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Feminism and Women´s Liberation, “at least they are not on broomsticks!” (Pizzey) 
 
“It seemed that there was a massive revolution taking place and I was confused because 
most of it seemed irrelevant to my life. All of my father´s life was devoted to fighting 
Communism. “The man is red!” he shouted, when I said I liked Paul Robeson`s singing voice. 
What confused me in the late 1960s and early 1970s was that the brightest future for the 
West lay in the Soviet and Chinese revolutionary experiments. It was all a fashionable game. 
If you were not particularly left wing in the 1970s and hadn´t succumbed to the proselytizing 
of the left splinter groups you tended to be demonized and denounced” Pizzey wrote in her 
memoir. 
  
When Pizzey first get in contact with feminists, she felt totally overdressed and realized she 
should have worn trousers. Photographs in the newspapers showed feminists women 
wearing dungarees or boiler suits with flat heavy boots. So far most of the ones she´d met 
through Women´s Liberation seemed to have a serious humor deficit. They told her “you´re 
not joining des Communist Party, you´re joining a women´s movement” and “if we don´t 
create a movement of our own we will continue to be oppressed by men. You are oppressed 
by men, even if you don´t know it, you´re husband oppresses you! You´re brainwashed, if 
you don´t commit.” The family, they declared, was an unsafe place for women and children. 
Most of the feminists did not believe that children needed fathers. 
 
In the new order to come, when women had defeated the patriarchy, men would no longer 
rule the world and the family would consist of women and children. Truly liberated women 
should not have sexual relationship with men at all. “Why would you want to sleep with the 
enemy?” they asked Pizzey. At that time the feminists recruited relatively apolitical women 
in their campaign against lovers and husband.  
Pizzey herself declared her revolution is to change society in cooperation with men. She 
believed that the women´s movement could provide an answer, and she decided to fight 
hart to make it what she wanted it to be. “I´m not giving up and letting those bitches take 
over our movement”, she once said. 
 
“There are no hierarchies in our movement, and all decisions are taken communally,” 
feminists declared. But liberation meant rejecting our feminine natures and reaching for 
male power, Pizzey wrote. The new movement saw women as victims of men, but she saw 
women´s role in the family and in society as equally important but different. She was 
concerned that if women demanded that they be more like men they would end up 
throwing out the nurturing, altruistic side of women with the bathwater. In the new world 
vision of the feminists she saw danger in a future where women would compete aggressively 
in every sphere of life and men would retaliate by withdrawing their goodwill and support.  
 
With the accessibility of the contraceptive pill, feminist trumpeted that sex was as much a 
liberating and pleasurable casual recreational activity for them as it was for men, and men 
gleefully agreed. But Pizzey could foresee a world where men and women could become 
rivals and love and cooperation between the sexes would become a thing of the past. Her 
view was that the solution was not to destroy the family but to reinforce it by offering 
support. As far as she could see, women even if they preached liberation, behaved no 



differently from before, except that now they could blame their ills on men. The new 
movement that seemed to promise so much had gone sour. All around her she saw women 
pitted against one another. The women´s movement seemed riven with bitter rivalry, when 
what she was seeking was cooperation and harmony.  
 
And she knew at that moment that her days in the Women´s Liberation Movement were 
over. “I felt betrayed by the movement I had joined so much enthusiasm and hope. I was 
convinced that no one should go through the bullying I had experienced at the hands of the 
radical feminists.” She thought that maybe if all feminists were transsexuals we could have a 
women´s movement that would work.  
 
Domestic violence 
 
When Pizzey run the Chiswick refuge she was informed by the feminist social worker that 
their clients were victims who required their solidarity – because all women were innocent 
victims of their partner´s violence. But of the first hundred women that came through the 
doors of the Chiswick refuge sixty-two were as violent as the men they had left behind.   
 
Pizzey had to face the fact that the males were always going to be blamed for violence 
within a family and that false claims would be made against them and that the women 
would always be believed. But it was important that the refuge was not used as a weapon 
against an innocent man. 
 
Predictably, this theory turned her into a figure of hate, and female journalists who came to 
interview her generally refused to publish what she had do say on the subject of women 
with violent tendencies. Most of the interviewer were feminists and were never going to be 
allowed to emerge her findings from work into the light of day.  She looked at their faces and 
realized she was talking to deaf ears. It seemed that men were invisible when it came to 
domestic violence. Man was not allowed to give evidence about their experience of 
domestic violence. Pizzey was incensed by the injustice of this. No one believed that women 
could be paedophiles. She was aware that they could, but the usual blanket of silence and 
denial descended if she tried to discuss the subject. 
 
These refuges refused to admit boys over the age of twelve – some over the age of nine. 
Pizzey tried to reason with the Women´s Aid Federation. She got nowhere, because its 
organizers insisted that the male children would be as violent as their fathers and abuse the 
women and girls in the shelters. The growing militancy within the feminist movement meant 
that many professional women held similar views. Chiswick refuge was regarded with 
suspicion. 
 
On a meeting and after a particularly aggressive tirade from a huge radical lesbian who 
demanded that men be banned from the refuges altogether and that boys should be 
excluded after reaching puberty  one of our mothers could bear it no more. “Go´ome and 
get your dildos!” she bellowed. 
 
For a long time anything to do with human behavior had been hijacked by left-wing 
academics and she was too naïve to realize she was stepping into a minefield, but was 
beginning to realize that her views seemed out of step with the times an anachronistic. In 



the 1970s to say that some women were as responsible for the familial violence as their 
partners was to invite abuse and derision. Feminists were trying to establish their own 
refuges. Whenever she was asked to speak to publicly she was hounded by pickets with 
banners proclaiming that she hated women and said they wanted to be battered.  
 
For those at Chiswick refuge it seemed alarming that feminists could potentially abuse their 
role as providers of refuge for vulnerable and damaged people because of an agenda to 
bolster a movement born out of hatred of half the human race. The idea of Pizzey was to 
provide shelter for men, but Pizzey very soon discovered that no one was willing to give her 
a penny for her men´s project. She soon transpired that police could only remove a man, 
even if he was not the perpetrator; there was no proviso for the removal of women, because 
the feminists had dinned it into the legislators the female violence was an impossibility. Now 
she could begin to see a connection between pleasure and pain.  But instead of asking a 
woman to discuss all aspects of her life, including her own potential for aggression, the 
feminists failed to ask a single question that might contradict their belief that all violence 
was perpetrated by men.  Thus the research was inevitably skewed. 
 
Pizzey was still impatient and angry with the British government. “During the years of 
opposition to our refuges no attempt was made to address the fact that the cycle of violence 
was one of our most significant family problems. The prevailing wisdom was that men were 
the perpetrators of aggressive behavior, and the only remedy was to banish them from the 
family”, she wrote.  
 
In New York she met Murray Strauss, Richard Gelles and Suzanne Steinmetz. These three had 
been the first to undertake research into domestic violence in the United States. By this 
time, they, too, were coming to the conclusion that domestic violence was not really a 
gender issue. They also had suffered threats from the feminist movement, and Suzanne 
Steinmetz, who had written a book on battered men, had received death threats.  
 
Pizzey´s philosophy was – and remains- that political ideology would never resolve the ills of 
the human condition. All of us are personally responsible for one another, regardless of race, 
creed or color. She fundamentally believed that a court of law was the wrong place to make 
judgements on the very fragile, delicate and complex matter of human relationship. She had 
always suspected that the family court was incompetent if not corrupt, and before her was 
the evidence. Many of my words hat plainly been altered- there was nothing she could do. 
She felt as helpless as mothers and fathers must feel when the system closes ranks. The 
oppressive secrecy of our courts makes it impossible for justice to prevail.  
 
 


