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Discussion Article: ' ‘ .
. SOME COMMENTE on VOMEN & the REVOLUTIONARY ORGANIZATION
o T by Barbara“Zétuck, N. Y. LS.

U

THESIS - L

"It is not the consciousness of men {(or women)) that determines
" their é;;i"s't:fence, but, on the contrary, their social existence
determines théir consciousness," (Karl Marx, Preface to
The Critigue of Political Economy)

The thesis of Marxists is that the oppression of women arose with class society
and will exist until “élass society is overthrown, o : — :
The developmént of class society, by separating women from a central.role in
social production, condemned her to economic, social and political dependence,
V.hile different forms of class society havé brought Hifferent forms of woman's
oppression, her dependent position still rééulité"“iﬁ a generalized lack of self-confi« .

dence, in political backwardness and econohrfic conservatism.

But, 'fqu;tqnately” for women, class society is also the enamy of the entire
working class. And, as Lenin ¥ote in 1920, ""The proletariat cannot achieve com-

plete liberty until it has won complete 'liberty for women, '*

For those who understand that only-a proletarian revolution can put-an end tq‘t,he
oppression engendered by class society, the intelligence and activity of women is:a
tremendous, for the most part untapped, resource., The Revolutionary Partyaiiust
pay attention to the special needs of working class women, to their recruitment into
the party, and to the political development of women members -- with the aim that
women play a full political, not just a limited specialized, role in the party.

The 1. S. is faced with the ‘question: how is this to be done? ,
T.e are not the first Marxist organization to 'be faced with this question. Though

the record is meager, let's take a quick look,

THE SECOND INTERNATIONAL

_ The Second International never even tried to create a special body to direct the
struggle for women's liberation. Outside it, however, women workers took the
initiative in establishing the International Union of Vvomen Socialists, ‘a body that .
never really functioned. ‘ ‘ '

The, leading section of the Second International, the German Socialist Party (SPD),
after the political defeat of its staurnchly anti _women's liberation Lassallean wing in
1891, turned its attention to the fight for women's rights, In 1896 the SPL moved
beyond its concentration on organizing working women into trade unions to develop
Ngocieties for the self-education of women workers' -- socialist organizations
a@&dxessing themselves to the questions of political equality, ‘political education for
women, education and security for children, protective legislation, etc,

In most of Germa.ny it was illegall for women to join political organizations of
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any kind, but-the revolutionary leaders of the women's moverment based their argu-
ment for the separate organization of women on the need to draw women out of the
isolation of the family and to provide a protected environment for them to develop
their speaking and leadership abilities, These revolutionary leaders were, of
course, concerned with working class women. TLE

Every 2 years, after 1900, congresses,of socialist women were held. These
congresses prepared the discussions of women's ,q_uest,i'oyns, for the SPD congresses,

After 1908 women in Germany gained thé right to-join political groups. Members
of the "sotieties! joined the SPL which, by 1913, had 150,000 women members. In
the SPD women received proportional representation on all standing committees,
the women comrades meeting to choose, their own representatives, L F

: v SR T .

V. hat role these répresentativgs played 0
Laftembusg's farme being based on their both having played leading ‘roles in the left
wing of the SPD in additionito-Zetkin's having sparked the SPD's efforts to organize
Luxemburg's having played the theoretical and political role of an “eagle",

‘we do.not know, Clara Zetkin's and Rosa

women and
et ot o e oo wmlos . N

©..* )Did "séparate organization! within the SPD enable women, ‘as a rule rather than
as exceptions, to play a significant political role ? Did '"separate organization'' have
any effect on the political direction of the Party? Is it possible that, on the contrary,
“geparate organization’ tended to'keep. women out of the mainstream of political
controversy? RPTES . B g - ’

For the moment this must remain conjecture.

THE THIRD INTERNATIONAL oo o o

The Bolsheviks were much more conscious of t‘:vhéhp'oli"tical centrality of womeén,
At its first Congress, in 1919, the Communist International (C.I. or Comintern)
‘fortiulated its'position on the gue stion of women's participation in the struggle for
the dictatorship of the proletariat. It was on the C.l.'s ir;if;i;aéive that the first
conference of women Communists was called in 1920 and the International Secretariat
for Propaganda among V.omen, with permanent repre sentation on the Executive
Committee of the C.I., founded. 2 ’

H olloms audl T T

Iii 'Septémbet:1920; -Lenin said to Clara Zetkin, "y e derive our organizational
jdeqstrom olir idedloigical conceptions. o ‘ R
He preceded that statement, "The theses ({that Zetkin was preparing for the -
Third Congress of the C.I1.}) must emphasize strongly that true emancipation of
wbmEE 18 not possible except through.communism. You must lay stress on the
ahbfeakible’ conndction between woman's human and social position and the private
ownership of the.means of production, ...\ ' ST e
Liviber Pugy sl Lo Lo i Hw " :
 Lehi#-continued, i{¥e want no separate organizations of ¢ommunist women! She
who i's'8 Commiunist belongs as a member of the Party, just as He who is a Communist,
They have the sameirights and dutieg. There can be no difference of opinior on that
score, ‘ R N TR T
I wijowever, we fnust not shut our eyes to the facts. _The Party must have organs...
with the specific purpose of rousing the broad masses of women, bringing them into
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contact with the Party, and ke_g;pi}lg\t'kié;{p under its influence. This naturally requires
that we carry on systematic work among the women. We must teach thé-awakened. -
women, win them over for the vroletarian class struggle under the leadership of the
Communist Party, and equip them for it." (The Emancipation of Women, p. 110, my
emphasis}. ‘ R ‘

Winning women workers to the inextricably linked struggles for their own emanci-
pation anc for socialism was also a priinary concern for Alexandra Kollontai. A mem-
ber of the Bolshevik Central Commiitee at the time of the October Revolution; she had.
long been an advocate of the s eparate organization of women outside the party. But
she also saw the absorption of the separate women's groups into the party as an ad-
vance, since the party represents the highest expression of the experience of all the

oppressed.

“‘Kollontai based Her argument for special women's organizations outside the party

‘o (4) the fact that women as mothers have special needs, e.'g. for child care, for:

protective legislation, for reforms in hogsekeepiﬁg, etc,, and (b) that, unlike men,
the woman worker's development of class consciousness is impeded by the dependency
inculcated in her by social conditioning. - Special efforts are therefore necessary to
overcomie this dependency and to raise the consciousness of women to that of "all"
party membérs. Because of these special problems of women workers, Kollontai
thought that party women would be the most ',effe'ctive agitators among them,

In 1907, when s he was a member .of - the Me_‘nshevik organization, Kollontai also
postulated the férmation of women's collectives within the party in order to impress on
men comradés the need for the party as a whole to fight for women' s“rights , for the
party to assume responsibility for the work among working women (iie. to perform -
the functions to be served by the projected I, 5. Women's Commission, which we ‘alli
support}, '

Imimediately following the October Revolution, Kollontai, Inessa Armand (central

' figure in the Party's Commission on Women's Work, as well as president of the Mos-
cow province. Economic Council and member of the province Party Central Committee)

and others took the initiative in persuading the Party to establish party Sections for «
V.ork Among Women, Their purpose was to help working women understand what their
new rights were and how to use them, and to attraci womeh difectly to the revolutionary
struggle, ' LR LT L

The party's Sections for Work Among Vvomen organized Delegate Assemblies,

i, e, organizations of non-party women -- not Snly in the large cities, but throughout
the countryside. Each workshop, each factory counting 50 or more women workers .
chose delegates to serve for terms of 3 months. Each week the delegates, non-party
working women, attended a local Assembly vwhere they analyzed events, commented on
government decisions, gave their opinions on how to improve their existence, Thatis,
the assemblies served as schools for the _Eg_}ggi_gil-developmeﬁtf'of?‘fwm';king.?women.

In addition, the party Sections involved the women in efforts to put an end to pros-
titution, to furnish protection for mothers and infants, to increase ‘thgtngr“ﬁber of
nurseries and kindergartens, to fight against anti-semitism, natignalism, illiteracyy
feudal and religious traditions. ' TN el BEE
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By Fuly 1920, Ammand was able to report to the C.1.'s Second Congress that,
under the conditions of extreme backwardness then prevailing, 400,000 non-party
working women had already been organized. ; T T
Based on this example, the 3rd Congr‘essrbf the Comintern, in 1921, adopted

. THESES ECX PROPAGANDA AMONG ¥ OMEN

General Principles - . . iy - o

-.I. {{next to .1ast_pafag1;aéh)}»”“, ..the 3rd }.V‘_C'gr.ll‘gress of the C.I. dec’:lé.:i"es that the
conguest of power by the proletariat, as well. as the realization of communism in the ~

countries where bourgeois oppression has already been overthrown,-cannot be achieved
without the active support of women proletarians and semi-proletarians.

ciis. ((lastparagraph)) "...the Congress once more calls the attention of women to
the fact that without.the support of the .'Cpmmun:i',st_pai:ﬁ_ti"c"_a_‘s ,""i‘niti’éfives having as their
aim woman's liberation, the recognition of her complete pers onal equality and her réal
emancipation are impossible ofia.v_‘c,};giﬂé_v‘_emem‘:'. A ' o M

EE R

V. (fparagraph 3)) ... The real, not just’t 1, equality of womien is possible
only under a regime where workih:é!_clia‘.fs_é'_ women will control the means of production’
and distribution, taking part in the management of industry and assuming the obligation
to work under the same conditions as all members of the workers! society; in other
words, this equalitv can be realized only after the overthrow of the capitalist system
and.its replacement by communist, gconomic forms, = ' ‘

.. . -((paragraph 4)) ''...But, Communism is at the same time the final aim of the
whole proletariat. Consequently, the s t;fug-g?le?éﬁ\working women and working men
for this common aim "must, in the interests 5{;'1:36(:}1, be q.:::g’.afmi"zed in commen and

inseparably." 1
. V. {lparagraph 1)) "The 3rd Congress of the C,I, confirms the fundamental prin-

ciples of rcvolutionary Marxism, a_c_i/‘c:or'di‘ng to which thetre is no Yspecial woman
[question’; 2 every relations hip of working women with bourgeois ferninism, as-well as

Ly EP.3.4-5-6;" This s not to say that the Theses of the 3rd Congress_of the C,I,

i pppbsed the ‘separats organization of women outs ide the party. Quite the contrary,

In this connection, it is to be noted here that the positiozi of the C,I. is not to be con-

fused with that of the Spartac: Teague. The latter, inits publication of the C.1I.

Theses in its Women and Revolution #2 and #3, has deliberately distorted said Theses,
In checking the Women and Reyvolution texts against the French originals (as

republished in facsimile-in 1972 by Francois Maspero), 1 discovered omissions, dis:

tortions, and absolute inveniions, Let.me make.a few available for comparison with

the quotations above and below: - & r.0 ' - '

.1, ‘In the Spartacists' rendering of this sentence, they substitute ''under a united
leaders hip and control' for 'in common ‘and inseparably', '

2. ."i‘;ibet‘,:'fir]cl»angféss of the Conxintern“'cb;ifi:rms the basic proposition of revolu-
tipnary Marxism, i.e. that there is no 'specific woman québtion' and *no specific
woman's movement'. .. " ((absolute invention!})) : Lok '

s g "]
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any ~=pport given by.women worke : .o the tactic of half mmeasu.es and open treason
of the .social- coaht‘lorn”ts and opportumsts only weaken the forces of the proletariat,
and, in delaying the social révolution, at the same time elay the realization of
Communism, thatis to say the. ema.nc1pat10n of women. o
({(paragraph 2)) ”COmmumsm will be achieved not by the union of women's for-
ces of the two opposing classes, but only by the union of all the exploited in struggle. .o

MethodsA cf Action Among Women

"Flowing from the above-mentioned principles, the 3rd Congress of the G, I holds
that the work among proletarian women should be carr1ed on by the Commumst partles
of all countries on the following basis: - .. _

"1, To enlist women ar memter= of the Party and of all working class orga_niza-
tlons... on the brsis of equal ights and duties." ‘

Y3. ((pa::ag"'uph 2): While declaring ourselves earnestly opposed to 2ny kind of
separate organization of women within (emphasis added) the party, the unions, or other
workers' organizations, the 3rd Cfongress of the C.L. recognizes that if is necessary
for the Communist Party to employ special methods of work among women, and con-
siders it useful to ectablich special bodies responsible for this work in every Commu-
nist Party. "

- BE, &, ((paragrupp. 2)) The organs for this work among weomen s hould be Sections
. or Commissions, functlomng in cloge association with all party cornmi: tees starting
with the Central Committee and extending to the neighborhood or dl"trlct commlttees.
This decision is obligatory for all parties adhering to the C,1I. :
v3, ¢, {{paragraph 3)) The 3rcd Congress of the C. L points out as tasks of the
Communist Parties to be carried out through the Sectlons for work among women
(1) To educate the great masses of women in the spirit of Communism, and to draw
them into the.ranks of the Party; (2) to fight against the preJ udices of male proletarlans
towards wornen, ~trengthening in the working men and women the consciousness of
mutual interests of the proletanans of both sexes; (3) to increase the v.rlll power of
working women by ! drawing them into all kinds and forms of political struggle,

A3, ¢, 0). ((pCAag‘hDh 2)) The enthe work of the women’s Sections should be ca.rned
on under the immediate 1eadersh1p and responsibility of the Party Committees. ™ &

((paragraph 3)) "Among the members of the CommlSSIOn or of the leader-
ship of the Sections should also figure, to the extent possible, men communist’
comrades, !

""The entire work of the Sections or Committees should be carried on under the
. dl:rect control and responsibility of the Party Committees. " ((V hile “control is a
possible translaiion of the French word '"direction', the latter is almost invariably

translated as "leﬂdershlp 1) <

4. "A member of the local party committee should be at the head of such sectzon.
or cornruttee . {(A complete invention)).

5 "‘Commu;ms"" should be members of these committees or collegiums wherever
it'is possible.’ - ({(The ¥French text reads '"camarades communistes hommes'" ; the
only possible translation for "hommes' is "men'!, If the Sparts mean the same l:hl.ng,
they appear to be saying that women ca.nnot be real ”commumst comra dcs" ')) '
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| e A(paragraph 4)) "All the measures and all the tasks imposed on the
Commissibns“a‘.%xd» on the Sections of working women should be handled by the wome_xi;’
in an independe-ﬁt fashion..." Co B L . . .
({paragraph 7)) "'V ork among women must be conducted in the following™
. spirit: Urity in political line and in the party structure, free initiative by the ,Commis:-
- +gions and Sections in evetrything tending toward winning for women complete liberation
and equality which can only be won by the Party in its entirety. It is not a matter of
creating narallel bodies but of completing the Party's efforts with the creative activity
and initiative of the women, " ‘

" Méthods of Agitation and Propaganda '

© “{(last 2°paragraphs)) "The sections must make sure that A{yomen;fgomi-rfﬁnis'tsfmake
most active use of all the Party's institytions of and means of inéi:ruttibh. In order to
deepen the consciousness and steel the'will of still backward communists and of work-
ing women awakening to-activity, the Sections must invite them to Party courses and
discussions. Separate courses, evenings of reading and discussion for women only,
can be organized onlyin exceptional cases, mm s g v T
‘ ) "In order to develop a spirit of cgrri}fadeship between '\'v:Ork'_i‘ng
women and working men, it is desirable not to create special courses and schools for
women communists; in each Party schoal, a course on methods of work arrion;g'"wdﬁmen
must be obligatory. The sections have the right to delegate a certain numbeér of women
‘as their representatives to'theigeneral Party courses,' LT "

T

Comintern "Differences” with the I.S. . - .- - . i

The Comintern expresseditself in words. apparently different from those of the
“1.S., whose constitution states, "There shall be no restriction on the formation of
caucuses within the organization', and whose Program in Brief states, ' 7

"ye work to build the movement for,wcmen's,l,i}bera_‘t,ioﬁ! both in society at large
and within the radical movement, V. e support the formation of independent women's
organizations, in which women will work-out the organizational and programmatic
forms of their struggles. WVithin these organizations Wq;l?ushffo,r é,n‘o';rien'tati'on
towards organizing working class women, " . C

The difference is more apparent than real since (2) the reference to caucuses =
makes no specific reference to a woman's caucus, and obviously refers to'caucuses
based con political rather than organizational differences; and (b) the-organizations

6. "All measures and pf'o'b.len-as of the Settions. . must not be handledrbythem__f
independently,..". ({Again, the Sparts insert a word, hon-existent in the original,
not", to compleiely reverse the Congress' meaning. »

The overall import of the Sparts’ distortions is'the intention of their leadership
to force working women and women comrades, as .well as working men and men com-
rades, to submit to bureaucratic control.  The net result, were they to be successful
iti their intention, would of course be the impossibility of ''creative activity and
ipitiative" on the part of women, and, fg.a necessary consequence, ‘the impossibility

of a victorious proletarian revolution. KON
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referred to in the Program in Brief clearly do not include the I.5. which is already
convinced of the neceseity of _orienting towards organizing working class women,

Our difference seems to be that we do call for the self-orga.mzatlon of oppressed
groups, e.g. blacks and womer, " within' the unions or in special class orgamzat1ons.
To me, however, this scems the equlvalent of the ""special methods of work' called
for by the C.I., because, like the C. 1. , the I.S. views this as a tactic wJ.th:Ln the
overall strategy of the class struggle for power.

Furthermore, it is clear that Lenin, Ixouontau Armand, etc, wanted -- and
worked for -- the independent organization of women outside the party; but independent
organization led by the revolutionary vanguard on the basis of its overall s strategy.
(Alas, we are not yet.ir: a strong enough position to form such organizations ourselves.)

The Bolsheviks V.'ere Consistent

From all the above it is clear that the Bolsheviks were congistent. Not only did
they "derlve their organizational ideas from their ideological conceptions', but they
were deadly serious about putting them into practice, They emphasized that; spec1al
steps must be taken to draw women into the struggle -- but that the struggle must be
a united struggle. Male chauvinist prejudices must be fought -- in order to strengthen
"the consciousness of mutual interests of the proletarians of both sexes". -Special
efforts must be ma.de to enllst women in Party political courses, but special courses
for women would tend to divide, to decrease the solidarity between working women
and working men. .

The ideological conceptions underpinning the C,1.'s Theses ate very explicitly
stated, Real freedom for women is dependent on the victory of the united proletariat,
Under the leadership of the Revolutionary Party, the united proletariat can win and
women can gain their freedom. The united proletariat must include the?n_is'ses of
organization of worlﬂng women, to develop spec1ai_n.1—ezz1_s*, to gain thelr a.llegla.nce as
well as to stimulate their self-confidence, their ''creative activity and initiative'.

The Bolsheviks recognized that women still suffered historic disabilities even
after the proletanan revolution. In order to overcome those dlsab111t1es, they took
concrete step$ to draw working women into political life. These steps’ Included the
Delegate Assembhes mentioned above, but they did not stop there.

""Notwithstanding all the laws emancipating woman, ' wrote Lenin in July 1919,
'she continues to be a domestic slave, because petty housework crushes, strangles,
stu1t1f1es and degrades her. .. The real ernanmpatlon of women, real com“mumsm, will
begin only where and when an all-out struggle begins {led by the proletanat wielding
the state power) against this petty housekeeping, or rather when its wholesale trans -
formatlon into a large-scale socialist economy begins,

", ..Public catering establishments, nurseries, klndergartens. . which can really
emancipate women, really lessen and abolish their 1nequa11ty with men as regards
their role in soc1a.1 production and public life. These means are not new, they (like
all the maferial prereqm51tes for socialism) were created by large-scale capitalism,
But under capitalism they remained, first, a rarity, and secondly -- which is particu-
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larly 1mportani: -- e1ther\prof1t makmg enterprlses, with 21l the worst features of
speculation, profitegring, cheating and. fraud, . which the best workers nghtly hated
and despzsed.. s 08 (The Emancipation of V.omen, pp. 63-64)

Kollontal, too, bases her perspectwe on the rea11t1es of "soc:.a.l ex:.stence" o

"There are homes for very stnall, ba;b;es, day nursenes, ;undergartens ch:,ld-
ren's colonies and homes, infirmaries; and health resorts for sick children, restau-
rants, free lunches at school, free distribution of text books, of warm clothing, of
.shogs.,.The ¥ orkers’ State charges itself with the duty of assuring a 11ve11hood to
every mothe# " through cornrnunal restaurants, laundrles” etc,

“'iEhe ‘comrrw:x;ﬁﬂ society wili take upon itéé’]‘.f all the duties involved in the educa-
tion of the child, but the paternal joys, the maternal satisfaction,., will not be taken
away. P (3] ’ - . . . MR L T

o ”No more domestxc 'servﬂ:ude' for women. No more mequa.hty Wlthln the
fa.m:.ly' No more fear on the: part of the woman to rema:ln w1thout support or aid
with letle ones in ‘her a.rrns if her husba.nd should desert her._ The woman 1n the
[,comrnunlst c;1l:y no longer depends on her husband but on her work. .o

All thls £§0110“1t3.1 beheved would give rise to a new form of rela.t:.onshlp be-‘
tween men and women, & free. union of affection and comradeshlp. “In place of the
individual and egotistic famﬂy, there will arise a great universal family of workers,
in which all the workers, men and women, will be, above all, brothers, comrades."
(Communism and the Family, PP-. 15,16,17,18,19)

THE LS.

At this point we must turn'to the I S today, and how we propose to deal with
“"the woman question'', - Lo our E"orgamza.tlona.l ideas! flow frOm "social existence!,
flow from our “ideological conceptlons" ?

'l'he most recent off1c1a1 formulatlon of I S pol:.cy 1s Ilene V& '."s V omen's
Liberation Perspectives, \VblC‘); was, adopted by the N0vember 1972. NC (see I Sy
Bulletin #33 and I, 8. Na.tlona.l Repo:p,t #1 7). A general surmnary of ""Jerspectwes
for 1.S., V.ork" concerning women's liberation is given on page 19, The first para-
graph reads: :

MThe I S. has. deflned z,ts centra.l ta.sk in the commg permd to be the relntroduc-
tion of socialist ideas. 1nto the. worklng cla.ss. Vie seek |:o win the advanced strata of
worlkers to our program --.that is, to our, soiutmn to the soc1a1 cr151§ -- a.nd w:.th
them to begin the worle of reb\nldlng SQC],B.:!.lSt leadershlp for the class struggle, Qur
women's liberation. perspectwes flow from and are 1ntegra1 to this conceptmn

Thls, a, summ/a.ry . of ine_lfs. 1deolog1ca1‘ conceptzon ‘!,seen ‘m co_nJ gnctlon w1th
the Tasls: = Perspectives docuyment, a.dopted a.iiuthe 1972 Iéw convenho,n‘ -Zis'a _‘.'
;restaternent of revolutionary: soc1al;§ _\a_na.lySJ.s and ca_ ) _'be'“fa.ulted 'Ihe‘ sec0nd
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pa.ra.gra.ph the ﬁrst 2 sentences of the thlrd and{ Sentences* 1;2,and 4 of the fourth’
paragraph -- exp:ressin"”,the agreement it the 1.'S. reached tﬁrough prev1ous analyszs
and discussion -- flow' 1og1ca.11y from’ parag‘raph onei

cla.ss isa revolut:.ona.ry perspect1ve for women‘s l1'beratmn. By thzs e medn many
things. Ve seek to win'the ‘working tlass- Lwomen and men--to ah understanding of
women's oppressmn and the need to struggle against it, Ve call for the self-organi-
zation'of womernr to ﬁght ‘théir éppression,” “for we recogmze that ‘the indepenuent
organization of oppressed groups is, and has been in the past, key to their abilityto
wage a successful struggle. But we do not stop here: we work to win the support of
male workers to womenfs struggles, a.nd we geek to’ W1n both women and men to a
unified struggle, based on mutual respéct ahd a"program that’ répresents the interests
. of the entire class., |
. "Ve put forward a revolutlona.ry perspecuve in oppositmn to'the rcformxst

strategies now Yeing advanced by the trade-union bureaucracy and the bourgeoxs
women's movement, Ve believe that it is impossible to win equal rlgb"s for women
under capitalism and we seek to win women who are struggling around these ques-
tions to.the pn@erstandmg that- seczahst revoluuon J.s the only possxble strategy for
winning women's liberation. s oYY - NELL o

"And last, we seek to build a revolutmnary pa.rty tha.!: can prov:.de 1eadersh:lp to
the entire worklng class struggle mclud:mg the movement for wornen s liberation,
w omen‘s hberatmn ca.n only be won by a socialist’ revoluhon--By ‘thé ‘eliminsgtion of
scarcity and the democranc reorganizéhon of socuety tha't’ will! only 'be'possible under
a workersi sta.te. I § P )) Ve seée, l:herefore, that the struggle fo¥ wornen's liberation
is inseparable from the soc1a11-s4‘.‘revolut:.on, $o while welcall for and support am '
independent working-class women's movement, we also seek to build a unified cla.ss-

wide struggle under the leadership of the revolutionary pa.rr.y. (i ..))"

" Yam in full agreernent with the statements quotéd “ere. vl T /

The~De_s,tru.cti.on of the Family

T TR R i

Of pa.rt1cular mt:erest in connectlon with the’ prachce of the Bolsheviks outlined
above, however, is the third sentence in th& fourth parigraph’ {{omittéd above)): "Bat
canversely, a classless soc1ety ca.nnot be bu11t mthout destroyuxg the p*'zva.te family

and the. pppresswn ‘of wornen. "

IR i e

P

No ISer w:.ll dlsagree wzth thls statement - pa.rucularly 1:‘1 the context in whzch
it is found, nor with its repetition in the first paragraph on page 28 under the heading
of 1.S. perspectives regarding the Middle Class Vv oménts Moverdent, "It must,
however, /be seen-in congunctlon wlth the thn-d sentence 1n the thn'd para.gra.ph ((also
omitted a.bove))

. "We also recogmze the 1mportance of educahng the workmg class to onr concep-
tion of women's liberation, by which we medhn not only equal rlghts for worfien bat -
the destruction of the nuclear family, which underlies wormen's oppressiion, '

How do we "educate the working claas to our conception” of the necesrity for
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“the destruction of the nuclear family" ? Ilene V. gives no concreie answer (o that
question, leaving the impression that we will simply point out educationally that the
"bourgeois family" restricts the freedom of working class women, . .

In their documents, Margaret B. (pp. 3-4) and Celia E. (p. 5) are more specific.
They both point out that what Engels called for was "that the quality possessed by the
indivicual family of being the economic unit of society be abolished. " o ‘

Celia E. points out that Trotsky said, "You cannot abolisn the‘famiiy, yc:::u. have
to replace it". - - : :

~,

This, we have seen, was the concéption_and practice of the Bolsheviks, who em-
barked on real, not literary, destruction of the family.

Celia E. continues, the destruction of the nuclear family is not always progressive
since -- if there be no replacement -- the bourgeocisie can use the resulting chaos
against the working class. S ' ' o -

Since the family is the economic unity of society on which they do ﬂepend, ‘women,
and especially working class women, cannot be won away from it without an alternstive
being available, ) : |

In the face of this reality, Ilene W.'s inclusion in her document of the statement
"We also recognize the imp'ortance of educating...' as an equal and integral piece
of the statement of immediately actionable I. 5. perspectives cannot but raise the
question: does she expect the perspectives as 2 whole to be actionable ?

Revolutionary Optimism ?

i am further troubled by discrepancies between .S, -- at least New York I.5. -~
reality and the perspectives the NC adopted. -

To make this Doint concrete, I must now introduce the "Dear Sisters' {(not "L S.
V.omen, Dear Comrades''} letter wkitten by some members of the New York branch;
including Ilene ¥/, The second edition of the letter appears inI. S, Bulletin #36,

Far from breathing 2 spirit of revolutionary optimism, the letter almost complsate -
ly ignores all the truly important perspectives stated on page 19 of Ilene ¥.'s docu-
ment. It gives very little weight to the importance of winning the women workers the
1.5, must recruit if it is to become a serious revolutionary organization -- and
concerning whom we have done next to nothing. '

The leiter concentrates almost exclusively on developing the final sentence of
paragraph 4 of page 19: "Vithin revolutionary organizations, of course, we are
committed to ending the subordination of women, and we encourage and support thair
self-organization, !

Following the Ilene V & documentis -- as well as Zetkin's Armand's, Kollontai's,
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and Lenin's -- emphasw on the centrahty of the class struggle and'the work to be

done among work1ng class women, 2111 S members are, of course,’ committed to
ending the subordlnatlon of women wlthm the revolutmna.ry orgamzatwn"

Without an end to such subor*dilnat‘ion-, the revolutionary organizal:ion w111 not _lée
able to tackle or solve the tasks before it. : : o

2

The Self-Organization of 1, S. Vomen: ‘Raising Consciousness

Specifically, how does the "Dea:»Sisters”‘le't.;te-:.;r_pose the problem?

"Qur position was,; and i is, that l:.isg adv1cable (then- emphasis) for women to be
self-organized in the IS, It is essential for the rai raisihg of consciolsriess, as well as
to gua.rantee that womeu's questions are an integral part of !:he 1S program, Ve feel
that only women themselves can. sege that this is done,.."

Aside from not apecn‘ymg, wha., kmdroﬂ €onsc.ousness (pohtical? orgamzatlonal"
socialist? feminist as distinct from woriking class? working class women's?) the
self- Orgamzatlon of women within the 1.5, will raise, the feeling the letter expresses
'that only women thernselves cam see, that this ("guarantee that women's questmns
are an integral part of the IS program') is done' gives the impression that these
comrades have no confidence in the seriousnegs of the LS. as a revolutionary organi-
zation, that they believe the NG in adopting the JIlene W, . document was belng
hypocritical, that the I.S. Program in Brief is _')L.St a mess of pottage. They come
dangerously close to the T{a.d:.cal Feminist view that men -- in this case I, S, men'--

are the enemy,’

-

Even were we to grant that the separats self-organization of women within the
1.S. were necessary to end the '‘subordipation of women within the revolutionary
organization' -- which I do not -- it ~vou1d be fair and necessary to ask: is the self-
. organjzation of women into a'caucus , as promulgated in the second edition of the

"Lear Sisters" lette_r, the means to that end 7

* a cauCus/fractlon a.* promulgated in the letter s flrst edltlon a.nd the N. Y. dzscusszon.

BB

It should be noted that the first, 9d1t101;1) of the "Dear msters“ letter in all cases
~ amalgamated "‘cancus/fraction” where the second letter uses the term "caucus" alohe,
In the first edition, the writers,recpgnige(d) that it {{a caucus/fraction)) may not be
feasible now'. For that sta;ement thuy1MVP how substituted the fact that "There was
no controversy over the advisability of maintaining a women's. liberation fraction,™
They fail to'deal with the problems raised by thelr own earher amalgam, i,e.:

The caucus bzing concerned with the p031t10n of women in the I. S. and its member-

ship being limited to women comrades, tHé fraction being concerned with the repre-
sentation of the 1.3, world view tc radmal and 'working women and the recruitment

of women to that view and to the’ o gamza*lon,‘ the continued amalgam of caucus/frac-
tion could only mean -- ac i* has in the past.-- the exclu81on of men from this
importznt area of ¥, S. work,
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Self-organization of Opiﬁres"ééd Groups iniSociety, .
an Issue in the 1.5, ? Ry 190

Firsl, this strategy for the self-organization of I, S, women, the letter makes
clear, is seen as an integral part of the necessary independent organization of = - @
oppressed groups in society at large, o ' ‘

In fact, the writers "sense" that comrades who opposed the continuation of the
old caucus/fraction oppose the self-organization of oppressed groups outside, as _
well as within, the 1.8, R '

"' The writers of the "Dear S:ist.ers” letter present no evidence for either charge --
which thus .appear to be included for the 'sole purpose of clouding the discussion,

The I.5. calls unconditionally for the self-organization of oppressed groups, but,
as Markists,. not in a static, timeless way, disconnected from the process of the
class’struggle and from the program of the revolutionary organization, Not being
Utopians, we have an analysis of class sociéty.as being at the root of oppression,
Flowing from that analysis we formulate program with which to intervene in organi-
zations outside the 1.S. Further, we""judge brganizational proposals within the I, Se
‘on'the basis of the program from which they flow, ' ; :

The '1,S, constitution states, _"’Iherle shall. be m‘) r_‘estri:c"(::ibn‘on'the formation of
caucuses within the I.S." Ve therefore support the right of the "Dear Sisters" to
organize the Bread & Roses Caucus. BELEn - at

But' we have the right to, and we ask, What is the program on which they..
organize? Is it a political program?- ~i. . .
e I Sivw .

Political (?} Prograrh of the Caucus i _, _ o

"Vie are forming a caucus of women, who are in political'agreement on the gegd
“for the s e]:_tf.—orgarmiZ‘ation of women in the LS., in the N, Y, branch., Proposals to.
the branch, " they continue immediately, "for improved methods of providing child

. care for IS members and contacts will be one of our first concerns. ' _
 “"Pressure'the organization to considerispecial problems such as child care'
_also appears as point 3(b) among the "functions of a woman's caucus".

Child care, then, is the operative part of the caucus pfngr_n_. "And what, as a

matter of fact, is that program??
L

At this point it is germane to remind comrades of two things,

Fifst, that in“the N, Y, branch child care is a concern affecting more male,
than female, comrades. The male ’(.:o,mra.d‘e most affected by the need for child care
has pointed out that it would be utopian to believe that the I. 5. can solve the
babysitting problems of society single -handedly.
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Secondly, that on October 16, 1972. Comrade Gay, at that moment one of those
involved in the process of writing the first =dition of the "Lea.r Sisters'-letter, took &
the initiative of introducing to the N.'Y. exec a motion, "that we have a special baby- -
sitting fund to be finanded when necessary. oy collectlons at branch meetings''. The
motion passed unanimously, thus establishing organizational -- rather than individual
mother and/or father -- responsibility., Everyone assumed that the motion's purpose )
was to facilitate’ parent-comrade attendance at branch meetings a.nd functions, There
is no record of ANY oppos:.tmn L - -

But suddenly, an explosion! Vhy?
On January 26, 1973, on behalf of ‘he newly formed Bread & Roses Ca.ucus,
Comrades Gay and Ilene introduced 'a ncw motion to the exec, . The key provisions of

that new motion read: X G Mo B

"Because the IS recognizes that childcare for children of members and contdcts
is a responsibility of'the organization and net.of the individual parents, in order that
both parents and especially women (as it is they who are usually the most burdened
by childcare) can fully parhcxpate in the life of the branch, the branch indertakes to
do the f0110w1ng o % e » '

"(a) V.e will providée chlldcare for membershlp meetlngs and other meetlngs R
{fractions, etc.) for members 4xd close contacts. in their homes, For now, this
responsibility will rotate alphabetically among 2ll members of the bratnch, Parents
will have the right to skip ovér:any comrades-on the l1st This babys1tt1ng is considered
a responsibility of membership in the branch, and comrades who do not ba.bys1t ‘will

i e

be put on the clean-up list twicesi. e e ,

"(c) Ve will investigate babysitting serv1ces centers, and other ways t6 provide -
childcare to members and contacts without. mernbers missing meetlngs but until this
can be done, the membership must take on the responsibility...' (my emphasis)

Ve hat are the implications of this proposai ? ‘ ‘
Clearly that comrades' be.’oysn.ttlng ta.lces precedence over th811‘ attendance at
branch meetings, . : A & T gy

Even Comrades Gay and Ilene's later amendment to their own motion, "It is
unders tood that if a comrade is.intimately connected to the political question under
discussion they may skip their assigned turn and arrange with the ¢dordinator to set
a later date' -- while perhaps allowing scheduled discussions to proceed -- would
vitiate a key function of membership meetldgs the political develgtlrnent ‘of the men
and women rank and file comrades! 2 o

Viithout the political develapment of all present -- and many future -- ISers, we. .
are bound to miss coming apportunities to, 1ntervene in the class st;ruggl\ea (A few
of us cannot be esverywhere at once). it 7

‘Thé nééd fo';'chlldca;re important-as we all agree it is, is not 1dent1ca.l with the
"woman questlon” It now ‘affects féw comrades and, few contacts. It w1ll be a serious

- problem when we begin'to develop working class women contacts. . But 1. S. provision
of childcare by itself, with no connection to intervention by the I S on the basis of our
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pohtlca.l program in the struggles of the class, is incapable of attracting workmg

class women to the organization, Were the first prioerity of the Bread & Roses

Caucus the development of an 1. S. periphery of working class women, then _

INDUS'I'{IALIAA’IION -- not chﬂdcare -- would have been its first concern, But

more of that below. ' JEE : .

And why the punitive provision '"comrades who do not babysit will be put on the
clean up list twice"? Though this was later deleted by the malkers of the motion, its -
momentary appearance nonetheless reveals, not a political program, but rather the
antagonistic intent of the motion.

not for arena intervention, but for babysitting -- once again gives rise to t_he_'
question: How serious are we?

:Cen’t_ral to Ilene V..'s Women's Liberation Perspectives are the following state~
ments (page 19): ‘ o ' o

"The 1.5, has defined its central task in the coming penod to be the relntroduc--
tion of socialist ideas into the working class, V.e seek to win the advanced strata'of
workers to our program -- that is, to our solution to the social crisis -- and with
them to begin the work of rebuilding socialist leadership for thé ¢lass struggle, Our
women's liberation perspectives flow from and are integral to this conception.

u, . .socialist revolution is the only possible strategy for winning women's
liberation...we seek to build a revolutionary party that can provide leadership to
the entire working- -class struggle, including the movement for:women's liberation, -
V omen's liberation can only be won by'a socialist revolution -- by the elimination
of scarcity and the derhocratic reorgamzatlon of society, .. We see, therefore, that
the struggle for women's liberation is inseparable from the socialist revolution..."

Vithout a revolutlonary party, there can be no soc1ahst revolutlon. Vithout a
socialist revolution, there can be no true women's liberation, . V.ithout the formation
of revolutionary cadre through consistent political discussion, the real equa.hty of
women becomes a utopian dream,

So much for the operative political program of the Bread & Roses Caucus.

The "dual” nature of “subjectivism"

The writers of the "Dear Sisters' letter state that " omen are in retreat in the
organization., V'e are playing an increasingly minor role in the internal life of the
IS, and the guestion of women workers, and women's liberation, is by and large
ignored programmatlcally. Ve see this, of course, as a reflection in part of the
waning of the women's movement. "

On pa.ge 7 of her document -- passed by the November '72 NC, the reader will
recall -- Ilene 1., points out that the political radicals in the women's liberation
movement lost their moorings with the decling-of the New Left since “much of the
impetus behind this section of the movement, after all, was the struggle over women’s
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place in the revolution. !

. nthe rewolution', but not the workers revolution! Are we now seeing this
"impetus' . refracted in the 1,8, 7?

Allugding to the decline of the non-working class women's movement as the cause
of a crisis in 1: 5. work directed foward women-is to deny the subjective -leadership
role of the revolutionary"o:égé.ﬁiza@‘iﬁﬂ. " (Foia fuller exposition of this vpoirié, see
Ron T.'s new document, On the Transitional Programj. R

Qur politics -- and the Jip-_'w'lit‘ics” ‘6f the Bolsheviks ~- are to fight against the
hegemony of bourgeois and petty-bourgeois organizations, and to seek to build self-
confidence, "creatiye activity and iniffative" among working class women. This is
not to:.der;ﬂy,‘th@tg,tb'gimiddle class women's moverdent has promoted wide conscious-
ness .of-women's liberation ideas in society, ih¢liading among women workers.
Neither: the-copnsciousness nor the goals', unlike the day ta-day tactics, of'jré‘v!_dlution-
aries can be conditioned by the level of motion of the wor king class at any‘ig'i_\"f)en
moment -- and certainly not by the” of the midd ¢ ¢lass, If thg contrary were true,
we would not-set ourselves the goal of building « revolutionary party.

V. riting of I, S.,women's work being tonditioned by the middle class women's
movement is an organizational idea at'loggerheads withithe ideological conception
that class society is the principal eneray of wornienvas -well as of the -WOrld;}g)gléé'S.
as a:whole. If there is a crisis around the question in the L. 5. today, it stems not
fromithe decay of:the middle class feminist movemient, but from our failurg to do
anything or even develop a more than verbal program>for working-class women's
work. (wevelopment of such a program is outside the purview.of this article),

To be fair, it must be noted that the writers ofithe letter do find "especially
grave the:fact that;women are industrializing at a slower pace than male comrades,
which:will of course increasingly affect the leadership composition of the IS and the
place/which wormngn workers have in the 18 'program: ! In addition, point 4 of the
functions outline H;f}or a ,wgt'g_zén?‘s caucus ‘& "Pressure the organization to integrate
women into the industrialization process, did to do discussion and baclk up work for

industrialized women comrades. "

But what do they mean here by ''the organization'? Lo they mean '"lack of
guidance from the natiopal ]ead‘é)ri'slﬁij:j}i ‘(Ilene V.., page L8) 7

One of the chauvinist ideas that wec combat is that women are empty receptacles
into which maler are supposed to pour nowledge. . or whatever. Unfortunately,
+ ynknowingly, the writers of the "Lear Sisters" léttér seem to have fallen into the
trap of identifying that particul'a,rih’suf%iwit’h"the solution to the Hoppression of IS
women'. o o

Industrialization

Cn page ¢ of.her document, Ilene V..

T AT S A {

explains the material basis of the failure



3 e - ey R e o A 2 P e Y e am ey R
Vi S e el %ot 250 B8 ais e o S, T e S oy E, AL E

of the New Left women:

"Much of this lack of focus flows from the fact that women, as a group, are not
organized in the way that workers, or even students, are. Noncampus women's .
groups, iniparticular, tended to be composed of women working at different jobs or
1solated in their individual homes, brought. together by comrmon ideas or similar
experiences; rather than by common struggles or the need tc flght an immediate

common enerny.

Isn’t this true, ‘too, in large part of I,S. women, at least inhNew York?

Ca.n I:he I, S, integrate women into the 1ndustr1a11zat1on process when women -

are not willing to be integrated? The now-demised New York caucus /fraction pazd
almost no attention to *he industrialization of 1. 5. women. I remember only one
meeting devoted to'the subject. The first proposal the Bread & Roses Caucus made "~
to the branch, as we have seen, was -- not implémentation of our 1nuustr1ahza.tzon '
program for women comrades <- but 1nterna1 "'hlld care, : :

(In the short p‘eriod s‘ince the demise of t‘.he caucus/fraction two ‘anti-caucus! -
women and another, woman comrade who.did not sign the latter or join the Bread &
Roses Caucus have 1ndustr1a11zed and are taklng reoponsﬂmhty for conv1nc1ng
other women that’ they must follow suit. ) :

Could thas (unw1111ngness to be integrated 1nto the 1ndustr1al1zat1on process)
be the reason that even the second version of the V. omen s Liberation documient
written in New York in 1972'is far less concrete -- and thus potentially much less
useful as a guide for work among working class women than i's the Jones document
written in Detroit where 1. S., women are,_ind,u_ystrialize‘d ?

(I would be in favor of the integration of the Jones document into the Ilene’ '\‘
document, They are not counterposed. I would have favored the Letroit women

5

comrades practicing the Jones perspectlve of bringing the struggle fo legal abortion *
to worklng women -- an opportunity migsed during the fall 1972 electoral campalgn.)

1.S. VWVomen as an "Oppressed Group"

The "Dear Sisters" letter avoids dealing with queetions raised during the course
of the New York discussion which it selectively reports. The questions were --- '
and-are:'

A:e. women oppressed within the 1. S, 7 .
Are better or 2qually qualified women passed over for pos:Ltmns or atsignments,

in favor of men in the I.5. ?

Are we discouraged, actively or passively, from political responsibility and
development?

Please be specific: How?

% ho is responsible when women do not attend classes on Marxist politics
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and/or economics and/or philosophy organized bythe, branch, and particularly when
organized by the Women's Caucus/Fraction? ‘

Doesn't the existence of a caucus or caucus/fraction tend to isolate women into

a political backwater?

Not only do the writers: of the "Dear Gisters" letter fa.l to mention that these
guestions {and others) were raised during the discussion, they are _disturbed that a
discussion “including opponents of a women's caucus sanctioned (my emphasis) by
the organization, and women who had no* been part:fciggang in the caucus/fraction
for one reason or another'" was held: :

1"V hat has happened in NY is this: after the virtual non-functioning of the women’s
caucus/fraction for ovur a year, the question 'Should there be a caucus/fraction' was
finally pushed to a discussion arnong the women in the branch this fall, This édéstion
arose mainly because of the weakness ofithe caucus/fraction, which.had been further
undermined by constant questioning of its.very existence. Thisis sofﬁe.ﬁbii1g unheard

" of for any other group in the organization. . When'a committee, fraction-or growp
functions poorly, its performance is examined, its reason for existing is not debated.
But the caucus/fraction had been subjected tc constant over-scrutiny and questioning

and had gonsequently ‘suffered a continuous identity cris—is, which hastened its recent
dissclution. ' (my emphasis) ' .o

Without regard to the accuracy of whether the existence of '~ny other group" in
the I,S, has ever been debated, such statements are indeed alarming. 1 do not o
believe that all the signers of the letter understznd the full import of the implications
they have raised. - ' '

Are those who accept things the way they are just because they've always been

that way revolutionaries? V. hat could be the meaning of "over-scrutiny"?

Once the 1.S. has "sanctioned' a group in the organization  oxr a policy, does
that mean we should not récognize its non-functioning or even its non-functionality ?
(In the first edition of their letter, the 'wear Sisters" themselves recognized that
the caucus/fraction "may not be feasible now'.)

Toes the fact that the organization once "'sanctioned' a body which no 1onéer :

represents the majority of N. Y. L.5. women mean that ali N, Y. I.S. women should
- them on all questions concerning

continue to permit this ! sanctioned" body to speak fo: 1
women? that proposals to the contrary axe factional" against the caucus/fraction 2

Channelling all women's issues to the -caucus ffraction had two results (and here

1 quote from Comrades Carol . and Ellen R.'s response.to the first edition of the

"Gear Sisters' letter):

(1) the organization as a whole was not forced te deal with them.

11(2) those women in political disagreement: with the caucus found themselves
trapped, told to take all issues involving women to the caucus even if not appropriate. o
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There is, of course, a model for banninig discussion once a convention-of the .
organization has made a decision - - a model no one in the I 5. would accept, That
model is the SVWP.

Cadre Development

No»cdmrade questions that the L. €. should give serious attention to-the questions
of developing women cadre and recruiting working class women, ‘Serious attention
means that we not be bound by any organizational formulae, Organizational forms
must fit not only our "ideological conceptions', but the goals we have set ourselves. "
‘;A_ri‘grganizational form that is actually functioning will not suffer an "identity crisis"
if‘quéstionedu_ To assert that the disfunctionality of the caucus/fraction followed the
glestioning is to employ, once again, not a Marxist-materialist, but an'idealist,

method.

- Such a method is also evident in the statement "Vie feel that the problems of
women in society in general, and in the 1S in particular, are not being dealt with by
the organization. Problems are either icnored or pushed aside." Without an ahalysis
of the basis for s_ucih 2 state of affairs, ifisugch a state there be, the blame seems to.
be placed on "bnd ideas" floating a.ro'L_ind," ‘perhaps among the comrades on the NAC,
In contrast, 2 materialist might hazard the guess that the editor of Workers Power, l
s comrade well known as an active partisan of women's liberation, might be-more
anxious to print articles on women if the articles were accounts of our active partici-

pation in live struggles.

Those of us who question the efficacity of an L. 5. -wémen's caucus that is béreft
of a political program (see argument,that the Bread & Roses Caucus in fact is bereft
of a political. program, above} do not deny that women in society are opp'res;;d; that
females are brought up to be dependent rather than self-reliant,

P,

.7 ""For thet reason, when the National Office or the branch neglects education, fails
to give sufficient attention to -adre development, women suffer the most. Butto
believe that the 1.5, cingle-handedly could wipe out women's historic di sabilities
here and now would be to believe in magic. "y 7 L, Ay e b

 Conclusion
— ; . . ] ; f

How would a caucus solve the probleins of I,S; women? end the "oppression' of
1.5, women? guarantec that our political consciousnéss be raised? develop uéll.asy
political cadre? Hodt ] ' =AY o

Did the old caucus/fraction tralnlb women for political leadership? for

participation in political discussions on'the branch floor? In my 2 year experience
in the I.5., no and no. R s .

On the contrary, the caucus/vfract‘ion seemed to be a foi-céfcir'_thé mailitenance
of the status quo, = barrier: the same few women did most of the talking -- within the
caucus /fraction, on the branch floor, and in arenas. It was, in fact, this monopoly
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set-up, and the non-political atmosphere it created, that gave rise to the first
disillusionment with the caucus/fraciion -- by women comrades determined to earn
their spurs on the basis of their rounded political development and participation,

Is there any reason to believe that due to inertia the caucus/fraction would have
succeeded in the future where it failed in the past? or that the new caucus formed
on the basis of "'pnlitical agreement on the need for the self-organization of women
in the IS" (actually the under-pinning of the old caucus/iraction), by codifying its
"functions'', will be more successful?

If we take our political-analysis and program seriously, if we do indeed ''believe
that the leadership of a working~-class women's movement will have to come from
women in the labor force', if we do agree "on the central importance of industrializa-~
tion in carrying out our perspectives', "that working class unity cannot be achieved
by subordinating the interests of oppressed groups but can only bz won in the course
of struggle, on the basis of mutual resvect..." (Ilene V., pp. 20-22), if we do
indeed believe in the self-activity of women in the 1, S., then -- if the Tabor Tasks &
Perspectives, the MacKenzie Labor, the Ilene VW, Women's Liberation documents
do not present sufficient guidance for women's industrialization, if branch execs or
labor fractions do not furnish sufficient suidance (which is not true in N, Y,) -~
serious women will bring their dernands for political guidance onto the branch floor.

When I.S, women are in contact with working women, it will necessarily follow
that the problems of working women will be reflected in the organization.

V.hen I.S. women are involved in industrial work, when political perspectives
for such work, as well as for the organization as a whole, are our daily concern,
all comrades will be forced to confront these problems., V omen will be stimulated
to participate in discussions and to undertake theoretical work, Recruitment of

working class women will be a live possibility.

This will require initiative and daring and hard work on the part of I.S. women,
as well as of the organization as a whole. But -- after all --

"It is not the consciousness of men ({or women)) that
determines their existence, but, on the contrary,
their social existence ({that)} determines their
consciocusness'.
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Ref;ort ffém the National Women's Commission - .-.:5,415{23 o

W“‘

‘ 5y The hational WOmen 8 Commission, established by the Nov. LI

N, C., began its work dn Detroit in February. It was composed of .

Wendy T. for the Transformation Caucus, and Dave F, and Shelley L.
(Women's Coordinator) representing the NAC majority at that time.

Upon moving to Letroit I sent a mailing to the branches which asked
for information concerning the political sdctivities of womén in thée'
branches, where women were industrialized, what suggestions the branthes
-had~forithe Cummission, etoc. Unfortunately most of the ma jor branches
falled to respond to this mailing which made it difficult for the
Commission to act .in an.-informed manner.. Only in the last couple of
weeks have branches and individuals begun to respond to nalilings and
letters. without more regular commuiication the Commission Will be "
unable to ca ~~ry out ‘the functions assibned to 1it. g

Wwha't follows is an account of what the WOmen & Commission '
was workingz on pricr to the April N C : 2 b

1) The Commission is in the process ol outlin ing and soliciting
pamphlets on women's. liberation, . Qne will be an introductory
pamphlet addressed to. working-cTass women. The other project i

. pamphlet would be a more specialiaed disoussion of the oorre_s_on’
" exploitation of black women.,

2) 1 have sent letters to certain branches concerning ithne status:of
“Working women's groups today such-as UNION WAGE in California;, the
Vancouver Working Women's Association, ete. So far we have reoeived

2t one document from Chicage -concerning.our activities in one S”Lﬂ
‘local group. We have not’ reoeived other responses

3) In early April mailings were sent’ t5 ' the brandhes in,de‘nF”them of
working iothers Day ~-- a duv ol n@tional protegts over child-care
cutbacks, A motion was also made fto the NAC concerning these cut-
backs and what our: program and strategy should be in reo gard to them.

L) The bdn braneisco branch sent the Commission a 1eaf1et wnich it dis-
tributed to a Peace and Freedom Party women's conference. That leaf-
let and various responses to .it should appear 1n the next women's
bulletin.

L) The debate in the I.8. over: the women's. question hes produced a
number of new documents. This bulletin is maibly composed of doc-
cuments which were presented at the N.C. for vote or discussion.

The next bulletin should include documents we have reccived in regard
to the women's caucus debate, additional biblioagraphles, and replies
to N,C., documents.

The change in leadership at the April w.C. has resulted in a
change i the composition of the Women's Commission, Kay S. of the
Transformation €aucus 1s now Women's Coordinator., Sha and Lave will
represent the new majority and I will represent the Revolutlonary
Tendency.,

Shelley landau
for the wWomen's Commission



UOMEN'S LIBERATION

by Celia Bmerson

"It is quite true that there are 1O l1imits to masculine
egotism in ordinary 1ife. In order to change the condi=-
tions of life we must learn to see them through the eyes
of women."

Trotsky, Problems of Life

The liberation of women is central to Marxism not just because women repre-

sent more than S50% of the human race, but also because the oppresiion of women is

inextricably tied up with the oppression of the working class under capltalism.
The liberation of women calls for a.revolutionary transformation of all existing
institutions as well as all social relationships. Trotsky stated: "To alter
the position of women 2t the root is poséible only if all the conditions of social,
family and domestic existence are altered. "Women ard the Family, p.45) Without
the emancipation of women, any working class transformation of society would only
be partial and consequently would be distorted., The liberation of women, then, out
of necessity, calls for the liberation of men.

For the past forty years, Marxist theory has neglected feminism. This has
peen not only due to the collapse and defeat of the revolutionary feminlst move-
ment (of the 1910's and 20's) but also to the smashing of the revolutionary
working class movement of the 19 30's. Today, therefore, revolutionary socialists
face the task of integrating feminism and Marxism. '

What follows from this analysis is that the struggle for women's liberation
flows into the struggle against exploitation. Ve pose things that way because 14
ig correct. We do not dangle women's liberstion in front of women as a bait to
get them involved in the "real" struggle---the class struggle. Rather, we argue
that the most consistent struggle for the liberation of women requires waging fhe-
class struggle as well as. the women's liberation struggle.

Tt is a logical conclusion.of our revolutionary third camp politics that the
Intevnational Zoclalists should be the most consigtnat fighters for women's liber-
ation. We maintain that no gociety can claim the title "socislist" as long as any
group in that society continues to be oppressed. Thus, to us, achieving vomen's
liberaton is a vital and necessary part of the process of building a new socialist
society out of the ruins of capitalist soclety. The antinued oppression of women
in a society that has experienced working class revolution can only lay the basis
for reaction. 4 workers state cannot be transformed into a socialist society
which guarantees the £ull1 development of every indlvidual as long as women's
oppression remalns. And there is no automatic development of the one from the other.
As Lenin stated: "It is impossible to abolish national {or any other political)
oppresiion under capitalism, since this requires the abollition of classes, 1.e.
the introduction of soclalism. But while being based on economics, socialism cannot
be reduced to eccnomics alone. 5 foundation---socilalist production---is essential
for the agolition of national oppression, but this foundation must also carry &
democratically orgenized state, a democratic army, etc. By transforming capitlism
into socialism the proletariat ereates the possibility of abolishing national
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oppression; the possibility becomes reality -"only' ---"only"! with the
establishment of full democyacy in all spheres... (Lenin, The Discussion on
Self-Determination Summed Up, Works, Vol. 22, p.325)

tie do not believe, nor did the revolutionary socialist movement ever
believe, and our view has been’ proven in the past, that working class revol-
ution necessarily achieves women's emancipation. Instead, we say that women will
have to struggle for their own-liberation.. -le bellieve that women must build
their own organizations and their own movement to vage that struggle because
such a movement-is ‘essential to insuring that the demans of women's liberation
will be a conscious pert of any socialist revolution.

_ No society, however "sood" can "give' vomen liberation, for part of that
definition of women’'s liberation is the realization on the part of women that
they can and must wage the struggleinécéssary-to obliterate that oppression.
Vomen's liberaton means that women themselves redefine what 1t means to be a
woman. 1t means that women have consciously rejected a definition of them-
selves made by a society dominated-by a male chauviniist ideology. :/nd it is
the process of struggle against sexual in addition to class oppresiion which

transforms vomen into whole humarn beings.

Furthermore, we understand that the ideiology of male superiority is so
thoroughly pervasive 1h capftalist society: that it will require a constious
struggle to even begin to destroy that ideology. - nd the battle of ideas cannot
go onin the absence of organization. This society has at its disposal the encw-
mous array of capitaliskt ‘institutions, ‘the schoolsy the media, etc. to preserve
the hegemony of its ideology~~<the ideiology-of -male.superiority. There must
crganizations and institutions to battle that ideology. o

_ Jomen. cannot be liﬁerated'under capitalism because equality would simply
mean equality of exploitation. Horeovery: the soclety rests on the maintc
‘of the family and with it the ideology .of male :superiority.  As socialists, we
support the struggle of women for liberation because .of the legitimasy of the
demand here and now. But the full liberation of women requives’ a socialist
transformation of soclety. We always attempt to win women %o an inderstanding

of the role capitaliém plays in their oppression and we attempt to win them %o
revolutionary socialism. We continually stress the importance of building a
women's liberation movement that 1s independent of the cgpitalist‘political
parties, a movement that rejects reformism as the soluti@p to women's® oppression.

3 LR CHC]

Our conception of women's liberation is the end to. all forms of exploitation
and oppression. The logic of the struggle for women's liberation leads to social-
_ism. For the oppression of women from her role as an-exploifedwwofker and as
Lenin called an 'oppressed seX' can only be achieved-in a demobcratic socialist
society. The struggle for women's liberation must be part of the revolutionary
working ‘class struggle for socialism. . :

PR pp—
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The Special Oppression of Women

The origins of the oppression of women are to be Tound in the first division
of labor within the family. That first division of labor was according to Engels
"ariginally nothing but the division of lsbor in the gsexual act”, a division of
labor between men and women for the purpcse of propagation of children. Because
of her childbearing role, woman was limited to certain forms of labor, such as
food gathering, agricultural activities, handicrafis, for example. Men were pri-
marily hunters, and controlled weapons and other instruments necessary for that
role, This division of labor while not necessarily oppressing women, nonetheless,
lald the basis for women's later Ooppression and exploitation.

The develcpment of the means of production, the division of labor in society
allowed for the creation of a surplus which made possible exchange and the creation
of new forms of wealth. This division of lsbor and commodity production enabled
new wealth in the form of slaves and herd to be accumuloted by single individuals.
An inequality of ownership developed, and a new phenomenon, private property,
emerged. "The domestic labor of the woman no longer counted beside the acouisition
of the necessities of life by the men," said Engels in Qrigins of the Family. "The
latter was everything, the former an unimportant extra.”

These new economic and social relations fave men reasons to0 tighten up family
arrangements, so that they could command the labor of their wives and children.
Monogomy alzo afforded the means to which property could be individually inherited.
Once monogomy was enforced women were forced out of production. "The overthrow of
the mother-right was the world historic defeat of the femalegex." said Engels, "the
man took commend in the home also, the mother wes degraded and reduced to servitude...
this degraded position of woman..., has gradually been palliated and glossed over,
and sometimes clothed in milder form; in no sense has it been abolished.”

The point of this short summery of Engels 1s not to indulge in academic anthro-
pological excercises. Rather it is to show that the origins of women's subordinate
position in society is not caused by God, men's evil mninds, or vomen's inate weak-
ness, but based upon material conditions. Second, Ingels analysis provides us not
only with an understanding of the complicated historical process involved in the
'world historical defeatof women,,' but with a guide to women's liberation:

e can already see from this thet to emancipate women and make
her the equal of the man is and remainz an impossibility so long
as the woman is ghut out from socciszl productive labor and restricted
to private domestic labpr, The emancipation of women will only be -
possible vhen vomen can take part in produciion on a large, social
scale, and domestic work no longer claims anything but an insig-
nificant part of her time, And only nov hag that become possible
through modern large-scale industry, which does not merely permit
of the employment of female labor over a wide range, but posi-
tively demands it, while 1t also tends towards ending private
domestic labor by changing it more and more into a public

. industry,

Origins of the Family
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In the same vein Engels states:

Then it will ge plain that the first precondition for the
liberation of the wife is to bring the vhole femal sex
back into public industiry and that in turn demands the
abolition of the monogamous family as the economic unit -
of society. .
' Origins of the family

The reintroduction of women into socisl production, the demand for full
legal equality for women, the demand that the care and education of children
become,h public affair by Engels were not counterposed to the class struggle,
but were seen as an integral purt of’ tqup‘*truggle.

- .®pinist (Onscioudness

Because of their special oppfésuion,:womeh_tena,to develop a special consciocus-
ness of themselves as an 'oppressed sex.' This. consciocusness changes with the
nature of class relations in eny given time, such as chaonges in the family and in
yomen's relationship to the rmeans of production. The changes brought about by the
development of capitalism especiglly the evolution of the family and the entrances
of million.of women, into industry hve conditioned women's consciousness. But they
have not changed  the fundgmentul fact of their being oppreased as vomen. Oune
historian, Villiam 0'Neill,, dggcrloed women's consclousness.this way:

Femiﬁlsm,io'than,'bc t perhaps understood asvone reaction

to the great pressures that accompanied bhe emergence of

the nuclear Tamily. It was not a reaelllon born of ancient

slavery but part of a collective response to the sexual
. avareness delibverately 1nap1red by Victorian society in an

attenpt. to foster... an oppressive domes+101ty. The Viciorlans
‘taught vomen to think of themselves as a special class.

Having become conscious of their unique aGXUul 1denu1ty, ,
. hovever---a’ consc1ousne=s helﬁhteneu by thelr experiences

forced upon them by the cult of purlty—-—they could ne

longer accept uncritically those role definitions drawn

up for them by the alien male. , ‘ 2
. ' . (Everyone ifas Brave)

This descr1pt10n applies most closely to women of the middle class. The
Victorian norms were meant to. The bourgeoisie and petty—bourge0151e were
attempting to limit the size of their femiliés in order to fac111tate their
accunulation “nd maintainence in the family of wealth. 1In a tlme when contra-
ception except in the crudest forms was unavailcble, the most effectives means

was abstinence.” CF course, it was only necessary to apply cbstinence to vomen,
Men were free to relleve themselves with other women. The result was the Viec-
torian ideclogy, which was oppressive to all women. It was oppressive- to middle-
class wonen because of the terribly constric ting roles it Torced upon them.
tYorking class women .did not have the material means either to facilitate or to
make possible their living up to the Victorian norms. But that fact did not
permit them to escape from the oppressiveness of the ideology which perceived
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them as degraded because of their sexual activities. Black women, who had
still less control over their material circumstances, were even more degraded.

This should come as no surprise to us, since the ideology of the ruling
class is always the ideology of the society as a vhole and the norms of the
ruling class become the norms up to which everyone in the society is expected
to live up to. Tor working class women in general and in particular for black
women their oppression is intensified by the fact that society continually
holds up a norm, based on the position of ruling class women, which it is
impossible for them to live up fo.

The entrance of women into industry, on a massive scale, changed the
consciocusness of working women. Their exploitation on the job, their attempts
to change it made them confront their oppression as wonen as well as their
exploitation as workers, and provided them with an agency, their collective
action, with which tc change it. Therefore it was no accldent that Charlotte
Woodward, a glove moker, attended the 1848 ljomen's Rights Convention in Seneca
Falls, New York, to fight for property rights and the right to vote. It led
women from the Lowell Female Reform Associatin, who struck for higher wages and
and end to the speedup to "make flaming Mary Wolstoncraft speeches about the
rights of women and the inequities of the monied aristocracy.” This factor helps
explain whyin the latter part of the 19th century and early 20th ceniury, millions
of working women in the United States, Burope, China and Latin imerica formed
their own working class women's organizations that fought both ageinst their '
oppression as women and their exploitation as workers.

The Independent Organization of lomen

. Historically, the development of vomen's gelf-consciousness has gone along
with the development of women's organiZations. Not 211 the women's organizations,
of course, are feminist. Only those groups which wish to end the subordination
of women in society can ve called feminist.

The feminist orgenizatons have, in the 19th and 20th centuries, generally
played progressive roles. Mot only was the struggle for women's rights progressive
( as is the fight of any oppressed group for liberation), but it widened the
horizons for greater siruggle. Lenin, in & Caricature of Marxism and Imperialist
Feonomism, described the process whereby the Struggle for national self-determina-
tion is progressive. In one secton he mokes the anology between the struggles
for national self-determination and the struggles of women for legal rights, in
this case, divorce:

"Phe condition that makes it impossible Tor the oppressed classes
to 'exercise'! their democratic rights are not the exception under
capitalism; they are typical of the system. In most cases, the
right of divorce will remaln unrealizable under capitalism for
the oppressed sex is subjugated economically. No matter hew much
'democracy' there is under captialism the women remains o ‘domestic
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slave', a slave locked up in the bedroom, nursery, and
kitchen... only those who cannot think straight or have
no knoledge of Marxism will conclude: So there is no
point in having a republic, no point in freedom of di-
vorce, no point in democracy, no point in self-determin-
‘ation-of nations! But Marxists know thot democracy does
not abolish c¢lass oppression. It only mekes the class

' struggle more direct, wider, more open and pronounced, and
that is what wve need. The fuller the freedom of divorce,
the cleaorer women will see that their source of 'domestic
slavery’ is capitalism, not lack of rights. The more
democratic the system of government, the clearer will the

‘workers see thut the root evmil is capluallsm, not

-Zlack of rlght :

The’ struggles of Peminists have in’ Pact improved tdmen's status in society
and won basic economic “and polmtlcul TL&ht Their self—organlzatlon and activ-
ity have raised women's conscibusness and galvanized other -7 Yomeén into
political motion. - Flnallj, the activities of women flghtlng for emanc1pat10n
1ed many to the struggle Lor 5001allsm.

‘ Marx1sts, of ceurse, support and welcome the Independent organﬂzatlon of
women just as’ soclalists welcomethe organization of all oppressed groups’ flghtlng
to end their subordination. This does not mean that we commit oursélves to
support one particular group-or another. OQur suppert for one group-or another: .
depends on the nature of thet particular group. In the same way, socialists
should not view the women's liberafon movehent as counterposed to - struggle
for socialism, but rather as enriching and adding to the working class movement.
In fact, as it has been stated” many times, while womén's liberation cannot be
realized without so"lallam, the reverse is ‘alse true. The independent organiza-
tion and activity of women must bégin - and’ contlnue through the revolutlonary
periocd if women are to be emancipated. -

The ‘crucial nedessity of the indepédent organization of women in terms of
women's ‘liberation is’a part of bur working class history. In 1871, the working
somen of Paris creaated the first werhers stqte-«—the Paris Commune. The first -
workers stste would hot allow women’to vote or serve.on the polltlcal commlttees
of the commune., It was only through -the organizations such as: the Union.des Femmew
(iomen's Union) for example, that women won the concessions they did.

The Russian revolution destroyed capltalist economic relatlons and state pover,
and lald the social and political basis for women's liberation. Here too, women
were not eman01pated and the major women's organization, the Ghenodetl, had to
continudly fight for greater women's part;01putlon in the revolution.

The spec1a1 oppresszon of wcmen in society is reflected in the revolutionary
organizations as well. “Tven ‘after the Russian revolution, Lenin had to admit that
on the woman question,”Scratéh 'a Communist and a Philistine appears.% In order
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t0 combat problems of male chauvinism, in order to bring more women into the re-
volutionary process, Lenin said,”The Party must have organs---working groups,
commissions, committees, sections or whatever else they may be called---with

the specific purpose of rousing the broad masses of women, bringing them into
contact with the party and keeping them under its influence." (Reminiscences

of Lenin, Clara Zetkin) Almost all revolutionary crganizations have had women's
sections, committees, etc., to deal with the work on the woman gquestion within
the organization and in society at large.

The Famlly Today

i perspective on women's liberation must begin with an examination of the
family structure today and how it is affected by the present crisis in capitalism.
The ruling class imposes a paresitical existence upon its wives, but wives of the
working class are essential %o the preservetion of the capitalist system. The
woman delivers and nurtures children, the Tuture lobor pover of society. Her
labor in the home helps reproduce the labor power of her husband. The wife assures
his domestic needs in the cheapest possible manner. '

The wife is also expected to discipline her family to the rythms of capitalist
society. She is to make sure her husband goes to work on time, works hard, and
doesn't caugse trouble. Similarly her role 1s aiso to demand that her children.
cbey authority.in school and elsevhere. It is not surprising that employers use
housewives to curb the militancy of their husbands, and teachers to turn parent
..against child. All this mokes the famlly a constant source of conservativism.
for the working class.

The major ideclogical and psychological bulwark of the famlly is sexual
repression of women which distoris or restricts the personality of all concerned
and creates a character structure based upon repression---at once rebellous and
angry, and also conservative and fearful.

The only way in which women can play & truly equal role in society will be
through the destruction of the present Tamily institution. Only then can men ard
women be freed frowm the rigid sex and class roles i.posed upon theum.

Housewives do not have the sawme power as do women workers at the point of
_production, but even as such they are not entirely powerless. During periods of
crisis they have been galvanized.into action and become a powerful group. A crucial
role that women workers will probably play will be in the destruction of capitelist
forms of production and in transforming the capitalist nuclear family and other
social relationships as well.

The fawily as the basic institution of society is collepsing as a direct re-
sult of the crisis in capitalism. The institution of marrigge, for example, 1s
failing. ..Lost one out of every three marriages end in divorce; for Blacks it is
one put of every two. The Tamily is in crisis because of economic instability
particularly in working class lamilies to have two full time wage earners, the
increased secularization and breakdown in tracitional morality (the "sexual revo-
lution"), the increased objectification of women In the culture, the rising educa-
tional lwvel of women, the decline in the importance of women's work, to name a few
reasons,
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The breakup of the femily measns an additioncl burden on women: In the major
urban areas, one out of every eight households i1s headed by a woman. This means
greater poverty since women are denied access to better Jobs and do nd receive
adequate pay in the jobs they now hold. Many of the women suffer poverty from the
welfare system., Those fomilies below the ‘poverty line' established by the U.S.
Department of Labo: Tind most of them headed by a woman. Uomen cannot find jobs,
or they cannot take jobes because there is no adequate childeare.

The break up of the nuclear family is.not always progeessive. Trotsky
commented that "you cannot abolish the family, you have to replace it." The
social cheos which emerged from the present collapse of the family can be used
by the ruling class as a pretext for the further regimentation of the working class.
The dyhamics of capitalism might themselves destroy the family as we have know it---
but the problém of the maintainence of the working class still remains. In fact,
debate in the rul™® class has deen joined since the dysfunctional aspects of the
famly is already being felt in the work force---absenteelsm, alcoholism, drugs,
wildc&t activity, etc.

Td@ay the ruling class is des.ting how best to discipline the future work force.
%he conservative wing, exemplified by Nixon, believes that the nuclear family is still
the best way for the future working class to be disciplined and socialized. That is
one of the reasons why he vetoed the childcare bill. '

On the other hand, liberal capitalists do not believe that the present family
institution can best be used to discipline the work force. Especially in the textile
nlants in the South, "enlightened" employers provide childcare in order to get cheap
labor and high productivity. "I the the employers promise childcare, 1t's easier to
attract vomen workers who - will work for less. Also in this way, the woman be-
comes tied to the plant wheré “She works, because_thlldcure, whlch she so desperately
needs, is provided.

Others are impressed with the Japanese_setup. There, in many instances, men
and women workers live in segregated barrdcks near their factories. The Japanese
soman, due to economic and social pressures, marries late, then leaves work and has
children.

) Another aspect of the breakup of the family being discussed by the rullng class
deals w1th Black people. Because of the legacy of the slave system, the Black famly
has been, for the most part, very different than the white. In particular, women have
played a more dom’zant role in the family structure. This leads liberal sociologists

such as Daniel Moynihan, to argue that the matriarchy is the cause of Black poverty
and oppression. This theory can be used mainly to attack the militancy of women.

The collapse of the family and the special problems that have arisen with the
decay "of capitalism has led womon to take ‘the initiative in forming various kinds of
communlity organizations. Because of their traditions of independence in the family,
Black women have played a leading role in their Tormation. In the major urban areas,,
these community groups, welfare, tenants,are around issues such as the schools Or’
around childcare. these organlzatlonq have alrady been involved in militant struggles.
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It is incumbent upon Marxists to take up the issues involved with the
breakup of . the family and the disintegration of the social services, First of
all we must begin to explain why it is the family is h011gp51ng, vhy young
people are so alienated from their parents, why so many marriages fail. More
importantly, we must also provide = Vision of the future---socialism.

In the immediate future, it is unlikely that we can have much influence or
impact on the unemployed, welfere, etc. groups. HNontheless, this .should not
blind us tg their ultimate importance. The movements of the oppressed, of the
community groups, will become massive with an upsurge in the lebor movement.
This is.what happened in the thirties, and this is vhat is happening in Britain
right now. The actions of tenants, of community organizations, develop along
with the class struggle as a vhole. '

Tploitation and Oppression

Women are -oppressed in belng considered inferior fo men, adjuncts to them,
having their status determined by them, being shoved into passive roles, being
denied opportunites to do meaningful work, etc. Uomen's positidn in life has
been determined primarily by her biological function as a childbearer. &s the
size of families has declined and women have attained greater freedom through
contraception they have not ettalned literation, but have been 1ncreas:l.ngly de-
graded as sex objects.

This description is applicable to all women. 3But, not agll women experience
sexual oppression in the same way. Just as class society creates the basis for
oppressing women, it also determines that women in different classes will be
.affected differently. Vomen in the upper class live off the labor of workers,
including working vomen.  They are exploiters, and their interests are with
the exp101t1ng class, against the interests of their "disters.” Thus, in a con-
flict they will tend to side with their class interests. However, because of the
. eppression which all women share, the tendency is not always ful*llled. As Daniel
de Leon put.it:

"There is no woman regardless of her station, but in one ‘
way or-another is a sufferer, a victim in modern society,
‘While upon the woman of the working class the cross of cap~
italist society weighs heaviest in all ways, not one of her
sisters in the upper ranks but bears some share of the
burden, or to be plainer of the smudge---and vhat is
more to the point, they are aware of it. .ccordingly, the
invocation of the "Rights of toaman" not only rouses the
gpirit of the heaviest sufferers under capitalist scciety,
and thereby adds swing to the blows of the male militants
" in their efforts to overthrow the existing order, it also
lames the adversary by raising sympathizers in his own
camp and inciting sedition among hils own retinue."”
{Introduction to .ugust Bebel, Women Under Socialism)

Of course, the more significant the conflict ond the clearer the class line
is drawn the greater will be the tendency to side with their class.
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Working class women are both exploited and oppressed. Part of their
oppression as workers 1s that they are exploited. ‘nd part of the sgpecial
oppression ‘of women workers is that they are ant in a position whereby they
can be super-exploited. ¥hen women work they are shoved into Low-paying, low-
status jobs, many of which ere defined ac women's work ---usually meaning work
that is an extension of womon's role in the family: nurse,Housekeeper, teacher,
secretary, etc. Ulhen nmey'get better jobs, they are usually pald less than are
men, have less status than men and asked +o do things that men would never be
asked to do in the ‘same job. iiomen are usually forced to take less pay for their
work {it's supposed to be just an addition to the husband's sdlary). Even where
equal pay is supposed to be prescribed that requirement is usudlly avoided by
lowering the cla551£1bdtlon of the work. Thus; one woman auto worker descrlbed
her conditions: '

“The ‘specialness’ of our department loy in the fact

that the work we did had been recently reclassified by
management from heavy work to light work; this is the

way Thansgement dlsulngulshed ‘men's work' from 'vomen's
work.! It was apparent that the designation had nothing
vhatever to do with heaviness or Lightness, but only with
rate of pay. The only reason the ‘company had reclassi-
fied the work was to see whether women could handle 1g=--
at, of course, a lower wage rote than men had handled
it in other shops, and as a matter of fact, were hand-

~ ling it at the same time in other shops. (Olga Domanski,

"Pages from a Shop Diary" in the leeraulon Now!, New
York; 1971)

In other words, women's oppreschn is amplifled by the fact that as workers
they are super-exploited. . They are not merely vorkers, but women- vorkers, a
special category in terms of experiences. The oppression and exploitation join
together in working women, each intensifying the other. The.struggle agsinst
““women's oppression tends to lead them to the struggle against thelr exploitation,
and indeed tends to make them leaders of that struggle. Furthermmre, engage-
ment in struggles against their exploitation tends to lead them to awareness of
and opposition to their special oppression as vomen: ‘Their position as workers,
with the strength and collectlve amsciousness that flow from it wéke them able
to be leaders .of the women' s liberation movement. They are able to be the most
consistent fighter's of wowen's oppression pre01sely because’ thelr class interests
lead them to oppostltlon to the very class soc1ety vhich lies t the root of
thelr oppre531on.

Yomen Workers

This dves rot inténd to be a FTull treatment of women in industry. I concur
with the Winkley document that passed at the Thanksgiving 1C, 1973 and the Lyn
Jones document of women vorkers. n

The questioh of o Morxist approach to vomen vorkers is céntral in our
strategy for vomen's liberation. ‘omen workers ¢an be a key in uhe building of a

" future successful vworen's liberation movement
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In cepitalist society, women's relationship to the means of production
fiuctuates. In the past women were used as part of the reserve army of labor;
they were brought in to Till new jobs or reploce wmen in times of war, only to

"be pushed out when the boys marched home or in times of recession. Today,how-
ever, 1t appears that vomen ere no longer marginal to the work force; women
are a permenent part of the labor force.

38% of the work force is female; this represents almostd 40 percent of the
total female population. In contrast with the Yorid Var II and before period,
women workers are older, married and have children. This, of course, suggests
that women constitute aRE stablert of the work force than ever before.

VWonen still remain on the lowest rung of the work force ladder. They earn
roughly 60 percent of what men earn and are kep out of the higher paying and
higher skilled jobs. The jobs women hold tend to be seen as extensions of
women's work in the home--gsecretaries, nurses, domestic workers, waltresses,
teachers, etc,

The consciousness of women workers has chonged tremendously in the past ten
years., Part of theTCason is due to the change® in the work force and the lmpact
it has had on the femily structure. The crisis in capltalism, and the general
attack on the working class has added greater pressures on working women. Finally
the middle eclass women's litzraton movement had an impact on workin8 women. The
ideas raised by feminists found receptive ears among women on the job. Today =a
common statement of working women goes, "I don't know about women's 1lib, but...

I want egual pay’ (or childcare, or whatewr)

The consciousness of women is reflected in recent actions takell against
sex discrimination and has led to ga'ns for women workers. Jobs hitherto
closed to women (usually higher paying) have be=n Torced open. Evgn though
this represents just a fraction of the female Lzbor force (and potentisl labor
force as well), it nonetheless represents a gain for women. Women have filed
thousands of EEOC complaints, sued the povernment and industry for eqﬁal pay
and job opportunities, su~d the IRS for tax exemptlons for childcare, igitiated
suits against offensive advertising (The Nutional rir Lines "Fly Mel ad, \for

_example). Uhether it's expressed by wearing levis to work, or organizing .
informal womrn's groups at work, working vomen are beglnning to organize and
act against their exploitation on the job.

The organization and struggles by working woemen against job exploitas
tion and discrimination cannot only win gains for themselves, but can effect the
consciousness of other sections of the working class. The Fords sewing machine
strike in London in 1969 is an excellent exampls of that process. There the
women originally went out on strike for parity, but in tine the struggle broadened
to one of equal pay and the euxtension of protective laws o men (in this case
night work). The struggles of these sewing machinists initiated the struggle
for equal pay. (It also had the effect of spurring on the English women's
liberation movement.) Today, a working women's groups in Vancouver, B.C, is
leading a struggle to unionize clerical workers.
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This 1s not meant to be a discussion of women in industry. Nevertheless,
"it is important to stress the necessity of women forming their owh organ-
izations of struggle at the workplace, and of women pushing for special de-
4mands asuch 'as equal pay and job opportunities, maternity leave, and childcare.
Unless women are so organized and have the will bo fight for demands they will
be ignored by both the bureaucracy and male workers.

It is ot the workplace that women workers can c¢all upon the labor move-
ment to fight for the needs of unorganlaed and unemployed Jomen, and take up
the questlons of women's role in the famlly.

The Women's Liberation Movement

The vomen's movement was reborn in the mid-sixties as a direct result
of ‘the changes taking place in capitalist society. Middle class women,
trained and educated at the finest schools, were rebelling agaist their
parasitical and non-productive lives. It was their inability to break
the sexist barriers to the professions, their frustrations with their
marriages . and fomily situations that led them to form the first femlnlst
organlzatlon in 30 year, OV,

*“The daughters of these middle-class women, vho vere ﬁttendlng these
elite schqols, began to realize that they toé were being educated only fore
@ life-of alienation like their mothers. Many participated in the civil
**"rights, student.and anti-war movements. Thelr experiences with male chau- -
vinism with those "liberation' movements, led them directly to feminism.
These were the women who formed the thousands of women's liberetion organizations
in the late sixties.

i Since 1967, vhen the Tirst women's groups vere formed, great changes
have taken place. Many of the ideas ralsed by the wowen's movement have
"been taken up by other women and the more "controversial” issues are being
openly discussed in the bourgeois press. The women's movement has had its
galvanizing effect on other oppressed peoples. In . ..meny ways, the rebirth
of- femlnlsm led to the birth of the gay liberaton movement. ‘

" The femlnlst movement in imerica also helped spark voten's consciousnéss
in otheér parts of the world. In many countrles, especlally in Western Europe,
. femlnlsts have borrowed .merican tactics and approaches to the woman. question.

Since 1970,  the radical wing of the women's movement has rapidly declined.

The reasons for its collapse are quite similar t the collapse fo the "new left™
";——1solat10n from the working class, lack of a coherent ideology and leader-

shlp, and of course, 'in the most recent periiod, the entrance of leading
femlnlsts into the Democratic Party. For fuller treatment of the various ten-
den01es in the women's liberaton movement, -see the Ilene Vinkler document on
women's llbar tion, ‘ -

The only women's organizations that continue to grow are the bourgeois
feminist ones, especially NOW and the National Vomen's Polltlcal Caucus (NVPC).
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Both call themselves the wemen's liberation movement; Gloria Steinhem can

stert off her specches by saying she is a revolutionary and get wild applause.
Whle NOW and the NUFC are middle class feminist orgamizations catering mainly to
the needs of middle class women, some working class ond Black women are attracted
to them because of the legal gamns they have von Tor vomen.

Today in ‘merican society. the dominant theories concerning vomen's liberation
are reformist, and to a lesser extent, separa tist feminism. Uhile this document
can in no way detail the .outlines.of the two thgorlca, it can be said that both
divorce women's, oppression anc eA9101tatxon from class society in generel,

Feminism is best defined as the understanding and awareness of the special
exploitation and Qpp;ession that all women as a -sex face and a willingness to do
something about it. :

Given this broad definition, it is clear that men can be (and have been)
feminists as well. Given this definition it 1s clear that there can be competing
feminist ideclogies---reform, and Separatists and revolutionary feminism. (revolu-
tlonary)femlnlsm.has been discussed in the Celia Emerson pamphlet as mmended by
the NAC : :

Revolutionary feminists link emanc1patlon of women w1th so “kind of working-
class and socialist revolutﬂoq, :

Reform feminism, as exnressed by the National Organization for lomen, or the
National Women's Political Caucus see the secondary status of women as some sort
of gbberaton in ~ kalist society. Once there is equal educutlon, and equgl Jobs
fér all--from bank presidents to Janltoro, Lhen w1ll women be free.

Separatist feminism argues that the basic division in socity issexual
and that all other forms &f exploitation, oppression and brutality---capitalism,
1mper1allsm, and racism---flouw from this basic sexual division of scciety. Once
women can have control over thelr means of reproduct-on, then they can be free.
Lesbian separatlst femlnlsm is purely idealistic; al. women should become lesbians
in order to end the1r oppreQSWOn in hetero sexist male society,

Not only 2o thnse theoris separave women's liberation from tbe social system
and the class struggle. For them, the woman question exists independently from the
rest of society. By using such methodology, these approaches are at best reformist.

Revolutionery Markism, on the cther hond, is the only theory for understanding
and action for the emancipation of women. It is the only approach that correctly
understands ¢ analyzes woamen's positivi in society, and provides a strategy for
women's liberaton.

The collapse of the rcdical ving of the women's novement has serious implica-
tions. WYithout the presence of a strong movement, neny of the gains women have
made can be taken awey---in the recent elect’on the ERA was defeated in a number
of states. hile we were opposed to its passage, other opponents voted against
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it not because of protective laws, but because they had been warned of the evil
ef'fects of integrated toilets, co-ed vrestling, the draft and the legalization
of homsexual marrigges. In other states liberal abortion bills went down to
defleat. In Detrit, for example, the major group propagandizing for the abortion
bill - vas ZFG. Hore abortion laws will come under attack in the 1974
elections. Ue can alsc expsct a continued attack on the wvorking class, which
affects women hardest, and a greater attack on those on welfare.

The NOW AND THE NUPC will continue their strategy of trying to elect more
women into political offices. This year NOV is fecusing on sexist media and
children's books as well. The other feminist groups that do exist are é&ither
into health or other self'-kelp collectives or out on farms. Very few women's
organizations wish to tcke up the political struggle for women's liberation.

 This does not mean that we cannot work on a united front (of sorts) basis with
other feminist organizations in struggles concerning women's rights, such as :
abortion, extension of protective laws, childeare, etc, Such struggles are '
important, not only for themselves, but also becawe they can advance women's

position in society, and tin the fight, women ccn be moved to fight for socialism.

We continue to give unconditional but no uncritical support to the women's
liberation movement. ¥ithout support, we do not ask women workers and the woemen's
liberation movement to subordinate their struggle: and demands to the more politi-
cally conservative sections of the working class,

However, it should ke our perspective that the only way right nov to rebuild
a strong independent women's movement can only come through the organization of
vorking women, .Tirst at the workplace and then linking their struggles with women
in the community. The IS should see as its First priority working out perspectives
for women's industrialization and a perspective for women's work in industry. Once
we get roots in the working class, and are pat of building and strengthening work-
ing women's organizations, only then will we be better equipped %o buld the
women's movement on the outside.




ON WOMEN'S LIBEPATION -~ By Lynn Jonews

(Including a Critique of the Margaret B, Amendments)

Hopefully, the entire orpanization agrees that the liberation of women re-
quires socialist revolution and that no working class seizure of state power
can successfully transform the society into a socialist ome without securing wom
men's liberation, But agreement on these fundamentals is nmot enough. An gb=
solutely clear understandine of the woman question is a necessity for any revo-
lutionary organization because the oppression of women fdn capitalist society 1is
inalterably bound up with the oppression of the entire working class, To mis-
snderstand the nature of women's oppression is to misunderstand the nature of all
oppression under capitalism, To misunderstand the relationship between the
strugple for woren's liberation and the stougrle for soictaism is to misunder-
stand the nature of working class revolution,

Woman's Special Oppression

Women are oppressed as a sex, DBecause of their special oppression as a
sex, all wemen, repardless of their class position, are afflicted by social pre-
judice. All women are deemed inferior, "second class" citizens because of woman's
role as the bearer of children, because of bioloey. revolutionaries attempt to
instill within women a consciousness of thelir special oppression. Ve understand
that only revolutionary socddlism can end woren's oppression, and that, there-
fore, winning voren to the struggle against their owm oppression is one step
toward winning woren .to the struggle for socialism,

7s civilization arose women were limited to certain types of labor in go=-
ciety because of their role in reproduction: It was not possible, for example,
for women to participate in lone huntine trips. Children are nursed in primi=-
tive societies for a lengthy period. Dluring nursing it is equally impossible
for a woman to separate herself from her child or for her child to enéure the
rigors of a hunting party, Thus, a division of labor between women and men
. arose with the very begimnings of civilization. Women became responsible for
the care of children and the communal household and for pathering certain typaes
of food, Men were responsible for huntiny and other such activities. Although
this division of labor between women and men did lay the basis for the oppres-
sion of owmen, it wds not necessarily in and of itself for women. Even though
it was true that vomen were limited to certain types of labor, there was no
reason for the labor of women to be regarded as inferior to that of men. The
labor of both women and men was equally necessary to the maintenance 6f society.

As civilization developed a surplus of goods above that required to simply
maintain society was accumulated, and the first surplus was domesticated ani-
mals, Men, because they were the hunters, controlled the surplus in society.
Men, through their role as hunters attained a monopoly over the means of wvio-
lence and their control of weaponry suaranteed their control of society,

Private ownership of property arose, based on the creation of surplus
goods, and it was men who owned the private property because it was men who
controlled the surplus. Now the question of inheritance became important. It -
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became important that the private property kelonging to a man be passed on to
offspring that were actually his and not those of weme other male, The mat-

ing habits of women had to be controlled —- women rust not be allowed to mate .
freely with different males as they saw fit, And children must come to be
regarded as the offspring of mén, not woren. The aneient right of women, the
mother-right, the idea that children are related by blood to their mother and, .
not to their father, mast be destroyed. Yoren, vhose labor as gatherers has
already bocome subordinate in the society, must now be forced into a subordinate
position within the family as well. The labor of women as rothers and house-
wives must be denigrated. ‘'fen rust establish their heremony over woren in

every way =- women rust become oppressed as a seX.
o L.t SR Y :

. To justify théjoﬁpreésion of women an ideolory is8 created,. the ideology
of male superiority. This ideolopy, sexism, maintains that women are inately
inferior to men because of their role in reproduction, It maintains that wo-
rmen are not only less strons than men, but that they are less intellipent as
well, It maintains that the subordination of women is matural because men are
aggressive and dominating by nature, whereas women are passive and submissive
by nature, Women naturally crave their "srotected" -~ that, 18, subordinant —-
position in society, And on and on; women are inferior to men gz_nature‘in ev-—
ery respect. ‘ ’ o ’

Jomen Under Capitalism

When capitalism arises, women are excluded from public, social production
and confined to private, domestic labor because women are adaready oppressed as
a¥ sex, Woman's life remains one of servitude to the individual fmaily. The
ruclear family is the pfimary economic unit of capitdlism, In it women bear
the new gereration of wage laborers and maintain the qurrentﬁgeneration,_aid in
the discipline‘bfAmalederkers5 and ‘socialisze children -+ .to name only a few
of women's functions. 3ut the labor of women continues to be deemed less impor-
tant ghan that of men, Under the new system of wape labor, the public, social
labor of men is paid; while the private, domestic labor of wormen as rofthers a@d
housewives is unpaid. Leonomic independence is denied to wormen. in 2 soclety
where the possession of money is everythinp. :

Further, woren's oppression as a sex does not cease when some women do
enter into social production.” That wome woren secure jobs and even profes-
sional careers ddes_not'alter‘the position of woren as a vhole in society for
the great mass of women rerain private, domestic laborers.

Even those women who do enter into social production cannot escape their
special oppression, of course, for the jobs that are ppen to wormen.are still
p;imarily defined in terms of woman's role as rother and housewife, Nursing,
teaching, sewing, waltressing -- these are the jebs deemed suitable for women.
And because women's work is defined as inferior work, women's jobs are mrre
poorly paid than ren's, Lven when women do the same work as men, thcy
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are paid less for their work is defined as having less value than that of men.
Thus, women's special oppression as a sex allows women to be super-exploited
as workers, S

Morcover, the working woran-finds herself forced to maintain two full-
time jobs, oné paid and one unpaid, for by and large the society offers no al-
ternatiye to the nuclear family. After 8, 10, or 12 hours of public, soctal
production, the werking woman comes home to another day's labor as mother and
housewife, i SRR : ;

Asnd finally; women's .oppression as a sex is institutionalized under capi-
talism. ALl of socicty's institutions are peared to the rmaintenance of wo~-
men's subordination. From birth women are taucht to accept their oppressed posi-
tion in society as the naturel pesition of women.

The special oppression of women. as a sewx existed prior to the rise of cap-

4

{tnlism. Woren werc already reparded as .the Jinferior sex, were already subject
to social prejudice. “Woren's work was already regarded as inferior work. But
the rise of capitalisri changes the nature of wormen's speqigllonpréSSiohﬁ How
the ‘economic basis for women's oppression becormes the exclusion of women from
public, social labor, The nuclear family becores the econorie uni

it of capital-
ism, Within the nuélear family, the oppressien of women becqmes_institutional—
ized, for voman's privdte, dorestic labor is unpaid., The special oppresszion of
wormen now gives risé- to ‘the super-exploitation:of woren asé workefs;f Woren's

special oppression ig institutrionalized and1thg.pre-gdbitalistfideology‘of sexism

is reinterpreted to-fit the needs of the_nev5§ociety;

Uomen's Liberation and Sotialisr e

"The econonic basis, the material basis, for;women's special oppréssion un-
der capitalist is'the exclusion of vomen from social production, Therefore,
women rust sécure ‘the right te enter into social production fully and freely in
ordqf to gain their liberation. . The rirht to enter fully and frecly into social
production has become a necessary prerequisite for woren's liberation. “orking
class revolution dan, of course, establish that necessary prerequisite. It can
destroy the economic basis for wormen's special oppression. T '

Does this mean that working claSS'revoluticn*alonelguarantees,the-libera—
tion of women? HWo, it dees not. To argue that it doés is to arpue the worst
kind of ecenoric ‘reductionism, To argue. so is to arsue that the political and
social literation of women flows autonatically from the econonic transforma-
tion of society. To secure liberation vomen rust win a host of other gains as
well,

'Té"begin with, the nuclear family must be abolished as the econonic unit
in society and housework and childeare, rust be socialized. So long as the
individual, fuclear fanily rerains the primary economic umit of sociezy, 80
long as the responsildility for hougsework and childcare continues to be deermed
the responsibility of individuals in society, it is ludicrous to speak of wo=~
men's liberation., The best that could possibly be won without securing these
latter demands i¢ a situation in which men and women are equally oppressed;
that is, a situation in which the individuals of both sexes arc equally re-
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tionary struggle” for democracy,”" ("The Socialist-Revolution and the Right of
Nations to Self-Determination (Theses) ," Ibid., p. 99). : ' b
Lemih alsé points out, absolutely correctly, that every other strupele

must be subordinated to the strugrle for state power vhen the seizyre,of state
power is the task irmediately before the vorking class. But prior to that *
time rhe struggle For democracy is a guestion of supreme importance to the
working c}assﬁ”for it is nccessary for the working class to wage that strugele
with the pireatest consistency precisely in order to prevnare itself to rule so-
ciety. N : . ‘ . :

It is impossiblé to achieve the liberation of women under capitalisn.
Women's liberation rust ream, if it is to mean, anything at all, that every as-
pect of women'c oppression is abolished: : But the rreat majority of woren in
capitalist sofiety are doubly oppressed. The-preat rajority of woren are op=
pressed not only as rmerbers of the  female sex, but alsc as members of the
working class.’ It is this, the double onpression of voren workers, corbined
with their super-exploitation, that points in the direction of reyolutionary
socialism, for revolutionary socialism is the omly possible solution to both
theit oppression as woren and their oppression and exploitation. as workers.
Thug the liberation of woren requires;a!socia;is;,transfornatioh”of Eotiety.
The end of women’s oppression requires an. end to all oppression. | ”“: Ce

By'thé §éme‘tdk¢n, the liberation of woren is necessary to the achieve-
rment of socialism. Socialisr reans, by definition, that every individual in
society is puaranteed his or her fullest possible developrment as a human be-
ing., 'Thus, a'‘soéiety that hinders the developrent of women in any way, that
does not insure the ‘fullest possible developrent of each and every woran as a
hupan being, canfot be'a socialist society. The strupgle for socialism in-
cludes of necessity the struggle for women's liberatiem, ‘ '

The Necessity fér Independent Organizations

But, as we® have alrveady. peinted out, the economic traxsfofﬁatidn”ofﬂSQci-
ety to socialist relations of production does not automatically cuarantee the:
1iberation of women.: The strugple nust go beyond the establishment of socialist
production botl to insure the liberation of women and ;o“cggéﬁéfé socialist so=-
cicty. The program forisocialist revolution rust therefore, as we have shown,
inciude the ‘call” for the abolition of the nuclear farily €, the economic unit’
of society, the dearmd for the gdcialization of childeare and housevork «— the
demand for full denocrdey for wemen: - The question is hov to insure”that'tﬁat
actually happens. Voren have been the victims of the ideolony of ‘male super-
iority, sexism, for century upon century. That ideolory pervades every aspect
of capitalist society, @véry institution of capitalist spciety. _And, of course,
it pervades the "¢onisciousness of' the workinp class itself and even that of wo-
ren, How is the working'class rid of its sexist c0nscicusness?u'uow is the
working class won to the struggle for woren's liberation? ' L

wn arks 0

. Do we rely on pood sentiments, good intentions, or the part of the work=
ing class? Obviously not. Do we believe that the working cjasse will simply
take the word of the revolutionary party that women's 1iberation is necessary.
to the creation of socialism? Again, obviously not.. Do we believe that the
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working class will arrive at the intellectual conclusion that a socialist co-
ciety canmot excluds 507 of its population from state power? Yet arain, obvi-
iously not. (snd even if ve did accept this last proposition, what would that
say about the position of blacks, gays, and othex oppressed groups under the
new workers' state?)

} mass moveneat of women strupoling around demands of special importance
to womea and denanding that the entire working class support those strugrles,
a movement forcerfully raising the question of women's liberation to the eutire
class, ie the key to raising vrorking class consciousncss on the woran question.
By both deranding working class support for its own strucgles and offering its
support to the working ‘class as a whole in the strugple acrainst capital, such
a wmoverent will prbvé in practice the relationship between the struggle for wo-
rmen's liberaticn and the struggle for workinc class pover. The working class
must i~ every conceivable ally to its couse., / mass woren's moverent, by pre-
senting itself as one such ally, can win the working class te support the
strugele for woren's liberntion. -Such a moverent nlso wins new allies for
the working class because it alse proves the relationship batween the struggle
for woren's liberation ~nd the strugecle of the working class apainst its oppres-
eion and expioitation to both working class woren and women outside the class,
Thus, such a woren's movemant continually recruits to the strugrle for soctalism
as well as to the strugple for woren's liberation.

A women's movement, to be successful, must-be part of 2 moverent of the
working class as =~ whole, rust be hased inside .the working class, But a wo-
mer. | movement must also be independent. This statement obvicusly does rot
mean independent of class. It me~ns, rather, independent organizationally --

a movement that rakes its own decisions and creates its ovn oxrganizotions.

The independence of the wormen's moverent is necessary to ensure that the strug-
ple for women's liberation is pressed forvard, even vhen the entire class is
not yet ready to support that struggle.

An independent woren's movement is necessary to- ensure that woren's de-
nands and needs are taken sericusly by the workine class as a'whole in the
struggle under capitalism, But the role‘of an indenendent women's movement
loes not end with working class revolution/ The independent orpanization of
,omen rust be continued and spread-following revolution to ensure that the
etruggle for wormen's liberation continues to be a part of the struggle to
create a new, soclalist society. Only on the basis of the most persistent
struggle, pressed on by woren themselves, even in the face of the rmost obsti-
nent resistance, can the working class rid itself and all of society of the
all--pervasive sexist ideolory “and ensure that every aspect of women's oppres-
sion is ended. -

fn independént woren's moverent has a role to play with regard to the
revolutionary party (ond to revolutionary orranizations in reneral) as well,
It snpurs the party on. By 2lways pressing the woman questioﬁ before the par-
ty, by always insisting on its importance, an independent voren's movenernc
paintains an unflagging interest in the woman question inside the parcy as
well a¢ inside the working class as a whole. (For example, few would deny
that most revolutionary rroups in the US were very poor on the woman question
prior to the birth of the radical women's moverment of the 1260's, It was the
woren's movement, always pushing the woman question to the fore, that forced
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revolutionary erganizmtions. to re~discuss the woman question and develop new,
more-sophisticated:rheorieﬁ;about woren's oppression, its relationshin to cap-—
italism, its relationship to the struggle for socialism, that had been the

case with revolutiormary -organizations previously.) By the‘sané token, the in- .
dependent organization of women within the revolutionary party is nccessary to
ensure that the party devotes the fullest possible attention to the woman ques-
tiom -~ ‘to the development of theory, to.the pursual of work . in women's crgan-—
izations, ‘to the development ofi vomen comrades, and so‘pﬁ.! ) ‘

S R ITIQUE OF-THE MARGAPET B, AMENDIENTS

(RN

Women's Oppression

~ The Marparet B. Apendrents completgly cenfuse the nature of women's spec-
ial oppression as-a sex undexr capitalism. ¢ Her explanation of women's oppres-
sion is insufficient because for her woren's -oppression is determined by cap-
ttalism's "uneven and comtradictary déveloprent.” . She makes this arcument in
a number of placeg in her docunent, : e e

For cidiple, on pape 2 she says: "iever able to expand. the . productive

forces sufficiently sc as tc be able to draw all sectors into its realm,
equally and stably, {erphasgis hers) the bourpeoisic retains and reinterprets
pre-capitalist institutions such as traditienal marriage and family and pre-
caﬁitaiist idéoloﬁieé“such=as¢sekism,:to flernetuate and . justify its rule . . .
Evendn advanced gapitalist countries the majority of women remain excluded
fromefull and.equal participation in.production and saddled with the daily
drudgery of housewcrk and childcare, dependent upon men, and personally de-
sraded in ona fashion or another. Thus the uneven and contradictory develop—
ment of capitalism has:left an entire sex opnressed:. . .. :(Emphasis mine.)

On the same page she goes on Lojsay: "The; denial to women_of democratic
rights . . & is only a-reflection of this; i.e., of her:,oppressed social po-
sition, demanded by the peculiarities;of.the development of capitalism, of
the dominatiom:of vage’ labor by capital (emphasis mine) .. And on page 3 in a
discussion of the Family she states: . "Thus the.mode of production, 'the un-
even and corbined develonment® of capitalism ag the Historical determinant in
the oppression of women is obscured -(emphasis mine) ™ .

R W

Tn other tords, largaret is arpuing that it is.capitalisr's inability to
draw the masses of women into soclal production, capitalism's inability to
provide jobs for all,rthat causes vomen's oppression. It is .true, of course,
‘that the exclusior of voren fror soeial production is the econgmic basis of
vomen's oppression under capitalism. .iAnd, as we have pointed ouit, expanding
the productive forces so that all-women-can enter into social production is
a necessary preragquisite for vomen's liberntion. Dut to argue that the sole
cause of women's oppressioﬁ’uﬁder;capitalism'is the "uneven and corbined de—
velopment of capitalisr” is insufficient in explaining woren's snecianl oppres-—
sion as a sex and leads:to disastrous eonclusions (ns we will see)., The ques—
tion that must be asked and answered is: How does Margaret explain the vari-
ous aspects of women's special oppression? ‘ :
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Margaret’s Amendments contain absolutely no discussion of women's subor-
dinant position within the family. While she severely criticizes the riddle
class women's moverent of the 1960's for its analysis of the role of the fam-
ily in women's oppression, she has no analysis of this aspect of women's op-
pressicn. She makes two points about the fanily on parae 3:

"It has ~lready been noted that the family structure and the position of
womsn in it changes in accord with the derands of capital, in different coun-
tries and different historical periods. The PMCIM for the most part has been
unable to come to grips with this because it has seen the bourgeoisie as sir-
ply ideologically committed to scxism and conseauently to the family. Thus
the mede o production, 'the uneven and combined development' of capitalisr as
the historical deterrminant in the onpressdon of vrmen is rbscured.

"Zacondly, farilies stond din different rclaticnship to the means of pro-
duction. There is the bourgecis, middle-class, and working-class family. The
worker is paid wmore or less his exchanpe value, i.e. what is necessary to
mintain and reproduce himself which is a renumeration to the fanily as a
vnit, Working class women and children subsist on the wages paid to the class,
Bourpecis women and children subsist on the surplus value of the class . . .

So thLough this the class na ture of the opnression of vomen is obscured."

"What exactly is Marparet sayine about tbe Fam11y7“ The main point that she
makes in her second paragraph is that the boureesisie, 11vcs sff the surplus

value created by the workine class. Undoubtedly true -- the workine class is
ezploited and oppessed under capitalism, and workine class women are opnressed
as members of their class. But all this tells us very little about women's op-
pre331on w1th1n the famlly.

Vaffa*et 8 real p01nt is. nade 1n the flrst paraﬂrnph She states that
"the position of women in the family changes in accord with the derands of cap~
1ta+5” That 1s, woren's subdrdinint position v1th1n the family is a result of
the "uneven and conblned developrment of canltﬁllsﬁ. Thls is the historical
deternipant in woren' s oppressxon.._ﬁo; true =- for Uorcn s oppression within the
family arcse long before capitalism.” As Enpels- says in The Origin of the Fam-
iiv, Private Property, and the Stater '"The overthrow of the rmother-right was
the world historic defeat of. the female sex. ‘The man took cormand in the home
also, the women was degraded and reduced to servitude ™, . .. This degraded po-
sition of women . . . has pradually been palliated and glossed over, and some-
LLUQS clotbec 1n milder fore; in no sense has it been abolished,’

?argaret‘néver makes the point that all w0men, regardless of class, are
o;prevoe&mwithiﬁ»ﬁgg fapily, Hor does she ever make the point that wornen's la-
bor as rothers and housevives is deemed inferior to the labor of men, deemed
unworthy of payment. ‘jomen's labor within the family is unpaid labor,

‘ Marparet's discussion of sexism ig ‘equally inadeauate, ~ She rakes two
p01nts on page 2: that the bourgeoisiec uses sexism to perpetuate its rule
and that capitalism, by drawing wormenr into social production, brings the id-
cology inco question., Both points are valid. - Dut Marpraret fails to point
out that sexism, while it has a material basis, takes on a life of its own
and pervades every aspect of the society. She fails to point out that a
strugzle against sexism rust be waped. The zxistence of sexism is part of
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women's special oppression. The struggle for vomen's liberation nust include
a conscious struggle on the part of women to reject capitalism's definition
of womanhood, a rile chauvinist definition, and' a conscious re-definition of
wFa* it means to be a woman rust be constructed by wonen themselves.

The Amendments never ‘point out that the preat majority of wormen are
1%Z,BEBEE§§§Q —— opprecsed both as a mermber of the female sex and as a
oy of the working class. HNor do they show that it is vomen's special op-
pressicn -- in that women's labor is deemed inferior to that of men -- which
allows women workers to be super-exploited. The Margaret 3. Arendments con-
tinually talk about "the class nature of woren's oppression," But they never
raise ¢éither of these questions; class questions of the utrmost importance.
fpparently, Marparet has lost sight of one very basic fact that belies her ex-
plonation of visren's oppression. Vomen who do enter into social production
hers and niw, today, do not escape their special onpression. Far from it. As
women workers ‘they find therselves super-exploited. And, far from escaping
~hiir subordinant position witwin the farily, the woman worker returns home
ta a full day of unpaid labor following her day of paid, social production.

Thus, :he major questions of woren's special oppression are never ade-
gquately discussed, Instead of offeriny any meaningful explanation of wormen' 8
opniessicon in the family, of the role of sexism in women's oppression, of the
double oppression of working class womern, of the super-exploitation of women
workors -~ instead of any substative discussion ~- e are simply told, "Thus
tlLo wneven and contradictory ‘development of capitalism has left an entire sex
sppressed.' Women's of ~ressed social. position:is "domanded by the peculiari-
rics of the development of capitalism.” That is, the "'uneven and combined de=
velopnerz' of capitalism' isi”the historical determinant! in women's oppres-
sion (erpha.is finéd), = 7 ‘

Worien's Taberation avd Socialisnm

Uhnt are *he conclusions to be drawn from this arpument? Is Marparet ar-
guing that wemen's oppressed position within the family will automatically dis-
arpear cnce the productive forces have been sxpanded s0 that women are no Jong~
sy excluded from social production? Is she arpuing that vomen's work as house<
wife apd mo*her will no longer be deemed inferior, no longer deemed unworthy of
payment, once a place in social production s guaranteed for all? 1Is she argu=-
ing that tha strugple apainst sexisn is resolved by simply abolishing the ma.
covrial baszis of the ideolosy? Let's see what Tlarparet has to say on these ques-

Go page 4 she says: "Sihers have seen the nuclear family as a living ar-
rancement as intrinsically oppressive to woren. hence they have deranded its
sboiition ‘ag a living arrangerent. Such a derand is neitner dermocratic nor re-
¢oimtisnafy. If -it can be likened to anything, it can be likened to Stalinist
forced coilectivization. Trgels called for the quality possegsed by the indi-
vidual family as being the economic unit .of society to be abolished, not for e
the abolition of the family as such." Later on she states that: '"Like the
witheriny nway of the state, the family, and socialization of distribution,
it (the corialization of homsework and childcare) will occur under socialism
nut it is not a part of the program toward that revolution.” {(Emphasis minei)

4
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A number of guestions are raised by these statcmedts. To begin with,
Margaret states that the demand for the abolition of the family as a livinp
arrangement 'i5 neither demoeratic nor revolutionary.” And in the second state-
ment quoted she states that the family will wither avay under socialism, but
that calling for its abolitiom "is not a part of the progran for that revolu-
tion." llarparet isvcofrect on one point. e do not call. for the abolition of
the individual family-as a living arrangement, Ve do not care what living ar-
rangeitent people chooseunder-socialism. . . .

‘However , Margaret's overall argurent “is that we do not include the call
for the-sbolition of the nuclear family in any sensg in our program for revolu-
tion. But she is wromg. We do indeed include this eall in our program for re-
volutién, . We do indeed call for-the abolition of the fapily; that is, we call
for the mbolition of the: family aé the Ingfitution responsible for rearing chil-
dren and the maintenance,of the individual’s personal, physical needs. That the
family ‘perforris these functions, the maintenance and reproduction of the working
class, is precisely the "guality possessed by the individual family as beine the
ecopomic unit of society' which Enpels speaks of, is precisely whrt Engels says
mast be.abdlished! B B Bl seme o ‘ ‘

" The prograr for revolution does not say that the individual fanily will be
declared illegal the day after the revolution. It does state that the indivi-
duaI‘family-asfthe'ehbnomiC‘unit.ofhsqciéty is oppressive to woren. It does
state that the family pust he 'abolished. . But, as Trotsky says, "You cannot
'abolish' the family; you have' to replace .it." That is, the program for social-
ist revolution cannot simply 'say that the farmily must he abolished; it rmust also
offer 'a replacement. '\ndhhozqisnthigdoﬂco By putting forward the very demands
that Margaret says are not a part of the profram for revolution =-- the demands
for the socialization of housework and childcare!

In case there csn be ary doubt that these are denands of the socialist re~
volution, that the fulfillment of these demands is a necessary part of the tasks
of working class revolution, et wus see vhat Trotsky has to say about the Pus-
sian Revolution'in this ré¢gard. :In his-article, . "Thernidor in the Family," he
says: DT Soom ML RT waR o P

phe’ revoliition made ‘a heroié¢ effort. to destroy the so-called family
héarth -- that archaic, stuffy; and stagnant institution in which the woman of
the "toiling classes performs galley.labor from childhood to death., The place
6f the family as a shut-in petty enterprise was to be occupied, according to
the plans, by a finished system of social care and accommodation: maternity
houses, child-care centers, kinderpartens, schools, social dining rooms, social
laundries, first-aid stations, hospitals, sanitoria, athletic organizations,
movinf-picture theaters, etcv . The-complete absorption of the housckeeping
functions of the family by institutions of the socialist society, unitins all
gene:ations in solidarity and mutual aid; was to bring to woman, and thereby
to-the loving couple;-a real liberation from the thousand-year-old fetters,"
(Homen and the Family, Pathfimder Press, New York, 1973, ». 49).

Furthermore, ilarparet is wrong when she says. that we do not call for the
abqli;ibngof;thq;state;. e do.: Ve say:that the state is an institution of
repression suitable only for -a-class society and that it rust therefore be
abolished. It is true that the abolition of the state and the family are not

e



Page 11 Woren's Liberation Jones |

dermnds since there is no institution to demand them of., But the socirlization
of housework and childcare are demands, We demand them of the workers' state.
And all are part »f the proeran of socialist revolution., We unceasingly prop-
agandize for them.

Margaret also says, “If it (the demand for the abolition of the family)
can b: likemed to anyching, it can be likened to Stalinist forced collectiviza-
tion." No, Harga;et,lhot quite. Stalinist forced collectivization is just
that —- forced. The democratic workers' state does not herd the ‘proletariat
into comrunal pens like cows, It does not erab the proletariat's dirty laun-
dry out from under the workers' noses, ipnoring cries of protest. The demo-
cratic workers' state wins the proletariat to its new sosten of social care
and. accommodation. As Trotsky says in "To Build Socialisn ifeans to Emancipate

 Vomen," "But the transfer of material meems from the family to the child--care

centers and canteens will take place only if the social oreanization learns to -
satisfy the most primary demands better than the farily (emphasis mine) "
(Ibid,, p. 48).

Margaret's arpument, then, ig that the socialization of housework and
childcare and the abolition of the individual family are things that follow
autoratically from the establishment of socialist production; and that there-
fore the call for them is not a part of our program for revoiution. Margaret's
argument is the argument of cconomic reductionism -~ the argument that the so—
cial and political liberation of woumen tollows automatically from the establish~
ment of socialist production, follows auromatically from the expansion of the
productive forces to the point where all women can enter into social production,
This incorrect conclusion -- a disastrous one for the struggle for women's lib-
eration - flows directly fror Margaret's: incorrect thesis-'that the sole cause
of women's oppression under capitalism is “"the uneven and combined development -
of capitalism."! Because she arpues that the sole cause for women's oppression
is capitalism's inability tec drav woren inte social production, Margaret nust,

“ and does, draw the conclusicn that the only thing that is needed to eliminate
women's oppression is the expansion of the productive forces.

Her incorrect thesis. on the cause of women's oppeession leads her to other,
equally disastrous, conclusions as well. It leads her to deniprate the impor- .
tance of democratic demands in the struggle for women'’s liberation and to coun-
terpose the struspgle for democracy to the strugele for socialism,

On page &, sae states: "Yet, the call for social responsibility for or
socialization of housewstk -and childcare; when raised in iso.ation from a call
for workers' revolution and an end to class society, is a utopiaa idea (empha=-
sis hers)." She gces on to say: "Althourh it has been rarely concretized by
the WMCM, as an idea socialization of housework and childcare can head up 2
gseries of demands such as ildcafévcentérs; diﬁingzhallé; 1aundries, etc.

Yet these demands in and of fhenmgelves are partisl and well vithin the confines
of the ideology of the bourpeois democratic revolution , . . If pressed in
this epoch they are a challenge to bourgeois society. ‘Yevertheless raised in
isolation in the manner of the prograrm of the PMCIC they arc utopilan and mis-
leadiag.

"As- demands of the wbxking claég, they can be démandé for a greater share
of valuz produced, but they do not in and of themselves challenpe the control
over surplus value. #s the workiny class strupples for these demands, revolu=-
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tionaries intervene to arsue that their reéliéhtibn'requireS'a struggia for
nationalization of industry and the banks under workers' control, a workers'
government, expropriation of the expropriators (emphasis hers). B

To begin with, Margaret's characterization of these demands :as "utopian”
is utter nonsense, There can only be one recaning to the: word utopian’—- un-
achievable. Surely !{argaret is not ~rguing that gcelalization ofih6ﬁ3éwork
and childcare is unachievable! Vhat she rust repiiy be arcuing is that these

demands are unachicvcble without workimg class revoluion -— 2 better argument,
but still onme that she ought to prove, mot just state. . :

The point is that, for “arparety the stfuggle”for démocrat1¢ derands is
counterposed to. the struggle for.socilalism.  She exponds on this argument and
otates it more clearly in her misquete of Lenin: s oo,

"In comtrast to the petty-bourgeois derocrats, Marx regarded all demo-
cratic demands without ‘exception not as an absolute, but as an historical ex-
pression of the struggle of*theFmasées,Qf people, led by the bourgeoisie,
against feudalism, There:is not a-single deﬁd@rétic'demand.which could not
serve, and has not served under certair conditions, as an instrument ¢f the
bourgeoisie for deceiving the workers . . . (dot, dot, dot) In practice, the
proletariat will be 'able-to retain its indepéndence only if it subordinates
its struggle for all the democratic, demands ‘(not rights) . . . to its revolu-~

~itionary struggle for the overthrow of the bourreoisie:l!.

Three 1littlé dotsi Hhat a world of emlightenment can lie in thrse, little

:dots. Let's see vhat those three little dots of larrarat's replaced: ~"To

-single out, in this respect, one of the demands of political democracy, spec—
ifieally, the self-deternination of naticns, and to oppose it to the “est, is
fundamentalliy wrong in_theory (emphasis mine)." S '

- Lenin was making the arpument in this particular passape that to single
‘out one of the demands of political democracy, specifically the self-determin-

. ation of nations, and ‘to say that that demand is an instrument of the bour-

geoisie for deceiving the workers, while the othér derocratic derands are not,
"ys fundamentally wrong in theory.", In other words, Lenin was saying that any
democratic demend can serve as an instrument 6f the bourgeoisie —-- to axgue

" that ome particular demsnd is therefore such an instrument is incorrect.

Lenin goes on to arpue in the next paiénraphvthat, on the contrary, the
demand for self-determination must be put in the foreground. He says: "on
the other hand, in contrast to-the Proudhonists wha Tdenied' the naticnal

"~ problem ‘in the name of social revolution,' Marx, mindful in the first place
of the interests of the proletarisn class strugele in the advanced countries,

‘put the fundamental principle of internationalisn and socialism in the fore-

" around ~- namely, that no nation con be free if it oppresses other nations

(emphasis mine)." 1In other words, for Tenin (and for Marx) the demand for
self-determination was not an instrument of the bourpgeoisie for decciving the

- workers, but on the contrary, was the fundamental nrinciple of inter:ational-
. ism and socialign’ and had te be put in the forenround.

8

' The Taborite Corrades are éiwa?s streséinﬂwthé neced for preater clarity
in political debate, But slanders like this ome do not lead to clarity, but
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rather lead away fron it. It is to be hoped that these Comrades will not be
reduced to such methods of proving their corrcctness in the future.

. The correct methodology, the methodology that Marcaret attempts to re-

ject in her document, has already been stated. The strurgle for democracy is

an integral part of the struggle for socialism, In the same article that Mar-:
paret takes her misquote from Lenin says: "By transforming capitalism into
socialism the proletariat creates the possiblity of aholishing national oppres-
sion: the possibility becomes reality Tonly ' -- "only"! -- with the establish-
ment of full democracy in all spheres . ..M ("The Discussion on Self-Determina-
tion Surmed Up," Progress Publishers, Moscow, 1971, pp. 117). Again, the
struggle for full democracy for women is a necessary part of the soclalist revo-
lction if women are to secure their liberation.

Ard just in case there can still be any doubt in some Comrades’ minds as
to Lenin's position ‘on: this question, let us see yet one more staterenc of
Leénin's position: - R ; S

v, . Not only the right of nationms to self-determination, but all the

fundamental demands of political democracy are only partially ‘practicable’
under imperialism, and then in a distorted form and hy way of exception . . .
But from this it does mét by any means follow that Social~Democracy shocld re-
ject the ipmediate afid*most determined struggle for all these demands -~ such
“a rejection would onlyiplay into the hands of the bourpeoisie and reaction --
but, on tbe‘cogtrarygﬂit:follows that these demands must be formulated and put
through in a révolutiofiary and mot a reformist manner, going beyond tha bounds
of bourgeois legality, breaking them dovm, going beyond speeches in parliameat
and verbal protests, and drawing the masses into decisive action, extending aad

" intensifying the struggle for ever fundamental democratic demand up to a air~
ying 82 Y

ect proletari&h'oﬁélaugﬁt on the bourgoeisie, i.e., up to thegocilalis® revolue
tion that expfbprié%es”the bourgeoisie. The socialist revolution may flare up
not only through?soﬁé“big~strike;ﬁsureet:dEmonstration or hunger riot or a mil~
itary insurrection or colonial revolt, but =lso as a result of a politieal cri-
sis.. . ..or in. connection with a referendum on the secession of an oppressed
nation, etc.," (Ibid., p..98). '

Margaret's thesis is that it is the "meven and combined developrent of
capitalism,” that is, capitalism’s inability to provide jobs for ail, that is
the cole cause of women's oppression under capitalism, This thesis has now
led her to a nurber of incorirect and damaging conclusions: that the call for

! the aholition of the individual fmaily and the demands. for socializaticn of

housewerk 4nd childcébre are not part of the progranm for socialist revolution,
and that the str¥ugple for democratic demands is only an insignificant part of
the strupgle for women's liberation and socialism, There is yet one moreé disas-
trous conclusion that Marparet must and does drar: the conclusion that the
struggle for women's libeatiomi'fs the same as the struggle for sociaiism, And
indeed she does draw this dénclusion in a number of places. . On page 6 ghe
states: A $ :

;' | The struggle of-wofién as such is not 2 'transitional' one. This is the
teaning of the statement thatithe strugrle for vomen's liberation pex g2 is 2
transitory phenorenon. /ny rovement which defines its sole poal as the iib-

‘e;gtiqn of women resclves itself either in a reformist (bourgeois derocratic)

.
.
<
\
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or a revolutionary proletarian direction, thus ceasing to be a strurgle for
woren's liberation per se. As Was noted, the '"strursle' for its maximal/uto-
pian ideas such as 'abolition of the family,' finds its fullest fruition in the
strugple of the workine class for socialisr thus necating itself as a strugpgle
Tor women's liberation per se, by transcending itself. Barring this it finds
its own negation as A moverent which tacityly accepts the limits of bour;eois
democracy, thus ceasing to be a strupple for women's liberation at all. It is
a auestion of bourgeois democracy versus socialism . . . because these ax: the
only progroms for women's liberation (emphasis mine} . . M

Uhat exactly is Margaret saying? She is sayin~ that the struggle for wo-
rmen's liberation is nothing moré or less than the strupele for socialism, that
the struggle for women's liberation ‘is subsurmed under the strupgle for social-
ism. It is n guestion of bourgeois democracy versus socialism . . " The
prograr for women's liberation is nothing more than the progran for socialism
-— the strupgle for vwomen's liberation'is nothing more than the strugple to es-
tablish socialist production.

She goes on to say: '"To take anything to the class but revolutionary so-
cialism represents to one extent or another the irmposition of an alien class
ideology on its comsciousness. While other nolitics may develop the conccious—
ness of the class wigh respect to the particular aspects of the oppressiveness
of capitalism, they do-little to aid the working class in developing class con-
sciousness, which it lacks, or in comprehending its historic tasks and fulfill=-
ing them, At worst they present obstacles to and -injure the ability of the
working class to do so." ' o ‘ g

She repeats this argument on page 9 vhen she says:. "The anmalysis and pro-
cram of Bread and Noses . . . perhaps the largest and best of the pro-wcrking
class qua socialist wonien's organizations, is a pood exarple. It's woriing
class orientation was sentihent rather than politics. This can certainiy pro-
 vide no leadership to the class —- that is, develop its consciousness as a
class, understanding of its tasks, strategy, tactics, etc. -— for it brings to
the class nore or less the program of an alien clags, (emphasis mine)."

i

Margaret is making two points here. The first is that to take the ideas:
»f women's liberation t¢ the workinp class is to impose an alien class ideplog
on the class.' That is, since the strugple for women's liberation is re~lly =
nocthing more than the strugple to establish socialist production, since any pro-
gram for women's liberation other than the propran for socislist revolurion rust
. be the program of the bourgroisie, to raise inside the working class tho ideas
of women's liberation separate from raising socialism is to introduce an alien
"class ideology.

The second point that she makes is that the working class does not have
to come to umderstand the necessity for women's liberation in order tu compre-
hend its historic tasks and fulfill them, ZAgain, since the strugsle for women's
liberntion is nothing more than the struzsle to aestablish socialist prouuction,
the working class does not have to be won to the strupple for woren's liberation
as something apart from the strugrle for socialisn.

Again, Margaret could not be more WIORf. Again, she is arruing the poli=
tics of cconomic reductionisn. Is this the way Trotsky saw it? Did he main-




Page 14 tiomen's Liberation Jones

tain that the socizl and political liberation of women fellowed automatically
from the establishrment of socialist production? o, he did not. In his arti-
cle, "From the 0ld family to the Yew," he states:

"In politics and econormics the werking class acte as a whole and pushes
on to the front rank its vanguard, the Commimist Party, anccomplishing through
its medium the historic aims of the proictariat. Im dorestic life the working
class is split into.-cells constituted hy families. The chanpe of political re-
pire,- the change even of the cconcmic order of the state . . . all this has cers
tainly bad sore influence on fanily conditicas, but only indirectly and exterma¥er
1y, and vithout touching on the forms of derestic traditions inherited from the
pasts ~ '

“p radical reform of the family, and more renerally, of the whole oxder of
dorestic 1ife requires a great conscious offort on the part of the wholé mags of

the workingc class . . . ‘To institute theapolitical equality of ren and woren in
the Soviet state was one problem ond the simplest. A ruch more diffieult one
was the next -—— that of instituting the industrial equality of woren and men in

the factories, the mills, ond the trade unions and of doing it is such a -way
that the men should not put“the woren to disadvantage., But to achieve the ‘ac=..
tual equality of man and woman within the family is an infinitely more arduous
problen. All our Tomestic habite rust be revolutionized before that can hap-
pen. 2nd yet it is quire gbvious that unless there is actual equality of hus-
band and wife in the family, in a normal sense as well as in the conditions of
life, we cannot speak seriously of thelr equality in social work or even in
politics. s long as woren is chained to her housework, the care of the far-
ily, ‘the cooking and sewing; all her chances .of paiticipa%ion in social and
political life are cut down-in the extrere (emphasis mine)," (Yomen and the

Family, PP. 20-21).

The liberation of women is not puaranteed by “the chanpe of the political

regime, the change even-of the eronomic order of the state." - The task is "in-
finitely nore meduous” and-requires ' a rroat conscious cffort on the part of
the whole mass of the working class.” The struggle for vomen's liberation can~

not be reduced to the struggle to establish socinlist production —~ that is

the beginning, not the end, of the struggle, And winning the working class to
the strupple for woren's ldberation as o part of its world historic tasks is
indeed a necessary part of "developing the consciousness of the class." Only
by developing its consciousness can the crlss make "the great conscious effort"

necessary to secire women's liberation.

The Independent Organization of Yomen

What Margaret is really attemnting to do, of course, is to arcue apainst
the necessity of the independent orpanization of wormen. S:~ce the siruggle
for women's liberation is really nothing mere, in fact, than the struggle for
socialism, the struggle to establish socialist production, the struggle to ex-
pand the forces of produciton so that women can enter into social production:
it follows that there is no particular reason for woren. to have their own in-
dependent_organiiatiOns,:"
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Cn page 5 of her lotivation she states, 'Lét there be no douht (amphasis
hers). We are not for backsliding. ' Ue support organizations of women. We
call for organizations of woren," s T

i
# T

Yes, Margaret, but the question is: Do we suppdrt and cald for, and, in
fact, build indegendent‘organizations of wofieh? larparet's answer to this .
question is no. For lMargaret, independent means independent of class. /s we
have already pointed out, this is not the reaning of independent. But let us
ﬁgilow»Hargaret‘S*taasaﬁih?;gutgxr s Sl \

N ¥

The women's orgdﬂizatioﬁs(,éfgétét’dnris for ore woren's orpanizations
under the leadership of ‘the clasg. The 'tlass, of course, follows the leader-
ship of the vanguard party ~~ thus, a women's organization in order to follow
the leadership of théﬁ¢};55‘mu§t‘follow the leadership of the vanguard party,
Eince there is no vahfuard party today, but only. the npucleus for a vanguard
party, we can only Assure that'Marparet's reasoning nust lead her“to the con-
clusion that women's organizations must today follow the leadership of this
nucleus -- namely; the‘lExf Is this what Margaret means? That any mass wo-
men's movement that grows up must follow the leadership of a sect, the IS,
the nucleus of the revolutionary party? (¥e, of course, also disapree with

the conception that the IS is the.nueleus.of the vancuard party.)

v

In the very same paragraph she also statesi ' MSecondly, tbhe organizaticn
has reified the"in¢épéﬁdén;'organiaatiqn of woren.' This found a mild expres-
sion in the ‘section”of the Winklér document on the working class. From an ob-
vious development given the seprepation of the sexes and a necessity to draw °
the masses of woren to the bapner of the workirp class, it has become a 'Col=-.
pate Shield® apainst some future decay of the workers' state. ‘tle are cau-
tioned 'women 'must orgenize independently today and after the revolution to in-
sure that the revolution includes their demands, that it liberates them.' . Re-.
volutionaries orient toward the slass's seizure of power., ‘lass organizations i
of women under the banngr of the class are necessary for that. (emphasis mine) T

0 pe S ETa— g .

Mnd on page -12 of ‘her Arendments she states: “hile at o point it was
correct to call an the movement to take up agitational campaipns addressed to
the needs of working women, they should have been arrued for in the context of
a general class‘program.and‘working.women as the hest means to reach the class,
They should rot have been rotivated on the basis of working women as the only
stable base for sn independent woren's moverent. Such a rotivaiion appeals
not to the positive content of the-congciousness of the hest elements, but to
the backward content. The positive content is the desire for a road to liver-
ation and to involve poor aad working women. The backward content is the de=
sire to build a vomen's movement in the narrow sense, rather than a novement
which will liberate women. Thus it is only when working wormen are understood
as the means to reach the entire class -~ the only class thet will liberate
women, that one moves beyond pro-working class radicalisn," (emphasis mine) .

md on page 5: Ugich democratic and partial demands are part of our pro-
gran. Placing special crphasis on ther in presenting our program to women is
particularly important in drawing the nasses of wromen to. the revolutionary
banner (emphasis mine)." e
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The question is: Why dpes_ﬁaxgaf&?ﬂéﬁpﬁoit the organization of woren?
She:says that the independent organizaticn of women is "an vivious develop-
. ment given the segiegation of the sexes and a necessity to draw the masses of
women :to the banmer of the working class.” 'fnd that "Revolutionaries orient
toward the class's seizure of power. lMass organizations of women are neces-
sary for that." In other vords, we support the ESEEFEEEERR organizatior of
women as a means of securing socialist revolution, not as a rmeans of securing
women's- liberation. What is important for us zbout’'the'organization of women
- is that it provides us with a handle for winning women to socialist revolu—
tion. This is our sole coacemn with the question: Our concern does not ex-
tend to the role that independent woren's organizations play in the liberation
of woren. 1

Why is it that we soint to woren werkers as a key in the strugple for wo-
men's liberation? Is it because vorking women provide a stable base for a wo-
men's moverent, a base with power to actually win the demands that that movement
! puts forward? No, We see working women "as the best means to reach the class.”
Working wormen are "the peans to reach the ~ntire class." 'le are not. interested
in the role that working women can play in buflding a women's movement:. We are
not interested in the real strugeles of women workers that rust be waged to
ameliorate their condition as women workers. o, we arc interested in women
workers only because they are a means of reaching the entire class, a meansg of
mobilizing the class for revolution. -

% i
¢ A

And vhy are democratic and partial"&eméndé a pqrt;gf4odf.yfogram? Is it
because we believe that winning such derands is important in and of itself? Is
“it:becausc we are interested.in promotinb:thé,struggle for democracy? Wo. In-
stead, we place a special emphasis on democratic demands when we present our
program to woren because doinn sc will "draw the masses of women to the revolu-
tionary bamner.' We are not interested iu  the strurgle for such demands in and
of itseclf.: We are not interested in the special importance of these demands to
women. Instead, ve.use these demands as a way of winning women to the struggle
for revolution —— that is all they are for us. R SR

J

We do see that the independent crganization of women is importanc in win=-
ning women to socialist revolution, We do sce that workins women arc key he-
cause they afford a means to. reach the,entirg class and mobilize it for revolu—
tion. We:do- see that puttine forward démocratic demands is important in win-
ning women, to. the strupgle for socialism.. Wone of these points can he-denied.
They are- important. . But larparet ig only interested in winniny vomer to so-
cialist.revelution. :For her this is:everything -= the q;;uggle for wormen's 1ib=-
eration is nothing. The necessity for the independent organization of women gg

~a means of achieving woren's liberacion is never even raised by Marparet.

A 2in, let us exanine Trotsky's position. on this question. In "A Letter to
a Moscow Vomen Workers' Celebration and Rally,! he states:

"Inertia and blind habit, unfortunately, constitute a qreat force. And
nowhere does blind, durb habit hold sway with such force as in the dark and se~
cluded inner life of the family. 2nd who is called upon first of all to strug—
rle agai~st the barbaric family situation if not the woman revolutionist? By
this I do not mean to say at all that conscious workers are relieved of the re-
sponsibility to labor toward the trransformation of the economic forms of fanily
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life, above all thc forms of feeding, child-recaring, and education. But those
who fight most enerpetically and persistently for the new are those who suffer
most from the old. /nd in the present faxily-éituatidgnghe one that suffers
most is the woman -- the wife. and the mother..

"That is why the proletarian Cormunist worman —— and in her footsteps, ev—
ery awakened woman —-— should devetc o major part of her strenpth and attention
to the task of transforming our every day life, 1f our cconoric and cultural
backvardness creates many difficulties and only permits us'to nove: slowly along
this path, still it is mecessary that the collective public opinion of all wo=
men workers be applicd as pressure so that everything that can be done, given
aur present forces and resources, will be done," o

&n independent woren's movement ig necessoary precisely to ensure the 1lib-
eration of women, so that "everything that can be dome . . . will be done."
That is why we support, and organize, independent wormen's organizations. Mar-
garet's politics on this question ara the nolitics of opnortunism.

Finally, Margaret saye on page 6 of her tiotivation: MIf the workers'
state excludes 50% of itself it won*t be able to govern. 1f this is not ex~
pressed in the consciousness, propran, and organization of the vanpguard then
it must be corrected. But this must come fronm inside the vanpuard; not from
the pressure of women orranized independently outside of it to supposedly 'keep
Tt on its toes.' Any other approach is to zall on the backward to lead (empha-
ais mire).” B R

But, apain, Marparet is absolutely wrongi Yes, Marparet, one of the func~
tions of an independent wormen's movement is precisely to "keep us on our toes."
The work of the vanguard party (or any other revelutionary orpanization) must
continually be checked and corrected by’ the actions of the nasses themselves.
Margaret's conception of the relationship beétween the party and the class is an
elitist, substitutionist one. Tt iz certainly not the Leninist conception.

In her book illarxism and Frecdor Raya Dunayevskaya quotes Lenin as saying: "the
mass of the population will rise to independent: participation, not only in vot=-
ing and elections, but also in the averyday administration of affairs,"”

Margaret says herself in a footncte at the bottom of page- 13 of her ‘rend-
ments that “The analysis in this''docurent while applying in essence to the
black movement cannot be applied in quite the same way to biacks as to woren
due to the greater weipht of the working class within the black —opulation.”
Does that mean that l'arparet also opposes the independent orranization of
blacks? Does she also deny the crvins necessity for the independent orpaniza-=
tion of blacks, and argue instead that the usefullness of their independent or=
ganizations lies in its cbility to win blacks to the strugple for socialist re-
volution? Is that vhat she means? Were the independent orsanizations that the
plack movement of the 1960's alsc independent of class because they did not fol-
low the leadership of the entire class? Should the black rovement have sub-
mitted to the leadership of the class, the vanguard of the class, the various
socialist sects? Of this IS? Should blacks have waited to raise their demands?
Is that what it means to follow the leadership of the class, to subordinate the
struggle for Llack liberation to the backuard consciousness of the class? It is
this sort of nonsense to which Margaret is led by counterposing the class strug~
gle to independent strugples of opprassed groups as she does, by her inability
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to distinguish between a party and a sect, by her insistence on subordinating
nass noverents to’ thc sect,’ S0l e e - - :

\nd how about the question ef the independence of the trade unions indet:
socialism? -Is Margaret for their nﬁependence’ Or must the vanpuard party
correct dtself ;on trade unlon questlona from within as well? 'What about-the .
independent voice of the ndsses on those questions?  Does Marparet's ¥EK
workers! state 1nc1udc the rlght to strike? Or is Bhat another case of the
backward leau1ng7 '
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NOTE: The following "Feotnote for History" is to be the last, and least important seciion®
of a discussion documéent presenting the outlines of a critique of Margaret-B.'s "Amendment
to Women's ijerdﬁoh]Persgecﬂves" . Apologiesiate hereby rendered for its delay. What

| intend to argue is that Margaret!s drieridments représent the moré or fess ‘consistent appli=
cation of a certain pseudofMﬁrxis? method, whmhmoybe labelled _g_:_r_udefMé?Xism,v_ which™

is gaining widespread currency inside the I.5. today for a variety of reasons.. One of these "
reasons is the szarch for a shorteut that will enable us to overcome all the mistakes of our
past, avoid @ll the dangers of centrism and opportunism which are being discovered behind
all our past documents ard positions, and do away with all ghosts and mosnters generally.

In essence, crude Marxism is defined by the substitution of certain correct generalities -
the existence of two fundamental classes in society {actually, of course, there are three,
provididng that we have a consistent internationalist appraoch), the fact thei there are
therefore two stable calss bases for poltics, that middle dess radicalism does not have an
inherent political directicn of its own, etc. - for a real Marxist analysis of the social re-
lations, siructure and ideology of bourgeois society and of movements which arise within it.
The pre-conditions for Marxist analysis become transformed into ideological abstractions
which serve as substitutes for such an analysis.

This is the method that confronts us in Margaret's amendments. This is not to say that
the document itse!f gr the. ideas in it are stupid, ignorant or anything of the sort. Nonetheless,
the method of'crude Marxism" is what leads to her major theoretical errors. These include
the idea that the eppression of women under capitalism results from the failure of the bourge-
oisie to expand the forces of production rapidly enough; that therefore the boureoisie
could nét cérry-thréugh tho bourgesis democratic grici m which supposedly promises equality
to women; that women's liberation dem~nds are fundamentally utopian, except when they
become working class demands over the share of the surplus product, at which point revolu-
tionaries intervene to demand nationalization of basic industry and the banksunder workers'
control; and that therefore the role of revoluiionaries in the women's liberation movment
begins and ends with the struggle for the transitianal program of the socialist revolution. -
(these are only a few of the highlights of the document).

What ! would suggesf is a different approach, one which has much in common with
what | believe to be that of Marx, Lenin, Engels and Trotsky {1 cannot vouch for the first
four congresses of the Communist International, since | haven't read them, but those who
base their tendency on them and have presumably studied them can enlighten us on tha t -
score). Marxists should approch women's liberation struggles from the analytical proposition
that the oppression of women is a fundamental and integral part of the entire structure and
mode of production of bourgeois society, and therefore of the ideology of that society. From
this we draw two basic gencral conclusions. The first is the possibility of the emergence of
organized women's liberation movements, and for socialisis the possihility of winning indi-
viduals or sections of these movements away from a bourgeois standpoint., toward a working
class political direction which can turn their critique of the family and other oppressive
institutions into a practical political force: The second is the understanding that the develop-
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ment of women's liberation consciousness inside the working class, and women's liberation

organization based on, that consciousness in the working class, can be a powerful contribu-

n o Yory: fadier. in the growth of the class struggle. These are conclusions iriline with that of
: YV U I At 1 A T L s et £ e 3
5. the leng . document, ond in opposition 16" many of the conclusions-drawn:b

4t from her thooretical appracch. L

i

y. Margaret

e AT T et

o +vinThe difficulties in dealingwith all these questions, witho6t writing antenourmously

~ . long document, arc obvious and, partially aceount fdr the delay. "It is.only necessary to
.. reiterafe hereN\yhat | state infhefollowmg ‘dection: that while Margaret's distortion of
history is sefious and unfortunate, and cerfainly unintentional, my reply on it should-in

no way be read'ds a personal atttck or an atfempt-to discrdit the'political history of any
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A ECOTNOTE FOR HISTCRY

Dave. F. -

Regrettably,  no discussion of Margaret B.'s "Amendment to Women's LiberaFioh -
9 ¥s no. , garet | , |

. Perspectives" .document is complete without a px:;'m(r_rje_‘r'gf on her presentation of the history of
the women's liberation discussion in the 15. From my point of view, it would be justes well
not to revive the disputes of 1969-70 on this discussion, This s not because 1'believé ihat
history and accopnting for past positions in unimportant, but rather because the issues dis-
- puted at that-time have either béﬁon};e‘,gﬁﬂjyed and discgirded,:ofﬁ where they stil. exist are
being debated: ot a much higher (if not, brilliant) level today." Nonetheless, Margaret’s drag-
ging up of these old differences demands a reply = not because the substance of the debate is
particularly enlightening, but ‘bgqg;us'gf_'fhe;r hisfbry‘i's_hi_ghl\.iy misleading. N
It is painful to say this, to say the least, but there is no way to avoid it. "Margaret, of
course, has the right to refer to past discussions and documents if she feels that this helps to
clarify or strengthen her point of view. This, however, must be done in a way that explains what
all the points of view were, including her own, and what they stood for with respect to each-
other.

When Margaret reviews the 1970 Convention debate over our approach io the women's
liberation movement - the approach which we are told "is crucial ly important fo review be-
cause it has its negative impact on our work in the class” - she quotes from the two major docu~
ments put forward, by Big Red and the Band respectively. She then proceeds to criticize both:
Big Red for characterizing the women's struggle as "transitional” (in the vague sence used by
that tendency at that time) and for calling for building a pro-working class women's liberation
movement, and the Bond for calling for the women's liberation movem ent to refate to the work=
ing class on the baisis of explicitly socialist politics. Cf the latter, we are told that "the
sectarianism of the full program/full politics/explicitly socialist line couid provide little real
guidance and appears to have led to its opposite’

There is no time, no spac: and no purpose here for analyzing the 1970 debate in detail,
and how this debate was related to the other questions discussed there. Probably the most
important observation to be made is the considerable degree of continuity ketween the 1970
Band documents and the current document by llene W. But comrades who would like to study
the debate for themselves, in order to make such an analysis, are entitled to krow (especially
if they weren't there) what Margaret doesn't mention: that there was a third organized fen-
dency at the 1970 Convention, that it had its own distinct point of view on women's liberation
although it did not have a formal document to present, that it voted against both other resolu-
tions and that Margaret was one of its major leaders, especially on this question.

Indeed, “as some may take issue with this statement, let us return for a moment to the
genesis of the now-defunct”. .. Axis Tendency, and see roughly where it stood in this debate.
Whatever one thinks now of having called for a socialist women's liberation movement - 1 still
believe that it represented a crude but generally correct idea of how to bring « nolitical
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banks under; warkers! control. Nor did thy. b_f)pos_e'wi‘ii for advocating an independéntwamen's

_Foatrote for history Dave F.

T

diregtion fo a movement which was dogmed by its social composition and lack of political . ».rls

‘mooring ~ it is-cbligatory to mention that the Axis comrades" objections to it tthem was not that
mooring - 1t 15-obiigdtory 1o mentiof J ]

it called for "explicit socialist politics" rather tht}’,'}:%');f(\, ‘for natienalizing industty and the

liberation struggle rather than stating that the liberation of women is the task of the "entire
ggle rather than stating that the liberation of women |
working class". No, indeed. What the Axis Tendéncy denountéd the Band resclution for was. ..

.gppesing the copception that women were oppressed by men, that men were the enemy, and

.saon aff __ of the ke _
‘age was levelled against the Band andotﬁer ‘comrades for opposing itl

that the fight against male chauvinism was o f'?gh?"‘d gingt men, You ¢annot”fiope t6 understand -
.. the 1970 Convention debate unless ypu understind that this position, ' which Margaret abandoned

rd, was one of the key fésués in dUsp‘ufé;"aH&”fha‘t some’pretty Vituperative:langu=

Gy 2 R Lt e TSV N AP PRI A S wed L. . .
(For the sake. of completeness, and in case anyone is interested, | should also mention the

LA 3 viRE L T Rl g b e el e 7y
fact that [ also wrote a "Tasks and Perspectives” document for the'1970 convention. There

was almost nothing in it of any value whatsoever, except that it t&presented a process of
breaking away from the conceptions | had shared in &dmmon with cémrades who formed the

‘Axis Tendency. Inany case, Margaret wdsn't the only one who was'plenty confused in those

rdays.) .
I v ol . T Bl fas e T . . .
ar. It is dubfous. that reviewing all this clarifies anything in'tHe present discussion. But what

is it, if not an outright
one's own point of view?

Pl o By B Y , . -
falsification of history, to drag up old debates without mentioning

[P ietten. oo

oo Tyt beete aplfe §oaem o e e : O § '
Indqézd , there are quite '@ number of things from the 1969-70 debates that might better be

. laft unmentioned. Better not to mention Mar. aret's document on the “houseworking ¢lass”, or
Vq.4<’ 2 ity R g : o, g

. @s.an |.5. position in an extetnal women's liberation arena.

the fight she waged to keep it from being printed in thé Billetn after it had been presented
an Fnal wor e B;effer not to mention her position
women who défend and¢dvocate a women's caucus
O;rgeoisvuh’ri—'l.éﬁiﬁ‘f?? and God knows what else,

on “feminism" in those days. Ana‘y:;lﬁ“en

.

se sume women weré ¢al éd back in 1969 - when they

alh

opposed Margaret's position that the-lS “and the whole socidlliét tradition was so bankrupt on

PRI YO L. o STolETET . Soad e
~.women's liberation that women should split the organization'ts form their own revolutionary

socialist women's group that took Wotfien's stritigles as its cefitral fogusw -

soches s b i
The last thing 1 wdg‘if to do by rc':%g&ﬁé3 ailthistis to embarrassiMargaret or discredit her
past{what | do want to ‘cerrect is herftesent ' distertion 6f the hisfory of the:li5., o history
which should in fact be taken seriously). In fact, both to clarify this history and because
of deeply held,peé&ndl?Tiéyaif‘fés‘,“l Want to maké ificlear fhat Margoreh'sactual role in the <. .
organization fram 1969 oh was bt nedrly so88d as & superficiatiarpurely "docuymentary” reading
might indicate, Hime ibeizend o resshort s odeped clam O :

RN
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ol one, but rather the
history of the "Chicago Tendency", a grouping which originated 'i‘fl_\")‘ﬁ‘ez’l’'éi'_c_:!d"ersh_‘ip~ of the

AN} ot

Morgaret's political histroy during, [969-70 was not.o,pure ly persona
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University of Chicago SDS during 1965-68 as a self-consciously independent revolutionary
third camp socialists, and which organized as the Revolutionary Socialist Caucus when the
SDS faction fight heated up in early 1969, This. caucus, i_aﬁr-»qgfqdvtd the ISC largely through
the influence of Ron T., who organized a.similar grayp at: CCNY, joined the ISC at the time

Joyp

. of the (never-to-be~forgatten) SD5 "split convan’ri.onf,‘_,:i,qﬁiune,'_hl‘96?_.

~_Now the record of the Chicago Tendency, despite its political gyrations, has certain
strengths and a cerfain infegrity that deserve ‘to ke “defended. (The political record of this

_ tendency is also my own,. up until S;Sﬁﬁg}_l??()‘,f.“wﬁéh‘l Foundmyself no longer able to defend

~uncthe positions we:had held on women's liberation and other q.uest_iéné, 'an';;;!‘found myself in=

:‘_sgg,j‘qlisf convictions on.g, sc:ieh‘tifi}q;}:asi.s, i

creasingly in agreement with the political orientation of the Band group, with which | was
in pretty general ugreement by the end of the 1970 convention) . If one reads our documents
carefully and studies their cvolution over time, you will find that despite the arrogance
(based largely.on ignorance) that we brought with us from the New Left milieu and despite
our lack of apy clear political method or knowledge of working class politics, nevertheless
we engaged. in a long struggle to clarify our pesitions and put them ona rigorous footing;

< When we. failed to accomplish.this, we abandoned fhem,l:_,,not all at once, not all of us  01*

the same time or with the same clarity, biut abandoned them nevetheless. At the same time,
we began to look more carefully and respectfully, though not uncritically, townrd the whole
theory and tradition of the revolutiongrymovan ent in order to put our deeply held democratic

The [969-70 period was a very difficult one for us, as for the whole organization. In

particular, a tremendous quantity of hostility ~ some of it politically justified polemics,
some of it inexcusable personal abuse - was directed toward us (we rever failed fo reply in kind,

_either). Probably more of the abuse was directed at Margaret than at anysne else, in fact.

re

Amaong the, milder ﬁbdusatiorgs: Ié\{gllgdﬁ.wﬂs that we were plotting to destray the organization.

. In fact, from certain quarters. thete emerged the position that the main threat to the organi-
~ zation was the petit-bourgeois,. mindlessractivist and "objectively ceformist” New Left.

element that had entered it From'fhe_,mc‘qrr,upting external miliéu,_ with the 'rhintly veiled

Vi

threat that this threat might have to be _exéised by dri‘lvfng'ifpgtv of the organization ~.

-as’ the student of history can verify by redding-some of the documents of the Theory-Action

Caucus from Spring 1970. (Yes, comiades, whea you "revive all the.old crap”, it certainly
does turn up a lot of shit). That we survived this period and even made certain positive
contributions to the 1.S. indicates that our po'itics had their strong aspecis.

And, os a matter of fact, our politics did have strong paints - the points that led us to

* join the 1.5. For.one thing, we were consistentag'vocates of women's liberation, and of making

‘women's: liberation struggles a fundamental part of:socia list.politics without subordinating
them. We had leared this through our experience in the movment, and beouase of it were

able to recurit all of the bestof the new members of UC/SDS when the huge faction fight
broke out locally and nationally, ‘ ' '
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Footnote for History -4~ Dave F.

For another thing, vy the way, we were champions of workers' democracy in that period
as well. Dispite the semi-anarchist and ultraleft distortions of our politics in that miliey,
we believed that socialism could come about only through the conscious rule of the entire
working class and the oppressed masses of people, through their own independent mass insti~
tutions. In those days, we never put forward the idea that women's organizaficns under
socialism "are a means to draw them into the class struggle and ensure the implementation
of the revolutionaries' program for women", or that if deformations exist in the workers'
state "then it must be corrected. But this must come from inside the vanguard; not from the
pressure of women organized independent ly outside of it to supposedly 'keep it on ifs toes'",
We never put forward such ideas because we had to fight them every day, tooth and nail,
in the SDS faction fight. We fought these notions in theory, when they were put forward
to justify the totalitarian dictatorships of Mao and Cas tro; and we fought them in practice,
in opposition to ihe bureaucratic, clitist scum who floated on top of the movement. We
also developed a political und social analysis of the development of Stalinism in SDS, ex-
plaining that the idea of the working class ruling through its vanguard which was jusiified,
of course, because you wouldn't want "to call on the more backward to lead" - might
appeal to some intellectuals who saw themselves as parf of the vanguard, but never to the
masses of workers who conceived themselves as rank and filers.

Thus no understanding of the political record of Margaret, myself and others would be
complete without noting the strengths as well as the weaknesses of the politics of ihe old
“Chicago Tendency" - the politics which gave 1ise to the Axis Tendency, whose rcle
Margaret neglects to mention. In fact, I can think of no better memorial tr.ibute Fo those
politics than to obswrve that neither Margaret nor many othet.escellent lo~-"14- comrades
of her newly founded tendency would ever have joined the 1.5. - had it held then the point
of view that they put forward now.




Critical Comments on Emerson's Women's Liberation Document
. Shelley L.

I. Introduction

The vague and abstract nature of the Emerson document blurs over what I be-
live to be a fundamentally incorrect approach to the question of women's liber-
ation. This approach wugkes the author incapable of analyzing the material basis
for the specilal oppression of women, that is the relationship of women to the
society they live in. Emerson's distorted history of socletal evolution and the
origins of women's oppression is a foretaste of this failure. It is an early
warning of the document’'s consistent inability to explain the oppressed status
of women and how the struggle to change that status is tied up with society,
social classes, and capitalism in particur.

In the couse of examining women's condition under capitalism Emerson makes
the point that women's liberation and socialism are mutually necessary to end the
oppression of women. But this is the extent of the explicit inter-connection be-
tween the.two in the document. The final goals are mutually necessary, but the
way to achieve these gosls is never discussed.

. Implicitly --- sometimes explicitly --- we are presented with a discussion
of the oppression of women which mekes no class distinctions; anti-sexist con-
sciousness {"feminism") is the response of all women of all classes. What we
should say is this: Yes, zll women under capitalism are oppressed. But that
oppression has drastically different weight upon women, depending on their class
position. Bourgeois women feel oppressed , but "less so" and in a different
menner than working-class women. Zmerson does not consider the way in which
ecensciousness of sex and class intermesh and modify each other. The special
oppression of workimg-class women is translated to them through their lives ---
lives which are much different from those of bourgeois women.

In her discussion Emerson quotes Lenin comparing the struggle for national
self determination to the struggle for women's liberation. /n amplification
of this parallel will show the problems with Emerson's method. What is our at-
titude towards oppressed nations? (1) Whole nations are oppressed. (2) Dif-
ferent classes in the nation experience this oppression differently. For the
colonial bourgeoisie, special oppression deprives them of the power to enjoy
the full privileges of being a bourgeoisie. For the working class, on the other
hand, national oppression is inextricably tied to their oppression/exploitation
by capitalism. They are exploited more brutally because of the situation of their
nation. They alsd have fewer rights with vhich to fight their exploitation.
Thus, both classes experienee national oppression. But both fight against it with
different aims in mind.--- one wishes to consolidate and improve capitalism, the
other wishes to do away with all the misery of capitalism itself. If both
classes subscribe to the same ideology, belong to the same organizations, and fol-
lowv the same leaders this expresses only the political underdevelopment of the
colonial workerz. Concentration on fighting oppression (national, racial, or
sexual cppression) apart from fighting capitalism is the program of the non-
proletarian oppressed. Organizations which are founded on this program alone
1imit themselves to reforming tapitalism, and are thus implicitly pro-capitalist
anti-vorking class organizations. The leadership of such organizations must be
challenged politically and their ranks wom to a socialist progrem for their 1ib-
eration. Insofar as they refuse to fight capitalism, they reinforce the oppres-
sion of women (or blacks, or Chinese (Kuomintang)).because in the era of the per-
manent revolu%ion the struggle for democraic rights cannot be won within the
framewotk of capitalism, no. matter how pro-cepitalist the intentions of the
leadership. ) s '

This wes eSsentially Lenin's approach to the national guestion and to the
question of women's liberation. As Emerson demonstrates he was for the struggle
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for democrétic rights in order to cleai the étagé'for socialism. He knew that

women's rights could only be secured through socialist revolution and he was for-..

making this tie explicit in propaganda and agitation:

Must I avow, or make you avow, that the struggle for women's rights
must also be linked with our principal aim--the conquest of power and
the establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat? At present,
this is, and will continue to be our.alpha and omega. That is clear,
absclutely clear. (Hmancipation of WOmen, p. 113)-

It is thls dinextricable tie between women's liberation and =001a11<
revolutlon that is the real meaning of Pmerson's statement that "while women's
liberation cannot be realized without socialism, the reverse is also true.”

It is Trotsky's theory of the Permanent Revolution applied to women. It means
that socialists must lead women from their fight against .special oppression to
an understanding of the need to abolish capitalism. This requires the. sharpest
struggle within the women's movement against non-socialist ideologies and
leaders. This is the keystone of the role of socialists there.

Emerson, however, proceeds inithe opposite directioni,: Soclalism
requires women's liberation. Vomen's: liberation requires socialism, Because
there is no conflict between the two,.an organization which fights against
women's oppression (even onian “incomplete” feminist program) is objectively
moving in a socialict direction. They will win their struggle, the Marxists
will win the working-class struggle,:and the product will be a socialist
5001ety. The slogan of the permanent revolution ('"the Tight for democracy
requires the fight for socialism”) is used sgainst the strategy of the permanent
revolution (fight the bourgeois leaders in the democratic movement, win those
movements to the fight ;o socialism). This mistake explains the failure
of the document to integrate the question of social class into the discussions
of oppression, comsciousness, and organization. This fugion will occur in the
distant future--in the meantime ocur task is to build a women's liberation (a
revolutionary feminist") movement which can join with the working-class movement,
the black movement, etc. in the final battle. The problem is that to guarantee
that' all of these movements will share polltlcal goals requ1res that we figh* for
their programmat1c unity todgy. :

This requires that we do not propose a different 1deology for each
oppressed group, but a revolutionsry socialist Yrogram to end all oppression-
To actually fuse these struggles requires the conscious intervention of
socialists and the political defeat of the non-socialists. Any other ‘approach
denies the method of the permanent revolution and falls to -provide revolutlonary
leadership to the oppressed.

II. ORICINS OF WOMEN'S OPPRESSIOV -;T_ﬁ
It is from~’ thls general methodelogical dlsagreement that my more
specific criticisms of the Emerson document flow. First ‘on-the’ origins of
women's oppression. I think that Emerson's analy51s of this developmerit shows
a misundergténding of the relationship of women to primitive society.

Mrst, there vas no* 31ngle law’ governing ‘the development of women'

. oppression. fny discussion of this phenomencn should be prefaced by an
explanation of hov varied the actual experience was. Individual sccieties ave
not destined to travel s foreordained road. Marx and Engels held t0 no rigid
stage theory of humen history, Uhat Imerson describes as the evolution of
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oppression ghould not be considered a universal schema. Our analysis of the roots
of women's oppression must take into account both the general dynamic and its
varied social expressions.. = - :

Moreover the Emerson model -is internally contradictory. The first
paragraph states that in the beginning of humen society there was both "the
matriarchate’ and "social equality.”. [ matriarchete is defined as a soccial
system ruled by mothers or women, just as we understand the meaning of a
"patriarchate” ruled by men. This system vhere the mothers have ultimate author-
ity precludes "socisl equality" .which means equal rights for all.: This is true
no matter how benevolent their rule (seeﬂﬁvelyn Reed on the inherent superiority
of women). In any case "in the beginning" .there existed a "primitive state of
promiscuis intercourse" (Morgen and Engels) in wHich mothers and fathers were
 not yet recognized as such. Familigs had not yet taken form. With the

development of ‘conjahguine familieé&] in Fesponse to changing population and
material conditions, a matrilineal. system of descent evolved in some cases (des-
cent being reckoned through the mother). This was a natural development since
sexual relations were still prnlyandrous and fathers could not be identified.

However a matrilineal System does not necessarily imply a matriarchate.
This depends on the way in which the matrilineal gens operates and the division
of laber which exists between men and women. /. matrilineal. system can take a
veriety of forms. Whether rgsidence is matrilocal {sithimother), avunculocal
(with mother's brother) or eventually patrilocal (with father), what kind of
role the mother's brother performs, vhat the rights of the husbands are--all of
these factors affect the status of women. There has been very little evidence
that any of the matrilineal syskems -anthropologists have*gtudied have actually
been matriarchal. ~This does not -mean that women were alreddy subordinate or
that such systems did not exist in the past. Nor does it mean that women must
therefore be "naturally" inferior (which is the demon that Reed and others are
trying to fight off with their mafriarchal theories).

It is impossible to understand the position of women under primitive
communism without examining the earliest division of labor between men sbd
women. In this area tod fhe FEmerson documenti is -confusing. First she locates
the "first division of labop...within the family.” That first division as
Marx and FEngels pointed out.was "between man and woman for the propagation of
the children." Later, however, Emerson again:idefines the first:division of
1sbor--this time it occurs when."wealth and exchange increased, moBsy evolved.”
What Fmerson really means is unclear. In any case by not expanding upon the
earliest division of labor between men and women, and hov it laid the basis for
women's oppression, Dmerson misSses the very key to the discussion... If the
"origins of the oppression of women are to be found in the first division of .
labor within the family™ and "everyone's labor was equally needed, respected,
and recompensed” then how is tke beginning of women's oppression founded here?
On the basis of Fmerson's description, the transformation from matriarchal
primitive communism to patriarchal class soclety seems like a decisive break
rather than a gradual evolution.

The first division of labor between men and women laid the basis for
the later institutionalization and generalization of women's oppression with the
advent of class society. Vhen MHarx and Engels commented that-the first division
of labor was for the propagation of children, they were not making an obvious
biological observation, but rather they were referring to the social division
of lebor which resulted from women's child bearing role. /galn from the German

Ideology:

This‘sheeplike or tribal consciousnéss receives its furtheridevelop—
_ment and extension through increased productivity, through increased
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needs, and, what is fundamental to both of these, the increase of
population. With these there develops the division of labor in the
sexual act, then that division of labor which develops spontaneously
or "naturally” by virtue of natural dispositon (e.g. physical
strength), needs, accidents, etc., etc.

Women in the primitive commune were limited in the kinds of work
they could perform by the burden of child-bearing. They performed several
types of socially necessary labor--food-gathering, rudimentary crafts, agriculture,
taking care of the home. By and large men were the hunters and derived certain
benefits from that role which later proved decisive. ‘s Engels explained in
the QOrigins of the Pamily: '

According to the divisidbn of labor within the family at that time, it
‘was the man's part to obfain Food and the instruments of labor
necessary for that purpose. He therefore also owned the instruments
of labor, anhd in the event of husbands and wife separating, he took
: them with him Just as she retained her household goods. Therefore

3 cccording to the social custom of the time the man was the owner of
the new source of subsistence, the cattle, and later of the new
instruments of labor, the slaves. (emphasis my own)

Modern anthropolagists of various political persuasions have shown this division
of" labor to be common to vprimitive communal societies, {See Robin Fox,

Emmanuﬁl Terray, Raymond #irth, Marshall Sahlins, Claude Meillassoux, and
others). s

This primitive sexual diwision of labor did not necessarily mean im-
mediate inequality for women. Because of social scarcity, women's work was
as soc¢ially nccessary as men's. But even before the developnent of a consid-
erable surplus, and the consolidation of man's pover over vomen, the position
of women showed strains vhich {oreshadowed later developments. /nthropologists
have found signs of the oppression of women in the most primitive societies.
It is not the kind of systemized oppression women suffer under capitalism but
a form of cppression nonetheless. /mong the Yanamo Indians of South LAmerica
women are. physically abused and raped at whim. /ind even apong the Iroguols
Indians, Morgan's prime.example of the mother right system, inequalities were
developing before social.classes. Under the "pairing Tamily} a stage before
the monogamous patriarchal femily, polygamy ‘was already the right of men only.
4180 during this time. the copture and purchase of women began --- as Engels
said "a symptom of a much deeper change which had occured. 41l thig took
place vhile women were still "held in high respect” socially.

Once a considerable surplus did develop in cattle, man's relation to
that. surplus gave him new powers: "... in proportion as wealth increased, it
made the man's position in thé family more important than the woman's and on
the other hand created an impulse to exploit this strengthened position in or-
der to overthrow, in favor of his children, the traditionsl order of inheritance".

: (Engels, Origins of the Family...)

Not only does Emerson miss the importance of the early division of
labor and its relation to women's oppression, she also fails to provide a log-
ical economic framework for the development of this oppression. According to
Emerson: ".= wealth and exchange increased, money evolved and the first division
of labor appeared. The Fiv¥§t surplus and therefore the first commodity was
cattle and men owned the herds.  /n inequality of ownership developed, and a
nev phenomenon, private property, emerged.”. This seguence of avents makes no
sense. First of all, Emerson equates wealth with exchange. Vealth is things.

It can exist in any kind of society. Exchange is something specfal.fj— barter,
trade --- as opposed to distribution by some other method{i.e.; direet expro-
priation). Uealth can arise and has arigen independent of exchange. "The first

surplus" was not 'therefore the first commodity”. Surplus exists without trade.
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Furthermore, according-to Emerson's explanation, it is-only aftgr the
first wealth, surplus, exchange and money (the universal commodmty -
which evolves at only a high level of exchange) appears “that "inequality
pf ownwrship develops". And at the same time asq"inequality of ouwner-
ship", "private property" ... a "new phenomenon"! First, you cannot“ i
have exchange without some form of private property.- If you do not own
something how wan you trade it? Anyway, if "men owned @he herds", while
women were excluded from this ownership, then why Is this "new inequality
new? what kind of society is evolving here? And what is it that has
translated the ancient dividion of labor into a new form of oppression?
Trade? uoney? Classes? Private property? Why? How? - - ‘

The confusion continues with Emerson's capsule account of. .
world history from the fall of primitive communism to the+rlse of capi-
talism, Stages, classes, and family %atterns are‘thrown—yogether_in
no particular order. rAna the description of the impact of-all this upon
women is more metaphorical than scientific, “slavery andg serfdom,. double
exploltation on the job, oppression as an entire sex, of prostitution,

.Tegal and otherwise”/ :

- - The relétioﬁship between women's Qppressibn and capitalisnm,

the most important gquestion facing us, receives no serious atiention. -

~

Here tooc the "women's question” 1s_isolated from its social context,

! i the gtate. up we, c&n
 Jlgmen S reppression REsdiles sRRMEELISE) 99,9980 S8 iRtE: (ERk. SatRD
out taking into account its special nature. wdeither can we devise a
a theory to liberate women which is not based on a clear analysis of

.

the position of women under capitalism.

When Emerson does consider women under capitalism it is en

" "enitlre sex" rather than as & sex divided by social class, - This relates

to ‘the eaflier'discussipn of the national analogy and the method of per-
manent reévolution, fmerson does include a quote from Ilaurie Landy en

- elass divisions among women and how they affect women's consciousnéss.

However the quote is.at odds with the resg of the analysis which empha-
slzes what women have in common, We, as socialists, should be drawing
the class line clearly in the women's movement, because We know that
baurgeols women will actively betray the struggle for women's liberation.
Emerson should have completed Lauries Quote on this subject:

- Those who acknowledge that women are divided by class, but
fail to recognize the basic and long-range differences in
behavior and consciousness that flow from the class divisions
must fail to' reach a viable strategy for the organizatisn and

~liberation of women. Just as the goal for socialism is the

- liberation of all humenity but the vehicle for this libera-
tlon will be the struggle of the working class, so Ltoo women's
liberation must base itself in the context of a class-for-
itself revolutionary perpective. (Women in Capitallst Society)

III.‘ Feninist Conscidusness

Bmerson's consideration of the role of consciousness has a
Hegellan quality. Feminism is posed am a universal and timeless con-
selousness of oppression which hangs above society and is "modified" -
by changing conditions.” It seems to have an independent existence which -

interacts with social conditions instead of being seen as the creaticn
of those conditions., : _

This abstract definttion of feminism is related to a political
problem with this discussion. Feminism is used to describe both the
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universal resentment and striving against women's oppression and it is
the specific ideoluyy of bourgewis gioups 1ike 1,0.W. dmerson does not
clearly differventiate betweem the two meanings. ‘We identify with the
- "inchoate striving”. We-do not identify with the restricted bourgeols .
‘jdeology of ‘.0.W. The failure to make this de&fference explicit is o .~
agair:the failure to -distingulsh between the unformed politics of the
masseézs of women (whom we~support) and the.clear-cut anti—socialist‘pol-
itics of their leaders.. PR . - - . .

‘ ‘Furtharmore because no distinstion 14 made between the opppres-
sion experienced by working women vs - middle and upper-elass women; no
distinction is made between the kinds of consciousness which these dif-
ferent forms of oppression prcduce. This becomes clear if you examine
‘the 0'leill quote which Emerson relies upon to explain the development
of feminist consciousness. - The rationaie which he provides dces not

. explain "women's conscioush&ss¥wat all -~-- 1t only relates to the ex-
perience of women of the uppe: and middle classes of that period. Vic-
torian morality could enforce an "oppressive domestlcity"” only upon

. those women who could afford it to.  While Victorian values undoubtedly

- influenced the thinking of the working. class, the condition of working

lclass women preventsd;them from"thinking of themselves as a special ol .cs

" plass” --~ unless oné means -specizally oppressed and exploited whieh was
not the cogisciousness which the Victorian "cult of purity" produced a-
.mong the upper slasses. ..furing this period working-elass women fully
shared the misery of their class:in’the factories, sweaishops; taxtile
mills, tenements, home industiteg,and prostitution houses of the cities,

, As Iaurie suggests in her-pamphlet, for working women sexusl
oppression-is only-one part of their entire experience @f working-class

~ wwomen. :Their ppecial. oppression places - -them in an.especlally degraded

,=8tatug within-the proletariat, - Thus thelr .censclousness tends to fasten
¢ upon @spects.of ‘their sexual oppression directly bound up with working-
« ‘oclass:experilences;:{egual pay, zte) . For bourgeois and even middle-class
“women-sexual oppression is diffexent. For bourgeeois women, oppression
+1s real,  but it.is less intense gnd it is different from that of workers"
--- are they deprivedvof equal pay®: materplty benefifs? child care?
Are they oppressed to the same degree and with the same consequences?
+In fact their oppression contradictsctheipr~class- experience. They will
tend to focus on aspectc of women's pppression:whieh prevent them fronm
sharing as full and equal paxriners-in the privileges of .their class,---
advancement into executive:pasitions, .ete. :uiddle-class women (a vari-
egated group includéng the petty-bourgeoisie, professionals, declasse
. student types; etc.):display an ambiyalent conspiousness;which mirrors
wikhelir social. position: (See llargaret. B.'s amendments for: fuller discms-

B

8lon). In any event the-nmature of.dppression is-diffefent for diffeeent

- wMomen and so. is the consciousness whickh flows from this. Thelr goals ~-
Vo matter Now inchostély stated --- are also different. Working women
-need the abolition of class society. Bourgeois wcuen fight against”™
thés abeclitionsy they have a stake in class society. '

- To the extent that -these differences are.blurred =~« in the

minds of working women and especially in the minds of socialists we-

.. we-are not face d with a cemmunity of interegts sovering the "eatiresex"
. but the political underdevelopment of proletarian and soclalist: women.
To the extent that working women ---~ and socialists- especilally <-- sub-

- seribe to feminism as a real ideology (not as an amorphous resentment
and struggle againat oppression) theyrare remaining unéer the hegemony -

L.
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of capitalist ideas. It is not our job to pacify women's illusions by
propo§ing a "revolutionary feminist" ideology. If "revolutionary fem-
inism means Marxism why not say so? If it means something different,
then wiy decelve women about the road to their liberation? If "revolu-
tionary feminism" applies to women moving toward rarxism “then our QJob is
to lemd them in this direction, not reinforce their confusion. We must
be elear that unstable ideologles like revolutionary feminism cannot be
maintained over time. Its suppofters must either come over to larxism or
revert to supporting capitalism. e must uphold the real interests of
working-class wemen and fight at all times for the only stratégy --- 2
revolutionary socialist strategy -=-- which can remlize these interests.
This does not mean that we cannot work with women who do not accept our
full program for the liberation of women. This does mean that we actively
attempt to win wowen to that program in the couse of our common efforts,

To propose, as Emerson does, & separate ideclogy for the womens
movement is no longer to propose only orzanizational independénce for
women but political independence as well --- political independence from
revolutionary sqcialisg‘politics. This is the implicit meaning of her
" compabtison between the competling ideologies"” of the women's and working
class nmovemtis, For women there is "revolutionary feminism” and for the
working class? Fevolutionary warxism we must presunme. The problem here
is obhvious. The logic of this method would be to propose a different
ideology for each movement, when we should fight for rewolutionary o
varxism in all movemnts because it alone is the program for the fight a-
gahnst all oppression. ' .

IV. Independefit Organization of Women

_ This section of the Hmerson document never exPlains_Egzhigif—
pendent organizations are necegsary and how soclalists relate to thems——
All that is said is that “Marxists ‘support and welcome the independent
organization of women, Jjust &g socialists welcome the independent organ-
igation of all oppressed groups”. Without discussing the sttitude of
Marxists to the concrete organizational expressions of such groups, fmer-
son's point becomes a grand gesture which cannot provide us with any
guidance for our practical work.

Above all we want To win Wbrking women to socialist ideas, con-'
gciousness, program, and parvy in prder to secure their liberation and
the liberation of all humanity. Given the domination of women by men
it is often necessary for women to organize: independently in order to
engage in politicel activity --- to develop their own political ideas
and to actually o irto struggle of any kind. To accomplish this we call
for women's organizabions. DBut we do not forget our goal of winning wo-
men to our program and separating them from their pro-capitalist illusions
In fact their self organization enables us to do this all the more easlly.

Oour attitude towardsgpecific women's groups is a tactical
question which must flow from our general purpose. e call for such
organizations on our full program (we all agree that capitalism cannot
grant women's liberation. thus capitalism must be destroyed). Organ-
1zations will of caurse arise without our program, led by women —
whether bourgeois, middle call, or preletarian --- who lead on the basis
of all sorts of confused pro-capitalist, even reactionary ideologies.

Ou strategy in these cases is to win their followers to our program,
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,HOW'We‘dbcthisrdepends,bh many factors. what is the class composition
. “SF the leadership? The group? How “"congealed" are the politics:of the -

" 'Meadetship? How open are they to friendly persuasion? Who is ‘this

group atfracting? The answer —bo - these questions and more determine what
our approach should be w-= whether united front, critical support, entry,
etc, fmerson's discussion gives us no guidance in these questions, and

- 1f we were to accept its premises ("we welcome and support all organi-
zation") we would be: paralyzed when more than one women's group is com-

.. peting for support.

. e call for and support independent organizations of thé op-
pressed so that the oppressed can wage a struggle for their liberation
in the course of which we can win them to a socizlist program and lead-
ership. 7o use an -ahalogy, Trotsky described what he meant by "inde-
pendence" of the working class: h :

Independence freu the influence of the bourgeoisie cannot
be a passiwe state. It can express itself only by politi-
e cal acts, that is, by struggle against the bourgeolsie.
e e This strusgle must be inspired by a distinct program.-which
T e requires orgarnization and tacties for its application. It
is the union of program,organization, and tactics that con-
stitutec the party.. In this way, the real independence of
the proletarist from the bourgeols goverament eannot be rea-
lized unless the proletariat conducts its steuggle under
the leadership of a revolutionary and not an opportunist
party. (Trotsky on the Trade Unions) - e .

The same is true for organizations of the oppressed. Real political
. independence is only possible under revelutionary leadership. This is
- w.-.why we must win the most advarced women to thé revolutionary party and
we must builéd a working-class women's movemnt: on & socialist basis,

V. The Women's Libératipn,MOVemnyff

Here the critical question of why the radilcal women's move-
ment collapsed 1s never 2xplained. One sentence refers to its isolation
from the working class and "lack of a coherent ideology". This is the
- .-most.common way of dismissing the topic in the TI.S. What was the ide-
ology. of the radical women's movemnt? What should 1t have been? Why
did it remean isolated from the working class? Wwhy did 1t capltulate
to the Democratic rarty? we did not understand the radical women's
movemnt when it existed --- or else we could have predicted its demise,
Now that it is no longer an acive “drena"” we must not simply pass over
our mistakes. e must re-examine those mistakes -and learn from. them.

- neithsr does this section provide & coherent strategy towards
“~the. bourgeois feminists. A few mysterious comments are dropped which
-are never elaborated."whatfiS;akunitéd front (of sorts)" with NOW and
WWPC? What does Yunconditional but not uncritical support to the womens
liberation movemnt" mean when at present NOW and the NWPC constitute
thatmovemnt? ' '

T .. At tne conelusion of this section HEmerson lays out a very one-

sided interprestation of our strategy toward working-class women,
We "strengthen women's organizatlons” inside the class to "Miild the
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women's movement on the outside". Working-vlass. women are needed to
give the women's movement muscle. In fact it is not only their social
weight but their class interests which result from their social posi-
tion which make working-class women key. In struggle the oppression

of sex and class thoroughly reinforces onc another which allows working-
class women to take the strugegle for women's liberation to its highest
levels, Furthermore we “"strengthen women's organizations"™ to change

the consciousness of the entire class, --- because it is the working
class as a whole that is the vehicle for women's liberation. We fight
for a socialist program within women's organizations because such a
program speaks to the real needs of women L.ad provides the most advanced
women with a program that will allow them to play a leadership role in
the class as a whole. fhe fact that fmerson is only concerned with
"building a strong independent women's rovement", not with the politics
of that movemnt or its relationship to the working class, is only a
further indication of the problem of her msthod.
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