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WOMEN AND REVOLUTION |

Toward a Communist

‘It has been more than a year since the last issue ‘of
‘Women and Revolution was published. Beginning with
this present issue, W&R resumes publication, at a
projected initial frequency of three issues a year,
under the direction of the Commission for Work Among
Women of the Central Committee of . the Spartacist -
League. This transformation of W&R into an organ 'of
the -Spartacist League is the product of several

"~ factors: the consolidation of W&R supporters around

the Trotskyist program of the SL, the stagnation of
the feminist-dominated petty-bourgeois women's lib-
eration milieu and the continuing’ transformation of
the SL itself into the nucleus of the vanguard party.

N Over the course of the past few years, the Sparta-
cist Leaglie has been engaged in aninternal discussion
over the perspectives and scope of our intervention -
around the woman questlon, a discussion which cul-

‘mmated in the "adoption of several documents at our

Thlrd National Conference held in November 1972,"
ThlS discussion focussed on a reassment of the mech-
aniSms for continued SL action on this question in
the hght of a critical review of the orxgms and evolu-
tlon of our work,

~

" The Fightv Against Feminism. -

S — /
The radical women's movement—as distinct from
purely liberal, petty-bourgeois feminist organizations,

 such as the National Organization of Women (N.O.W.)— -

emerged as an outgrowth of 1960's New Leftism, The
redlity of women's oppression under capitalism pre-’
dictably produced an elemental resentment and spo-
radic outbursts of resistance, but in the absence of a
strong, proletarian pole of attrdction and'a principled
revolutionary leadership, this partial consciousness
could not generate a revolutionary program for
women's emancipation. Inevitably it was channelled
by bourgeois ideology into utopian and reformist dead
ends and ' made prey to isolation and demoralization.
As revolutionists, we were compelled to intervene
in the women's liberation movement both because we °
sought to honor our obligation tobe what Lenin termed
"a tribune of. the people"—an organization responsive
to the real needs of all the oppressed—and because
this work was strategically important both in order to
develop revolutionary class consciousness among the
magss of oppressed women and in order to raise- the
general level of consciousness m the class 1tse1f on

. this'issue.

The SL's earliest systemat1c mvolvement in th1s
arena took place in the San Francisco Bay Area,
where SL supporters along with others initiated the:
formation of the Socialist .Workshop, a socialist’

women's liberation group which intervened in the
1

omen's Movement.

/
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amorphous women's movement to struggle for an
explicitly political, anti-personalist perspective' based
on the recognition of the working class as the central
force for socialist revolution.. On the basis of this {

e e

-involvement, as well as other more fragmentary work
‘taking place on the initiative of other SL branches,

the 1969 Central Committee Plenum established work
around the woman question as a real although subor-
dinate pr1or1ty for. the orgamzatlon asa ‘whole.

—— e

Boston W&R group in 1972 demonstration

W&R PHOTO 3
|

Spartacist members and others drawn around the
SL program 1mtiated local groups in several cities, ~

' and the first issue of the national newspaper Women

stated: "Our liberation and the liberation of the working
class go hand in hand. We shall not separate ourselves
from the mainstream of the revolutionary movement,
but shall miake our struggle an integral part of it. "

.and Revolution appeared in early 1971. Its "Manifesto" 3
!
I

W&R activists intervened to fight for the transitional ¢
program in such organizations as Bread and Roses \,

and Oakland Women's Liberation. In New York, W&R
participationt in-the. "Working Women's Organizing'-
Committee" (initiated by the International Socialists)
was discontinued after the WWOC (whichinits patron~ .
izing desire to avoid "alienating™ anyone consistently”
shirked any discussion of program) codifieditsirrele-.
vance to the struggles-of working women by refusing
to take any position on the union organizing drive:
taking place in the WWOC's chosen target of activity,
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the telephone company.

W&R supporters alsg intervened in corférences
and demonstrations of the SWP-initiated movement
to legalize abortion; W&R demanded "Free Abortion

on Demand,” amend to supportfor capitalist politicians. . ;

like Chisholm and Abzug, a break from "single-issue”
campaigns and the adoption of a full working-class

program and an end to the exclusmn of men-from the

movement.

W&R fully expected an uns1ster1y response to 1ts .

explicit anti-feminism from the. bulk of the petty-
bourgeoxs women's movement. Yet at the same time
we found that many of the more serious women's
liberation activists were drawn toward W&R on the

basis of its uncompromising programmatlc perspecf '

tive. From out of the amorphous women's movement
came individual recruits and, in addition, W&R inter-
sected several local study groups and feminist collec-
tives which polarized and split along the lmes of the

porters.. Through their study of the woman,questlon,
and often through reassessing, their own earlier ex-
per1ences in attempting to organize workmg -class
women, these groupings began to take sides on basic
questions: feminism vs. Marxism, Maoism vs. Trot-
skyism, "serve-the-people" spontaneity: vs. the van-
guard party. ’

Comintern Positions Rediscovered :

It was at this point that the Spartacist’ League

wox;k of the Leninist. Communist International on the

‘Wwoman questlon, which centered on the building of

transmonal organizations—women's sections affili-
ated with the revolutionary proletarian parties.’
. ‘The question of special communist work among

‘Women and

. . ‘4 @ .
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fundamental pohtlcal alternatives posed by W&R sup- ‘

found itself compelled to rediscover concretely the’

i

women had been a controversial one in-the German
. Social .Democratic Party (SPD) as early as 1896
Klara Zetkm s .position in favor of such’work was

3 ; adopted by the party, .and a party section for work

‘among women was established to direct it, Within the
Russian Social Democratic Labor Party (RSDLP)
there was, beginning around 1905, a similar debate,

- - in’ which Aléxandra Kollontai was one of the leading
.Aprloponents of speclal work among women on. the
{:;German model. Special work among women. was

carried out by the Bolshevik party which published

the journal Rabotnitsa (The Working Woman) under
the direction of its. Central Committee and which
established Genotdel (The Department for Work Among
Women) after the’seizure of state power in 1917,

-Within the Second International no special section
responsible for directing. work among women had ever
been established. Lenin found the lack of such an
international body intolerable:

."The first proletarian dictatorship is truly pavlng

. -the way for the complete social equality of women, It
.. eradicates more pre;udxce than volumes of feminist
fhterature However,im spite of all this, we do not
yet have an international Communist women's move-

ment and we must have.one without fail. We must.

- immediately set about starting it. Without such a
movement,” the work of our International and 'of’its

‘parties-is incomplete and never will be complete. /. .™

~Klara Zetkin,-Recollections of Lenin, 1920

The "Third International set 1tse1f the task of ex-
tendmg internationally and codifying the work begun
by, the German and Russian parties. On-its initiative,
the. First Conference of Communist Women was held
in;1920. This conference established an International
Secretariat for Work Among Women with permanent
représentation on the Executive Committee of the

International. The Comintern also made mandatory '

the establishment of special administrative and -or-
gamzatmnal bodies "for worK among women within
all party committees. Thus, while decxsxvely reJectmg
the notlon of an autonomous women's movement, the
Commtern in its first four congresses specifically
demanded a special division of labor within the com-
munist partles for the d1rect1on of work among
women. ,

Comintern. work among women degenerated quah-
tatxvely as part of the general process of Stalxmzatxon,
and the positions on the woman_ questlon which the
first four. congresses had clarified were v1rtually
forgotten. Thus these crucial struggles became inac-
cessible to the working class for decades. It. was
only in the course of the SL's extended internal

» discussion” on work among women that we were com-

pelled to rediscover many of these positions.

: Wonnen and Revolution Affiliates With the sL

Wtule the first W&R groups which the Spartacxst(
League mmated were based on the SL's program for,
women's ‘emancipation. as.an. integral part of " the.

struggle of the working class for socialist revolutlon
and -were linked to the SL through their most con-
scious cadre, they were not yet functioning as a dis-
c1phned part of the common Spartacist tendency.
l?redmtably, many of the mlhtants they recrulted

CTA R contznued on page 17




WOMEN AND REVOLUTION

‘Hlstory of the Journal Rabotmtsa S

Along with topzcal articles and reviews of partzcu—
lar importance to the struggle for women's emancipa-
tion and ruthless criticism of the programs ‘and-
practice of the various ostensibly reyolutionary ovgan-
izations -in- velation” to that struggle, Women: and
Revolution willalso brzng to light material—much of it
either new to American readers or long-neglected ~
from the history.of.communist work among women.
In this, the first issue of Women and Revolution'to be.

* published under the dirvection of the Central Committee

of the Spartacist League—the nucleus of the revolu=:
tionary vanguard party in the United States today—we
feel it is most approprzate 1o discuss an -earlier:

jowrnal which addressed ztself to the attainment of

women's liberation through international proletarian,
vevolution, It -was called Rabotnitsa (The Working
Woman) and it was published in St, Petersburg (later.,

called Petrograd then Leningrad) undev the direction.

of the Central Committee:of the vanguard party of. that

- tzme and place—the Bolshevik party.

"'Lenin always maintained that a vital precondztzori
for the success of the Russian Revolution would be. ther

support and active participation of masses of working'.

women and peasant women. In its dual capacity as.
propaganda weapon and. collective .organizer for- the
Bolshevik party, Rabotnitsa played a crucial role in.
rallying masses of women around. the party's revolu-
tionary program and practice. Rahotnitsa was-an im-
portant weapon in- the' Bolshevik party's struggle for
hegemony among the working masses. The fact that the

-majority of proletarian women stood with the Bolshe-

viks, rather than:the Mensheviks, at the time of the
October Revoblition was in part a- result of . the wide-
spread influence of Rabotnitsa, (The Mensheviks:at-'
tempted to counter this influence with a womenls:
journalof thetrown entitled Golos Rabotnitsy or Voice’
of the Working WQman but it appeared only thce -and ;
seems to have had lzttle zmpact.) : i

— forum\fj

“Women and the
Bolshewk Revolutlon R
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~ -

‘To be sure, unlike the period in whzch Rabotnitsa
appeared (1914-18), the’ ‘task facing the revolutzonary
wvanguard is. not’ yet one of mass agitation, but rather’

{
of the dissemination of revolutionary propaganda and ]
|
J

the carvying out of exemplary mass work preparatory.

to the building of a mass proletarian party, section of
‘a reborn Fourth International, But whilé our tactics in;

this perzod are necessarily different from those of
Rabotmtsa our principlesand program are essentially:

the same—ie, Bolshévik—and thus our study. of! |

Rabotnitsa illuminates our intentions and our stra-
tegic .goals in buzldzng a mass commwust women's‘
movement .

Pnor to 1914 the Bolshev1k Party carrxed on: much
of its propagandxstxc work among women-in the pages

celebration. of International Women's Day in. Russxa'
on,.23 February/8 March 1913 (dates are givenin.both:
the Old and New Styles). and which published a specia.l‘
Womern's Day edition in which it greeted the women'
workers “and congratulated them upon entering the:
ranks of the f1ght1ng proletariat, declaring, in opposi-
tion to the Mensheviks (who took a.male exclusionist;
position in the women's -movement) that the day.sig-:
nalled the evolution of the workmg women's movement
to a movement whxch embraced the entire workmg
class. : .
Working women responded enthusmstlcally to Prav-
da, In fact, by the winter of 1913, the editorial board’

- was receiving much*more mail from. working women

than it could handle. The solution proposed by Lénin.

}
i
?
'
|
i
t
" was the creation of a new ]ournal aimed specmcally \
at proletarian women. Acting on his proposal, the K

Fore1gn Bureau of the Central Committee of the Bol-
shevik Party authorized the publication of Rabotnitsa, :

Writing from his residence in exile abroad, Lenin
suggested that his comrade and sister, Anna Ehzarova,

* organjze the publication of the ]ournal and select the’

echtorlal’ board. Her selections, latér confirmed by’
“the’ Central Cominittee of the Party, comprised two
groups—one in exile and one in Russia: The resident,
- editors were Ehzarova, Samoilova, Kudelh and Men-
zhinskaia. They- were responsible for the pubhcation
‘of - the journal and for any organizational work con-"
nected with it, while the editors in exile, Krupskaia,

ducting 'work among proletarlan women in the countries
in which they were, residing and for linking the joyrnal’;
with the 1nternat1ona1 proletarlan women s movement.j‘

Internatlonal Womén' s Day—1914
To the amazement of the party, the Tsarlst gov--‘-‘.
ernment gave. 1ts perm1ss1on for the pubhcatlon of,‘

S e »'contmuedonpageM.--”
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of Pravda, It was Pravda which publicized. the first: f'
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: In recent times here in Russia, the question
- of the organization of working women has become
-one’ of ‘the most burning and vital questions.-All

folding,
- workers.
elections does not make a distinction between men

‘stirring the mogst backward ‘strata of

to' this, the working woman has become an im-
mediate participant in the.insurance campaign
and has been .invoived, often against her will, in
‘the struggle which the working class is waging
for its rights. )

Life has placed Russian working men and women
face to face with the so-called "woman" questxon.

Only the "woman™ question in the workers'
milieu develops in' a completely different soil
and bears quite a- different character than it
does among the bourgeoisie.

- Bourgeois wom'en advocate their spe01a1
"women 8" rights, they always oppose them-
‘selves- to men and demand their rights from
.men. For them, contemporary society is divided
into two main categories: men and women. Men
‘.possess everything, hold all the rights. The question
is one of achieving equal rights, N
- For -the working woman, the woman question
becornes quite different.. The conscious working

“into: ‘classes. Each class has its special interests.
: -The bourgeoisie one, the working class another.
Thexr interests are opposed. The division between

- in the eyes of the working woman. That which
unites' the working woman with the working man
i8 much stronger than that which divides them.
- .‘They are united.by their -common lack of rights,

. theéir 'common need,  their common conditions,

" which .are the exploitation of their labor, their
common struggle and their common goals. "All
... for one,, one forall!" This "all” means the mem-
. bers-of the working class—men and women alike.
The "womadn" question for working men and work-
" " ward masses Of working .women, how best to
. explain ‘to them their 1nterests, how to make

Solidarity between working men and working women,
common activity, common goals, ‘a common path
- to these goals—such is the solution of the "woman"
question ‘among workers. The struggle for women 8
. Fights against those antagonistic to women's rights
: ; —men—is_the solution to the. "woman" question
.among---the -bourgeoisie. The journal Rabotnitsa
" will.-.seek to explain to the insufficiently conscious

dicate the communality. of their jnterests with the
interests of the entire working class. For this
every incident in the life of working women will
be used to make a close ¢onnection with the gen-

-~ Excerpts from Rabotmtsa

general conditions of the entire country. Rabotnitsa.
- will elucidate everything occurring in the country )
. from the point of view of the interests of the

‘over Russia the insurance campaign has been un-.
The insurance law at the authorized -

and  women, granting them equal rights. Thanks-

{:iwomdn sees that contemporary- society. is divided' L

,-’ men and women does .not have great unportance'-

. ing women is aquestxon of howto organize the back- -

" them comrades sooner in the common struggle.:

working women what their interests are, to in-.

working class. It will awaken in working women'

the conciousness of the great liberating task of

-the- workers movement and will call for a struggle
for ‘these great goals. Rabotnitsa ' will tirelessly .

reiterate the necessity for organization, .will

~ call upon working women to join workers' organ-

izations.and will make them active members.

Our journal stnves to help working women .

to become more conscious and to organize them-
selves.. The journal does not "have any means

‘of subsistence. Our work began with 100 rubles
made up’ of donations £r0m workers pubhshmg .

houses.

Our cherished desire is that Rabotmtsa become o

the organ of organized working women.

We call upon all conscious working women to -

-join in work on the journal. This is your duty.

~ Share ‘your experiences with less conscious
working women,
victories, of your"
organizations.

- Write notes and letters to.the journal about

tell them of your first steps -
alongthe . path of struggle, of your failures and
activity in workers"”

_Whatever interests you, about what interests other |

working women; tell us what themes you want .

so there will be acticles. Indicate the ‘short-
comings’ of the journal. In the beginning there will

~

be no small amount of them but . through ourv-

common efforts we shall improve.

—Nadezhda Krupskaia, Raboimtsa,

23 February/ti March 1914.

» ’i{unger, the high cost of living, the attack of the -

enemy army-—all these disasters havebeenhanging™ |

over ‘our heads like a leaden cloud. Every hour of -

_such a state of things only intensifies oursuffering. .

The -mother's heart bleeds at seeing: the depriva-.-
tions which proletarian children suffer today. Wives'.
sob over the partxcipatxon of their husband-saxlors .

in the fighting on the cold ocean waves....
There is one salvation—in place of that govern-
ment” which by its criminal policies has led the

capital of revoluuonary Russza into jeopardy, it is.

necessary to’ esta.blish the .power of, those who
have an' interest in the quickest end to the war,
who need land, who demand control over production;
in other words, the working men, peasant men,

working women .and peasant women must them- -
selves, stand in defense of their rights, must be- .

* comé the masters of republican Russia.. B
Not the Kadet or Defensist-Socialist muusters ’

should govern and play the masters in Russia, but
the workers, peasants and saxlors themselves with
the. help of ‘the Sovxets of Workers’, Soldiers' and
Peasants' Deputies...."

="What Road to Take?" Rabotnitsa, .

18 October/1 _N_ovember 1917. -

\eral condmons of capitalist production, with the
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WOMEN AND- REVOLUTION '

\

By Judith Shapiro,- former member-of the
Lemmst Tendency of the Internatzonal Socialists

“"Debate over sharply counterposed approaches to
women's liberation played an-important ‘role in the
recent split in- the International Socialists. Approx1-

' mately one third of the. IS' membership.'formally
broke away on July 7 in an ill-defined leftist direction
arid is now organized as the "Revolutionary Socialist
League" (RSL).\The small "Leninist Tendency," which
had struggled for Marxist clarity throughout the
faction fight preceding the split, resigned from the IS
,at the plenum which expelled the RSL comrades. (For

a ‘full account -of the issues behind ‘the bitter fight
which r1pped the IS ‘apart; see Workers Vanguard
No.. 260 \

* While the woman question did not take center stage '

in'the fmal convulsion, a careful look at the record:of
thé battle reveals that this subject playedammportant
role in the polanzatmn process. While the leftward
bulge - was groping toward the rudlments of a Leninist °
approach, the present IS ma]onty was busy .codifying
further adaptatxons to feminism. Given the counter-
posed directions of motxon, great tension was bound
to*develop.

+." “The RSL has done nothmg more than restate basic:
revolutxonary Marxist principles on the woman ques-
tlon, with some flaws and amb1g'u1t1es. RSL writers
havée discussed the economic roots of women's op-

" préssion, noted the importance of revolutionary lead-

ership and rejected the view thdt feminism in fany
form is a revolutionary companion to Marxism. This
restatement of the Bolshevik theory and practice
consxstently upheld by the Spartacist League pro-
voked a great, storm- in the allegedly Leninist IS.

To'understand this IS allergy to elementary Marxism-
it is necessary to examine: the background of the’ IS
posmon. )

N . . Tt
™ }

' The Tradltion of Shuchtmamsm

4The IS majorlty, commentmg briefly in Workers’

Power No. 80 on the massive IS split, claimed that’

“the RSL, in takmg ‘up its_new- found near-Leninist:

position on women, was abandomng the traditions of
.revolutionary democratic socialism - from below,
thereby re]ectmg the ‘method of Shachtmamsm, of
which the IS is the historical continuator. .

‘The essential element in' the IS posxtmn on the
woman question is aninsistence that male-exclusionist

organizational 'forms are the appropriate vehicles for -
struggles for women's rights. But if ohé examines the -

history of Shachtmani$m from theé 1940 split in the
Socialist’ Workers Party (where it began) unt11 the

emergence of the radical middle-class women s movéL j

ment in the latter part of the sixties, one will nowhere*:
find-any’ mention -of thé importance of the IS-touted

AN

| Publlc Offlces

The Woman Question and the
p||t in the Internatlonal Soclallsts

with the consequent distrust of Lenin's concept of the
vanguard party—which leads it to this view. At the
root is the IS principle of quite consciously tailing
after any and all existing struggles. The."revolutionary
feminism" which is being retrospectively attributed to’
old-line Shachtmanism is a crude theoretical expres-]
sion of the -application-of this ‘tailist’ strategy to the
women's movement. Nowadays the IS majority has.
- wholeheartedly endorsed workerism, but it still re-
tains its fondness for the movements of the radiéal
middle classes. After all, it was capitulationist deep
immersion in these movements wh1ch built the: IS into
the organization it is today. A G

i

13

t
{
K
"'self-organiza'tion of women," nor, in fact, mu?:h'i
mention of the woman question at all. Why then does
the IS believe its championing of such methods o£i
organization—which the IS insists are necessary if
women are to be liberated, even given a triumphant
proletarian -revolution—is a basic Shachtmamte
principle? . o '

It is not just theIS' Stalmophobla and spontanelsm—

e s

The IS has carefully worked out 1ts approach to-

[
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orgamzatlons ‘'such as those of the women's hberatxon
movement. One enters an orgamzatmn on its own

terms, seeking to move it "a step at a time" to the .

left. The IS urges such movémentsto go to the working

class’ with their deféctive and anti-Marxist programs”
e, -
working-class program in the organizations it tries -

and consistently ' fights: against a  socialist,

to build, since a program of transitional demands
would "a11enate people” if put forward "prematurely" —
that is, at any time in the foreseeable future.

. The IS has carefully positioned itself a step to the
left. of the SWP. But. this supposed golden mean, be-
tween the outrageous opportumsts on the one hand and
the principled communist politics of the Spartacist
League on the other,: has proven to be a hollow cen-
’ ter. While the SWP's outspoken reformism has-suc-
( cessfully appealed to outspoken reformists, the Spar-

P

tacist League has attracted:not just revolutlonary
individuals within the ‘women's movement, but. whole
groupings (such as a collective in East Oakland which
the IS tried very hard to recruit, but which was- won
in its ent1rety to the SL). The poor IS, squeezed from
/ both sides, has been left with crumbs. :
{ . But the IS'.entire method: would be’ threatened if 1t
’ abandoned. this untenable middle ground for a revolu-
l tionary proletarian position, even on one question.
Demonstratmg once-again that the IS’ ‘opportinism,

| anti-vanguardism and "third camp" (that is, anti-: .
to reject not just

commumst) world view -lead it
Trotsky and Lenin but also Marx,! the IS has moved to'
- abandon-any pretense to/Marxxsm

All this retreating is done, of course, in the names

of-Lenin, Trotsky and. Marx, but it adds to its arsenal

of interesting anti- Marxist. concepts the notion of
"revolutionary feminism," which it considers an his-
torical sister to Marxism; not part of socialism, but
not: exactly a competitor exther The IS tendency has
historically been no theoretical slouch. when oppor-
tunist necessity demanded anti- Marxist "creativity.”
l‘
|
Z
{
%
l

Of course, the IS'is really just ‘sidling up to the .

SWPs vxewpomt in which. "consistent feminists"
somehow become Marxian socialists by: trymg hard

enough to be feminists. What the IS cannot understand
 is that Marxists are not’ pontlflcatmg abstractly when'.
they: insist that class divisions aré:primary, ‘that“

there are no "classless" movements in class society.

Marmsts oppose femlmsm, which isnot just a\des1re '

for ‘'women's - libération, but an ideology which sees
the oppressxon of women by. men, rather .than the ex-

plmtatxon of the proletarlat by capital, asthe essent1al '

axzs upon which the existing society turns.
'The assertion that the class division 'is prlmary

reﬂects the obvious truth that all other forms of. op- -
pression are felt differently by different classés. A
. working-class woman experiences her oppressionasa

woman in trivial, monotonous, enervating and time-
consuming housework unrewarding, - low-paid jobs;

gross;- sometlmes even physical, male. chauv1msm

For a bourge01s woman, her oppression as a w0man A
means- pr1mar1ly ‘her 1nab111ty to enjoy fully the priv-"

ileges of her class. For women of the petty bour-

geoisie it means somethmg in between, <

The IS! ‘anti-Marxism-is only just now flowering
on this question; it will soon publish-a pamphlet by -
Celia Emerson, IS right-wing theoretical hack, which *

fully’ dévelops this , bosition of "revolutlonary femi-

A

“ -’."\‘Ei -

o ‘ . i
nism." Those who have read previous SWP accounts

in- this .vein, such as Debby Woodroofe's Sisters In
Struggle (Pathfmder Press, August .1971), will leath

"*-“httle ‘new. about the battle- of the "gallant heroines:"

l

. A

But for the IS the Emerson viewpoint marks the spot

‘where the IS moved to the -right. Its middle posxtxon

untenable, leftward motion undesxrable, this direction

' was predictable.

[y

"Sisterhood or Class Str-uggle"
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The .change in IS pol1cy will be partlcularly no-
t1ceable because the line'of the previous year allowed
considerable .room for left-wing V1ews. The reason
for tkus was ‘simple: the usual IS practxce of papering
over dxfferences in the orgamzatlon by adopting as.
the .official pos1t10n a document vague enough_ to,
allow more than one grouping to read its views into
it. The document which served this purpose in thJ,s

" case ‘was llene kaler s, passed by the National

. branch executive committee.
carefully tailored: to avoid overstepping the outer_;—v

i/

“ization, it probably added insult to injury. Eventually
the Berkeley branch took the sténcils, which had been ;
left in its office for. storage, and sent them off to .
the National Office with a demand that they be pubhshed :

Commlttee at Thanksgwing. Despxte pages ‘of fudge

and obvmus feminist impulses, it had several parts 1

which permitted a class- struggle interpretation. oy

But there was a frenzy of deep concern and oppo-
sition throughout the IS nationally when some branches
of the IS took the document seriously and 1ntervened,
with such an orientation. This threat. from the left
aroused even the somnolent ‘Berkeley branch, whlch
devoted its little-used energles to protestmg agamst
these embarrassmg sectar1ans. )

A part1cular focus of the r1ght wing . was. abrief >

position paper which the San Francisco IS, distrlbuted-: :

.to a women's conference in late January. This leaflet
was drafted, at the urging, of the branch, by a member
of the Lemmst Tendency; it was approved by the_,.

limits of the IS lme, its clear Marxist approach was.

strikingly different from the usual IS. writing. Its.,
very title "Sisterhood or- Class Struggle” sent shock..‘
waves through the right- wing sections.of the organi-.
zation. Worse yet, the leaflet was favorably received,,

by women from the KPFA (Pacifica Radio Station).
Women's Collective who attended the conference, and:
they quoted from it on the air!

, Protests were heard from Seattle to New York at
th1s unbridled display of Marxism in publlc. The
Berkeley branch initially suggested that a joint Bay
Area "women's caucus” be convened to discuss the
politics of the leaflet. When the San. Francisco women
suggested that this was a subject for the whole organ-

in the internal bulletin.,

_ The leaflet. had, .in- faet already been sent for,'
comment - to the National Action Commlttee (the I8,
leadmg body) by the San Franc1sco branch which was.

Sure it had been within the limits of the new IS posi-
. tion.. By the time -the first reply was received, how-
ever, six weeks later, the drumbeat of the coming.
- faction fight could be heard clearly in the distange.

The NAC had referred a detailed discussion of thel .
San Franmsco leaflet to ‘the newly formed Women's -

»o - o continued on page 18

While the leaflet was -
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July 2, 1973

Barbara Zelleck
International Socialists

Dear Cde. Zelleck

,Several of my comrades who attended an Interna-
tional Socialist forum a few weeks ago dealing with
the work of the British I.S. in the woman arena re-
ported that you made a statement to the effect that
the Spartacist League had incorrectly’ represented a
Comintern document dealing with communist work
among women.

I wouldgreatly appreciate it if you would substantiate

thi_s public statement by .writing me at your earliest .

convenience and letting me know exactly where you
think the error(s) has (have) been made. If through a
faulty translation we have indeed misquoted the docu-

ment, we wish to make the appropriate correction. -

It not we want to put a stopto these allegations of the
LS. .

Sincerely, - _

D.L. Reissner N .
* for the Woman Commission of the

Central Committee of the Spartacist League

July 25, 1973

" - D.L. Reissner-

_The. Woman Commission of the Central
Committee of the Spartacist League .
Box 1377 G.P.O. -
New York, N.Y. 10001

Dear Comrade Reissner,

I have just .returned from a visit to the British
I.S. and found your communication,

Members of the International Socialists do not
make public charges, either written or spoken, against

members of other revolutionary organizations without .

first having checked their. facts. Nor do we publish
such important documents as those of the Communist
' International -without chécking their accuracy. \

The primary language in which proceedings of the..

Communist International were carriedon was German.

Thesen und Resolutionen Des III, Weltkongresses der.

Kommunistichen Internationale (Moskau, 22, Juni bis

\ 12, Juli 1921) are to be found at the 42nd Street New

York Public Library, on film, listed as *ZAN- 18,

Communist International, Bibliothek der Kommunis-
tichen Internationale, Nr. 20, Moscow, 1921.

. My primary source (smce I do not read German)

was the Manifestes, Théses et Résolutions des Quatre

Premzers Congrés Mondiaux de 1'International Com-.

muniste 1919-1923, Textes Complets, Bibhothéque
Communiste, Librairie du Travail, Juin 1934, Ré-
impression en fac-similé, Fran¢ois Maspero, 1972
The ciiscrepancies ‘between the French and Women
and Revolution texts I then checked (through an in-
termediary translator) w1th the German. .

-

i

..He—which also appeared in your article "Some ‘Com--

" WOMEN AND Rsvownou

1.S. SLANDER REFUTED .

Let me cite you but four discrepancies . ..[The (
"four discrepancies"™ are quoted in entirety below in .
the context of our reply.] : }

1t is strange that all your errors seem to be of one \
piece. That is they run counter to the Marxist con-~ }
ception of self-organization and self-emancipation of
the working class, i.e. of working men and working l
women organized as an independent class conscious \
force.

Sincerely, ' ) : )
Barbara Zeluck *
New York L.S.

August 8, 1973 -

Barbara Zeluck :
International Socialists “
17 East 17th Street

New York, New York 10003

Dear Comrade Zeluck:

We have received your, letter of July 25 in which
you persist. in. your allegation that the Spartacist
League/Women and Revolution "deliberately distorted®
a document of the Communist International which ‘we’
reprinted in previous issues of W&R. This outrageous

1

’-—‘ ey
JR—— - ‘ ——

ments on.Women and the Revolutionary Organizations" i
and which you publicly repeated at a forum- “which !
several members of the Spartacist League attended— {
will not be allowed to stand. . o
Since you proudly assert in your letter that 'mem- !
bers of the International Socialists do not make public, \
4

. charges, either written or spoken, against members:

of other revolutionary organizations “without first
having checked their facts” we have no choice but to’

‘assume that your action in making and repeating this‘ 1

baseless lie was deliberate and not merely the resuit /*
of sloppy research, and tbat you intend -to stand by
this accusation.-

The text of the Comintern. document which we re--
printed was taken word for word from the English’
translation of this. document made in 1921 (a Xerox
copy will be provided upon request). Therefore your
accusgation of "omissions, distortions and ‘absolute’

3 p———

Anventions" is a-fraud on the face of it."You may be

assured, that we have no intention of letting this: °
matter rest but will use your clumsy slander to; -
expose you. b
In. a future issue of W&R we intend to deal with'. -
the substantive question of the notoriously flawed
French version of the document which you used as 1
well as with your own further mistranslations in the!
service of the IS's point of view. However, this is !
beside the point as far-as you are concerned., What- j
ever the merits of the various’ versxons, our re-’
publication of the 1921 English transiation was letter- 1
perfect. Even if it.could be shown that your interpre-, )
tation of the French versxon were the correct’ one,, 1
your repeated accusations of deliberate falsificationon
our part is a disgustmg slander for which we demand

\‘.
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.an immedlate apology. . T
The record of the Spartacxst League for absolute
honesty is spotless (thus when wé do.make and dis-

and retractions). By - your' attempt- to. impugn our
\lntegrlty you have succeeded only in agam exposing
your orgahization, and yourself personally, as un-
worthy of consxderatlon by serlous revolut1omsts.
D.L. 'Reissner - - .

for the Woman Commission of the

Cent‘ral Committee of the Spartacist League

August 14, 1973

D.L Reissner
for the Woman Commission of the o
Central Committee of the Spartamst League .
Box 1377 G.P.O. ~ ‘
New York, ‘N.Y. 10001 T ’

>

~Dear Comrade Reissner, L i
l
;~ clarification and took the trouble, not to "allege”, but
) to cite some of the errors in the Women & Revolution

text ‘of the Commumst Internatlonal's Third Congress
resolution MTheses for PrOpaganda Among Wwomen",

The errors cited - were based on comparlson thh the _

orzgmal German text.

.Nelther in my letter nor durmg the d1$cu3s1on '
r forum onthe British Women's Liberation -

pérxodkat

Movement attended by some members of the’ Sparta-

cxst League, didIuse the term "deliberately distorted".

! 1 never made such a public charge. You have person-

‘ ally thus just,shot ‘down the "spotless” record of the
Spartacist League for "absolute honesty". = .

~ Beécause the Frenchtextof the Comintern resolutlon

J ls Kndwn to be- unrel1able, I checked it with the ori-

g1nal and reliable Gérman text. On Jbeing informed in'

a fraternal ‘manner - that the early Enghsh ‘text is
known to, be at least equally unreliable, without even
checking the errors cited, you persist in defending
| the’ proprxety pot only of re-publishing the 1921
Engllsh version;. "but of relying on it in"public debate.
. Since your purpose is clearly to "expose™ rather
than to clarify the points. at issue, I will not take'the’
\ trouble to cite examples of the dlspar1t1es that exist
- between the Women & Rewvolution version of the 1921
Enghsh translation and the 1921 English version in
the ‘collection of the New York Public Library at
y 42nd Street, catalogued as "8 SFN, .Communist Inter-

national; Third Congress, Moscow 1921, Theses- and

-~ Resolutions Adopted at the Third World Congress of
the Communist International, June 22-July 12, 1921,

1 pubhshed by .The Contemporary Publishing Assoma-
tion, New York Clty, 1921.". ‘

o "Expose" away, "Comrade . We are.sure that the -

struggles of ‘the yorking class~for power or for im-
proved workmg conditions—will be little effected by
your propen51ty for 1ntersectar1an debate of a non-

“political —~character (not.to mentlon your repeatedf

and - dellberate public slanders of the IS) I must

confess to finding your left goss1p sheet, Workers _
Vanguard highly amusing; but I.realize that my per- ’

‘sonal tastes are not w1de1y shared.

. cover errors we are careful to publish corrections

£ Despite the uncomradely- ‘tone of your first letter,
1 proceeded on . the assumption that you were seeking.

'%-not om1t to 1nc1ude the fact that my mternal
stcussmn Article, .in’ “which I did' use the term
"delibérately distorted" (a Judgment which your let-
ter of August 8, 1973 tends to support) appeared in

an internal 1.S. Bulletm, and that you secured a copy .

of that Bulletin through either (1) outright thievery,

" o7 (2) planting an agent of the Spartacist League w1th-

in the LS. Such are ,The1r Morals"; not Ours.
Barbara Zeluck -
New York LS. ° . ,

EDITOR S NOTE We have reprmted above an ex-
change of correspondence between Barbara® Zeluck of
the International Socialists and D.L. Reissner of: the
Spartamst League. This exchange was triggered by ah
article by  Zeluck, "Some Comments on Women and
the Revolutionary Orgamzatlon, which appeared inlS

' 'Internal Bulletin of 1 May 1973. We are publishing’

below an article by Comrade V.Z.of the SL discussing
m ‘detail ‘the specific - allegations ‘made by Zeluck
agamst the SL. Before proceedmg to that- d1scuss1on,
however, the Editors of W&R consider it 1mportant
to set this dispute in its political context.

As our editorial. statement in this issue, "Toward
a Communist Women's Movement,” makes clear, the
Spartacist League seeks to stand upon the basic prm-
ciples of revolutmnary organization which guided the
communist movement of Lenin .and Trotsky, in parti-

cular the position worked out most fully by the Com--

munist International in'its revolutionary period. Cen-
tral to the Comintern's orientation was\the under-
standing Of the need for special organ1zat1ons for work
among women, -indissolubly, hnked to the proletanan

. vanguard party itself. It was in ordér to emphasize

this -concept of communist organizations for work
among women ("transitional orgamzatmns") that we

reprmted in issues No. 2 and No. 3 of W&R, a docu-"
ment on work among women adopted by the Commtern,

in‘1921,
So far so good. The' Internatlonal Somahsts mean-

' shevxst pohtlcs, which over the woman questlon con-

I

s1sted largely of insisting on the needfor the 1nvx01able
"self-orgamzatlon of the different strata of the op-
pressed (for elaboration of this: view, see the analysis

of the IS'position on the woman question'in the article '~

in: \’thls issue by Judith Shapiro). The IS'.insistence
on ‘"self—orgamzatlon" was of course part-of its per-

'vasxve “opportunistadaptation to the multi-vanguardist

nood of the petty-bourgeois -New Left, which viewed

: the/ proletanat as atbestonapar with other oppressed -

sectors of society, and the proletarian vanguard as
an’ - elitist device’for 'the- continued sub]ugatmn of
blacks, women, natlénal m1n0r1t1es, youth, etc. The

_New Left the black’ nat1onahsts,. the feminists, the

youth vanguardxsts shmlly insisted on the revolutlon-
y' thrust of each’ oppressed . grouplng orgamzmg
in’ exclusionary "movements," and the IS tailed

'along prating -about, "sélf-organization.” But like all

rev1s1omsts, rather than exp11c1t1y repudiating Marx-

1sfri? the IS sought.to find justifications for its pos1-

tlons in' the Marx1$t trad1t10n 1tse1f

contznued on next page
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WOMEN AND REVOLUTION

LS. Slander Refuted

Enter Barbara Zeluck eager volunteer for the

thankless job of finding a "Marxist" historical cover’

for the politics of the IS. Insome cases, the historical
cover was explicitly Menshevist. For example, unlike
the’ SL. understanding of bodies such as a. women's
commission within the party as mechanisms to

achieve a division of labor in the implementation of .

a political line determined by the party as-a whole,
Zeluck puts forward the IS. view of an internal

political grouping whose purpose is apparently to whip -

the male ISers into line:

"In 1907, when she was a member of the Menshevik
organization, [Alexandra] Kollantai alsopostulated the
formation of women's collectives within the party. in
order to impress on the men comrades 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 (i.e. to perform the functions
- to be served by the projected IS Women's Commission,
which we all support)," [original emphasis]
—Barbara Zeluck, "Women and the Revolutionary

Organization™" \ .

- If only these latter-day Mensheviks would simply
content themselves with fighting for Menshevism! But
alas, while the actual views and methods of the Men-
sheviks may be quite popular among the petty bour-
geoisie, the Mensheviks themselves are discredited

(to say the least), as reformists/and centrists of all

stripes rush to associate themselves with the names
(though not the views) of Marx, Lenin and sometimes
even Trotsky. So Zeluck, appropriately, resorts tothe
device of quoting Lenin and the Comintern and hoping
that nobody will notice how. the IS line takes off at
right angles from “its views. Thus Zeluck includes

even the following quote from Lenin which flatly con-

tradicts the Ménshevist view: : ..
"We want no separate organizations of communist
-women! She who is a Communist belongs asa member
of the Party, just as he who is a Communist. They

have the same rights and duties. There can beno - -

difference of opinion on that score.

"However, we must 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 contact with the Party; and keepmg‘
them under its influence. This naturally requires that’
we carry on systematxc work among the women., We.

must teach the awakened women, win them over for

- the proletarian class struggle under the leadership of:
the Communist Party, and equzp them for it." [ehslon
and emphasis by Zeluck]

—~"Women and the Revolutxonary Orgamzatxon

In the course.of her article, Zeluck also presented‘

extracts from the Comintern's .1921 document on
women.

After all, Lenin isn't around to defend him’self
against Zeluck's "interpretations™ of the Comintern's
views: But the Spartacist League is. 'And Spartacist
League supporters had recently republished the 1921
Comintern document in W&R. And the Spartacist

League was busily propagandizing the views: of the -

Comintern document, exposing the revisionists by
drawing attention to the gross departures of groups
like the IS from the authentic traditions of Marxism.
What was Zeluck to do? Simple enough—just announce

that the text printed in, W&R  was a forgery, thereby -

in one fell swoop ehmmatmg Jboth the text and the

Spartacist League from. consideration by those who "
might not be looking too closely at the.IS' pretensions -

to be following in the footsteps of the Comintern.
-The particular device Zeluck employed was isix
interlocked and extended "footnotes" to her article
("Some Comments on Women and the ‘Revolutionary
Organization® in an IS internal bulletm) whose import

is that the Comintern didn't mean what. it unambig-.

uously and repeatedly said, but rather what-the Men-
shevik Zeluck said it said, and that the W&R:text
of what' the Comintern said is a forgery. What is
behind all of the factual and textual argument is the
IS' denial of the Commtern s central thrust: that the

. conscious. class’ struggle for communism transcends
and absorbs the struggle against the oppression of.

women, resolving the latter into irreconcilably coun-

terposed individualistic bourgeois- feminism on.the.
one side; and the struggle for the communist emanci- -

pation of the whole of humanity on the other. . .

Zeluck made her hair-raising proclamation of
W&R's "omissions, distortions and absolute inven-

tions" very privately, in an: internal IS bulletin. No.

doubt she assumed that the SL had no access to this

-bulletin; hence her protestations of indignation in her

second letter at our daring to know or take note of
her document. (Trotsky once noted that when petty-

bourgeois elements start speaking of morahty, youj
 had better put your hand over your wallet, Strlpped of

its hysterical references to' theft or planting agents,
the Zeluck position amounts to  the view that 1t s all

right to lie so long asit's only to your own comrades'):
A little later, she repeated orally in a public forum a

sanitized and minimized version of her accusations,

‘hoping to discredit the SL without saying anything .

specific on which -she could be nailed. Following the
inquiry by Reissner-on the part of the SL, Zeluck's’

first letter charged: "It is strange thatall your errors-

seem to be of one piece,” but -her second letter in
effect “denied that she had ever charged  us with

"deliberate distortion" (except; of course, in the sac-
- rosanct internal bulletin). :

Despite Zeluck's later pseudo-scholarlly obfusca-

tions, the factual core of the dispute is her charge

that the SL publication of the Comintern document
contained "omissions, distortions and absolute inven-
tions." She begins by seeking to "prove" this 'by

counterposing to our published text her translations

of the French text. It is of course true that a dispute
over the correct translation of a document canonly be

. cleared up by ‘recourse to authentic originals in the

hands of competent mu1t111ngual researchers. It is
nice that Zeluck knows some French, buther counter-
posing the equally' derivative French text to our use

of the Comintern's own English translation is but an’

exercise in empty, petty-bourgeoxs academic preten-
tiousness. Upon finding out that her attempt to elevate
the French version to the statustof an “or1g1nal"
would not hold up, she tried’ the German.

Stripped of the: mterestmg but peripheral textual
arguments,  the dispute comes down to the question
of the SL's integrity in publishing the Comintern
document as authentic. Whatever the merits or defi=
ciencies of the English version that” W&R printed,

e —— ) N -
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Vthey are beside the point since the putative "errors®

are not our "errors® but those of Comintern com-
missions and/or translators.of 42 years ago. Forced
to confront this, Zeluck tries one last brazen evasion;
she asserts that she "will not take the trouble to cite
examples of the disparities that exist between the
Women and Revolution version of the 1921 English
translation and tlie 1921 English version in the col-
lection of the New York Public Library...." Since all
parties in the dispute have already gone to a great
deal of "trouble™ over this affair, why this sudden
reticence? It is simple; there are no "disparities"®
whatsoever!

Zeluck's account of where the "real” document is
to be found is of no help to us; we took our text di-

N\

rectly from that document and haVe carefully checked -

. it against the self-same volume ih the New York Pub-

lic. Library to which Zeluck refers us. But since
Zeluck has thoughtfully provided the reference, we
urge interested readers to . write us for .copies of
No.. 2 and No. 3 of ‘W&R and check it against the ori- .

-ginal 1921 Comintern English-language version. Short

of claiming that the SL has secretly altered all pub-
licly available 1921 copies to correspond with our

"distortions,” Zeluck has no deferise left. Her case

has been laughed out of court. -

Finally, let us lay to rest once andfor all Zeluck's
final, desperate allegation that our exposure of her
lie~her attempt to disown the Comintern's -own
English-language translation as the SL's "distortion"—
was illegitimate because we could only have obtained
knowledge of it through planting agents or outright
thievery. Well, Comrade Zeluck, at least at the time
you wrote your document, if not now, there wére in
the IS a number of comrades who thought sufficiently
well of the SL, whatever their disagreements with our
politics, to make immediate and forceful inquiries as
to the correctness of the Comintern material pub-
lished in W&R., Our source was not your paranoid
Watergate. world of planted double agents and burglars,

"Some Comments " on ‘Women and tﬁe Revolutionary

Organization” in an'IS internal bulletin of 1 May"

1973, on our supposedly intentional alterations .of
basic Comintern statements Zeluck had writfen:

"This is not to say that the Theses of the 3rd Con-
gress of the C.I. opposed the separate organization of
women outside the party. Quite the contrary. In this
connection, it is to be noted here that the position of
the C.I. .is not to be confused with that of the Sparta-
cist League. The latter, in its publication of the C.I.
* Theses in its Women and Revolution No, 2 and No 3

has deliberately distorted said Theses.

"In cheécking the Women and Revolution texts agamst
the French originals (as republished in facsimile in
1972 by Francois Maspero), I dxscovered omissions,
distortions, and absolute inventions. " "four emphasis]

This is a far cry from the pretensions to scholarly

objectivity of her two letters to D.L. Relssner -which, -

n.b., demonstrate Zeluck's cognizance of the fact that

there exists no such thing as a "French original,"

that in fact this French text is, as Zeluck writes,

"known to be unreliable," is, to put,it bluntly, notor- _

ious for its‘inexactness as well as its incompleteness.
This "scholarly" flexlblhty then serves a very
definite political purpose, the "unmasking" of the sup-
posedly bureaucratically deformed Spartacist League,
Zeluck"concludes her listing of supposedly- purposxve
SL mlstranslatxons with the words:
" "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 comrades, to submit to bureaucratic control.

The net result, were they to be successful in their’

intention, would of course be the impossibility of
'creative activity and initiative'.on the part of women,
and, as a necessary consequence, the 1mpossibxlity of
a v1ctorious proletarxan revolution,”

While Zeluck publxcly charged the SL with dehber-
ate distortion of Comintern documents at an IS forum

"held in New York in June (Sy Landy, then of the IS,

but some of your own comrades with sufficient social- -.

ist integrity to know that there is a fundamental rela-
tionship between Marmst class’ conscmusness and
truth. oo , ‘

’ P B

The recent exchange of correspondence between
Barbara Zeluck of the International Socialists and
D.L. Reissner of the Spartacist League Commission
for Work Among Women presents us with a welcome
opportunity to correct various errors in the transla-
tion'of the Comintern documents published in Women

_and Revolution, Nos. 2 and 3, while also exposing the

/

fraudulent and cynical methods’ of the IS. First, .

let it be said, the self-righteous sectarian re-.
lish of Comrade Zeluck notwithstanding, that the
errors to which she points in this translation ‘stem
not from the Spartacist League but from the official
English translation which we in good faith reprinted,

Theses and Resolutions adopted at the Third World -

Congress of the Communist International (June 22nd-
July 12th, 1921) (New York: The Contemporary Pub-
lishing Association, 1921), admittedly without checking
this against the German-original. Zeluck's charge of
deliberate dlstortlon thus stands revealed as utterly
baseless In a series of - footnotes tol her artlcle,.

\ 3
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insinuated the same at an IS forum in the Bay Area
held over Memorial Day weekend), the fact that she
has not attempted to substantiate her charges in pub-

< - - continued on next page
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.S. Slander Refuted
lic—charges which, if sustained, would go far toward
discrediting the SL—1s a reflectlon of the simple fact
that these charges will not in fact stand up to even
casual scrutiny. Instead, she has been caught out in
lying to members of her own orgamzatlon ("French
originals™) in an attempt to harden them up against

.the revolutionary ‘politics of the SL in the process of

internal differentiation then taking place in-the IS,

‘ Since the purported "errors" inthe W&R Comin-
tern texts stem not from us but from the official Eng-
lish' translation, it’might seem superfluous to examine
these in detail, blessed as ‘we are with Comrade
Zeluck's corrections, But alas, despite her monumen-
tal Self-assurance, Zeluck's scholarshlp leaves much
to be de51red Let us then'deal with these supposed
correctlons in order,

"GENERAL PRINCIPLES IV, paragraph 4:

... French text, 'page 144: 'Mais le communisme est en
. méme -temps le but final de tout le prolétariat. Par

consequent la lutte de l'ouvrilre et de l'ouvrier pour

ce but commun doit, dans 1'intérét de tous les deux,

‘6tre menée en commun et inséparablement.’

My translation: '...But Communism is at the same
,,tlme the final aim of the whole proletariat. Conse-
quen\tly, the struggle of working women and working
men for this common aim must, in the interests of
both be orgamzed in common and mseparably
“ Your translatlon, on the other hand, ends: 'under a

2

+ - "united leadership and control.’ ,
-The German reads (page 151): 'Der Kommunismus ist

.aber glelchzextlg das Ziel des gesamten Proletariats;
» - -folglich muss der Kampf/der Arbeiterinnen und Ar-
beiter im Interesse beider Seiten gemeinsam und
_ geéschlossen geflihrt werden,'"
—Excerpt from letter ‘of B. Zeluck to
D.L. Reissner, 25 July 1973

“{: In her’ letter ‘Zeluck claims to have had re- ~
course to an "intermediary translator" for the Ger-

man {which she does not ‘know) and states that this

translator. vérified the correctness of her translation’

from the'. French. Nonetheless the German original
repeatedly ‘stands in contradictiorto her version, Thus
an exact translation of the German would be ", .. But

"Communism is at one and the same time the goal of

the 'proletarlat as a whole,.wherefore the struggle of
working women and workmg men must,. in the interest

“of both, be conducted in common and unzfzedly " The
. question here is the meaning of "geschlossen," liter-
“ally "in closed fashion," en bloc, unitedly, unifiedly.

The English translator~of 1921 clearly thought that
the revolutionary solidity ("geschlossen") was to be

provided by party leadership, and the text, indeed the -
. whole frame of reference, of the "Theéses" as a whole, -

as wellas Zetkin's and Kollontai's supporting speeches,
conflrm thls ‘The French text is incorrect here: "en
commun et inséparablement” clearly trivializes the
content mto male-female unity, i.e., offers two para-
phrases of the German " gememsam, while overlook-
ing geschlossen " ' .. '

"2, GENERAL PRINCIPLES, V, paragraph 1:

.French text, page 144: 'Le 3¢ Congrés-de 1'Interna;

tionale Communiste ¢onfirme les principes fondamen-

taux du marxisme revolutionnaire suivant lesquels il
-~ .n'y a point de questions 'spécialement féminines’';
tout rapport de l'ouvrlere avec le fémlmsme

’

: . - WOMEN AND'REVOLUTION

bourgeois...' . o
My translation: 'The 3rd Congress of the Communist
International confirms the fundamental principles of
revolutionary ‘Marxism, according to which there is
no 'special woman. question’; every relationship of
working women with bourgeois feminism..."

Your inclusion of 'no specific woman's movement' in’

' that first sentence’ does not appear in the original.
The German reads (pp.:151-152): 'Der III. Kongress
der ’Kommumstischen Internationale betont dengrund-
A
legenden Satz des revolutxonaren Marxismus, dass
es keine 'besondere Frauen.frage gibt und dass jeg-
liches - Zusammengehen der Arbeiterinnen mit dem
kapitalistischen Feminismus. .." . /
) _ ~B. Zeluck, Ibid.
. 2: The -sense of the German is: "The 3rd Con-
gress of the Communist International emphasizes the
basic principle of revolutionary Marxism that there
exists no 'special women's question’ and that every

act of cooperation of working women with capitalist '

feminism leads to a weakening of the forces of the
proletariat. , . ." The Comintern's En‘glish translation
utilized in W&R took the liberty of adding "no specific
women's movement," as Zeluck notes. -

"3. METHODS OF AC’I‘ION AMONG WOMEN, 3. -C. (5),
paragraph 2:
French text, page 145: 'Tout le travail des sections
féminines devra étre fait sous la direction immédiate
et sous la‘responsabilité des comités du Parti.'
My translatlon "The entire work of the women's Sec-
tions should be carried on under the immediate lead-
ership and responsibility of the Party Committees.’
Women and Revolutzon 'The entlre work of the Sec-
tions or Comimittees should be carried on.under
the direct control and responsibility of the Party
Committees.’ . L . .
The German (page 155) reads: 'Die Parteikomitees
haben die genaue Arbeit der Kommissionen unmittel-;
bar zu leiten und smd fir sie verantwortlich.”

—B. Zeluck, Ibid,

3 A word-for-word., rendering of the German

. would be, "The party committees are to immediately

direct'the detailed [or:exact] work of the commissions
and are responsible for them [or: for this (meaning
work)|"; a more literate rendering would be, "It is
the task of the party committees to provide immediate
direction" etc. Zeluck was either unaware of the two
meanmgs of "direction" in French ("leadership™ vs.
"dlrectlon," in the sense of directing or controlling a
thing) or was prevented by her IS blinders from even
a side glance at the second. Here the latter.is clearly
meant, since the German text employs the verb "leiten"
(meaning to direct) rather than the noun "Leitung"
(meaning m"leadership").. (The German -for Zeluck's
version would be "under der unmittelbaren Leitung

" der Parteikomitees," but this would entail a restruc-

" turing of the entire sentence.

"4, METHODS OF ACTION AMONG WOMEN 3.c. (5),
paragraph 4:
_French text, page 145: !Toutes.les mesures et toutes
" les tﬁches qui s 1mposent aux commissions et aux
sectlons des ouvriéres devront etre réalisées par
elles, d'une manjére indépendante. .
"My translatlon 'All the measures and all the tasks

imposed on the Commissions and on the Sections of °
. working women should be handled by the women; m :

an independent fashion, .

You ‘reversed the /meanmg of this statement by in-
corporatmg the word 'not', thus: 'All measures and
problems of the Sections.. .must not be handled by

- - .
————— T e & -
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- them independently..." . ,

The 'German (page ‘156): 'Die Kommissionen sollen

. 'selbstancng alle Massregeln clurchfuhren, dxe sxch vor
.ihnen erheben. .

—B. Zeluek, Ibzd

4: Here the, German text suffers from tele-
scoping two successive actions into one. A literal
translation, would be, "The commissions are to inde-
pendently carry out all measures which are raised be-
fore them[or: which are brought to their attention], . ;':"

present in the official English translation, but her
own version of this passage is equally faulty. In her

. "French original™ "realisées par elles" cannotgram-

matically refer to "women" but only to "commissions
and sectlons," both of which are feminine in French,
Less significant is her mlsrendermg of "s' 1mposent"

as "imposed on": in the sense "thrust oneself upon"

the French verb constitutes an exact equwalent of the - .

German (as translated above).

Now in her: first letter to Reissner Zeluck had
(wisely!) refrained ,from bringing up two further
‘charges of intentional distortion included inher inter-
nal document. (At this point she was presumably un=
aware that a copy of this document was in our posses-

' sion.) We cite her footnotes 4 and 5:

% Zeluck rightly -objects -to' the "not" unwarrantedly

"4, 'A member of the local party, commnttee should

plete invention)). .

/ "5, 'Communists should be members of these com-
mittees 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 thing, they appear to

{
{
{
e be at the head of such sectionor commxttee ' ((A com-
|
i

4 " be saying that women cannot be real 'commumst

comrades'!))".
—B. Zeluck,
Revolutionary Organizations," 1 May 1973

At this point it has become necessary to cite the

whole of the s€cond paragraph under Arabic 5 of.the

"Theses" in a translation from the German original:

"It is the duty, of the party committees to provide im-

mediate direction for the exact work of the commis-

sions, for which they are responsible. At the head of

every commission should stand a member of the com-
" mittee, Insofar as possible several communists should
- be members of these commissions,”

So much for our "complete invention," But what of
Zeluck's vaunted French text, with its 1ncred1b1y
rud1mentary translation error (mlstakmg German
"mehrere," "several," for. "mannllche, "male™)?
Moreover, once one regards this paragraphas awhole,
as opposed to the bits and snippets approacéh pre-
ferred (for good reason!) by Zeluck, her threadbare

* justification (in footnote 3 of her article) for preferring

|

‘the vague "leadership" to the unambiguous party
"control” as translationfor French "direction” ("Whlle

'control' is a possible translation of the French word -

“direction,' the Jatter is almost invariably translated
as 'leadership’. ") stands revealéd asthe emasculation
of Leninist organizational prmcxples that it is. .

We do not. make this charge lightly. The whole"
thrust of the "Theses goes against this'IS downplaying
of the role of the party. Thus this paragraph 5is pre-
‘ceded (on the very same page') by a passage which,
recognizing the effects upon women of millenia.of op-

"Some Comments on Women and the

N

pression, therefore calls for:

"...the creation of special' organs for carrying out
[communist] work among women. Such organs are
sections and commissions, which must be organized
for all Party Committees from the C.C. of the Party
down. to the city-level or county-party committee.

This decision is binding on all parties belongmg to the
Communist Internatxonal "

This uhambiguous assertlon of the party-charactm
of the women's commissions Zeluck accordingly has
in her artiéle -to water down into "Sections or Com-.
missions, functxonmg in close assomatlon with all
party commlttees. - :

We would suggest then, that the shift in tone from
the scholarly detachment (fraudulent) of Zeluck's
first letter to the sectarian virulence (genume) of her
second is capable of a perfectly stralghtforward ex-
planation, her learning from Reissher's second letter.
that we had a copy of this- internal discussion article,
Realizing that we had the goods on her—ln the matter
of the "French originals" and that documnent's charges
. 4 and 5, judiciously omitted in her first letter—her

sole recourse, was to attempt to shift the grounds of -

discussion by inveighing against Workers Vanguard
as a "left gossip sheet.”

In fact Zeluck's second letter is devoidof substance,
that is_if one excepts her charge of "the disparities

that exist between the Women and Revolution version’

of the 1921 English translation and the 1921 English
version in the collection of the New.York Public
Library at 42nd Street," which Zeluck could "not take
the trouble to cite”—a wise action on her part, since
it was this translatmn which we reprmted verbatzm
.in W&R! :

One final comment on. Zeluck's systematxc down-
. playing of the role -of the party. The "Resolution on
Forms and Methods of Communist Work Among Wom-
en" passed by the Second International Women's Con-
ference in Moscow and adopted at the Third Congress.’

of the Comintern concurrently with the :"Theses"

presents in particularly concise form just those prin-
ciples adhered to by the Spartacist League but which
an IS-mentality automatically rejects:

"...it is the duty of all parties affiliated to the 3rd
'Intern'ational,ffor all their organs and institutions—
from the lowest to the highest—to erect women's com-

3

. mittees headed by a member of the party leadership. -

..These women's committees...are, in all areas
and at all times, to-operate under Party direction
while nonetheless possessing the necessary freedom
of action to apply such methods and forms of work and
to create such devices as seem indicated, with a .
view to the success of their work, by the special

character of women and their, so far riot yet'over- .

come, special position in society and in the family."
. —Protokoll des IIl. Kongresses der Kommunis-
tischen Internationale (Moskau, 22. Juni bis 12.
~ Juli 1921), Bibliothek der Kommunistischen -
Internationale XXIII (Hamburg:.Verlag der Kom-
. munistischen Internanonale, 1921), pp. 932- 33

It'is thls interpenetration of creative initiative and

party direction which will/ remain forever incom- .

prehensible to the ill= -assorted denizens' of the IS :

swamp. &
-V. 2.
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(Contmued from page Q ' 3 N

History of the Journal Rabotnitsa

Rabotnitsa and it was decided that the journal would
make its first appearance on 23 February/8 March—
International Women's Day—1014. Subscriptions were

- advertised in Prauda and advance sales were quite'

" successtul,

_Since the editorial board had no office, its first
meeting on 6/19 February 1914 took place in Sam-
.-oilova's apartment, where, in addition to the editors,
‘eight women factory representatives were also
present,

The second editorial board meeting was scheduled

for 18 February/3 March 1914 inKudelli's apartment,
but _Elizarova arrived late at that meeting to find
only an empty apartment. The police had gotten there
-earlier and arrested the entire editorial board. The
governor's written permission for the publication of
‘Rabotnitsa which the women produced was of noavail.
Following deténtion in St. Peterburg's Viborg Prison
for several weeks,-they were exiled from the region
and placed under police surveillance for threeyears.
Due to her tardiness, Elizarova had escapedarrest.
Now only she was 1éft to complete the tagk of publishing
Rabotnitsa in time for International’ Women's Day.
‘Working with incredible energy and determination, she
‘succeeded in meeting the deadline, and 12,000 copies

-of the first issue did appear, asplanned, on the prole-

‘tarian holiday.
Feminist organizations had been founded in Russia

as early as 1905. Like feminist organizations today,

they believed that the fundamental social distinction

was one of sex, rather than class—that men are the -

enemy. They were also similar to such familiar fem-
inist organizations as the National Organization.of
Women in that they were, by and large, organized by,
composed of and operated in the interests of bourgeois
women; they had very little impact on working women.

Krupskaia, who wrote the lead article in the first

issue of Rabotnitsa, took:- the opportunity to draw a-

sharp distinction- between Bolshevik and feminist

methods of work among women. Feminist ideology,
‘which survivesto this day, continues to mislead women: .
- and to prolong their oppression under capitalism, and

we are still forced to Struggle against it .and to
delineate its differences from Marxism.

Ms_q Struggles to Survive

_The first issue was a sliccess, but a new wave of

arrests among the most militant working women and
the’ difficul

' _be a financial drain on the Party.

Working women, however, demanded its continua- '
tion. The new editorial office on Yamskaia Street was , .
._deluged with subscriptions and correspondence. This'

popular support reinforced Elizarova's determination

- to continue publishing Rabotnitsa despite all difficul-"
ties, and after a great deal of effort she finally man- -
"aged to find a printer who consented to work on the 4!
journal. “The ‘editorial staff did' sewing to pay for’

.

of finding a printer called the continued -
existence of the journal intoquestion. Within the Party,
too, some. comrades discouraged the publication ofa’
‘geparate women's journal on the grounds that it would -

Al
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Editorial bodard of Rabotnitsa in 1917, Top row, from
left: Nikolaeva, Kudelli, Samoilova, Bottom row, from/

left; Elizarova Kollontai Stul' Bonch-Bruevich

paper and printing costs and to cover losses. The

-second issue; appeared in March, the third And féurth’

issues appeared in April and the fifth appeared at
the beginning of May. Every issue, costing four kopeks
a capy, was quickly sold out, chiefly to factory workers.

- One issue was confiscated by the police because of
two articles entitled "Wave of Disease Among Work-
ers" and "They Became Angry" and a poem called
"Working Woman." "Wave of Disease Among Workers"

" dealt with the mass poisonings of working women at
‘the Treugol'nik Rubber Factory in St. Petersburg and
‘other rubber factories in RussiainMarch, 1914, These

incidents aroused the indignation of workers through-
out the country and overcame the initial reluctance
of the relatively well-paid working women in the rubber
industry to participate in working-class struggle:
Then, as now, capitalist enterprise operatedto produce
profits for the bourgeoisie and with little regard for
the welfare of the workers. At this time, rubber manu-
facturers were cutting costs by using a low quality
benzine with toxic properties which induced dizziness
in the workers and sometimes causedblindness.

- The publication of Rabotnitsa was mterruptedby the’
outbreak of World War I in July 1914, when many
workers' newspapers were.suppressed in Russia and’

hundreds “of radicals were imprisoned or exiled to

Siberia. The great popularity whichthe journal enjoyed-

in 1914 had been created by only seven issues (two of - -
. which had been confiscated) over a period of five

months. In this short time, Rdbotnitsa had become an
authentic organ of working womep, in which they dis-

\v
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[ Front pagé of the first issue of gabotnltsa dated 23 7
? February [International Women's Day] 1914,

cussed their ‘needs and their struggles and around
(i which they united and organized. Now it was silenced

by the autocracy and would not reappear until that
autocracy had been overthrown. The discontinuation of
Rabotnitsa in Russia did not, of course, affect the;
existence of its. ed1tor1a1 board in. exile, which con-"
tinued to intervene in the 1nternat10nal working:-

d1e)
- . N +
de e - ! N

Orgamzmg for October o B

~ J A
» Publication of Rabotnitsa resumed in May 1917,
under the editorship of Krupskaia, Elizarova, Kollon-:

.tai, Samoilova, Kudelli and Velichkina. Thefirstissue
carried a series of resolutions which had beenpassed
in several plants and factories, notes on the women's, '

- movement in Russia and abroad, greetings to Russian,

" working women from the Swedish and Finnish Socjal,
Democratic Parties and greetings from the editors of-
Pravda, who expressed their confidence that the,

I} renewed journal would successfully rally broadstrata,

of proletarian women so that "on the ruins of tsarism,; -~

they would build the temple of soc1al1sh1 hand ih hand~

with proletarian men. .

* Subsequent issues dealt with such contemporary«
questions as the war, the eight-hour working day, the -

} elections to district dumas and child labor. As an:

organ of the Central Committee of the Bolshevik:
Party, Rabotnitsa sought to advance Bolshevik politics
and to argue for Bolshevik positions on all of these

" questions. But it functioned not only as a literary.
vehicle for the dissemination of Bolshevik propaganda;;
and agitation, but also as a collective orgamzer. The g

/ first meetings of Petrograd working women were .

. orgamzed by Rabotnitsa, as were several protestsu

| and demonstrations. Forums bore suchtitles as: "Who,; , .

f Needs the War?" "The Workmg Woman and the High-,

. N
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Cost of Living," "Women's Labor," and "The Protec-
tion of Motherhood.” In June 1917, the editors or-
ganized an international antiwar protest in Petrograd.-
This was the first public international meeting ever
to-be held in Russia and it-drew over 10,000 people..

The following month Rabotnitsa organized a demon- .

stration to, protest the high cost of living, which also
attracted thousands of ‘working people. :

During the "July Days," when the Bolshevik Party
was persecuted by the Provisional: Government and its

. presses were closed :down, Rabotnitsa remained. the

only functioning Bolshevik pubhcatlon. In it, Lenin

" sought to publish his. article, "Three Crises.. When .
troops arrived at the ‘printers to confiscate the issue, .
working ‘women risked.imprisonment to.rescue it, At

the very moment the- search was being carried out, ‘the,

women managed to sneak stacks of the journal past, '
the soldiers and hide them. Later,..they distnbuted.

them in the factorles. .

A great -deal of agitation was carried out in the,

pages of Rabotnitsa during the days immediately pre;,
cedmg the. October Revolutlon. A typlcal agitatwnal»:
art1c1e was "What Road to. Take?" which. appeared on
the front _page of the 18‘ October/l November 1917
issue. . C e
Just. pr1or to the Bolshevxk seizure of power in.
October 1917, Rabotnitsa organized the First All- Cxty
Conference of Petrograd Workmg Women, which was,,
attended- by 500 delegates representmg .80,000° work-

ing, women. This conference passeda resolutlon wmch y
among other things, standardized the work day at eight

hours and banned labor for children under the age.of

16. One of the.aims of the conference was to prepare,
- non-Party workmg women for, the. cominguprlsmg and. .

to acquaint them with the goa.ls that the Soviet govs
ernment planned to pursue after the establishment of

B
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Hlstory of the Journal Ra R_lmtn.ltsg

the dictatorship of the proletariat -
‘Conference dxscussrons were lnterrupted by theg
actual: outbreak of armed struggle. .The . delegates:
thereupon ‘adjourned temporarily and partxcrpated il
the ‘Revolution. The conference was resumed 1mmedi,y
ately - after the Bolshevik vmtory. .

PRI

' Under the Dictntorshlp of the Proletarlut |

S Gt . .
In November 1918, Rabotmtsa couvened the’ Fxrst

" All-Russian Conference of wOrkmg Wonien and Peas- |
" ant’ Women ‘Which miet in Moscow. Priorto this’ con-

ference, a bureau of convocation dlspatched _agitators
throughout Russia—eéven to the front-line regions—to
inform’ women about the conference and to:facilitate
the election of delegates. In'the.difficult conditions .
created by the Civil War, it was expectedthat approxi-
mately 300 delegates wouldbe elected, but the response

of the women was overwhelming andthe actual number
was 1,147, '

The conference, whlch convened .on 16 November
1918, was presided .over by K. L, kaolaeva and-was
addressed by Sverdlov and. Lenm. It -took up. such
questions’ as the problems of working womenin Soviet
Russra, the family and communist government, prob
lems of social welfare, the. internatrona.l revolutxon
and working women;, organizatmnal problems, the
struggle against prost1tut10n in- Soviet Russra, the
struggle against child labor and the housmg problem
" During the discussion. of organizationa.l problems,
the - question of separate and. autonomous . women’s:.
organizations to deal with women's neéds was raised.
This position, which remains a cornerstone of fem-:
inism, was resolutely opposed by the delegates on the -
grounds. that working women, although oppressed both
as workers and as women, ‘could be liberated only
through the liberation 'of the éntire workmg class,
i.e., through conimunism. Th1s ‘decision wag
confirmed by later congresses, including ‘the ' 'I‘hird
Congress . of the Communist’ Internatiofial held i
Moscow in July 1921, -which- published a resolutxon
stating the basic Marxxst proposition that there is no
separate woman question and that class collaboratlon
between working women and bourgeo1s feminism leads
to the undermining of the proletarlan struggle, thereby
delaying the triumph of ‘the socialist revolution and

" the ' advent- of communism, which alone: can .insung.sgutesd; s

| ,‘fFrom Femlmsm to Trotskylsm

women's ultimate liberation. (See Women and Revolu»
tion No. 2, September-October 1971, ) . R
In view of the.. fact however, that worlu_
were the newest and, Ain many ways the leastf
scious section of the working class) it'was propose@t
by ‘-Armand and Samoilova and resolved by the dele-
gates that the conference appeal to the Bolshevik

Party: "to organize from among the most active work~=z.zspo i

ing-womien of the Party special groups for propaganda -
and agitation among women in- ‘order -to- put the ldeam .

of communism into practice." - g?

The«Party responded to this appeal with-the creation--
of 2 commission of the Central Committee for work
among women under the presrdency of Inessa Armancf" tt
In 1919; this: commxsslon was replaced by the govern-, 3 |
mental- Department of Workmg Women and Peasant,,j 0

' Women or Zhenotdel

" “tarfat, the publication of Rabotnitsa came-to an end, -

' Ar’mand.

* of its. degeneration, many of the decisive gains in the
" pogition of women 1in Soviet society accomplished’ by

Eor Informatlon call
Q@s 7 492-3928

" WOMEN AND m‘-:voLuT?’néN“,

As a - result of the transfer of the. Sov1et capital
M%*Petrograd to Moscow in 1918;:the’ closlng of
many mills and factories in the c1ty and the subse- -
_quent dispersion of a section of the: Petrograd prole- -

Even-after its official closing, however, those: mem-
‘bérs«of the staff who remained in the vicinity repeat- .
edly: called meetings of -working womeninthe editortal
offices to discuss importan polit1ca1 questlons. el

OA! the begmmng of 1819, at the suggestron of Sam-
oxlova, other organs of the Party press, mcluding
Prabda and Krasnaia Gazeta, began to include wbrk-»-
mg\women 8 pages” and later peasant women s pages

deallng especially with women agam appeared. It was
called K ommumstka—The -Communist Woman—and
lt was -edited by a group of promment male and female'
revolutmnlsts, i n c lu ding- Bukharm, Kollontax and

While %ome people, and even some Party.members, .
still” failed to understand the function of 4, commumst
w'omen s journal and were 1nc1med to regard it as-
a “‘fladtes' pastxme,", others, and’ especxally Lenm_,_r
w‘aged an arduous’ Struggle for its continuation. As.
vLenln had argued for the. pubhcahon of Rabotmtsa
in 1914 he now argued for the pubhcation "of K ommu=--
istka and in its third issue’he carried his arguments
outs e the Party by publishmg an artlcle in which, he
fied, the -enormous: 1mportance of the ]ournal in"
winning the loya.lty of working women around the world’
tg qommunrst ‘politics.

Thxs goal was never achieved. The: Sov1et State has
long slnce degenerated—and -as a partof and reflectmn

/"r-f‘-‘:‘:—:‘—"“\—-\_ﬁ__
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the October Revolution weré reversed by the Stalmist

hermldor. The masses of - working "“Wonlen Bf"'t't?é’-"
‘world have yet to be won to communist pohtrcs Sohdly
ba,sed on the Bolshevik principles and program of our®
predecessor, Rabotnitsa, .Women and Revolution sets
for 1tself the" completlon of this task. We are deter-.»
mmed to advance the working-class struggle’ through
rev}lutionary ‘propaganda -and the orgamzatxon of’
working women around the proletanan vanguard- of
whi¢h :we are an integral part. We look forward;'
thJerefore, to the creation of a« Spartacist League
section for work- among women and a women' s
section of the reborn Fourth International. l i

Lk

@Y T, ‘development of an 'East Oakland women's
&««gtroup toward the Spartacist League

e e T e T

Speaker L. DAVIDSON Spartaclst Ledgue .
George Sherman Union _ Norton Union;: Room
T Boston Unlverslty " S.U.N, Y., Buffolo '

éaturday, 0ctober 20 » Sunday, October 21
- 2:00. P, . 8:00 p, m. .-

G ; N
. For Information call:‘
LY (T16):886-27 112
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(C tmued from page 3)

Toward a Communist Women s Movement*

recognized the- need to’ become full communists andtoo
become involved in the work of the Spartacist League:
as disciplined supporters. In the course of this com+:
mon. work, the SL realized the need to mdke the W&R '
groups a part of thé common Spartacist tendency. and .|
enable disciplined W&R - supporters to. participate

in the -work and internal lifé of .the SL. It was pro- °

posed therefore that local’ W&R groups organiz,a; '
tionally . affiliate with the SL. The impetus for” tliis
step came from the SL but mainly as the formaliza-
tion. of an accomplished fact.

By the time of the opening of the SL's pre-
conierence discussion period in preparation for the
Third National Conference, the New York .‘and
Boston W&R groups had votedto bécome supporters of
the SL on the local level and were participating in the
discussion process. Elements from the Oakland and
New Orleans women's groups had already joined the
SL or its youth group, the Revolutionary Communigt;
Youth (RCY), and many had been implanted in indus-
trial work, under the direction of the SL Trade. Union

Commission. The work around W&R, demonstrating .
. the SL's principled ‘approach on the woman question,

had been instrumental in the fusion between'the RCY.
and the Buffalo Marxist Caucus, a component of which
had ‘been-heavily inyvolved in the. women's movement
Earlier, the woman' question had been one of the’ foc’al,
points of the SL's oppositional intervention mw :
Progressive Labor-dominated SDS, which had won; “to’
the SL dozens of ex-New Lefters a.nd individuals'from.
PL's periphery and had laid the basxs ior the torma-
tion of the RCY. = | )
The virtual disintegration of the petty-bourgeois*
% eg's movement in the early 1970's played a’cru
1. role in" convincing serious militant women'H
Trotskyism was the only way forward. It also pi
cipitated a reassessment of perspectives for. W&R
The women's movement was virtually ceasing to exist
as'an arena Tor intervention, but a diffuse consciousgb
ness of the reality of female oppressron had triclgl d
down to, broad .social layers, and its’ effects w ii;‘ e
becoming more apparent, especially within the labor,
movement itgelf. . .
ln a. document drafted for the SL Political Bure L

U b,
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N and adopted by the Third National Conference, tactical

guidelines for cur work among women were set forth,
While. keeping in mind the current priorities and re-
sources of the SL, we adopted as our goal a general -
strategy based on that of the Communist International
in.its revolutionary period, the creation of a transition-
al women's ‘organization affiliated with the proletarian
vanguard party:

*The organizational experie ce of the SL in this work

has tended strongly toward the conclusion that the

. womeén's circles must be broughttunde:r the discipline

of the party so-that the non-SL comrades involved
can participate fully in the debates and decisions of

the” movement and be representedonits leading bodies.

", In olr experience in the women's arena we ‘were’

forced pragmatically to ‘rediscover’ the ‘position of
the. Commuriist- Intérnational, which strongly opposed

-~ the initiation of women's orgamzations not-organiza--
‘’-tionally linked to the.proletarian vanguard, -notonly

when-the revolutionary: organization is a massparty—

.- in which case 'independence' would in fact constitute

counterposition to the revolutionary party—but also’

. when the vanguard is weak, and struggling to increase
its contact 'with and influence’ among the masses, Our
strateg'ic perspective should be the development oi a
women's section of the SL.. :

‘The National Conference decided to establish a
Commission for Work Among Women responsible to
the SL Central -Committee. This commissron will’
oversee SL work among women, ‘céntefing on-the
regular publication of W&R. It will also work in close’
coordination with the other leading bodies of the SL,

. éspecially’ ‘with the Trade Union Commission, since
the strugglé: for the fullest’ possible integration’ of
women into the 'organized labor force and against
the divisive effects of male chauvinism in the working
class occupies a central place m the work of both
bodies. o ‘ .

W&R ‘will {eature articles on the women s move- .

.jment in the U.S. and abroad the” history of the com-
munist women 8 movement, the role of the family
and women in-the work force, as well as articles on
._topical issues and book reviews. The -aim of the

" journal . is the crystallization of a readership com-

mitted to. the establishment of a communist women's

. movement, looking toward the creation of aSpartacist

League section ‘for work among women dedicated to
the struggle for the emancipation of women through
,international proletarian revolution . -
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(Continued from" page 7’)‘ S _ 44 ‘i W
 The Woman Question IR
‘and the Split in - .

the Internatlonal Soclallsts L '

" WOMEN AND REVOLUTION

Commission. While ‘this Women s Commxssxon was
headed by Shelley Landau, a secondary leader of the
forming left wing, two of its three members were
eventually to go with the maJOrity

And in its very first (nearly its only) action, the
consideration of the San Francisco leaflet, the pre-
factional divisions.onthe Women's Comm1ssmn showed
up qu1te clearly, The two majorityites voiced their
distress and antipathy, while Landau ‘tentatively de-

" fended it, though’ with’ disagreements. Controversy

over the leaﬂet continued nationally- -until’ the tide of
the onrushing factional struggle washed over it.:

The leaflet had not yet been published in the IS
bulletin. 'Now that the left-wmg menace has been laid
to rest, it may be deemed unnecessary by thé fearful
feminists of Seattle and Berkeley. No,such small IS
intervention has ever been given such attention na-
tlonally by the orgamzatlon. - B
The Woman Questlon ‘

and the Russian Question - o

" The IS' view on women's: liberation ‘hag". always

been flawed by its Stalinophobia. Its mcorrect analy-

sis of Russia, which it sees as a "new class" society

_and its inability to understand the basm dynamxcs of

“

.| city/state/zZip . N |

a socialist revolution, lead it to search for "guaran-
tees" that a new Stalinist soc1ety will notbe the inevi-~
table outcome of any successful proletarian revolution.
The IS' "guarantees™ are found in.a new sort of. plu-
ralism: a host of interest groups bringing pressure on
the: soviets will fight degeneration in the future work-:
e]rs state. Such "guarantees" are: inevitably specioud?’

)
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and are barriers to the only possible guarantee
against Stalinist degeneration—world-mde proletarian
revolution.’ .

sz:Because of the theoretical distortions mherent in
Shachtman's ‘abandonment of the Trotskyist position
ofi‘ the deformed workers states, ISers could not even
comprehend  the.statement of the Spartacist. League'

(Spartacist No. 17-18) that IS propaganda on .women's. .

" liberation "is. flawed by their premise that a socialist’ -
revolution is not sufficient for women's liberation, as.
ifsimagining. that this country's.proletarian. revolution
will take -a Stalinist form.and will somehow manage’
tok ‘defeat capitalism without any increase in socxal
co‘r ciousness in the masses o s

The IS Stalinophobia is quite obvious when it
tries /its hand 'at analyzing the position of women in
Stalimst-ruled countries. The IS -feeds mto the anti-
communism of the petty-bourgeoxs women's move- _
"ment. by, .exaggerating and playing up the: iailure of
these states to fully emancipate women, while trying
"t downplay the admitted: gains. But when done accur- .
ately, this method- backfires.. Articles in Workers'
Powey . (the IS press) .on women in the Stalinist-:
countries usually :open by. explammg that they will
demonstrate once again that these states have "nothing
in, \common with soc1alism. .The articles then g0 on-
to, show that because .of the needs of the bureaucrat-
ically planned economy, women find themselves ina;
significantly better sxtuation than before, but that they

~ are;not decxsxvely emancipated inequality and family» |

oppression remain, and the vagaries of the bureauc-u
racy. lead, to periodic shifts in policy on women. Such
eanalysm can be found in the wxdely circulated 18;-
pamphlet by .Laurie Landy, "Women in the Chmese;«
Revolution." >
.. A serious examination of this type of argument
must eventually lead to the conclusioh thaf 9the evi-
dence is in fact ammunition for the Trotskyzst view
these countries are- deformed workers stateSf
whose economies represent a chstmctly higher formof -
rationality than capitalism, despite the burden placed
onvthem by the Stalinist bureaucracies. Thus, revo-
lutronaries must defend these states against capitalist
attack while woriung to overthrow the bureaucratic
parasites who  threaten the gains made, The IS
concluswn is quite different of course, but it is not -
]ustiﬁed by any honest telhng of "the facts."

&SL Refuses to Bredk from Shdchtmanlsm
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”"rAs the IS sought away out of its troubles by chasmg o

-thé ‘dwindling women's ‘movement to the right, the:
grouping which was to become the RSL edged leftward.-
And’ it has taken up a position which, like its 6ther :
stances, reflects both its inconsistent leftward im-.
pulse:and its deformations of Leninism due to thé in-
completeness of its: attempted break from the Shacht-
mahite heritage. - - ST :
i+The key RSL documents on the woman question,
like other /RSL documents, are. often excellent in the
abstract. Margaret Brecht wrote about the. fight for;
wome1 $ liberation after the successful revolution:

"'If this ‘is not expressed in the consciousness pro-i :
gram, and organization of the vanguard then’ this must
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,} state. This is the IS method where we are told that-
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f 'independent' women's organizations after a trium :
.

r

]

FALL1973 .~ .

19

| be corrected But this must come from ins1de the

: vanguard not from the pressure of womer organiz
;‘independently outside of .it to supposedly 'keepi itvan
. its toes:' Any other approach is to cail on the ‘Hfore
- backward to lead.” . RN 4
ead) RECT —Amendment to Women 8 Liberation
Sl e e ' " Perspectives, undated. _ 55509
This amendment caused-an Gpheaval at the National
Committee meeting, Brecht charged that "the organic
zation has reified the, independent organization of wom,
and insisted: ; ©ilowety
" TWe will'not win [the mos‘t politicaily ‘advanced wonien*
e leaders] to us (by-abstract: rhetorical flourishes like:
the independent organization of women, but by con-,

Do

* crete analysis, program, and. strategy It is the lat- )

ter that they will seek, for it [is] only these that
- .enable- one to.lead.” 5 ‘
For the IS, this was: tantamount to heresy, and somejof"'
the - appalled majorityites suggested that these vxew :

constituted mc1pient Stalinism:’ C R
But the Brecht document suffers from wéaknesges’

which are -attributable to ‘the RSL's refusal ‘to breaki

‘with'the ®third cdmp® view of the ‘deformed worke”0
states. Since it is: dangerous to stress-the economic
base if one holds' td "third camp" analysis (at a1

costs a "third camper” must ignore the fundamental‘- '

Marxist: insrght that the relationship between people

expressed at the point of production i8 the essential ,

" detérminarit of class) one must dwell on the impor' !
-tant - buit secondary ‘Superstructural aspects like’‘the?

*Socialism is, aboveall, democracy, and this view
apparent in the Brecht document. —~ -

"The analysis suggested in "the "heretical” passages"’
-we have quoted from the Brecht document was anipli=’.

fied in the Leninist Tendency's Draft Program 0 \-25—

March 1973 (IS Bulletin No. 39, page 6): - o
'_\; 1 ’(Fen tral part of our conceptions on the iiberatio N,

13

’

n"is the idea’ that the workers' power will have’
yno material interest in the exploitation of wome‘n’
 and will necessarily be hostile to their oppressioﬁ“
. Thus the victorious revolution will inmmediately begin’
‘ to undercut that oppression and begin at once to "pro::.
vide the material basis for the replacement tor:the
f"‘necessity of the family Although male chauvin

7counterpose ‘this view to the .vision of a protr ¢
and bitter struggle, with victory an open question

phant revolution." - I

" The IS right wing was able to seize on weaknessésra_

in the Brecht document precisely because it ignores
the: point that the LT makes-that the workers state
will have .no materzal interest in- the oppression of;
women, but rather an interest in the full developmentxs

- of-all. Shying ‘away from the materialist ana.lysis,of

:

the: LT, Brecht instead makes the unconvmcing argusz
ment that I S R
"1t 18" in" the’ self—interest"’of the workers' stat' ito:
liberate women, because ‘the. state is the. class, and:
) women are 50% of the class,: Every cook must govern. :
Lenin points_this out in Can' the Bolskeviks Retain,
", State Power? If the workers' state excludes 5
itself it won't, be able. to govern "

), .

Thus an. important argument -is weakened by the
RSL's lingering’ ‘Shachtmanism. Like- the IS, the RSL
finds consistent authentic Marxism dangerous and

-’
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shies away. The difference is that the RSL, in straying
further to the left, develops an‘inconsistency, whereas
the IS is more wrong and more consistent.

The vacillation of the RSL is shown in other for-
mulations in this otherwise excellent document. Brecht
i8 vague about what program to call for when building
orgamzations of women. She talks about their being
organized "under the banner of the class.” A better
formulation is to be found in Shelley Landau's polemié

of the sameo vmtage. Landau, another RSL leader, :

writes: - - S |

i
I\

"We call for and support independent orgamzations of
" the ‘oppressed so that the. oppressed canwage a strug-
o gle for, their liberation in the course of which we can

.. .win them to a socialist program and leadership. To
" use -an analogy, TrotsKy described what he. meant by
o 'independence of the working class: -

. "'Independence from the ‘influence of the bourgeoxsw
.. ‘cannot. be'a passive'state. It can express itself only
o by ‘political acts, that is, by struggle against the
43 " bourgeoisie. This struggle must be inspired by a dis-
“tinct program which requires organization andtactics
“{- . for its application, It is the union of program, organ-
- * ization and tactics that constitutes the party. In this
© way the real independence of the proletariat from the
bourgeois government cannot be realized unless the
- proletariat conducts its struggle under the leadership
of a revolutionary and not an opportunistparty’ (Trot-

sky on the Trade. Umons) . .

s "The same is true for orgamzations of the oppressed

. Real political independence -is -only possible under

- . revolutionary leadership. This is why we .must win the-
most ‘advanced women to the ‘revolutionary party and

) a socialist basis...." K

~.

' , - "Critical Comments on Emerson s Women's
Liberation Document 7 page 8. R

s But Landau's writing also reveals the same flaw
as. Brecht's—we form organizations fzrst (mislabeling

od

..them united- fronts) and later we fight for. our pro-

gram. The major difference with the IS majority is
that the RSL v1gorously« issues promissory notes that
it will really fight -for a socialist program later.
But at bottom the RSL has notbrokenfrom the strate-
gy of buildi g, .organizations on a reformist basis
first hoping they w111 "grow over" into revolutionary
ones in the future, °

In .sum, we can see that the RSL falters at crumal
pomts, allowing its Shachtmanite residué to blunt even
its correct positions:. This did not, of course, lessen
the force of the rupture with the IS right wing. The
original leftward impulse of those whobecame the RSL
is in conflict with its "third camp" view on the de-

f'ormed workers states, which inevitably blights RSL's

analys1s. ‘Despite. occasionally fine polemics and per-
suasive ‘argumentation, the RSL is caught between

i conflictmg impulses, It cannot advance without aban-
: dqning -its pervasive Shachtmanism and the resulting

inability Lo, Jbreak fundamentally from many of the IS’
tl Trotskyist positions. Its vacillations
on questions of program are an indication of this
unresolved contradiction, ‘which must be decisively
shattered if ‘'the ‘RSL is not simply to -recapitulate
the" wretched history of .the IS with a more "leftist"
ver. “

we must.build a working class women's movement on

e e e ]



!(p

WOMEN AND REVOLUTlON

-

B

(Contlnued from page 29

Why We Support the ERA o
effect of the ERA on working women will ultimately
be the outcome not of "congressional intent® or "judi-~
cial interpretation” but of the class struggle. itself.
+ Legalistic and tokenistic ' affirmations of equality

. must be’ transcended in this struggle, not opposed. i

The Meonmg of the Equul nghts Amendment

" Ratification of the Equal Rights Amendment would
overturn hundreds of.state laws that discriminate on
the. basis of sex. These-include: - :

.-, & laws excluding women from certain occupations '
.. ® laws that discriminate in- hiring for state and: lo-‘

cal government positions; -

e laws ‘that permit. state colleges to ‘set: higher .

admission standards.for women; ..

o laws restricting the rights of married women'to
own property .or engage in business mdependent' o(
their-husbands; - S

@ laws-that bias jury selection against women,

. @ laws .establishing dual pay schedules.

The ERA would also make the payment ‘of. ali'monyf

:less.arbitrary and discriminatory by providing that it
be awarded ‘to.either partner or dispensed with ac-
cording to.the partners' relative incomes and ability
to support themselves. (The Spartacist League opposes

. the very. concept of alimony, which-is a substitute~

for. providing women access -to jobs. and training:in

A

home and. cmldren.)

This hst by no means exhaustxve, indicatesthat:-_w

the Equal nghtS Amendment would mean some real,
if limited, advances.in the areas of women's civil’ and
economic’ rights " and, partxcularly, employment op-
portunities for professional women and women in publie
schools and state institutions of -higher education, Un-
like ultra-leftists “who proclaim that they have no
interest in legalistic ‘reforms like the ERA; Marx-

ists recognize that such struggles for bourgeois- )

democratic rights are of profound importance to the
proletariat. By fighting the special oppression of wom-

en, Marxists attempt to unify the working classona-

correct basis and to demonstrate in struggle that
sexual equality can be achieved only through. socxalist
revolution :

‘e

‘The Equal Raghts Amendment . "

\

and the Civil Rights Act - =~ = =~ '}f{- ,

. The.laws ostensxbly granting equal opportunity to
women, mcludmg the ERA, are of the same basic
character as the 1964 Civil Rights Act/(CRA) and the
1965 Voting Rights Act. -In both cases, the _capitahst
state felt.compelled to. grant-formal concessions:of
démocratic rights:in order to give the sellout ®lead-
ers" of the black and women's movements a few

. erumbs to distribute to their restive followers. The
civil rights movement, like theliberal women's move-
ment typified by N.O. W., was unashamedly reformist
and operated -in- the interests of the black petty
bourge01s1e which recognized that legal discrimina-

‘rather than install outright - barbarism. The;E

.-.:like the Civil ‘Rights .-Act, 'is "an attempt A
ketable: skills, instead St

mar 8519, Instea linuting their domain to S scure the most blatant' manifestations- of sexua.l,'and'

racial discrimination while avoiding action necessary ~

““f5’‘eéliminate the real substance of the oppression of

7 in original]

I ; ’ . t "\

#ion. was the main obstacle to educational and__pzfoies- ~

'gional opportunities, turning its back on the black
Jmasses for whom "upward mobility" under capitahsm
A8 a cymcal fiction. .

-

<17 Both movements contained the same inherent con- .
-tradiction between. the partial but legitimate: aspira- .

'tions of a specially oppressed group and the impos-
‘sibility of achieving full equality under capitalism’
’except for a class-privileged few. Women, blacks and
'Iiatins are the main' source- for the pool of surplus
1abdr: vitally needed by the capitahsts to expand the
work_force in boom periods and to depress all work-

|

|

ers’ wages in bust periods. The poisonous ideologies :

-of:iracism and male chauvinism keep the workers at
" .each-others' throats rather: than uniting to smash the

‘bosses.. By denying cultural advantages and technical(

- training to blacks, Latins and women, the. bourgeoxsie {

i8 able to recruit. workers at starvation wages for the i
thousands. of obsolescent sweatshops that:could. not |
.operate:otherwise.. ‘While blacks and Latins are con-
-centrated overwhelmingly in the lowest social strata,
‘however, women are distributed throughout all social
-classes. Their oppression has its special_ locus’in the

‘family which serves capitalism not only as a conser-
" vatizing ‘social institution but also as the source of

‘billions of. dollars in unpaid labor necessary to re-
produce the work force.

But even though full sexual and racial equality
cannot be achieved under. capitalism, the ruling
‘elass: under pressure may grant token reforms
RA,
Ob

minorities an? women. The bourgeoigie can- sus .
tain a few adverse judgments by government anti-

" . discrimination agencies but could not survive the loss

of the billions in extra proiits derived fromthe super-

_ exploitation of women and xmnority ‘workers. - T

) To cover. -their opportunist. policy of supporting
the 1964 ‘Civil ‘Rights Act while opposing the Equal
Rii;hts Amendment, a number of left tendencies have
hivented a quahtative difference betweeén them. Tothe
Revolutionary Union the ERA "will bring nothihg but

‘8him equality and more real oppression for the vast'

majority of women in this country. It is: part oi tbe

‘overall attack on the people s living standards’ launched .
“by ‘the U.S. ruling cla&s® (Revolution, February 1973).

‘T6"the RU the amendment is nothing but a cloak for
‘theé - abolition of state protective laws: "The: ERA
‘neither comes from mass struggle nor: does it benefit
"the masses" (Revolution, March 1973).’ .
#' Further, the April issue of, Revolutzon treats us to

a particularly juicy attempt to tailor history to the ,

‘RU's political needs

’ 'The rulmg class only ‘makes concessions in the Iace
" of mass struggle While there has been some struggle
around specific issues of women's oppression, there
has not been-any real mass movement around the gen-

.- . eral question of 'equal rights for women' orthe ERA.

2 ] " ®"The Civil Rights Movement was able to wring real

'j -~ concessions from the ruling class because it involved
has millions of people,, including many. worl:ing men and

+i657 women, in mihtant determined struggle" [emphasis

e
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The key word in these paragraphs is real The B

.Civil nghtS Movement was a "real mass movementﬂ
‘the women's movement is not. ‘The CRA contaginéd
*real concessions"; the ERA does not. What, comradé"s

" of the Revolutionary Union, distinguishes asupportabie
movement? Politics? .Social composition? Both the
civil rights. and women's movements are multi- claqs,
-reformist movements underbourgeois leadership..Ob-

.vigusly .the answer 'is numbers; the bigger it is;.the -

more "real® (i.e., supportable) it is. We might suggest
another such "real mass movement® to-the RUjsone
to which their. opportumstéappetites inevrtably lead,
the;hberal wing of the Democratic-Party. T

“Those who remembér the'mass civil’ rights march'es
of -the-early sixties, led by paciﬁst‘ mihisters,” selldut

labor "leadérs” and liberal politicians intothewaiting °

“'arms of JFK and LBJ, may have difficulty reconciling

that political:reality with the RU's .imageé of a revolu- -

A tiéhary. black ‘liberation . movement- wrmgmg Jreal”
‘concessions from a cringing bourgeoisie. The/strugg'ie
-for~ racial: equahty ‘did sindeed" produce sti'rrings“of

‘unrest - (whxch generally: developed in a black ‘na-
itionalist rather than a revolutionary direction) among:
‘the. ‘black:masses (ghetto rebellions, inhdependent:pdl-
-itical experiments like Detroit's Freedom Now:Party,
ithe- development in, SNCC and CORE of. subjectively

) -anti-imperialist- pohtics " the emergencé of the:Black
Panthers and the_idea of armed self- defense,"etcﬂ)
-These, however, were not the cause of the various

-civil rights’ acts but were frather the result of wide-
‘spread frustration over the ineffective tokenism a.nd

i ,superﬁcral nature of these laws. The CRA was never-

‘théless .an, advance in that’ it’ represented some gen-
\uine,. although extremely lumted concessions: to racial

‘minorities and-improved ‘the- conditions of struggle.®
: The ERA, 1f passed wouldprov1de 31m11ar concessions .

to women
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The Communist Party and the International Sociai-
1sts, like. the RU ; justify their opposition to’ ERA pri-

marily by claiming that the amendment wo;.}ld

lead to the abolition of state protective laws.,f,'i‘hie
crucral question of protectlve laws is exammedbelow
but several prehmxnary points are 1mportantto malfe
. First, many state protective laws_have’ already
been. voxded on the basis of the C1vil Rxghts Act, In
1963 .40 states had maximum hours laws for wqmen
in- one .Or. .more occupations or. mdustries _State

courts’ and- attorneys general have.since ruled these .

,laws discrumnatory under Title VII of the CRA and
32 of the 40 states have eliminated them.’ Courts in

California and’ ‘Oregoni have also used Title VII tp. '

" overturn those. states' laws estabhshmg weightliftmg
lxmits ‘for: -women.. Do the RU, IS and CP, propose to
repeal the Civil Rights Act because it. has been’ used
to_strike down protective laws? Perhaps ‘the RU can
invent’ ‘some " new_history to demonstrate how the
"sham equahty" of the ERA differs from . "real
concessxons of, the CRA. . ... - "‘

p Secondly, the amendment xtself says nothmg one’
'way .or the other about protective 1laws; they could
exther ‘be -abolished or extended to cover mén and

still be consxstent w1,th ERA Of - course. the bourgeoi-- :

Y

/‘

‘

o

sie will seek to establish the former interpretation;
it is. the responsibility of self-styled revolutionists

(as distinguished {rom liberals) to seek to develop

mass- struggles- to establish the latter. Precisely be:
cause it.is such ‘a simple and unequi¥ocal statement
of legal’v €quality; the ERA is supportable and must

“-become "a’ basis for further: agitation to defend and

‘extend protective legislation. .

The .pattern " established .by. court decismns and
Equal Employment .Opportunity ‘Commission guide-
lines indicates that they will interpret the amendment
 to: extend mimmum ‘wage laws; rest and lunch period

+ laws to cover men, while invalidating laws limiting

vhours. and weighthftmg. The workers movement should,

2by-no- means, accept these interpretations as final.

Whereas the RU, CP and IS position leads to the con-

vclusion that -t is preferable for. women to be excluded ,

from high paymg jobs in major industries like auto,
which require-<many hours. of compulsory ovértime,
;rather' than face the loss of state maximum hours
laws, we- believe that'all barriers.to’ women's: full

vintegration :into the: work force should be removed
k\wlnle workers in auto :and other industries should

- fight to extend the protection of makimum hours:laws
to men,: to eliminate . compulsory overtime and to
institute a.30-hour week at 40 hours payf in their
;national contracts.

~:The’ key to a correct evaiuation of any extension of
democratic rxghts like ERA or CRA is'to understand
wthat: these laws riecessarily have a contradxctory as-
~epect when:zimplemented ‘under -a. social- 'system ‘in

,.:which 'sexual and racial discrimination are’ inherent.
-As; longas"the bourgeoisie holds power, any demo-
:cratic: reform, any partial gain of the, working class; -

can be perverted into a covert attack on all or part
4of;, the class - (e.g., - -wage gains are used to justify
wage controls) ThlS is precisely the opportumty for,
socialxst propaganda to expose the hypocrisy and
the reactxonary character of the bourgeoisie and: to
pose the class. struggle as.the road to equality.

The posmons of the IS, CP and RU display a
thinly veiled form of legaiism and reformism, In the
15 March issue “of, Workers' Power, the IS states its

,We oppose the ERA simply because the elimination
L ot protective legislation will severely weaken the

" port a legislative measure that would both guarantee
2+ the legal equahty .of women and protect the rights of
-'working women."

What underlies . this position are two assumptions
‘1) that the interests of theproletariat canbe protected
by a perfectly worded law and 2) that the proletariat
is a passive object that cannot defend itself agamst
"capitalist attacks. To the first pomt we angwer that
no. "legislative measure®™ will ever. ‘"guarantee the

Jegal équality of women and protect the rightsof works: "
“ing ‘women": because the bourgeoisie, despite demo-

eratic;; pretensxons cannot.provide such a guarantee,
“which A8z inimical- to -its. class interests. Only a
* ‘WOrkérs: :state. can. guarantee real .social equality

- -and steady improvements. in the proletariat's living‘

and working conditions. :
-+ The CP 1S'and RU reveal a deep ~rooted reformist

outlook when they accept the bosses' proposition’ that

contmued on next page

posxtion of working women.. We would, however, sup-.

z
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any further extension of democratlc rxghts for womepzys, 4

must be paid for by the loss-of protective legxslatloh
This is the cowardly and opportunist approach of theb,'f
"labor bureaucrats who tell the workers that they must
pay for everythmg they get by trading off losses
agamst gams by acceptmg speed-up as the price for

- ‘wage increases or by acdcepting compulsory overtlme
as the price for pension improvements, It is the same .
dstxve ‘outlook ‘the bosses seek .to: engender when -
they ‘insist that a gain for some workers is a loss for’
others and thus whites must, oppose the demands of ..
black workers. By painting a picture of the workmg

-class as passive and defenseless, these so-called
revolutionaries are only:mirroring the cringing ser-.. -
vility of . labor 8 misleaders whobetray and mampulate
the’ -workers' *fighting - instincts ‘into the harrow and

- self-defeating tactics of businéss unionism. This is”
espec1ally .gvident in;the fawning. adm1rat10n the CP, , .
'shows toward various” AFL-CIO bureaucrats .(like ~
Myra, Wolfgang of the Hotel, Bar and Restaurant
“‘Workers Union) when they pubhcly oppose the ERA. In
‘their quest "to be at one" with the workers—all the.
workers=thése opportumsts ‘find themselves tailing™
the class-collaborationist labor bureaucracy. But
despite their .misleadership, American workers have;
not suffered a decisive defeat which would permit the
capltallsts to ride roughshod over them, It is hardly
preordamed that: passage: of the‘ERA would mean® ‘the*
loss of gains embodied in protective laws.

The Reality of Protective Legislation
_Protéctive laws dre hardly tinalloyedgold for wom-¢ -~
en workers. A major problem in tharacterizing them’
is that from state to state the laws differ greatly in
the specific restrictions on the employment of women,
~ the number of women covered, legal penalties and-
‘enforcement procedures. This is due largely to.the
varied origins and intentions of the laws. Women's

labor unions, bourgeois philanthropic organizations, -
job-trustmg craft unions, factory inspectors and ass,,

-

these laws, often with very different ends in mind. "
Many of the laws have been invalidated under Title
- VILs Others are rarely enforced and are of little usev
to those women in small sweatshops, whxch the labor.:
fakers consistently refuse to orgamze.

Some of the protective laws were class vxctorxe
won by tmhtant strike action and with the gains soof
extended to men. Massachusetts' 60-hour law of 1874
‘was’ the first enforceable maximum hours law, and
within a decade most of New England textile workers
were covered by similar laws. Although through -
legislative compromise .the law;applied only to wom-,
en, the textile companies soon found it 1mpossxb1e to
mamtam different schedulés “for ‘the ‘minority ‘of:

\)-!
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men in the  industry, a general phenomenon, noted..tﬁ,

by Marx in his study of the’ eﬁects of England's fac-"
tory laws.

\
These maximum hours laws were progressive in-_ __ .

sofar as—they shortened the workweek, but they have
also been used widely to exclude women from indus-
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o retention and théir extension to men to provide pro-
piring reform politicians all played a role in shaping
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tries like auto that thrive on long hours of compulsory
. .overtime., Passage of the ERA would put an end to

the utilization of maximum hours laws as an excuse
sexclude women from industry and sharpen the
ounterposition of the proletarian policy of a shorter
orkweek for all at no loss inpay to the bourgeoisie’s
‘policy of a longer workweek for some”and unemploy-
ment for others. .

’

a@r Elghteen states have enactedlaws either prohibiting

orsstrictly regulating the conditions of night work for

. women. Night-work prohibitions have been defended as

‘. a measure for the. maintenance of women's posxtxon
in the home. *

‘Although certain amenities like taxi fare for fe-|

".male night-shift workers could usefully be extended to/
_men, in general, mght -work laws are reactionary re-
" strictions on women's rights and should be opposed by’
the Jabor movement.

~Likewise the many state laws which proh1b1t wom -
-en from working in certain occupations like mining,
bartendmg, foundry work, meter reading, brass pol-
ishing, etc., only reinforce the image of women as !
docile, helpless creatures to be protected from "im-, 3,
~moral"” and "hazardous™ occupations by a benevolent
“ruling class. Such laws were often the result of pres-
_sure by job-trusting craft unions that preferred to |
exclude women rather than organize them and fight
for equal pay.

RN

|
\

U

|

-4 -,-Bourgeois phxlanthrop1sts, concerned that the pau-~
perlzat1on of women workers was, driving ‘thousands
into prostitution and onto - public charity, were the

madin force behind most of the state minimum wage

" laws for women: Thirty-six states have these laws,
and the vast majority has already extended coverage )
to men, Smce they maintain wage levels in local bus-

" jnésses not covered by the federal minimum wage,

. these laws must be retained, extended -to:men in all’

states and increased from the present absurdly low~

minimum levels.

., .Although the weightlifting laws have frequently |

‘been used arbitrarily in job classifications to exclude

‘women from -better paying jobs, we favor both their

e I

tection for all workers against the capitalists’ disre-
gard for the1r health and safety.
s Women textile workers took the lead in fighting for (
max1mum hours laws, the first protective laws, be- 3
cduse the men in other industries like the bu11d1ng
~itrades were better organized and had already secured !
-ishorter hours: through. trade-union struggles. The

craft-union ‘bureaucrat§' policy of deliberate neglect
_of the more oppressed women workers was the root

"""“‘cause that drove the women to rely increasingly on

bourgems philanthropists like the Consumers' League
“and the Women's Educational and Industrial Union,
wrather than on their own strength as part of the prole-
‘tarlat. The total inadequacy of protective legislation
““and’the long-standing pattern of sexualdiscrimination
«in. mdustry are an indictment of the labor bureauc-
racy's self-serving refusal to mobilize the workers
to struggle -collectively to overcome inequality and |
.achieve clas$ solidarity as well as to organize the :
unorganized, and to advance the interests of all’
workers. m :
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1. Free quality health care for all lncluding free abortion and birth control en demand Free ‘prenatal and
4 postnatal maternity care, No forced sterilization, . .

,,,,,

‘,2. Socialize household duties by making avallable, at the workplace and residential areas, dlnlng rooms and
" laundry services paid for by the state, ; :

3. Free quality 24-hour child-care faclllties avallable to.all, controlled by parents and staff pald for by
the state or by the employer,

4. Free, immediate divorceon request of either partner. No alimony, with child support borne- by the state,

5. No dlscrimlnation by employers or the state based on. marltal status Equal legal rights for all-married :
- " or single, Abolish the legal classification of illegltlmacy.

- 6. Nolaws or duscrnminatlon against homosexuals No sex codes or discrimination against relations’ based
- on consent ‘of those Iinvolved, 2 l

7. End the legal persecution of prostitutes C . - N

8. Forastate stipend available to all young people enabling economlc lndependence from the famlly. Low-
. oer the legal age of adulthood to slxteen ’ '

9. Free and equal education—open admisslons-with a state stlpend Worker-student-teaoher control of
schools, »

. 10. Endthe falsification of history. Teach the history of the internatlonal class struggle lncludlng the strug-
gles of women and minorities, . ,

\

- 11. End tracking in \schools - by:class, race or sex, (Equal access to all types of academlc and vooational
training.)

12 Equal rights and benefits for part-time and temporary workers, Full pay, rlghts and benefits durlng
_training. Maternity and paternity ieaves with full pay and no, loss in job security., ' ‘ v

-+ 13, Extend protective legislation to cover all- workers
14, Equal pay for equal work, Equal access to all job categories.
15, No jOb discrimination based on race, sex or age,

f 16, End unemployment at the capitalists expense For a shorter workweek wlth no loss In pay.(30 hours
work for 40 hours' pay—sliding’ scale of hours and wages, )
17. For unllmlted cost-of-living -escalator clauses in all union contracts, ' ‘
18. Orgahize the unorganized. Union organlzat_i_on of the unemployed. '
19. For union hiring halls, No'racial or sexualfd_iscrlminatlon in the unions,

20, For rank-and-file control of the unions, Oust the labor bureaucrats by bullding militant caucuses based
“ on a class-struggle political program that includes a flght for the needs of the specially oppressed No
, exclusionlsm in.the caucuses by race or sex.- ‘

* 21, No anti- labor laws. Government out of union afiairs
22 ‘For the right of armed self-defense of the working class ) ~
23, No confidence in capitalist politicians—male or female. Build a labor party based on the trade unions, .
' 24, For labor political strlkes against the wage freeze and the Indochinese war. f
25,- For the expropriation of industry ‘without compensatlon under workers control,

"~ OUR PROGRAM

oy

k26 For a workers government e : i . ) . )
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~ WHY WE SUPPORT THE ERA.

-‘The Equal nghts Amendment is a simple state-

ment of women's legal équality. -It reads; ;r"Equality

‘of rights under the law shall notbe denied or abridged
by the United States or by any State on account of
sex.” In this or similar form, ‘the ERA has been intro-
duced (and defeated) in Congress every year since
1923 |

- After half.a century, during whlch it rarely re-
ceived a. serious hearing, the ERA was passed by

Congress in 1972. To become a constitutional amend- -

ment_ it must be ratified within seven years by at

least 38 states. To date, it has been approved by 28

state legislatures and rejected. by, ten and is the .

sub)ect of extremely sharp controversy
* This controversy has produced, the- ‘most mcongru-

ous political lineup of recent history. Opponents of the'

amendment include not only reactionary standardbear-
‘ers of white male supremacist ideology:like the Ku Klux
Kian ‘and the John Birch Society or pawns of med-
ieval obScurantism like the National Council of Catho-
lic Women but even major currents withinthe workers
movement—the AFL-CIO bureaucracy, the reformist
Communist Party (CP), the left social democrats of
"the International Socialists (IS) and the Maoist Rev-
olutionary Union (RU). Among ERA supporters we find
the ex-Trotskylst Socialist Workers Party (SWP), the
-Maoist October League (OL), the’ 'National Organization
of Women (NOW) along with a myriad of petty-bourgeois
feminist_organizations, the United Auto Workers’ and
Communications Workers' bureaucracies, the Dem-

cratic Party and such "champions of sexual equality™

as- George Wallace, Richard Nixon and the National
. Association of Manufacturers (NAM), .

.The bourgeo151e generally favors the amendment
as a token gesture that will cost it little while
shoring up the illusions .of American democracy
which have been severely shaken by the racial vio-
lence of the sixties, the Vietnam war and the general
decline of the domestic economy. Nixon's veto of the
childcare bill and the extreme backwardness of
state and federal laws governing maternity leave and
_ pay indicate the real extent of the ruling class's
hypocritical concern for. women's rights. In addition,
elements like the NAM hope to use the améndment to

gsecure the abolition of state laws regulating women's -
- minimum wages, maximum hours and weight- hftmg'_

restrictions, as well as rest periods and other pro-.
visxons .of "protective legislation.” ‘

~ For their part, the more openly reactionary sec-
tlons of the bourge01s1e and petty bourgeoisie have
done their best to turn the ERA into a contemporary

parallel of the Dreyfus, case in nineteenth century'
France, where the denial of democratic rights to'a

Jewish army officer was the occasion for a mobiliza-

- tion of reactionaries and anti-Semites which condi-

tioned: the entire climate of opinion and affected every
- layer -of society. Many of the forces that led the anti-
abortion campaxgn have coalesced around \"Stop ERA,"
-a group headed by Phyllis Schlafly, well known rlght—

wing writer and Goldwater. supporter in 1964. Schlafly .

clatms that the ERA would be a step: down for .women
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Women do "men's" jobs- durlng war Rallroads em- |
ployed 100,000 women in 1944,

who "already have the status of sﬁec-ial privilege.;"‘

John Schmitz of the American Independent Party be- ;

.. moans the fact that "Women already have too much

freedom."™

While this debate exposes boththe seamy underside
of bourgeoxs reaction and the transparent hypocrisy
of liberal representatwes of the ruling class and their
lackeys in the labor bureaucracy, it is more impor-
tant as an acid test which reveals the utter disorien-

- tation of many ostensibly revolutionary organizations

faced withthe struggle for legalequality and bourgeois-

democratic rights in an epoch when the bourgeoisie ;

haslong  since outlived any progressive thrust; in

- the 1mper1ahst era, only the proletariat retams a real

stake in the issues of democracy. -
."i.The Spartacist League supports the Equal R1ghts
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Aimendment because we are infavor of equality between '
the sexes but ‘at the level attained through the strug-{

gles. of the most advanced sections of the working |

class. Partial gains must be extended, thereby’ aiding !

in the unification of the class, The ERA’ makes no
provision for extending protective legislation. In this
sitpation' we must give support to the Amendment

while ' continuing the struggle to protect and extend
- ,the gains already won. We support the ERA from the

standpomt of the proletariat and with not thé slightest

- illusion of confidence in the bourgeoisie which
""always takes away with the right hand twice

whdt it grants with the left." But to oppose the
ERA on the grounds that'it will allow the cap-
italists to destroy. (in the name of equality) the
partial gains of women wotrkers embodied in state
‘protective laws would be to reject the struggle’ for

e e

democracy and to deny that the principle of equahty ’

is important. The proletariat has its own weapons for

protectmg and extending its social gains and the -
continued on page 20



