Paolo Hutter. “‘Non riproporre il trionfalismo e l’integralismo 
riverniciati’.” Lotta Continua, November 13, 1976.

Longoni, Vilda. “Una linea di massa femminista deve fare i conti con le differenze e le 
contraddizioni delle donne.” Lotta Continua, October 6, 1976.

59



Menapace, Lidia. “Femministe che se vanno e femministe che rimangono, tutte insieme al 
coordinamento del Pdup. Vi Racconto come ho fatto la relazione.” Il Manifesto, 
November 28, 1976.

———. “La morale dei comunisti e quella del Pci.” Il Manifesto, December 13, 1975.

Obidos, Anna. “L’autonomia e la necessaria «separatezza» del movimento di liberazione 
della donna.” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, December 11, 1975.

Paris, Renzo. “Le pagine bianche del romanzo.” Il Manifesto, December 2, 1976.

Pecora, Elio. “Il diverso è ‘diverso’.” Il Manifesto, December 16, 1976.

Ravaioli, Carla. “Il sesso del divorzio.” Il Manifesto, March 28, 1974.

Sofri, Adriano. “le cose buone, le cose cattive, e il modo di affrontarle.” Lotta Continua, 
December 12, 1975.

Spagnoletti, Rosalba. “L’autonomia del movimento delle donne. Una lettera di Rosalba 
Spagnoletti.” Lotta Continua, December 9, 1975.

Valenziano, Clara. “Le donne di Settingiano (e qualche uomo).” Il Manifesto, April 12, 1974.

———. “Per tradizione le donne sono contro, ma la dura esperienza dell’emigrazione 
travolge la vecchia morale.” Il Manifesto, April 13, 1974.

“19 milioni di no.” Il Manifesto, March 19, 1974.

“5 Dicembre: giornata di lotta delle studentesse.” Lotta Continua, December 3, 1975.

“50.000 donne in piazza per l’aborto, contro il governo.” Lotta Continua, December 9, 1975.

“8 Marzo qual è la parola d’ordine giusta.” Il Manifesto, March 6, 1974.

“Aborto: "Decidere sta a noi e non al padreterno. E neanche a ‘sto fottuto di governo".” 
Lotta Continua, December 7, 1975.

“Anche i giornali hanno un sesso.” Lotta Continua, November 9, 1976.

“Assemblea nazionale di Lotta Continua.” Lotta Continua, August 24, 1976.

“Avanguardia Operaia al congresso di Lc.” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, November 5, 1976.

“Cari compagni, vi lasciamo. una lettera delle femministe Di Bologna.” Il Manifesto, 
November 23, 1976.

“Comitato nazionale di Lotta Continua - Roma, 4 - 5 Dicembre 1976.” Lotta Continua, 
December 8, 1976.

“Comunicato della commissione femminile di Roma.” Lotta Continua, December 10, 1975.

“Comunicato della responsabile commissione femminile.” Lotta Continua, December 10, 
1975.

“Comunicato della responsabile della commissione femminile nazionale di Lotta 
Continua.” Lotta Continua, December 9, 1975.

“Con il referendum la DC orepara il terreno alle ‘modifiche’ istituzionali e alla 
ristrutturazione.” Lotta Continua, April 16, 1974.

“Conclusa la discussione davanti alla corte costituzionale. la maggioranza (antidivorzista) 

60



deciderà di rimangiarsi una precedente sentenza? Forse no. I giochi sono complicati.” 
Il Manifesto, November 22, 1973.

“Contro la ‘casistica’ e per la ‘libera scelta’ anche i cristiani per il socialismo. Lotta Continua 
investita dalla critica e autocritica.” Il Manifesto, December 10, 1975.

“Cosa è l’aborto.” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, December 6, 1975.

“Cronaca dell’ultima giornata del congresso.” Lotta Continua, November 6, 1976.

“C’eravamo tanto amati...” Lotta Continua, March 21, 1974.

“Difficile vigilia congressuale Di Lotta Continua.” Il Manifesto, October 26, 1976.

“Divorzio a carte ’48?” Lotta Continua, January 8, 1974.

“Donne e operai a confronto al congresso di lc a rimini: come superare l’antagonismo.” 
Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, November 3, 1976.

“Donne, usciamo dall’isolamento, costruiamo insieme il nostro movimento.” Lotta Continua, 
December 9, 1975.

“Elogio della milizia politica.” Lotta Continua, February 5, 1976.

“Esce oggi «Liberazione», il quotidiano del Partito Radicale.” Lotta Continua, September 13, 
1973.

“Falsità, sensazionalismo, stupore e ottusità nei commenti della stampa al nostro 
congresso.” Lotta Continua, November 6, 1976.

“Famiglia, femminismo e rapporti (umani e politici) tra compagni e non.” Il Manifesto, 
March 26, 1974.

“Fanfani, la DC e i suoi tirapiedi fascisti, sepolti nel ridicolo e nella vergogna da una 
valanga di no.” Lotta Continua, May 14, 1974.

“Il calvario dell’aborto in parlamento.” Il Manifesto, December 6, 1975.

“Il cammino che c’è ancora da fare.” Lotta Continua, November 9, 1976.

“Il comitato centrale del PCI e il referendum.” Lotta Continua, March 31, 1974.

“Il femminismo potrà trasformare milioni di donne?” Lotta Continua, September 30, 1976.

“Il Manifesto e il Pdup per l’unificazione.” Il Manifesto, February 27, 1974.

“Il movimento degli studenti al fianco della classe operaia, dei lavoratori della scuola, delle 
donne proletarie, per lo sciopero generale, l’emancipazione della donna e la sconfitta 
della DC sul referendum.” Lotta Continua, February 19, 1974.

“Il nostro congresso va avanti: le compagne e gli operai sono i protagonisti.” Lotta Continua, 
November 3, 1976.

“Il nuovo comitato nazionale di Lotta Continua.” Lotta Continua, November 6, 1976.

“Il partito rivoluzionario può assumere anche la faccia femminista?” Lotta Continua, 
February 5, 1976.

“Il progetto antidonne in aula alla Camera il 20 Gennaio. Poi va al Senato, dove non ha 
maggioranza.” Il Manifesto, December 30, 1975.

“Il referendum alle porte. De Martino dice che sarà una dura battaglia laica e popolare.” Il 
Manifesto, January 6, 1974.

61



“Il referendum nel Sud.” Il Manifesto, March 19, 1974.

“Il referendum: il lupo e l’agnello.” Lotta Continua, January 15, 1974.

“In che stato è la nostra organizzazione.” Lotta Continua, December 12, 1976.

“Intervista ad Alberto Moravia: ‘Femministe, la voce non ha sesso’.” Il Manifesto, 1976.

“La commissione femminile romana racconta l’attivo delle compagne.” Lotta Continua, 
December 24, 1975.

“La contestazione delle femministe protagonista del congresso di Lc.” Quotidiano Dei 
Lavoratori, November 4, 1976.

“La linea del pci sull’aborto: non è prudente, è miope.” Il Manifesto, December 16, 1975.

“La lotta di classe ha costruito la sua maggioranza. Questa maggioranza deve battere i suoi 
nemici anche con il voto.” Lotta Continua, May 12, 1974.

“La lotta delle donne spezzerà il compromesso parlamentare sull’aborto e l'oppressione 
sociale. il 6 manifestazione a Roma.” Lotta Continua, November 19, 1975.

“La Sede di Roma prepara il congresso.” Lotta Continua, December 16, 1975.

“La Sede di Roma prepara il congresso.” Lotta Continua, December 17, 1975.

“Le compagne: perchè siamo qui in tante.” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, December 1, 1976.

“Le donne rifiutano la legge-capestro.” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, December 2, 1975.

“Le donne scendono in piazza oggi contro la legge sull’aborto.” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, 
December 6, 1975.

“Lettera a una compagna femminista partita per l’assemblea di Roma.” Quotidiano Dei 
Lavoratori, November 21, 1976.

“Lo scheletro dentro l’armadio.” Il Manifesto, March 24, 1974.

“Lotta Continua e la scivolata antifemminista.” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, December 16, 
1975.

“Lotta Continua: Un «partito» al di fuori del movimento delle donne che ne nega 
l’autonomia.” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, December 11, 1975.

“L’emancipazione delle donne è l'opera che le donne stesse realizzano schierandosi ad armi 
pari nella lotta proletaria contro la borghesia, per il comunismo.” Lotta Continua, 
March 7, 1974.

“L’errore e le ragioni.” Il Manifesto, November 23, 1976.

“L’impegno del Manifesto e del PDUP nella battaglia per smascherare e battere la Dc nel 
suo ruolo di forza di regime.” Il Manifesto, January 20, 1974.

“L’Udi schiude la porta al nuovo femminismo, ma gliela sbatte in faccia quando si accorge 
di che si tratta.” Il Manifesto, November 4, 1973.

“Mobilitazione straordinaria per questa ultima fase della battaglia contro l’abrogazione. un 
documento del Manifesto e del Pdup.” Il Manifesto, April 13, 1974.

“Mozione dell’attivo dei militanti di Milano.” Lotta Continua, December 13, 1975.

“‘Nella discussione sulle donne entrano in gioco tutti i problemi. Io invito a sparare in alto 
e non alla cieca’.” Lotta Continua, December 20, 1975.

62



“No al fanfascismo.” Lotta Continua, October 5, 1971.

“No al «dialogo», lotta.” Liberazione, September 13, 1973.

“Non ci sarà partito rivoluzionario senza le donne. Ma noi che partito vogliamo?” 
Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, November 24, 1976.

“O si o no.” Il Manifesto, January 13, 1974.

“Oggi a Roma la manifestazione nazionale delle donne.” Lotta Continua, December 6, 1975.

“Ormai più a nessuno conviene evitare il referendum. Ma tutti si impegnano a farlo in 
sordina.” Il Manifesto, December 11, 1973.

“Perchè l’ipocrisia e il calcolo politico non cada ancora addosso alle donne, domani a Roma 
la manifestazione per le la libertà d'aborto.” Il Manifesto, December 5, 1975.

“Pochi hanno capito, molti hanno fatto finta di niente, qualcuno non ha proprio capito.” 
Lotta Continua, November 9, 1976.

“Portare avanti la discussione sul partito.” Lotta Continua, December 10, 1976.

“Quale contributo dalle donne al dibattito di AO.” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, November 17, 
1976.

“Rassegnati al referendum.” Il Manifesto, December 2, 1973.

“Referendum: a che punto siamo.” Lotta Continua, April 28, 1974.

“Ricca di schemi ma priva di sostanziali autocritiche la relazione al congresso di Lc.” 
Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, November 2, 1976.

“Sembra ormai inevitabile il referendum sul divorzio.” Lotta Continua, January 6, 1974.

“Si alla trasformazione, no al trasformismo.” Lotta Continua, December 9, 1976.

“Si all’emancipazione della donna, no all'abolizione del divorzio voluta dalla dc e dai 
fascisti.” Lotta Continua, March 6, 1974.

“Si estende la mobilitazione per il NO del 12 Maggio.” Lotta Continua, April 2, 1974.

“Si riparla di referendum per il divorzio.” Lotta Continua, November 23, 1973.

“Sulla conferenza operaia del PCI.” Lotta Continua, February 12, 1974.

“Trasformiamo la nostra forza collettiva di donne in pratica di lotta dentro AO.” Quotidiano 
Dei Lavoratori, November 25, 1976.

“Tutte donne in corteo davanti al parlamento.” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, December 5, 1975.

“Un dibattito molto aspro al congresso provinciale di Lotta Continua a Torino.” Quotidiano 
Dei Lavoratori, October 26, 1976.

“Un enorme corteo di donne è sfilato a Roma.” Quotidiano Dei Lavoratori, December 7, 
1975.

“Una manifestazione di donne è molto più che una manifestazione per le donne.” Lotta 
Continua, December 10, 1975.

63



Secondary sources

Bergman, Solveig. The Politics of  Feminism: Autonomous Feminist Movements in Finland and West 
Germany from the 1960s to the 1980s. Åbo: Åbo Akademi University Press, 2002.

Bobbio, Luigi. Storia di Lotta Continua. 2nd ed. Milano: Feltrinelli, 1988.

Bono, Paola, and Sandra Kemp, eds. Italian Feminist Thought. A Reader. Oxford: Basil 
Blackwell, 1991.

Boraso, Giuliano. Mucchio Selvaggio. Ascesa apoteosi caduta dell’organizzazione Prima Linea. Roma: 
Castelvecchi, 2006.

Bravo, Anna. “Noi e la violenza, trent’anni per pensarci.” Genesis. Rivista Della Società Delle 
Storiche 1, no. 3 (2004): 1–25.

Calabrò, Anna Rita, and Laura Grasso. Dal movimento femminista al femminismo diffuso. Storie e 
percorsi a Milano dagli anni’ 60 agli anni '80. Milano: Franco Angeli, 2004.

Cazzullo, Aldo. I ragazzi che volevano fare la rivoluzione. 1968-1978. Storia Critica Di Lotta 
Continua. Milano: Sperling & Kupfer, 2006.

Clifford, Rebecca. “Emotions and Gender in Oral History: Narrating Italy’s 1968.” Modern 
Italy 17, no. 2 (2012): 209–221.

Cohen, Debora, and Lessie Jo Frazier. “Love-In, Love-Out: Gender, Sex, and Sexuality in  
’68.” In Gender and Sexuality in 1968. Transformative Politics in the Cultural Imagination, 
edited by Deborah Cohen and Lessie Jo Frazier. New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2009.

———. “Talking Back to ’68: Gendered Narratives, Participatory Spaces, and Political 
Cultures.” In Gender and Sexuality in 1968. Transformative Politics in the Cultural Imagination, 
edited by Debora Cohen and Lessie Jo Frazier. New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2009.

Cohen, Deborah, and Lessie Jo Frazier, eds. Gender and Sexuality in 1968. Transformative 
Politics in the Cultural Imagination. New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2009.

Colarizi, Simona. Storia del Novecento italiano. Milano: Rizzoli, 2000.

Crainz, Guido. Il paese mancato. Dal miracolo economico agli anni ottanta. Roma: Donzelli, 2003.

Dalmasso, Sergio. Il caso Manifesto e il PCI degli anni ’60. Torino: CRIC, 1989.

Ergas, Yasmine. “1968-79. Feminism and the Italian Party System: Women’s Politics in a 
Decade of  Turmoil.” Comparative Politics 14, no. 3 (1982): 253–279.

Evans, Sara. Personal Politics: The Roots of  Women’s Liberation in the Civil Rights Movement and the 
New Left. New York: Vintage Books, 1980.

———. “Sons, Daughters, and Patriarchy: Gender and the 1968 Generation.” American 
Historical Review 114, no. 2 (2009): 217–219.

Galli, Giorgio. Piombo rosso. La storia completa della lotta armata in Italia Dal 1970 a oggi. 2nd ed. 
Milano: Baldini Castoldi Dalai, 2007.

Garzia, Aldo. Da Natta a Natta: storia del Manifesto e del PDUP. Bari: Dedalo, 1985.

Ginsborg, Paul. A History of  Contemporary Italy: Society and Politics 1943-1988. 
Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1990.

Hellman, Judith Adler. Journeys Among Women. Feminism in Five Italian Cities. New York: 
Oxford University Press, 1987.

64



Hellman, Stephan. “Feminism and the Model of  Militancy in an Italian Communist 
Federation: Challenges to the Old Style of  Politics.” In The Women’s Movements of  the 
United States and Western Europe : Consciousness, Political Opportunity, and Public Policy  , 
edited by Mary Fainsod Katzenstein and Carol Mueller. Philadelphia: Temple 
University Press, 1987.

———. “The ‘New Left’ in Italy.” In Social and Political Movements in Western Europe, edited 
by Martin Kolinsky and William E. Paterson. London: Croom Helm, 1976.

Horn, Gerd-Rainer. The Spirit of  ’68 : Rebellion in Western Europe and North America, 1956- 
1976. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007.

Lumley, Robert. States of  Emergency. Cultures of  Revolt in Italy from 1968 to 1978. London: 
Verso, 1990.

Magri, Lucio. Il sarto di Ulm. Una possibile storia del Pci. Milano: Il saggiatore, 2011.

McGrogan, Manus. “Vive La Révolution and the Example of  Lotta Continua: The 
Circulation of  Ideas and Practices Between the Left Militant Worlds of  France and 
Italy Following May ’68.” Modern & Contemporary France 18, no. 3 (August 2010): 309–
328.

Melucci, Alberto. “The Process of  Collective Identity.” In Social Movements and Culture, 
edited by Hank Johnston and Bert Klandermans. Minneapolis: University of  
Minnesota Press, 1995.

Meyerowitz, Joanne. “A History of  ‘Gender’.” American Historical Review 113, no. 5 (2008).

Migone, Gian Giacomo. “Il caso italiano e il contesto internazionale.” In la cultura e i luoghi 
del ’68, edited by Aldo Agosti, Luisa Passerini, and Nicola Tranfaglia. Milano: Franco 
Angeli, 1991.

Passerini, Luisa. Autoritratto di gruppo. Firenze: Giunti Editore, 2008.

Petricola, Elena. “Parole da cercare. Alcune riflessioni sul rapporto tra femminismo e 
movimenti politici degli anni Settanta.” In Il femminismo degli anni Settanta. Roma: Viella, 
2010.

Philips, Anne. “Introduction.” In Feminism & Politics, edited by Anne Philips. Oxford: 
Oxford University Press, 1998.

Pojmann, Wendy. “Emancipation or Liberation?: Women’s Association and the Italian 
Movement.” The Historian 67, no. 1 (2005).

———. “‘Join Us in Rebuilding Italy’: Women’s Associations, 1946–1963.” Journal of  
Women’s History 20, no. 4 (2008): 82–104.

Della Porta, Donatella. “The Womens’ Movement, the Left, and the State: Continuities and 
Changes in the Italian Case.” In Women’s Movements Facing the Reconfigured State, edited by 
Lee Ann Banaszak, Ann Beckwith, and Dieter Rucht. Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press, 2003.

Ross, Kristin. May ’68 and Its Afterlives. Chicago: The University of  Chicago Press, 2002.

Rossi Doria, Anna. “Ipotesi per una storia che verrà.” In Il femminismo degli anni Settanta, 
edited by Teresa Bertilotti and Anna Scattigno. Roma: Viella, 2010.

Rupp, Leila J., and Verta Taylor. “Forging Feminist Identity in an International Movement: 
A Collective Identity Approach to Twentieth-Century Feminism.” Signs 24, no. 2 
(1999).

65



Santarelli, Enzo. Storia critica della Republica: l’Italia Dal 1945 Al 1994. Milano: Feltrinelli, 
1996.

Scott, Joan W. “Gender: A Useful Category of  Historical Analysis.” The American Historical 
Review 91, no. 5 (1986).

Seymour, Mark. Debating Divorce in Italy: Marriage and the Making of  Modern Italians, 1860-
1974. New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2006.

Sofri, Adriano. Dopo Il 20 Giugno. Roma: Savelli, 1977.

Taylor, Verta, and Nancy E. Whittier. “Collective Identity in Social Movement 
Communities: Lesbian Feminist Mobilization.” In Waves of  Protest : Social Movements  
Since the Sixties. Lanham: Rowman & Littlefield, 1999.

Turi, Monica. “Alcune linee di tendenza del nuovo femminismo.” In Donna o cosa?: 
Cronistoria dei movimenti femminili in italia dal Risorgimento a oggi, edited by Maria Linda 
Odorisio, Monica Turi, and Lucetta Scaraffia. Torino: Edizioni Milvia, 1986.

Viale, Guido. Il Sessantotto. Tra rivoluzione e restaurazione. Rimini: NdA Press, 2008.

Violi, Patrizia. I giornali dell’estrema sinistra. Milano: Garzanti, 1977.

Voli, Stefania. Quando il privato diventa politico: Lotta Continua 1968-1976. Roma: Edizioni 
Associate, 2006.

66


