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“WOMEN AND REVOI.UTION

S Brownmlller Susan.
Aga/nst Our.Will: Men, Women and Rape
‘New Y__or,k,_fStmon and,,Schuster, 1975..

in‘ contention of Susan Brownmiller’s Against

that rape‘(or'the threat of rape) is the main

ViR Wthh all women -are controlled by all-men.
Whrle upper-class \men by and Iarge leave the actual

| ,rdlrt work of-raping:fo; “lower-class” men, she argues,
they ‘all benefrt from the results—subjugated fearful
‘women.-

There are (at Ieast) two things wrong with thrs theory '

.First, while rape is a criminal‘act of sexual coercion, it is

. ‘not the main socral ‘mechanism.by which women are
*oppressed Worien are. oppressed principally. through
itherr |so|at|bn fromsocially productive labor and their

éx _lanatlon of women ’s oppresslon
'rmple brologlcal premise~—=men have
VEi; - wecannotwork aroundthefact

discovered they could rape, they proceeded to do so.’
The.development of:the family is explained as follows:

natural inclination: towards monogamy, motherhood
“onlove, was.probably the single causative factor-in the
.original: subjugation: of women by men, the most
simportant key .to. her historic - dependence" her
damestication by protective mating:’
.».4n.Origins of the Family, Private Property and the
- 'State, Frederick-Engels writes:

t..n “The:-more the tradmona‘l sexual relatlons fgroup
S tmarnage] lost.the naive primitive character of the forest

“‘conditions” with consequent undermrnrng of the old
- Yeommunism and growing density of population, the
' ‘more oppressive and humiliating must the women have
stinfelt them-to be, and the greater their longing for the right
wriy of:chastity, or. temporary or permanent marriage with-
4;0ne man only,.as a way of releasé. This advance could not
1, in, any case have orrgmated with the men, if only because
i rt ‘has’, never occifrred to them, ‘even to this day, to
renounce ‘the! pleasures of actual group marriage.’

Brownmiiller’s thesis, except for the phrase owing to
the" devefopment of the economic conditions with
consequent undermmmg of the. old communism and
growrng densrty “of”’ populatron ” The studies of
prnnutrve communrsm whrch Engeéls drew upon proved

..ur(

.
'

tultlfyrng household drudgery wrthln the

creatlon of a male rdeology of rape. When men -

f¥emale .fear .of an open-season of rape, and not a’

,,'Irfe, owing to the development of the economic’

Thrs speculatron would: appear uncomfortably close to

gamst OUr WI” A Revrew

that sexual” relatrons had been non- oppressrve "and
.non-coercive. 'He demonstrated that it was the

development of class society which laid the basis forthe -

economic, social and sexual subjugation of women.
Engels’ pioneering analysis of the woman question
identified the family as the main social institution which
-oppresses women. Accordmg to the anthropologlcal
data of Morgan on which it is based, land in the Stone
‘Age had belonged to all the members of society in
common Whlle there ‘had been’ a d|V|sron of Iabor

Susan 'Brownmiller

‘\ s

between the- sexes; there had also been equalnty, for
each had taken part in productlve labor and ‘had
contributed to the economlc life of the tribe. With.the:
eventual increase in ‘man’s capacity to produce, it
“became profitable to employ slaves—the first form of

RN

private property.. Hérds, land and other forms of

“property also became- privatized.for the first time,:

bringing- about a revolution within the “family; “the:
domestic labor of women no longer equaled the:
economic power of men. Thus the establishment of-
private property and the family laid the basis for the.
inequality of women which continues, tofind its;

expression in various forms of oppression and explorta ’ :

tron including rape! Engels ‘concluded that women:
tould achieve equalrty with men only\when they took'

- part onceagain in ‘general economic production on a’

par with men.

.In" other words, since real and specific socral

'lnstrtutlons perpetuate the oppression of women, the!

only solution is to root them out, and the only means of -
dorng so is a socialist revolution which smashes class’
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socrety and frees women from domestic sIavery But

Brownmiller cannot see this obvious squtlon because®..”

she' remains firmly- fixated on the male “ultimate
weapon,” the penis, which for her rejgns supreme
‘throughout history. To posit an unchangeable, eternal-
ly rapacious male psychology, as Brownmiller does, is
'essentlally to.despair’ of significant social change.

What Is Rape? .

, Rape in contemporary society is essentrally a cnmmal
act of individual hostility directed in the main atwomen
as objects to be defiled. it transforms what is normally.a
pleasurable act of consensual intimacy for sexual
gratlflcatron into an experience of fear, degradatlon
and often injury for the victim. The essence of rape.is

brutality and utter dehumamzatron—a mghtmare of

terror.

Brownmiller has assembled a great deal of mforma-
tion. on the “typical”
studies. This evidence bears out an analysis of rape as

part of a continuum of violent crimes againstindividu--

als which mclude assault,. robbery and murder. The
“typical”

arrested for robbery: . - : o
Far from the stereotypic, psychlatrlc construct of mlld-
mannered repressed, impotent homosexuals with ‘an

" QOedipus complex, ‘they are better. understood as
* brutalized; violence-prone men who act out their raging

hatred against the world through an object offerrng thel

least amobnt of physical resistance, a woman’s body.”:

Police statistics. on rape are quite revealing’ (even
allowing for the fact that rape.is universally admitted to
'be the least reported of crimes). The Uniform:Crime
.Reports, which Brownmiller quotes, put out by the FBI
and: drawn from’nationally-compiled police reports,
_show that 61 percent. of accused raplsts are under 25

‘Women and
| Revolution

. Journal of the Spartacist League -
Central Committee Commission
* for Work Among Women
Editorial Board: ) " .
D.L. Reissner (editor) ) '
.Karen Allen < ‘ '
Kay_ Blanchard
, Helene Brosius ] E .
L|z Gordon . ) o c
. Productron Manager: Louise Bolton Ly

Circutdtion Manager: Anne Kelley

Published by the Spartacist Publishing Company, .
Box 1377, G.P.O., New York, N.Y. 10001

Telephone 925- 8234

Appllcatron to mail at second class postage rate is pending at New
York, N.Y.

Oprmons expressed in signed articles or letters do not necessanly

-rapist, drawn mainly from pollce .

rapist’s social profile is intermediate between -
that of men- arrested -for. vrolent assau|t and those‘

_‘Demonstratron in Defense of Scottsboro 9 (1932)

\ : express the editorial viewpoint. L )

years of age and that 47 percent are. black and 51
percent are white. More detailed studies (although not
“done on a nation-wide basis) reveal that both raplsts
and victims come primarily from the “lower classes.”
That raplst and victim are most: typlcally ghetto
residents in’ American society is not particularly
surprising. Unlike the idealists who believed (as did, for

+ Labor. Defender

example, the early SDSers) that the anly reason that the
poor had not revolted against their wretched condl-
tions was because they had not thought of -

communists understand _that the. searing poverty,

.educational deprivation- and degradllng conditions of-

ghetto life' sometimes create seve’rely disoriented
human -beings and that high crime. rates in _lumper
neighborhoads, including high incidences of rape,
have their basis in the poisonous cauldron. of terror,
despair and frustration that is the‘American ghetto. But

for many starry-eyed New.Left liberals (likeiBrownmill-

er) the dlscovery that the.* wnetched of the earth,”

partlcularly in urban America, are:sometimes’ dnven to

f

brutal’acts came as a rude: shack. ;
But nothing in the statistics which she cites 5upports
Brownmrller s thesis thatallmen benefit fiom rape. The

fact that Iumpenlzed young: males’ rape: lympenized’

young "fernales ‘cannot be intefpreted to indicate that
rape is natural to men: And if, as Brownmlller argues,
upper-class ‘men benefit from lower: class rape,: they
express their’ gratitudevin’ rather peculiar: fashion”by
visiting swift :and violent pumshment upon any young
ghetto tough who rapes .one- of:“their” women.:

Furthermore, there are two important kirids of 1 rape :

whlch do not appear in the polrce statlstlcs—-—rape

; contlnued on:next page
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among men' in prrson and rape in war, Although

‘Brownmiller 'discusses these phenomena, she seems
blind to the conclusions which one must draw from
‘them. Men use prison rape as a means of establrshlng
ppwer relationships in ‘a:rigidly structured, coercive

.environment where they have literally no weapons but !

their bodies. Here, the concept of rape as means of
keeping women subservuent obviously does fot apply.

*7In war, the mass rape of the women of a conquered-..

natlon is a means of expressing power over and
contempt for the entire: conquered population,

' mcludmg the men. Mass rape is forced upon the

vanqurshed usually of another nation or race, by the
conquerQrs, it is a way of using women as sexual
property to hymiliate the (male) enemy. (This is'by no
‘means to say that the men and women of the

‘conquered nation are equally victimized by the rape of "~

In fact, the “‘tarnished”” women are not

mfrequently subsequently rejected and further brutal-

‘the . women,

lized by their own countrymen as occurred recently in - -

Bangladesh )
:Black Men, White Women and Rape

In ,ra_crally‘ tense America, cases of interracial rape,

A;althoug’h-,a relatively small proportion of all rapes, .

“provoke:a violent reaction; or rather, cases of: black
:men .accused of raping white women' create such a
;reaction. The'most outrageous section of Brownmiller’s

‘book, particularly for leftists, deals with what she calls- -
' the violent intersection of racism and sexism.

. Brownmiller’s reassessment.of the “Scottsboro Boys”
\case, and in particular the murder 6f Emmet Till (a 14-
,year-old black youth who was murdered by two' whrte
“menin Mrssusslppr in 1955 for * wolfwhlstlrng at on€'of
.the men’s wives), carries her feminist: posmon 'to .its
logical- conclusion. Although she admits that “we ar'e

rightly aghast that awhistle couldbe cause for murder,”
-she nevertheless insists that Emmett Till and J.W. Mrllam

. {one" of . the murderers) . had something in common

“They. both ynderstood that...itwas a deliberate msullt
- just shiort ot physical assault, a last reminder to Carolyn

?Bryant that th|s black boy; Till, had in mind to. possess'
“her.”

What is most mterestmg about Brownmrller s conver-

_sion.to feminism is the fact that for years previously she -

thad .actively sympathrzéd with Till. Her subsequent
vrolent reaction against the T|l|s of this worId is an
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mterestmg, if tragic, case study of the worst aspects of

guilty liberalism run amuck. Many white liberals in the
early.’60’s took upon themselves guilt for crimes against

the oppressed, thus setting in motion a chain reaction

of masochistic self-abuse followed by eventual disillu-

“sionment and revulsion, resulting in a vicious lashing
out at the formerly identified-with oppressed. The

scenario “can be roughly summarized as: liberal

identifies with oppressed element, oppressed victim
behaves brutally, liberal recoils and—calls the cops.
Which is. precisely Brownmrllers solution to rape‘
As she puts it:. 4
..for-a perrod of fifteen years after the murder of

Emmet Till whenever a black teen-ager whistled atme on
a New York City street or uttered in passing one of several
variations on an invitation to congress, | smrled my nicest
smile of comradely equalrty—no supersensitive flower of
white womanhood, did not white women in
particular have to bear the white man’s burden of maklng
amends for Southern racism?”

But today, thanks toh_er ‘enlightenment” by feminism;, -
“Today a sexual remark on the :
street causes within me a fleeting but murderous rage.”

it's a different story:

Murderous rage—retrospectlvely directed againsta 14-

wyear-old black youth in racist Mississippi!" -

But this is only half the story. Eldridge Cleaver; in SouI

‘On Ice, speaks up for the bloody revenge fantasies of
“black males, this time directed against white women,

thus neatly closing the vicious circle. When Cleaver was
19, he saw a picture of the white woman Till had

‘whrstled at, was attracted to her and felt anger and

disgust; both at himself and her. His conclusion:

... ...~ SOomehow.i. arrrved at the conclusion that, as a matter

e e e
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of pnncrple, it was of paramount lmportance for me to
have an.antagonistic ruthless attitude toward white
women. The term outlaw appealed to me..

‘he writes, ““l became a rapist.”
His rapes, though barbaric assaults agamst partlcular '

wormnen, were actually aimed at the entire white race

.and especially at white. males and stemmed from a
psychology similar to that of mass rapes in war.
Brownmiller. and. the ' Cleaver .of Soul On Ice thus
assume the roles of spokesmen for sex war and race war
‘respectively, While the objective reality which gave rise

to Cleaver’s rage was rather different from-that which

-motivated Brownmiller, both suffer. from the same
_rejection of a class perspective in ‘their approach to the
.questions of racism and sexism.

And who really benefits from ‘all this murderous

' Trage? Both Brownmiller and Cleaver would unhesitat- -

” And so,.

ingly answer, ‘“white men”’; yet their knives end up,
somehow, pointed not at thé common “enemy,” but
rather at each other. As the shattered remnants of both
the women’s movement of the late '60’s and the various
-nationalist currents in the black movement contmueto :
turn upon and tear at themselves and each other i i
‘ever-narrowing vicious circles of self- accusatron
cynicism, apathy and despair, their attempted solutlons‘
to ‘oppression {such as Brownmiller’s call for more
female cops) reveal themselves ever more clearly ras
dead ends. : Co

Theé only solution to-sexual and racial oppression: and‘
exploitation is- international communist revolutlon,
which will. smash the capitalist state and bourgeols
economic relations which perpetuate the vicious
humiliation, torture and'degradation visited upon both

‘blacks and women in this rotten decaying socrety I

On December 23 a jury ‘in a Dallas, Texas,
Domestic Relations Court took from Mary Jo Risher

* custody of her nine-year-old son, Richard. Risher’s
former husband had brought her to court to gain
‘custody of Richard, charging that her lifestyle was
not conducive to the young boy’s proper upbring-

" ing."Actually, the’ llfestyle which the self-righteous
‘ guardlans of bourgeois propriety find so objection-
..able’is not much-different from that in neighboring
" homes except for one thing—the household unit

Evidence that Mary Jo Risher, 38 and ‘a
homosexual is an “unfit mother” is nil. Thefathers
“concern” for Richard’s emotional well-being was
belied by courtroom testimony, including that of
several psychologrsts, ‘which described Richard’s
homeé life as “excellent, happy and normal” and by
the . child’s expressed desire to remain with his

son, 17-year-old Jimmy, focused on the mother’s
lesbianism while hostile psychological “evrdence
“was introduced’ attesting to Mary Jo Rlsher's “poor
judgment” as a mother. This consisted of allega-
tions that Richard was allowed to wear a YWCA T-
shirt and girl’s hand-me-downs. Richardisindeed a

“~member of the YWCA, where he takes classes with

hand-me-downs were. a pair of jeans and a*denim
jacket; fashionable for both -boys and girls, which

Anne Foreman, Mary. Jo Risher’s companion. .

privacy of the mother and her companlon

A

Lesblamsm on Trlal |n Texas L

Defend Mary Jo Risher!

: decrsron ‘is a victim of reactionary persecutlon and

" consists of two divorced women and two children..

mother. The testimony of the father and an older .

other children, male and female, and the notorious . -

were once worn by the 11-year-old. daughter of her appeal End;discrimination against homosexu- . | .

"The charges leveled are a gross violation of-the - .be sent to; Ftiends of Mary Jo Risher, P.O. Box 174,

Dlscrrmrnatlon against homosexuals is pervasrve TILE
bourgeois society, used to buttress the nuclear:

family, an |mportant mainstay of capitalism. Mary i
Jo Risher, who is now seeking to appeal the court’s 5

i

) Dallas News/Larry "Reese ‘
Mary Jo Risher (r.) and Anne Foreman. <

needs. the support of class-conscious mllltants in

als! Stop this victimization! Donations for- legal
expenses, which are,expected to reach $30,000, can

i

- y

Dallas,,Texas 75221,
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WOMEN AND REVOLU'T’iB’N

Plannmg for CoIIectlve Living in the Early Soviet Umon

Archltecture As a Tool of Soaal

ransformatlon
by Vladlmlr Zelmskl

"Despne all our emanc1patory laws, woman remains now
. .as before a domestic slave, since she is oppressed,
suffocated, dulled, debased by the petty tasks of
housework which chain- her to the kitchen and the
}Unursery and cause her to dissipate her creative powers in
downright barbarically unproductive, petty, unnerving,
i . deadening, depressing labor. The true liberation of
woman, true communism, will begin only where and
““when (under the Ieadershnp of the proletariat atthe helm
of the state) the mass struggle against these petty
household tasks or, more correctly, their transformation

en masse into large-scale socialist economy begins.”

—Lenin, “The Great Initiative” (1919)

The Bolshevik program for the full emanc1pat|on of

- women through the replacement of the oppresiive

fa&\gly structure by alternative institutions™ for’ the
socialization of domestic labor implied a.radically new

set of architectural priorities and tasks requiring a re- -

thlnkmg of the fundamental premises of social
“architecture.

In its announcement of a competition for the desugn' '

of acommunal dwelllng in 1926 the Moscow City Sovuet .

explained:
“It is the duty of technological innovation, the duty of the
architect, to place new demands. on housmg and to
.design in so far as possible a house that will transform the
so-called family hearth from a boring, confmmF cell that
at ‘present burdens down women in particular lnto a
Place of pleasant and carefree relaxation.
‘A new life demands new forms. '
“The worker does not desire his mother, wife or S|sters to
be a nursery maid, washerwoman or cook with unlimited

hours; he does not desire children to rob him and -

partlcularly their mother of the possibility of employing ~

.. “their free time for social labor, mental and physical
: .pleasures

-.The abolition of the private ownershlp of the’ Iand -

‘way to a successful resolution of ‘the problems posed

.

for home design (as well as for city planning and the -

‘service sector) in carrying out the elimination of the
household oppression of women.

‘Under capitalism, the city planner s life is one of

contlnual frustration, as he tries, in vain, to reconcile the .

‘conflicting interests of dozens or hundreds of private
property holders and land speculators who then

* require further appeasement in the form of tax

concessions, rent subsidies, zoning variances and the
like to ensure the profitability of the shoddy housing
that they may (or may not) erect. The growth of cities
(and their collapse) is in principle uncontrolled, and
physical and aesthetic squalor the accepted norm.

‘s’n .:’{

e,

"+One of the first acts of the new proletanan reglme (14,
.-Decembér 1917) had been. to forbid all speculation in

,land. In 1918 a series of laws expropriated without

. compensation the landed estates of the gentry as well as
_all city structures yielding-an income above that set by

the local authorities. Thus the Soviet city’ plannér had

" (and in principle still has) to concern himself primarily

with social values—the creation of a rationally organ-
ized, amenable urban environment on the basus of
human needs.

But the country mheruted by the new workers state
was near total collapse. In World War | and the civil war
that followed it, Russia had lost some 20 million peoplé.
The output of heavy industry was in 1920 only one
seventh of what it had been in 1913; the transportation
system was virtually non-functioning, while the social
base with which to.rebuild the country—a trained
working class-'—had suffered extremely great losses in
the civil war, since it was precisely the skilled workers

who, as dedlcated Bolsheviks, had voluriteered for'the

Red Army being constructed by Trotsky. From 1917 to

1920 almost no new construction could be undertaken; -

the best that could be done was to redistribute to:the
workers the luxury apartments of the bourgeoisie in the

major cities. But construction materials-were in such’

short supply that even the existing housing could not
be maintained, and foreign visitors were horrified at

* the deterioration of the country’s entire physical plant.

+Itwas notuntil 1925 that the new workers state began,
albeit only partially, to overcome the circumstances of

-its birth, so that the architecture of the '20’s divides
- naturally into two parts: 1920-25, a period which saw.

the creation of some brilliant desngns but in which'néxt

31.,to nothing was actually built; and 1925-31, when the
- new architects were able to commence the réconstruc-
whlch had “‘already been accomplished, pointed the- -

tion of the nation’s physical plant. Even so, it is

" estimated that no more than 10-12 communal houses

were built in the entire country before. Stalms

“rehabilitation of the nuclear family. and : Sovuet
* motherhood” put an end to this work.: ;. <72 %

In addition to material obstacles, these revolutlonary

architects, proponents of-a functional modern archi- .
tecture, had ‘from about 1928 onward to contend
"increasingly with the turn-of-the-century eclécticism
promoted by the émerging bureaucracy and -its

sycophants. in ‘the .realm of the arts. While striking

" modern architecture was still being erected as late as

1931-32, this was on the basis of contracts awarded years
before. The final death knell.of innovative Soviet

architectural ‘design was sounded in 1932 when the
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bureaucracy awarded.one of the surviving hacks of the

old regime first prize in a competition for the symbolic
structure of the country, the Palace of the Soviets. Only "

:the intervention .of ‘World War Il .prevented this

‘monument to Stalin’s megalomania from being visited
on.the people of Moscow. - AR 5

- Communal Dwellings -

. - K .
“Are we devoting enough attention to the germs of
communism that already exist in this area [of the
liberation of women]? No and again no. Public dining
_“halls, creches, kindergartens—these are exemplary
instances of these germs, these are those simple,
everyday means, free of all bombast, grandiloquence and
pompous solemnity, which, however, are truly such that
- they can liberate woman, truly such that they can
.t decrease and do away with her inequality vis-a-vis maniin
; . regard to her role in social production and in public life.
. .+ These means are not new, they have (likeall the material
_prerequisites of socialism) been. created by large-scale
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. capitalism, but under capitalism they have firstly re--

they were either hucksterish enterprises, with all the;ba
.sides of speculation, of profit-making, of deception, of
" . falsification or else they were a ‘trapeze act’ of bourgeois
.charity, rightly hated and disdained by the best workers.”

—Lenin, “The Great Initiative’” . i

mained a rarity, secondly—and particularly importaﬂnt—d

. . oy V‘. .iln:.
"~ The communal dwellings of the *20’s'constituted an

initial effort to translate Lenin’s demands into reality.

. ‘Early Soviet planners envisioned the ind@vigua[;dwgll-
ing ‘area as a placé to which residents ‘would reort

mainly for sleeping, reading or the like. Typically, these
“cabins” were minuscule, with only 6-9 square meters
floor space per person—a qualitative improvement
nevertheless over the 3-4 square meters (about 6’ by 7')
per person that were average for apartments shared by
‘two or more families in major Russian cities in the
1930’s. Apart from this, the architects deliberately,
designed small apartments to render ‘sharing
impossible. ' R R

Like the workers clubs, the communes of the *20’s
L . "~ continued on, next-page.

Viadimiroy's .
projection for
communal,;. .
-dwelling;1929.
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Soviet Architecture...

were conceived as the social matrix for the new society,
a culture medium out of which new social attitudes
“would arise by virtue of the physical and organizational
shaping given to everyday life by the new architecture.
It is this which, as Lenin noted, -fundamentally
distinguished them from seemingly similar projects in

the' West where there was no notion of using
architecture as a means to the social transformation of

man. As the Russian artist and architect El Lissitzky said: -

“The basic elements of our architecture belong to the
social revelution and not the technological one.”
"And new social-attitudes did arise in the new housing
units, particularly among women, who benéfited from
them the most. While the long waiting lists for
admittance to the communes reflected less a convic-
tion .that they represented a higher form of social
interaction than a desire for the facilities with which
they were equipped—electricity, heat and running
" water—most women, delighted to be. relieved of the
brunt of household drudgery, soon ‘concluded that
private - family life was intolerable. According to

WOMEN AND REVvOLU"I'IO‘N-

’e . R . aae »

People’s Commissar for Social WeIfare,AI:eksanq!'a

Kollontai: - .

-, . . - N \7."".‘.‘““
“...where previously the women  were particlilaily

anxious -to have a household of their own,...today, on
the contrary, itis the husband who suggests that itwould
not be.a bad idea to take a flat, have dinner at home and
the wife always about—while the women, especially the
growing numbers -of women workers. who are being
drawn into the Republic’s creative activities, will noteven

hear of a ‘household of one’s own.” ‘Better to separate .

than to agree to a family life with a household and the
petty family worries; ‘now |-am free to work-for the
Revolution, but then—then | would be fettered..No,

separation would be preferable.” And the husbands have

to make the best of it.” = . , R T
~Aleksandra Kollontai, Women’s Labor in.Eco-
nomic Development ‘ -

The, architects of the time were charact ristically.

uncompromising in their social goals. Typical of-the.
clarity with.which these goals. were translated:into

structural realities is the exceptionally elegant 1929
design by Barshch and -Vladimirov for'a communal

dwelling for 1,000 adults and 680 children. Housingwas
by age group, with a teri-story main building for-adults

and, perpendicular to it, a

\ . .

six-story wing for the

Barsch and Viadimirov, communal
dwelling: interior views.

George Braziller

'
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younger chlldren and a five-story one for those of -

school age. :

~'In_ the main building, the first four floors were
planned as a communal-area containing a vestibule,
dining hall, club and recreation rooms, wh|Ie the
rémaining six stories were devoted to small, two-

person sleeping-rooms. CIearly the architects’ desrre'.
wastdcreate an énvironmentin which nearly all actrwty

except sleep would be social. i
. AS fon the children, the ground floor of the burldrng

for pre-schoolers was' occupied by the entry and .
reception rooms, while the upper stories held 12 rooms -

for 30 children each Adjacent to this building was one
with a large, airy veranda.  The building for school
children falls into two parts: in the first two stories were

the-entry--and workshops; in the upper three the
classrooms .and accessory rooms. Each dormitory was
designed to hold 28 students and each of the elght'

classrooms 40.
~-In‘occupying only ten percent of the land on whichiit

was.to be ‘erected and ‘in resting on columns, thus ..

elevated. from the ground which it would occupy, this
design has- a lightness and airiness characteristic of

- much Russian revolutionary architecture.

¢

Barshch and Vladimirov’s design is a consistent
realization of the ideals animating revolutionary
architects regardmg the replacement of the nuclear
family by’ new‘ties of comradeship in -a radical

transformation of everyday life. In his book Sotsial-
‘isticheskie Goroda (Socuallst Cltles), wrltten in 1930, L

Sabsovich asserted:

“This socialist’ reconstructron of the way of life must be
begun at once and be carried out for all working people,
. bothinthecities and the countryside, in the course of the
.+ nextfive to eight years..
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: Every sort of transitional form -
is the expression of a completely unjustifiable opportun- -
_ism....There should be no rooms in whrch man and wife

and New Zealand, seotuon of the mternatuonal I

can live together....The rooms will be used mainly“for
sleeping, individual recuperatron and;in a. fewmstances
individual occupations.’

In a roughly contemporary article in Sovremennaya
Arkhitektura Sabsovich defined more clearly his view
of the communist way of life: :

“When life is organized on a socialist basis each worker
may be regarded as a potential ‘bachelor’ or as a potential
‘husband’ or ‘wife,’ to the extent that today’s bachelor- .
may be tomorrow’s husband and today’s couple may
‘tomorrow be separated. [Sabsovich envisaged “divorce”
as being effected by a'simple locking of the connecting
. door between two adjoining rooms.] At présent many
couples are living together unwillingly, compelled to do
5o, firstly, by the housing problem and also by the
necessity of bringing up their children, even though the
" . bond between them may be broken.... When life is
- organized on a socialist basis, - when  the everyday
necessities are being supplied by the state and the
children are being collectively brought up, then these

. constraints will gradually disappear.”

The architect V. Kuzmin, one of the leading
proponents “of - collective housrng, was éven more
"categorical in-his condemnation of the nuclear family:

“The proletariat must at once set about the destruction of

- the family as an organ of oppression and exploitation. In

the communal dwelling the family will, in my view, be a
purely comradely, physiologically necessary.and histori-
cally inevitable association between the working man
and the working woman.’
. —V." Kuzmin, O rabochem . zhilishchnom
stroitel’stve (On Building Working-Class Dwell-
ings),-Sovremennaya Arkhitektura No. 3, 1928

Just how strongly entrenched the Bolshevik program
was in the minds of party members is revealed by the
fact that as late as 1930 Yuri Larin, in a speech before the
Communist /Academy, called for the elimination of

- individual kitchens in ‘new apartment buildings,

referring to the party’s stated aim of feeding 50 percent
of the population in communal restaurants. He-also
called for the construction of communal dwellings with
.attached nurseries, pointing out that in Moscow there

- were child-care facilities for only 50 children.per 1,000

women—i.e., 1,000 potential workers—and noted the
bad effect which the- intolerable overcrowdmg was
having on productivity.

Nonetheless it was inevitable that such extreme
_ proposals should arouse opposition, -and” various
attempts at compromise were made. Realizing that the -
economic backwardness of the country precluded, for
the time at least, providing a conventional bourgeois
apartment for every family\and that those which were
being built were in: fact being allotted to groups of
families, revolutionary architects attempted to find a
solution that would both solve the housing problem
and further communist consciousness. - .

Itwas soon realized that simple miniaturization of the
traditional bourgeois apartment was no solution,since
apartments with a living area .of roughly 50 square
meters were less.costly to build than miniaturized
versions or one-room apartments with the same bath
and kitchen. Moreover, the rents of large private
.apartments would have placed them out of the reach of

- all but a few highly paid specialists, with the conse- -

quence that they would have ended up occupied not
contrnued on next page
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by one family but by thfee or four, “thus creating not -

the framework for a new way of life but an intolerable
existence for 60 percent of the population” (report of
. the Construction Committee of the R.F.S.R.—or
“Stroikom’’—1928). : R , "
In 1928 Stroikom set-up a research and design section
for the standardization of housing under the direction
of Moses Ginzburg, chief editor of Sovremennaya
Arkhitektura, the leading journal of Soviet architec-
,tzre. After three months of labor, Stroikom reported
- that: o ) i : ’ K
' “Despite the extreme tightness of state funds, the

provision of housing for millions of workers'confrontsus -

as one of our chief tasks.

“...the new types of housing must free as much as
possible of the workers’ time and energy for social and
ccultural-activities, provide suitable means of relaxation,

ERt

‘szr,more;collective forms.”

collectively, as we have attempted to' do in the past,

- generally with negative results. We must provide for the “.."
possibility of a gradual, natural transition to communal - .}
utilization in a number of different areas. That is why we' "~

have tried to keep each unitisolated from the next, that is
why we found it necessary to design the kitchen alcove as
.- a standard element of minimum size that could be
. .removed .bodily from the apartment to permit the

" introduction of canteen catering at any given moment. -

“# We' considered it absolutely necessary to incorporate

v+.certainfeatures that would stimulate the transition to a
«%-socially superior mode of life, stimulate but not dic-
¢ tate....” : t ‘

v

“Proletarian Culture”

~.One of the accusations regularly raised against.the -
radical modernism of avantgarde Soviet architecture -

wds its supposed absence of ties with the masses. These
sleek designs, adherents of the.emerging bureaucracy

charged, had nothing in common with the new .
“proletarian society, and were instead merely a slavish

imitation of bourgeois fashions in the West.

+iThe questions raised by ' such accusations are
important.. What should be the relationship between
the artistic/literary intelligentsia and- the proletariat?
What sort of creative currents- should the party

promote? The answers provided by Lenin, Trotsky, .
Lunacharsky and Bukharin were utterly unambigous:

- all, were united in asserting the duty of the party to
intervene . against openly counterrevolutionary ‘cur-

rents in art and literatyre while otherwise insisting ona

hands-off policy in the cultural sphere. .
‘“Lenin’s own tastes in art were rather conservative; he
felt little personal sympathy for the radical modernism

. that' came into vogue in Russia after the October °
Revolution,-and it was probably he who approved the.

. choice of a neo-classical entry colonnade in rudimen-
tary Doric style (by ex-bourgeois and later Stalinist
hacks Shchuko ‘ahd Helfreich) as an- entry to the

=

zand facilitate the transition from individual housing to-

_WOMEN AND REVOLUTION

\

© Smolny Institute, where he had met the Revolutionary

Military Committee that directed the October uprising.

However, this is his sole reported intervention into
.artistic “decision-making; otherwise he assumed a
/position of benevolent neutrality, speaking out public-
‘ly only when some architectural claque attempted to
arrogate to itself exclusive artistic rights to “proletari-
-an’”or “revolutionary” art in the young workers state,

-~ Similarly, Anatoli Luncharsky, People’s Commissar;
- of Art and Education, polemicized vigorously against
:zartistic and literary movements which he felt stood in;
;“basic contradiction to Marxism, but promoted full

“freedom of cultural debate.” L I
.+ - Trotsky’s position on'the role of the party in the

ultural sphere was ‘identical with Lenin’s. In’ his,

'_:u___‘-‘Commu‘n‘i'st Policy Toward Art”” Trotsky stated that,
+-while the"party-must be irreconcilably opposed ‘to
+ overtly counterrevolutionary art, its tasks were essen:’
- tially: -~ '

“to help the most })rdgre§sive tendencies by a critical

: ) , 7 illumination of the road, but it does not do more-than.

Explaining the-aims of the committee, Ginzbarg added: - "
" . "We consider that one of the important points that must B
P 'be taken’into account in building new apartments is the . -%
dialectics”of human development. We can no longer- a
compel the occupants of a particular building to live -

.- that. Art must make its own way and by its own means.-
- The Marxian methods are not the same asthe artistic. The,
.- party leads the proletariat but riot the historic processes
- - of history. There are domains in‘which the party: leads,
 directly and imperatively. There are domains in which it.
~only.cooperates. There are, finally, domains in which: it:
“only.orients itself. The domain of art is not one in whichi
the party is called upon to-command. It can and must!

- protect-and help it, but it can only lead it indirectly....”%
. Trotsky, indeed, explicitly rejected the’ notion- of.
“proletarian art”’—first of all, because of the proletari-
at’s real cultural deprivation at the time of the seizure of

state power:, o
“The proletariat is forced to take power before it has
appropriated the fundamental elements of bourgeois
culture; it is forced to overthrow bourgeois society by
revolutionary violenceé for the very reason that that -
society does not allow it access to culture.” = - 7 )
—Trotsky, “What is Proletarian Culture and'is it
" Possible?” : . , .

In addition, in the:initial years of the proletarian
regime (at least in backward Russia) the main tasks.of .
the proletariat were necessarily the creation of .the
material conditions for general access to culture; “That
is why a machine which automatically manufactures
bottles is at the present.time a first-rate factor in the
cultural revolution,’} said Trotsky, “while a heroic

. poem is a tenth-rate factor...it is good when poets sing

of the revolution and the proletariat, but a powerful
turbine sings even better.” . e
The very notion of a proletarian culture stands in
contradiction to the basic tenets of Marxism: :
“...there can be no question of a new culture, that is, of
construction on alarge historic scale during the pe[i‘gd of
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. + - dictatorship [of the proletariat]. The cultural teconstruc-.
" tion which will begin when the need of the iron clutch of
. a dictatorship unparalleled in history will have’ disap-
' peared, will not have a class character. This seems to lead
to the conclusion that there is no proletarian cultureand .
-«% _that there never will be any and in fact there is no reason
't to"regfet this. The proletariat acquires power for the

. purpose of doing away with class culture and to make -

% way for’human culture. We frequently seem to forget
© this.” | . '
.’:Ei‘_f. i« —Trotsky, op. cit. '
"“Trotsky also ridiculed the sort of simplistic reduction-
ismy which then, as now, sometimes passed for Marxist
criticism. Referring to Raskolnikov, a spokesman for-
the Na Postu group, Trotsky said: ' :
- “In works of art he ignores that which makes them works,
" of art. This was most vividly shown in his remarkable
;- .judgment on Dante’s The Divine Comedy, which in his

opinion is valuable to us just because it enables us to
“understand the psycholoiy of a certain class at a certain

time. To put the matter that way means simply to strike
out The Divine Comedy from the realm of art.... Dante

was, of course,the product of a certain social milieu. But °

Dante was a genius. He raised the experience of his
_“..epoch ‘to a tremendous artistic height....the .ltalian,
.- Marxist, old Antonio Labriola, wrote something like this:’
Pt h i . et
" ‘anly fools could try to interpret the text of The Divine
Comedy a5 thiough*it were made of the cloth that:

rn i

Florentine merchants provided for their customers’,
1. —Trotsky, op. cit. .~ -~ . .
¢ Thus Trotsky could assert that despite ““the variations
.in feelings and states of mind in different classes. ..you;
won’t deny that Shakespeare ‘and Byron somehow’
speak to your soul and mine”” And when the,
ignoran

e e

N

. v
‘

tist Lebedinsky countered that, “They will soon’

'
'

The Rusakov

. Workers Club,

" one of the most
famed K
examples of
modern Soviet
architecture
(1927).

stop speaking,” T'rotsky replied that the works - ‘of
Shakéspeare, Byron and Pushkin would still be-around

“when people will stop-seeking in Marx’s Capital for

precepts for their practical activity and Capital will have
become merely a historical document, together with
the program of our party.” : T

Urbanists and Deurbanists

Russiah society was in the 1920’s open to a-degree
inconceivable to citizens of the deformed-and degen-

‘erated workers states today. Despite the ban on party

factions, the old polemical traditions of Bolshevism
were very much alive; so much so that the emerging’
bureaucracy required over a dozen years—from the
death of Lenin to the Moscow trials—to definitively
quash all overt political and intellectual opposition. In
the meantime, bureaucratic control was asserted:

-gradually.and piecemeal throughout the country—first

in the party, where the traditions of dissent ran
strongest, then in the state apparatus and last in the
field of culture, where the bureaucracy had.first to
achieve a consciousness reflecting its usurpatory role
before it could begin to pursue its unequivocally.
regressive artistic policies. _ ‘ : .
As the Stalinist bureaucracy hardened, it gradually
developed social cohesiveness and a world’ outlook
corresponding to its balancing between imperialism
arid the proletarian ptoperty forms of October! For the
revolutionary architects this meant that there was less -
and less chance.of seeing their striking ‘projects
) " continued on next page.
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realized, as the bureaucracy increasingly favored an

“impressive” academic eclecticism. Thus the terms of

‘architectural debate were first deformed and then
"became increasingly unreal,” as' the revolutionary

- ‘architects, faced with bureaucratic control over -

* ‘Commissions, divided into urbanists and deurbanists.

-Whilé the urbanists -clung to the concept of the-

‘Communal dwelling, to which they gave increasingly
‘extreme and uncompromising forms, the deurbanists
~@baridoned this synthesis in what essentially amounted
-to"a loss of faith in the possibility of socialist reconstruc-
‘tion “of the country’s existing physical plant, with
consequent abandonment of the city in favor of a
pastoral existence based of course on the latest
technology—rural electrification, decentralized, pro-
-duction.and the like.

‘. The: chief theoretician .of the deurbanists, M.
-Okhitovich, rejected the notion of the city and put
sforward the reactionary/utopian program (prior to the
achievement of enormous leaps in technology and
imaterial superabundance; i.e.; socialism) of a Russia
‘dotted with individual dwellings—lightweight struc-
stures set in-unspoiled natural surroundings. “No, let u$

ibe" frank,” he said, “communal Kouses, those enor- .

imous,. heavy, monumental, everlasting colossi, perma-
~:nently encumbering the landscape, will not solve the
‘problem of socialist resettlement.” Despite his avowed
- tdesire to introduce collective facilities into his housing,
fit is-hard to see how this could have been done in
‘€ifcumstances of planned isolation, while the diffusion
- ‘of the population would have militated against any but
_ 'the lowest-level cultural facilities being accessible to
“the.masses. In fact, Okhitovich’s scheme had social
“rather than architectural roots: an increasing desire to
“withdraw from the bureaucratically run workers state
finto individual isolation; to substitute a sylvan idyll for
‘commitment to the socialist ideal; o
A complementary plan called for the evacuation of
“Moscow and the resettlement of its population along
‘highways radiating out from.the former urban center.
New construction in the capital was to be banned and
ithe abandoned areas gradually landscaped until what
was left was an irreducible administrative/cultural core

plus a sort of historical museum of artificially preserved

neighborhoods and monuments characteristic of the
city’s past. L ' S
Needless to say, the extreme positions of the .

-deurbanizers and the violent counterproposals of the
* hard-pressed collectivizing urbanizers were grist for
-the mill of the emerging bureaucracy and its coterie of
architectural hangers-on, organized in an off-shoot of

Proletkult, the Vopra (All-Russian Association . of
Proletarian Architects). As in other fields of creative -
endeavor, an appeal to’ supposed . Marxist-Leninist
orthodoxy served only to becloud the real issue: the
conscious undoing ‘of all the October Revolution had
stood for. - — ‘ : ',

It is important to realize that the dispute was not
simply ideological, but had a material basis in the
extreme backwardness and impoverishment of Russia
in the 1920’s. The existing stock of housing was
decaying at a frightening rate, as lack of material

- rendered itimpossible to replace broken pipés, missing

tiles and window panes. Even in 1931 the average
dwelling space per person was around four square
meters in Moscow: indeed housing space per person
had steadily declined since the Revolution, despite the
new building programs, which had barely dented the
vast need. These conditions of material deprivation
were, as Trotsky pointed out, one of the major causes

for the rise of a parasitic bureaucracy; and the role of

this emergent bureaucracy as adjudicator of the strife
and allocator of what little privilege the new society
could offer is as apparent in architecture and public
housing as elsewhere. =~~~ ~- = oo

"Stalinization

The Stalinist architectural “program” fo_f,the'_ early
“30’s consisted of the following points: i .o
. Reduce costs! The government simply decreed:(1

‘March 1931) a reduction in building costs for ‘new

housing from an average of 170 to 104 rubles per square
meter. , : L R
2. Widely publicized campaigns for goals, never

“seriously expected to be met. In 1931 the first major all:,
‘out drive to solve the housing problem was proclaimed-
-“‘by decision of the Council of People’s Commissars
"and at the personal initiative of Cde. Stalin,” whereby

\
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Narkomtln apartment building (Moscow, 1930) was! meant to serve as transition between tradltlonal apartment
house and communal dwellmg

1700 ,000 new dwellings were supposed to'be erected for

workers in the Donets and Kuznets Basins; the Urals .

and Karaganda before the year’s end. Of course, the:
_country lacked the infrastructure to-concentrate all its_

‘résources and-trained personnel in a few regions, let

.alone. to "embark on so mammoth a -construction
‘program in the limited time allotted. For workers and

‘functionaries on the spot, ‘trying to cope with this

‘bureaucratically induced chaos, the result was inevita-
'bly personal cynicism and disillusionment with the
-socialist ideals supposedly inspiring such projects.’

" 3. Under the slogan of “radical standardization,” the
:Stalinists instituted a return to “traditional Russian”

modes of housing, i.e., the primitive wood log house of -

the peasant village, the very archetype of Russian
backwardness. German architect Wilm Stein, writing

:from'Moscow;, described the abrupt turna bout ina 1931 '

“article for Bauwelt:

- “Everywheré the drums are now being beaten for -the
“standard building’; the leap from the new revelation of
“socialist cities’ to primitive. little wood dwellings, for
which plans and designs are being sent out in droves by

.., the Office for Standardization, is being sweetened by the .

"new advantages of the wooden house belng discovered
" “daily: ‘The standard houses do not require any scarce
materials such as iron and cement’; ‘instead of 170 rubles
per square meter in stone houses the square meter in
wood houses costs only 80 rubles’; as further advantages
of the standard wood house a savings in man hours for
construction workers, the fact that engineers and
technicians are not required, the short time of construc-
tion, the freeing of the rail system from the transport of
bunldlng materials, etc., etc. are being mentioned.” "

Stein termed the decision to shift “from the socialist
communal cities and their symphonies in steel,

concrete and glass to simple peasant housing inwood”’

a “blow to communist theory”’; this decision, he notes,
was made after a long dispute among the
.Communists—indeed, in the midst of this dispute—by
-a:ukase of the Central Committee of the'Party on 25
March [1931].””

i

4. The communal dwellmg and with it the socuallza- -

tion of household labor were abandoned as “utopian.’

Thereby the full emancipation of women was deliber-
“ately postponed to an indefinite future (even as the
Stalinist regime began to nibble away at women’s full
.legal equality with restrictions on abortion:and dnvorce

. realized that the current

laws and with the glonfncatlon of “Soviet mother-
hood”). At the same time, ideological attacks were
mounted on revolutionary architecture.

The pretentious, neo-classic facades erected from

promoted the backwardness of the working class, Stalin
evidently felt compelled to-buttress his authonty and

that of the usurpatory:bureaucratic regime which he‘
. represented by resorting to the outward symbols of

bourgeois power. Thus the airy lightness of early post-
revolutionary architecture was replaced by a-squat,

oppressive style that seems a fitting tribute to the dead -

welght of the bureaucracy resting on the so:l of
“socialism in one country

Post-War Soviet Architecture - R

" Even apart from the havoc wreaked by World War II
Soviet housing and city desngn would have presentedia
picture bleak and dreary in the extreme. While great
advances were made in housing the mass. of the
population andirepairing the damage caused by the
imperialist war, the economy remained distorted by

generalized want. The housing that was built was either
of the'most drab, dull barracks type or the pretentiously

tricked-out spun-sugar kitsch that appealed to the

petty-bourgeoisified administrative hierarchy.’

After Stalin’s death, the bureaucracy as a whole
““socialist realist” style in
architecture was making the Soviet Union .a laugh-

ingstock throughout the world and promoting the

notion of Russian backwardness, and-aturn was carried

out, announced by the results of the competition for'

the Hall of the Soviets inside the Kremlin -walls—a
structure that makes all.the proper obeisances toward
the same mid-20th-century steel and glass design which
msplred New York’s Lincoln Center. sy

It is not by chance that, despite. their obvnous
advantages and greater rationality, communes have not
been erected in the more than 50 years since the
Stalinist take-over in Russia. This is simply a reflection of

‘the fact that the oppressive nuclear family can never be
T - .- continued on next page

1930 to 1950, were generally gigantic cover-ups—
literally—of internal hollowness. Having catered to and

.

" bureaucratic usurpation of workers democracy and by .
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eliminated- under the bureaucratic regimes of the'
- deformed and degenerated workers states. .

. *¢ this system by the bureaucracy).
Leninism is still social dynamite, both in and outsude
the deformed workers states. It, and the fragility of the

Nevertheless, present-day architectural planning ~ bureaucracy as a parasitic caste not rooted in the
and design constitute an exemplary instance of why proletarian property forms it ineffectively - defends, .
Trotskyists' couple unconditional defense of the gains . account for the continued validity of. Trotsky’s evalua-
of the, October Revolution with a call for a political tion of the bureaucracy as a historically ephemeral
revolUtidri 'that would' preserve these .gains while phenomenon—as a caste, not a new class. A working- -
oustlng the parasmc bureaucracy. Just what are these class_ political ‘revolution- with the. establishment of -
gams‘ theh' in the field .of architecture? . democratically elected soviets would, as in Hungary'in .

(First, state ownershlp of the land, as the basis for 1956, bring about a swift dissolution of the bureaucracy,
rationial city ! planning unhampered by the need to much of ‘which—as the . Hungarian = example
adjudicate . the -interests. of hundreds of mdlwdual - demonstrated—would probably go over to the side of
Iandholders (with whom under capitalism the “impar- the workers. While prophecies should in general be:
tial” state administrators are bound by countless ties), avoided, it seems safe to assert that as part of the overall
Second, state ownership of the means of product|on activization' of the hitherto atomized and passive
and the planned economy, which make it possible to.  population following the political revolution, com- .
allogdte resources on a nation-wide scale in accord with munes embodying the ideals of a proletanan state
_the'rieeds .of the population. While considering cost governed by workers democracy would spring up, as
factors (as’ any, .society -must do in deciding how to was the case in the 1920’s, but starting from an infinitely -
allocate its surplus in: productive investment), Soviet superior material base. Here, too, the liberation of
planning is not based on profitability criteriabutonthe  women will be part'of and a conseéquence, of the self-

satlsfactlon of social needs on arational, pIanned basis. . I|berat|on of.the working class.m

(despite the manifest and fundamental perversion of

George Braziller

Winnihg entry in competitlon for Palace of the Soviets, 1932: Stalin s concepuon of the role and position of- the
leader vls-a-vls the masses

v
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Defend Dr. Henry Morgentaler'

‘On ]anuary 20 the Quebec Court of Appeal upheld
the jury acquittal of Dr. Henry Morgentaler charged
for the second time, with the “crime” of performmg an
abortién. Two days later a new trial was set on a prlor
charge for which Morgentaler was serving an 18- month
jail sentence. The 52- -year- -old doctor-had been acquit-
ted of the first charge in November 1973 by a Quebec.
jury. The state took ‘the unprecedented ‘move of:
appealing the acquittal to a higher provmc:al court, the,’

.Court of Appeal, which overturned the jury’s decision ’
-and convicted Morgentaler This was upheld by the
‘Supreme Court of Canada jn March 1975. '

Liberal uproar at the state’s effofts to overturn thei

first acquittal, the subsequent acquittal on another,

charge and the many demonstratiors and other
pubhcuty accorded the case Ied to the order for retr|a|

Labor Challe’nge'v

Dr. Henry Morgentaler ,:4 .‘ g D

It isan outrage that the twice- acqumed doctor must go
through the ordeal of another trial: Victim of a savage "
witchhunt in which his clinic was closed down and his. .

“medical license suspended, he has already had one

heart attack since proceedings were begun against him., -
Morgentaler should never have been tried at all..
Abortion is not a crime, but a right of every woman.. .
"Morgentaler must be freed unconditionally and his.
medical -license returned! The reactionary Jaw which.:
léd to his imprisonment must be . wiped off the books, .
and:abortion made available without cost to allwomen;;:
not just the rich. Free abertion on demand' Free quahty
health-care for ali! - x -
Anti-abortion Ieglslatron isan lmportant propforthe :
bourgeois family, an institution which operates both to-
retard the development of women by chalnmg themin
isolation to “hearth and home ‘and 1o provide the’
capitalists with a permanent reserve of unemployed

labor with which to keep’ down labor costs and drvnde,

7 -

'.l'}

the workforce. )

“In spite of the openly reactlonary nature” of a’rjtl'-'
abortion legislation, the reformist League for Socidlist
Action (LSA) (Canadlan “co-thinkers” of the’ Socialist
Workers Party in the'U.S.) has until. recently adamantly

“refused to link the Morgentaler case with- demand

aimed at smashmg the anti-abortion laws. Now, glvmg

in to -popular’ pressure, the LSA'has: fmally ‘béen'

emboldened to call for the abolition of ‘these IaWS,
however, in line wuth its pamfu|step at-a: tlme tarlmgoff
where it perceives “people are at;” it fefuses to call for
free abortion on demand—the- orly demand wh'ch
would really make abortion accessible to all women—
and at no time attempts to link this issue to the' Iarger
questions ‘of women’s oppressron wrthln capltahst
society. L

Both these fakers and their’ cohabrtants i the

S

- pseudo-Trotskyist ‘United Secretariat,” the Canadian

Revo|ut|onary Marxist Group (RMG) choose to'tail the
“women’s movement” which is seen as a revolutionary

" force in its own right and thus a substitute for a
" women's section of a revolutionary party which would

link women to workers struggles through the most
conscious cadres of the workers movement.
-Communists: must agitate for free abortion on

:demand by competent medical personnel, for the

massive dispensation of safe and effective contracep-

tion and against forced sterilization. We also-demand

extensive maternity -benefits—paid maternity (and

" paternity) leave before and after childbirth, free.quality

health care for all and free 24- hour chrld care.We must

- fight for abortion-law repeal, recognizing:that under
‘T‘capltallsm reforms are always reversible. Only in-a
society transformed by socialist revelution can funda-

mental gams for women be won, consohdated and

extended .- S *:‘;-. L
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Women and Revolut:on
celebrates the m|||tant ,
‘role of women in the -
-hustory'of the class
struggle. Forward to
women'’s liberation ™ -
through socialism! -
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WOMEN AND REVOLUTION' .

 Early ‘Communist Work Among
Women' The Bolshewks

Few people today, even among those who take a
special interest in the history, of women, have ever

'heard of the Russian League. of Equal .Rights for, . :
Women. Yet in the days follow- *

ing the February revolution it

Part 2

of “Carrie Chapman: Catt’s. International Suffrage
Alliance, to which feminists in Russia and around the .

world looked for leadershlp in_ the struggle for.

women ’s. liberation. -

From its headquarters at 20 Znamenskala Street in .

Petrograd the League wagéd an ardent.struggle for

women’s rights—principally suffrage—through rallies,

leaflets, newspaper articles and earnest petmons such -
v as the following:

incomplete without the full equality of women and men,

the Russian League of EqualRights for Women appealsto
. all women of al%professtons and calls upon them to join .

the League in order to quickly realize in practice the
- great idea of complete equallty of the sexes before the
"~ law.
" “In Unity there is Strength v

: —Den 9 March 1917 .~ . . L

.On15 Apnl 1917 the League witnessed the realization

of its long-sought goal as the Provisional Governmerit-

granted all women over the age of 20 the right to
participate in Duma elections. Over thé next four
months. additional legislation enabled women to
practice ' law, elect delegates to the forthcoming
Constituent Assembly, run for election themselves,
hold government.posts and. vote in all provincial and

municipal elections. Social Revolutionary leader Cath- -
erine Breshkovskaia (later to be dubbed by Trotsky the -

“Godmother of the Russian Counterrevolution”)
wrote in exultation to the Natlonal American Woman
Suffrage Association: }
‘I am happy tosay that the ‘Women ’s Journal’ can be sure
. we Russian women have already the.rights (over all our
. country) belonging to all citizens, and’ the elections
" which are taking pFace now, over all our provinces, are
.. performed together by men and women. Neither our
" . government nor our people have a word to say against

the woman suffrage.”
. —Catherine Breshkovskaia, letter to the National
American Woman. Suffrage Association, 20 May

1917 :

Itis notable, then, that the vnctonous Russian League
has been relegated to historical near-oblivion, while
the Bolshevik party is'universally acknowledged—even
by. staunch anti-communists—as the instrument -by
means of which Russian women achieved an unparal-
-leled degree of social equality. And this is as it should
be, for in fact the League’s paper victory had virtually
no practical significance for the masses of Russian

was this organization; a branch’

S . l ¥
‘women.” Not only dld the new. equal rlghts Statutes
leave- untouched the most urgent problems . of daily
¥ life—such as'widespread starvation—but such reforms,
as'were guaranteed were. implemented, as'in the West h
v .ina purely tokenistic fashion. American newspaper:
" reporter ‘Bessie Beatty, who attended a Provisional
.-Government political convention in Petrograd’ dunng
- this period; noted. that of the 1,600 delegates in
_attendance only 23were women . Not that women were
absent from the proceedmgs, far from it,"Numerous
Qwomen served tea, caviar and sandwiches; ushered
~men ‘to their seats,
counted ballots. “It was so natural,’
almost ‘made me homesick.” -

said Bea-tty, "t—h'at’git_

‘Lenini had pledged that ‘the first dlctatorshlp of the
proletanat will be the ploneer in full social equallty for.
“women. 1t will radlcally destroy,more prejudtces than
“-volumes of women’s rights.” With'the:Saviet seizure of
" state power and in the very teeth of the bitter strugglé
against counterrevolution and imperialist intervention
the Bolsheviks proved thelr determlnatlon :to.shonor
this pledge : P S
‘The very first-pieces of leglslatlon enacted by the'new

Soviet government were directed at the emancipation -

of women in a-way which far exceeded the reformist
demands of the suffragists. The aim of this legislation
was the- replacement of the nuclear family -as a

social/economic unit through the socialization of -

household labor and the equalization of educational
and vocational opportunities. These two goals were key
to the undermining of the capitalist social order and to
the construction of the new society.

In December 1917 illegitimacy was aboltshed in law
making- fathers, whether married or not,  co-
responsible for their children and freeirig mothers from
the birden of a double standard which had punished
them for the consequences of shared “mistakes.”

Subsequent legislation declared marriage to be a
.contract' between free and equal individuals' which
.could be dissolved at the request.of either partner,
‘established hundreds of institutions devoted. to the

" care of mothers and children, legalized abortions,
assured equal pay for equal work and opened up’

unheard of opportunities for women in |ndustry, the’
And " this"

professions, the party and government.
legislation. was backed by government action. Thus'

when Soviet working women; like working women in’ .

other countries, began to lose their jobs to soldiers
. returning from the front, the Petrograd Céuncil of
.Tradeé .Unions addressed the following appeal to all
workers and factory committees: '

U 4THe questron of how to combat unemployment has- :

took stenographlcb hotes. and -

. Bolshewk Pledge° Full Social Equallty for Women‘

“Defending the interests of women and malntamlng that -
the realization of peace among the people will be .
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tarcomes sharply. before the unions, In many factories: and

~shops the question is being solved very simply...fire-the
- . women-and put men in their.places. With the transfer.of
., power-to the Soviets, the wor ing’ class is given.a chance
o reorganize our national economy on a new basis. Does
“such action correspond with this new basis?... The only’
effective measure against-unemployment is the restora-
_tion of the productive powers of the country; reorganiza:

cutting ‘down of workers in factories and shops, we.must.

* approach the question of dismissal with the greatest care.

‘We must decﬂe each case individually. There can be no

.. question of whether the worker isaman or awoman;, but

. simply ofthe degree of need....Only such an atmude will

-make it possible for .us- to' rétain women in ‘our

‘organization, and prevent a. ~split " in . the  army . of
“workers...."” .

—-Petrograd Council of Trade Unrons, Apnl 1918

. quoted in Jessica Smith, Women in Sov:et Russia, ' °
This petition was supported’ by other unions and

governiment organizations, and mass dismissals .of
women' from Soviet industry were in fact checked.
Three years later, during another period of wrdespread
Iayoffsz the government issued a decree providing that
in cases where male and female workers were equally

_qualified they were to be given equal consnderatuon in.

retaining -their jobs, with the exceptlon that smgle
women with children under one year of age were to.be.
given preference. In the event that such women.hadto
be laid off, their children had the right to continue to
attend ‘the factory' nursery or kindergarten. .It was
further stipulated that neither pregnancy nor the fact
that a woman was nursing a baby could serve as cause -
for dismissal, nor was it permitted to dismiss-a.woman

, ~

" tion on a socialist basis: During the time of crisis, ‘with.the -

Workers and
activists of the
" Tversk
Regional
Zhenotdel
(1922).

’ worker dunng a leave of absence for chrldblrth

- Surveying the Soviet government s work among
women during its first two years Lenin was able to
conclude that:

“A .complete Revolution™ in the legislation affecting
. women was brought about by the government of the

~workers in the first months of its existence. The Soviet
government has not left a stone unturned of those laws
~which held women in complete subjection. | speak
particularly of the laws which took advantage of the’
- weaker position of woman, leaving her in an unequal and
‘often even degrading posmon—that is,” the laws on
divorce and children born out of. wedlock and the right
of women to sue the father for the support of the child...

And we may now say with pride and without any

exaggeration that outside of Soviet Russia there is not a

country in the world where women have been given full

equal rights, where ‘'women are not in a humiliating
position which is felt especially in everyday family life.

This was one of our first and most important tasks...

“Certainly laws alone are not enough, and we will not for

a minute be satisfied just with decrees. But in the legal

field we have done everything required to putwomen on

an equal basis with men, and we have a right to be proud
of that. The legal position of women in Soviet Russia is
ideal from the point of view of the foremost countries.

But we teII ourselves plainly that this .is only the

beginning.”

T —V.. Lenm quoted in'Jessica Smlth‘ Women in
Sov:et Russia =~

Zhenotdel

- The transition was not an easy one for women-(or for
men) particularly in rural areas and in the Muslim East,
contlnued on next page

-/




WOMEN AND REVOLUTION

S

Bolshevik Work...

’Apprecratrng the difficylties Wthh women had to

overcome in breaking from reactionary traditions, the

Central Committee of the Bolshevik party, although it - -
was caught up in the turmoil.of civil war, gave

additional impetus to its work among women by calling
for an All-Russian Conference of Worklng Women and

Peasant Women to take place in Moscow in November
1918. This conferencé was preceded by the establrsh-_
ment of a bureau of convocation which sent agitators . .-
throughout the country, including frontline regions, to: - -
.. inform'women about the forthcoming conference and: - -
to facilitate ‘the -election of delegates "Given the,
~ desperate conditions which prevailed; it was estimated -,
that approxrmately 300.delegates would attend, but at-.
‘the opening of.the first séssion on November 16, 1,147 .

‘women delegates were seated.

. Conference discussions addressed a variety of‘_
questions, including the problems of working women. .
4n Soviet Russia, the family, welfare, the role of women.

. in the international revolution, organizational prob- '~
lems, the struggle against prostitution in Soviet Russia, .-
the struggle against. child labor and the housmg :

questron

building of an autonomous women’s movement, the

delegates also noted that women were often the least -

conscious elements in these sections and the most in

need of. specral attention. In the light of this approach.
to special - work among women, which had been.

‘developed by the German Social Democratic Party and
carried forward by the Bolsheviks in the pre-
“revolutionary period, delegates to the conference
- affirmed the proposal by Bolshevik leaders Inessa
’ Armand and Konkordiia Samonlova that the conference

WORKERS
VanG lMRD
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appeal to the party “to organize from among the most
active working women of the party special groups for
propaganda and agitation among women in order to
put the idea  of communism into practice.” The
Bolsheviks’ response was the creation of a Central
Committee commission headed by Armand for work
among women. It was succeeded the following year.by

.. the. Department of Working Women and Peasant
- . Women—Zhenotdel.

.Zhenotdel was to become a major vehicle for the

- ‘recruitment of women to the Bolshevik party, but.its

primary purpose was not recruitment but the iristruc-
tion' 6f non-party women.in the atilization of their
‘newly=won rights, the deepening -of their. political -

* awareness and the winning of their cooperatron forthe T

constructron of the proletarian state.
Whrle special work among women was carried out’ by

* many agencies, Zhenotdel was unique in that it offered
_women practical political experience.
. elections women chose their delegates—one for every
-ten working women or for every hundred peasant
- _women or- housewives. These delegates attended
- ‘classes in reading'and writing, government, women'’s’

In annual

'nghts and social welfare, and they took part in the

organlzatlon of conferences meetlngs and mtervrews

“While affirming. in. pnncnple that the struggle forgvf.:,desrgned to arouse the interest of their constituents

communism and women’s emancipation could suc- '/
" ceed onlythrough the united struggle of all sections of -

. the working class and péasantry, and not through the - represent’ Zhenotdel pursued a special program of

. .political education which" included reviewing the
-reports of district committees, co-ops, trade.unigns and

and draw them into political activity. They were entitled

'to. representation on the Central Committee of the
- :Bolshevik : party,- and those who were elected to

factory directors. Some Zhenotdel _delegates became
full-time paid functionaries in'government institutions

.or trade unions where they. partrcrpated dlrectly in the
‘administration of the government. -

Zhenotdel carried out extensive propaganda cam- ;
.paigns through .its publications. By 1921, it was
publishing a special page devoted to women in 74

" weekly newspapers. In addition, it published its own
" weekly bulletin and the monthly journal Kommunistka

(The Communist Woman), which had a circulation of
30,000. In addition, Zhenotdel’s literary commission

--supervised the publication of leaflets and pamphilets

dealing with party work among women—over 400,000
‘pieces of ||terature during the first six months of 1921
.alone. : o

‘Finding themselves confronted at every step by the
"enormous barrier of illiteracy among women, Zhenot-
-del delegates threw themselves into the work of
organizing over 25,000 literacy schools in which they
themselves ‘were often the majority of the students.

. They also set up co-operative workshops for women,

organized women who had been laid off from’ factories )
and established orphanages and colonres for homeless
‘children.

Within a few years Zhenotdel had succeeded in

- creating out of the most. backward sector of the

-working class and peasantry: an organized, active,
‘politically conscious stratum of women citizens devot-
ed to the Soviet republic. Of these astonishing women
delegates.the Russian poet Mayakovsky wrote

y
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_ “They come’
«1: < From the machines :
" From the land and washtubs -
-, = Under red kerchiefs
R Tucking in the strands, ,
i Hundreds of thousands '~ Co
Of women-delegates ’ : e
_Chosen = * : '
To build and govern.” ' S

—Quoted in V. Lebedeva, “Zabota o materiakh-i -

detiakh,” in A.. Artiukhina et al. (edsy:Zhen-
shchina v revoliutsii b ;

‘Women Rally to Soviet State

While the Soviet regime had its detractors,-even
among working women in the major cities,all evidence
indicates that the great majority of working women, for
‘whom there could be no going back to the life they,had
known under the old regime, remained loyal to. the
government through famine, epidemic and Civil War.
Wearing red head bands, women marchedthrough the

. streets of Petrograd, during its darkestdays, singing that
: although typhus "and. cpunterre'\/olutiif)n;wérg every-

where, the world revolution was botind to save;them..

-One woman who spoke for many wrote:. = .ci» i

.. “l.am the wife of a Petrograd vyérker. Earlier },was.in no
. way useful to the working class. | could not work,,
*: “| sat at home, suffocating jin the cellar and preparing

'

- dinner from garbage whi¢h the bourgeqisi‘e",ﬁa;d not

" found fit to eat. o N L
“When working class rule began,’| heard tH€ call-forus

'

s

0 KRR ¢
EEE -7

~.The First All-
‘Russian- - -
Conference of
Working _
Women and
Peasant :
Women meets
in the Hall of:
Columns; '
Moscow (16 ;
November . .
1918). '

e -

" ourselves to rule and build our lives. Well, I thou ht, how.
" .can the generals and their.daughters have yielded their
-« - places to us? | began to listen.... et
- “They chose me-for a Kalachinska District conference: |
v+ .learned a great deal there. A’ literacy instructor was
.« - assigned to me.... . o L
“If life is difficult for us now, all of us will bear it and not
one will give the bourgeoisie reason to celebrate that
they can again keep all the people in chains. We may
suffer for a-while, but to our children we will leave an-
inheritance which' neither -moth ‘will eat nor rust will
corrode. And we shall all support strong soviet rule and
the Communist Party.” - . '
K —V. Tsurik, Bednota

~ But the clearest indication of support for the Soviet
i government was the enthusiasm with which women

"

_{took up arms against the counterrevolution. Soviet

. women were members of Red Guard units from the
first days of the October Revolution, and they fought
_side by side with men on every front during the Civil
* War! Like women in bourgeois countries, they initially
: volunteered as nurses, with the difference—as Alex-
. andra Kollontai points out—that they regarded the
. soldiers not merely as “our poor soldier boys,” but.as
: comrades in struggle: Soon, however, they became
" scouts, engirieers of armored trains, cavalry soldiers,
- communications specialists, machine-gunners and
“guerrillas. They also took the initiative in forming
- ““stopping detachments,” which. captured deserters
and persuaded them, whenever possﬂ)le, to-return;to
; ‘oo ..COntinued on next page
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Bolshevik Work...

their positions. Lenin praised these detachments,
saying: “Srhash the traitors ruthlessly and put them to
~shame. Eighty thousand women—this is no trifling
military force. Be steadfast in. the revolutionary
struggle.” . - S

When the fighti'ng ended, an estirhated 1,854 women ‘

Sp_ldiers had been killed or wounded and many more
-taken prisoner. Sixty-three women were awarded the
Order of the Red Banner for military heroism.

The Work Goes Fo,n'/vafd '

By 1921 it appeared as if a wholly new type of woman
was about to make Rer appearance in Soviet Russia.
According to Alexandra Kollontai’s personal ideal, this

-woman wouldbeself-supporting and would live alone;
‘she would take part in social and political work arid
would engage freely in sexual love; her meals would be
eaten in a communal restaurant; her.children would be

happy in a state nurseryand her home ‘would be

cleaned, her laundry done and her clothes mended by

state, workers. Other communijsts cherished other .

visions of the fully emancipated socialist woman, but
for all of them the future was full of promise=——so much
had been accomplished already.’ '
It was too early to know that just ahead lay bitter
defeats for Soviet women, for the Soviet working class
~as a whole and for the international proletarian
revolution. The bureaucratic degeneration. of the
Soviet state, which arose in the first instance out of the
backwardness,” isolation. and poverty of post-

WOMEN AND REVOLUTION .
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‘Students in -
.leadership "
training course
(1922). In the -
-+ center is N. K.
Krupskaya. -

revolutionary Russia and out of the failure of proletari-
- . . . J D PREAER]

an revolutions in the technologlcally,adygpggld coun-
. . . N g et AL LA
tries of Western Europe, constitutes another chapter.

-.. The privileged, conservative bureaucratic caste which

emerged out of these conditions reversed at will-
many of the gains which women had-achieved through
the Revolution: abortion was illegalized; the women’s
section of the party was liquidated; coeducation was
abolished; divorce was made less accessible;.and
women were once again encouraged to assume their
“natural” tasks of domestic labor and:child rearing
within the confines of the oppressive family. . - -
But despite these defeats, the lessons.of Bolshevik
work among women have not been lost to succeeding
generations " of revolutionists, and. the work goes
forward. Just as Kollontai pointed out to Bessie Beatty
during the first flush of the Soviet victory: “Even if we -
are conquered, we have done great things. We aré
breaking the way....”® . T

( Spartacus’Yout‘hA. League Pampﬁ'l.et-‘ o \
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For Labor/Black Defense’to Stop Racist:
Attacks and to Smash Fascist Threats
Price: 75¢ .- .
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Although a handful of anti-women’s hberatron

D (l

groups existed at the: herght of the women's: ‘move-

ment” of the late sixties and early seventies, if is ‘onl,
lately that a genuinely wrdespread antr-woman back
lash:has reared its ugly head.

Backlash sentiment has animated (thus’ far successful

ly) the recent attempts to block the ratification’ of the"

Equal Rights Amendment (ERA) and the - renewed
efforts, of “right-to- lifers” to deny women' accessto’
abortion ..and birth ‘control..

: publrcatlon of a.number of anti-woman books and -

articles, many.of them peddling the fantasy that women .

who devote - themselves ~utterly “ to husbands’ and

housework will be rewarded with Iove self- fulfrllment

t -

The “Total Woman ’: Kinder, Kuche, Klrche-

1

The best known of these tractsis The Total Woman by

Marabel Morgan, the:wifé of a wealthy Ft. Lauderdale’
attorney. Its notoriety, attested to by a long stint on the
best-seller list, has been due, at leastin part, to a lengthy

articleinthe New York Times Magazine (28 September N

1975))’,‘vjvnttén by Joyce ‘Maynard, the Times’ ‘self-’
proclarmed spokesman for post-radical youth. A

B sneermg, unserious comment, the article ridicules’ the

fears and anxretles of women trapped and isolated in

burdened with the total- responsibility for. housework

and chlldrearmg and vulnerable to religious and’ other o

reactlonary propaganda R

-But.ithis .book -cannot be so easrly drsmrssed The
decayrng capitalist system is now suffering. its ‘worst
-economic downturn since the 19305, and the resulting-

"massive unemployment, together with the slashing of

what meager social services have existed in the areas of
daycare and government-sponsored job-training pro-
grams, have forced thousands of women—traditionally
the last hired and first fired—out of therr jobs and back
into the home.

- Books such as The Total Woman have apartto play in’

, thls process; they delivera sugar-coated rationalization

for the continued oppression of women within the
:family which—by creating a conservative, repressive
,atmosphere “wheére’ bourgeors values and tespect for
authorltyﬂare instilled in the: youth and. women are
zlsolated from’ the process of productlon and-_thé

‘political struggles of the working class—serves as a

’supporting pillar of bourgeois class rule: By asserting
that each woman can solve her own problems—which

. ‘are assumed to. be purely personal=through positive

‘thinking and prayer, the book reinforces the myth—so
iconvenient to the ruling class—that women need not
look.beyond. their homes and churches for solutionsto

- distorted

_Reactlonary Backlash Targets
Women s nghts

I the drffrcultres Wthh confront them

Two thirds of The Total Woman deals with sex. This

.'preoccupation, which certainly would have been

absent from a similar book written .20 years ago, is a
reflection of the sO- -called “sexual
revolution”—a revolution which must somehow be

_ confined wjthin the marriage bed of the nuclear family.-
-~ The ”tota| woman” must be ot only a thrifty housewife
{and a good mother,
it is; also behind- the .
',( the door with 'a woman who is.

but also -an accomplished,
aggressive, tantalizing lover; lest her husbandwaltzout»

“Because"it is conceded that mindless dofnestic tasks ,
can leave a housewife exhausted, irritable and sexually
“‘unavallable by the end of the day, Morgan advises:
‘women to conduct time- study plans of their work day
and- create master lists. As they check off each
. “unpleasant, menial job, they should feel a sense ‘of
“accomplishment; and'if that doesn’t work, Morgan. .

counsels them to pray over their lists, which, she says,
may add “an exciting, newdrmensron to'life. For those
women who feel skeptical or-embarrassed by advice.to

‘thrill him at the front door” and to be “mentally and
physically prepared for sexual intercourse every night,”.
Morgan reassures that sex within marnage is ““as clean’
and pure as eatrng cottage cheese.”

The slogan “Kinder, Kuche, Kirche” (children,
Kitchen, church) defined the spheres of -activity for
women under the.German Third Reich; The Total
Woman is an updated version of the same reactionary
position. Morgan’s ‘‘principles”—really nothing more
than ‘a series of gimmicks— boil ‘'down to absolute
submission of the wife to her husband, total sexual
avajlability and faith in the “divine power source.” This..
last point is important, for the backward social attitudes -
.expressed with regard to marriage, divorce, childbear-
ing, .pre-marital sex, homosexuality and. sex-role"
stereotypes are essentially identical to the tenets of
~ Protestant fundamentalism, and in fact “Total Woman”
courses are taught largely:, under the auspices of the
Baptrst Church.

“Slsters in the Service of Socral Reaction

One of the reasons it is important for communists to

undertake special polrtrcal work among women is that - .

,unless women, whose vision is often bounded by the
“walls of the home are drawn to take part in the
proletarian struggle, they become susceptible to right-
wing forces. Thus, in Chile, under the “Marxist” regime

of Salvador AIIende, masses of housewives were -

mobilized by right-wing forces for anti- -government
'‘demonstrations. Capitalist enterprises count on the
‘wives of striking workers-to pressure their husbands to.
return to work and play on their fears.for the family
CoN ‘ - continued on next page
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:livelihood. In early 1975, the wives of striking British
;auto ‘workers picketed their husbands’ picket linés,

®demanding that they return to work. :

It is not surprising, therefore—feminist claptrap
*proclaiming that ‘“‘all women . are sisters”
snotwithstanding—that the anti-woman- The Total
*Woman was written by “sister’” Marabel Morgan and
“that campaigns against the ERA and the right to

‘tabortion are also led and supported by women in the -

.service of social reaction. : . ,
i Moreover, those women who are the most vocal
:champions of women’s ““special status” in the home are
“likely to be the same ones who oppose the Equal Rights
" :Amendment, support the “right-to-life” movement,
:campaign for conservative-politicians and hurl epithets
y(or rocks) at black children attempting to integrate
~white schools. What unites them is their terror of and
:hostility toward anything which they perceive as
.*threatening their tiny domain—the family.
.- Thus Annette Stern, a suburban Westchester, New
:York housewife, decided to organize “Women United

’

¢To Defend Existing Rights” after hearing Betty Friedan_

:say that women should be freed from home and child

*care. She later told the New York Times (18 September

’1975) that the ERA could destroy the family which is
:“under attack in America and that the ERA could be the
“turning point on whether family life, as we know it, will

‘survive.” “Indeed, -one " anti-ERA " flyer pictures the.

amendment as a shark (3 la “Jaws”), surfacing in the

Vo
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~“along with the medievalist Catholic Church.
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warns that if you let women out of the house; before
you know it you've got “‘homosexuality, dbottion an
disrespect.for family and religion.” RREREE :

“Recently, Stern

¥

s organization has banded-tggether

- "with the DAR, Americgq, Legion, Veterans of Foreign -
"= Wars, Catholic Daughters of America.and the Consef- |

vative Party. under-an umbrella organization’ called
Operation Wake-Up, which claims 100,000 members.
Its name alone evoking memories of cold-war McCat-
thyism, the organization brings togethet:rabidly anti-

communist, anti-labor and pro-imperialist formations,
L

"Setbacks for ERA L

The defeat of the state ERA in New York and New
Jersey—two states which were among the earliest to

“ratify the federal amendment—must be understood in

.the’ context of the current rightward. political swing,a
result of the American population’s frustration overa
worsening economic situation and widespread
of bourgeois politicians and liberal solutions. e

The ERA, a simple statement of formal equality
betweén men and women under the law, isanentirely
supportable:bourgeois reform (see “Why We Support

.the ERA;” Women and Revolution, No. 4,Fall1973). Thait
“this ameridment has been so passionately contested isa’

- measure of an increasingly’ hard-line polarization on

©

-direction of a hapless' American family, while anothei

social issues. :

Adversaries of the amendiment have been greatly -

strengthened. by the defeats in New York and New
Jersey, which, according to the. New York Times 5

R

'November1975); “will undoubtedly be read as s

N

’

-

‘Washington-, .

distrust
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that the natronal mood has turned agarnst the 1dea
Foremost among these adversaries is Phyllrs Schlafly,.
pubhsher of “The Phyllis Schafly Report.” A September
1975 sales pitch for the report begrns '

“Dear Conservative Friend:
. . “The PHYLLIS SCHLAFLY REPORT is the reason why the
Equal Rrghts Amendment was not ratrfred during

T "{

whrch asa descriptive brochure spells out, is dedlcated -

" ‘to the defense of Christianity, bourgeois morality, -

Yankee imperialism and the nuclear family:

“WE SUPPORT THE FAMILY ..

“WE SUPPORT THE FAMILY AS THE BASIC UNIT OF
SOCIETY, WITH CERTAIN RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILI-
TIES, INCLUDING:

1975.. . : - .. 1. The responsibility of the parents (not the government)‘ '

And lndeed Schlafly has been tlreless in her efforts 5 fT‘L’ the tfa'ef of pre-school chrtirenh h I S
{o stop ratification of the amendment: saturatmg the - ") e;'egm:lfvgﬂsgt:ytgr:;zitt at the sc °°5 o
country with dishonest, scare-mongering leaflets -  b) teach the“fourth R’ (right and Wrong) accordrng§to~

warning that passage of. the ERA will lead to sexually 2 o
.integrated public toilet facilities, the loss of protective: = .y
legislation for women in industry and compulsory : o
military conscription for all. : )
. Recently, Schlafly has launched the Eagle Forum for: :
.God Home & Country, a proto fascrst formatron ’ P

‘the precepts of -Holy Scriptures,

use textbooks that do not offend the relrglous and
. moral values of the parents, . . «-
‘use textbooks that honor the'family, monogamous ‘
.marriage, woman’s role‘as wife and. mother, and

.continued on next page
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- New York Times/JrII Freedman

Total Woman seminars teach total subservrence -and self- deprecatlon N

o fight against medlevalrsm and obscurantlsm the San

ReaCtlonary BaCkIaSh eee -’ ~ ' Diego NOW chapter responded by holdmga bell, book

man’s role as p,ov,de, and protector; - : -and candle ceremony at a local church 10 protest thls

e) teach basic educational skills such as reading and = dehial of church:sacraments. .

* arithmetic before time and money are spent on The “pro lifers” are mtensrfymg thetr efforts now

- frills, - - becauseitjsan election year,and the abortton questro‘h'

; f) permit children to attend school in- thelf own “will be a hotly debated issue in. the approac' g
neighborhood, :

campaigns. Despite Betty Ford’s pronouncement' .Qn
the television show “60- Mmutes" that. the 1973
Supreme Court decision Iegalrzrng abortion on request

g) separate the sexes for sex educatlon gym classes,
athletic practice and competition, and academic
and vocational classes, if so desired.

3. The rightof employerstogive job preference toawage- during the first 28 weeks of pregnancy was«“the best

~ earner supporting a family. - thing. in the world...a great, great. decision,”, her

4. The right to defend the institution of the. family by husband soprnlon that the SupremeCourtwenttoo far
.- . according certain rights to husbands and wives that are . and that abortion should be resorted to only,tosave the -

: not given to those choosing different lifestyles.”~ " life of the mother appears likely to carry, consrderably

: ' more weight among.bourgeois politicians fearful of a

A"t"AbO"t'O“ Campalgn : : : - slaughter of :the .innocents” label~fromthe“pro-

: lrfers

+ This past year has also been a period of renewed
_ agitation against women’s democratic right to abortion
and birth control by “‘right-to-life” committees, largely
controlled by (but by no means limited. to) the Catholic
right wing. Like the ERAA, abortion is.an'issue which has
served as a.rallying point for reactlonary forces in
defense of the~famt|y and against “the breakdown of

f \

Presrdentral ‘candidate Birch. Bayh is skrppmg
prrmarles in lllinois and Wisconsin where abortionis a
_major issue. At a recent press conference he admltted :
‘that abortion is the ‘most”difficult issue he has, to face.
“Liberal Democratlc hopeful Sargent Shriver grudglngly
‘supports the 1973 Supreme Court decision, but would

moral standards” (see “Anti-Abortion Laws: Weapon rather’ develop a ‘“national ‘system of’ life - support
of Church and State,” Women and Revolut:on No. 9 ~ clusters where a woman with an unwanted pregnancy

R N “could make ‘a choice. However in racist. American
Summer 1975).

- society, the - only choice likely to be,offered to

:-The right to abortion and blrth control is' so |mpoverrshed black and. miinority worén i

threatemng to the Catholic Church that in San Diego, " '

Bishop Leo Maher singled out the Democratic Party-. frfequtlefntly l;)fferfed them how sterrlrzatro or the loss
dominated, petty- bourgeors National Organization of ot wellare benefits. S EENTIETE
Women (NOW) for “slanderous agitation for abortion” No leeratlon Under Capltallsm

and called for the denial of communion to those E :
Catholic ‘members who refused to renounce NOW’s While. the current ‘backlash must. bei strenuously
pro-abortion position. Always in the forefront of the opposed and such reforms -as- the JEqual. Rights

gt

-~ . ) R R
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,_ Letter

Austm Texas © | o
"5 December 1975

Women and Revolution" _ o
To the edltor . C o ‘ "

N Whrle dlsagreemg fundamentally with the! Lenmlst
“peérspective of your ‘group, | have still found many’.
~articles published in your-journal to be informative and
<thought- provoklng However, the article in issue no. 10 -
- purporting to ‘unmask’ Emma Goldman is so far below’
“your usual standards of both polmcal honesty and good
]ournalrsm as to demand a reply:
.ThetltleofthepleceIabeImgGoldmanan“Anarchlst
Fraud' is outrageous ‘and:itself fraudulent. A fraudis
. one:who’ is deceitful or fanthless Nowhere does your
author attempt to prove this..

R

N

. Continuing in'the same: style the author ‘descrlbes
Goldman 's expérience.in the Soviet Union so as to

i place her ‘‘in.the ranks of the counterrevolutron (sic)*s
+without once touchmg on her reasons for opposing the..

:Bolshevik Party, not’ the Russian Revolution, whrch»

. appear to be identical in the mind of _your, author.
" Goldman and Berkman did in fact, as you admit, Iend
critical support to the Lenin Government so long as
"they felt it could possibly promote the interests of the
“workers, support lentnot from “afar” butin Russua Her
determlned opposition to that regime did not “climax”
wuth the Kronstadt Revolt but originated withiit.... But
your ‘article ‘merely cites. the “mutiny” (a White Guard
’plot?) ‘and avoids any need to defend the, ‘iron
“discipline” and police terrorism imposed on the most
“advanced . sectors of the working class (railways,
Petrograd metal” industry, Kronstadt) by the govern-
“frient over the objections of many of the proletanan
“rank-and-file " of the Bolshevik Party |tself To
‘characterize Goldman’s attacks on Lenin as even more
fanatical than those of extreme reactionaries” i absurd
Her criticisms were not “hysteria’ but her experience
“in Russia‘as seen from the perspective of the interna-

[

“tional anarchnst Iabor movenient;.... 3
The only solid polltrcal criticism comes in’; the

denunciation’ of the FAl’s entry into the Republtcan

government during the Spanish Civil War.. SRS
-Emma Goldman was not necessarlly responsuble for
the actions of her Spanish' comrades! . - R

Its: unfortunate that‘the -author could not resist the

“temptation.- of . dragging out" the -great bogey.-'of

Anarchlsm—orgamzatlon ‘While the - article claifns
Goldman -suffered from “her- hostility to all forms:of

»polmcal organization, and her failurejto recognize the

primacy of the.class struggle,” it:is interesting to. note

”that she was a delegate to" the 1907 Congress of, the
‘Intérnational Workingmen’s Association (anarchlst)

Clearly anythmg other than your own version: of
Trotskyism is-regarded by your author as failure ‘t0-
recognize the class struggle and therefore not revolu-

1.t|onary This is a matter of opinion subject to rational

argument. However, the declaration that’ Goldman
“block(ed) with- the forces of vicious White terfor

.against the only" proletanan revolution in history” is’a

lie. I sincerely hope you see fitto either make a suitable
retraction or at least print the relevant points in this

- letter and rebut them. Save your invective for contem-

poranes who can at least reply in kind.! = v s

‘ for socialism and self management

]esse McCoy

- W&R replies: Since there is no “suitable” retraction of

the truth, we have complied with your second-choice
request to “at least print the relevant points in this
letter,” and we shall deal with these numerous pointsin
roughly the order in which they are raised:

You begin by objecting to our. Iabellng ofGoIdman as
a fraud, protesting that she was sincere in her political
convrctlons We _have no reason to-doubt it. Many

conunued on next page

- [ - . . - N

Amiendmerit, free- abortion on demand and busing
; supported it must also Be understood that women will
nnevér achieve genuine emancipationina society which
‘depends for.its survival.upon the oppressive mstltutlon

of the famlly The"absolute precondition for i women’s

,Itberatlon is the replacement of the family as an -

';economnc unit by the socialization of household labor
‘in*a’workers state. The proletarian revolution which
_‘alone can make this precondition a reality, requires the
!actlve participation of masses of women.’

"How will these women be 'won to the necessrty for
‘class strugg|e? Certamly not by mmdless exhortatlons
‘to “fight back” and for “sisters unite” (in the manner of

the reformists of the Stalinist/Maoist organizations or -

of the Socialist Workers Party). The capltulatlon of these:

_reformists to the present backward consciousness of'

the. working. class over such .issues as abortion,
~homosexuality and the defense of the family—whether

. which addresses.
- housing, health care, child care, job opportunities,

as opportunistic efforts to be at one with the class or as
apologies for the anti-Marxist glorification of the family -
in the Soviet Union, China or other deformed workers -
states—ensures the postponement of revolutionary
class struggle and the continuing victimization. and
exploitation of women under capitalism. _
Working-class women will be won to the program
their immediate needs—decent .

equality, freedom from" household drudgary—and
fights for those reforms which will provide even a

partial solution; while at the same time demonstrating

that-only a workers state can adequately provide for
these needs and putting forward a winning strategy for
the creation of such a state. This transitional program is
the program. of Trotsky and the Spartacist League.
Armed with it, masses of women will take up posmons
in the front lines of the class. struggle = o
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people are sincere in thelr polmcal convictions—the .
pacuflst Leo Tolstoy, for example, or the Left SR leader.

Mana Splndonova—but for communists (materialists)
sincerity is not.the only issue, or even the most

important issue, to consider in assessing the contriby-"
tion of someone who claims to offer a revolutionary
program ‘Goldman made such.a .claim, and .this claim -

was fraudulent! To the extent that people believed in
hpr and ‘put_ confidence in the utopian anarchist
program. which she expounded they were, in fact,
whether by design or by simple mcapacuty on her part,
mrsled defrauded.

It s unfortunate “that through the feminist
resurrectlon of the “Red Emma myth still more
potentral revolutionists will be persuaded to drink the

anarchist potion of romantic idealisfn and self- lmposed .

impotence from a bottle mislabeled “revolution.”
Several of the next points raised deal with Goldman’s

“support” for the Bolshevik Party/Russian Revolution

(ves, during the early years of the Soviét workers state

the party-and the revolution were inseparable). First,

you insist that Goldman’s support tothe revolution was
lént “notfrom “afar’ but in Russia” Yet it is an
undlsputed fact that Goldman was in the United States

(as “afar” as it is possible to be) until two years after the -
révolution, at which time she was deported to Russia -

along with hundreds of others- by Attorney- General
Mitchell Palmer.

“Next,” you claim that Goldman s opposition to ‘the
_Bolshevik regime originated with the Kronstadtmutiny,
yét a year before this event she had written: “Its {the

révolution’s] manifestations were so completely at

variance with what | had conceived'and propagated-as

révolution that | did not know anymore which was -

right. My old values had been shipwrecked....” Andto

arequestthatshe send a message to the workers abroad

(still prior to the Kronstadt incident) she replied:

"1 ““May they emulate the spirit of their Russian brothers in
‘#..:the coming revolution, but not their naive faith in
e polmcal leaders, no matter how fervent their protesta-

“tions and how red their slogans! That alone can safeguard
future revolutions from being harnessed to the State and
’ "enslaved again by its bureaucratic whip.”
" —Goldman, Living my Life

~'And what of the Kronstadt mutiny rtself so dear to

the hearts of anarchist mythologists? You are outraged
by the very word: (“‘mutiny’ [a White Guard plot?”}).
NO, it was not a White Guard plot but a rebellion of the
backward peasantry (the heroic Kronstadt sailors of
earller years had been completely withdrawn from the
area to fight at the fronts) for special pnvnleges and
against revolutlonary discipline. Nevertheless, every
reactionary element.in Russia and abroad rmmedtately
seéized upon the incident as a pretext for attacking the
Sovnet Union, and White emigres demanded aid for the

“ msurrectlomsts And these are the forces with Wthh

Goldman politically all:ed herself "blocked" wnth if
y0u will.

Seventeen years later the issue was rarsed again. This
tiie " the anarchists blocked with the Menshevik
emigres and ex-Kadet leader Paul Miliukov. “How can

- revolutionists, all at the same time,

fascism”’

And again:

‘the. Kronstadt uprising cause such .heartburn- to’

anarchists, Mensheviks, and ‘liberal’ counter-
" asked Trotsky..
"The answer is simple: all these groupings are interested
in’ compromising. the 1only genuinely revolutionary
current which has never repudiated its banner, has not -
. icompromised - with its enemies; and which - alone
-~ -represents the future. It is because of this thatamongthe
. . belated denouncers of my Kronstadt ‘crime’ there are so
many former revolutionists orhalf-revolutionists, people
‘who have lost their program and their principles and who
find it nécessary to divert attention from the degradation
- of the Second Internatlonal or the perfldy of the Spamsh
¥ anarchlsts

: r—Trotsky, Hue and Cry Over Kronstadt
‘But this has nothing to do with Goldman you wrll

protest. ' Why, Goldman was not even necessanly
responsible for the actions of her Spanish comrades.”

“Aside from- the obvious 'point that the anarchist

betrayals in Spain flowed from the same anarchist
politics-to which. Goldman subscribed, your disclaimer
of political responsibility (on behalf ofGoIdman,.who’,'
unfortunatly, is not here and so cannot reply to our
invective in kind) makes a Joke of your (and Goldman’s),
insistence that anarchism is not at varrance with
organization. Just what kind of “organization” ‘was it
which leaves Goldman absolved of all: responsnblllty for
the historic betrayal of her “comraddes”’? :

. But getting back to the Russian Revolutlon—whlle -
Goldman s description of Bolshevism as ““only left-wing
adequately supports’ our: assertlon that hér
attacks on’Lenin and the Bolsheviks were * even more
fanatical than those of extreme reactionaties,” we -will:
add that'she referrcd to the Soviet government (as early.
as 1919) as “the bureaucratlc Frankensteln monster”’
and to Lenin as its “principal spook.” He was, she said,,

“the * greatest menace, more  pernicious than the’

combined [rmpenallst and White C.uard]
interventionists. .. T -
Also:

“| confess-| am opposed to every school of the Marxian
tendency. | cannot see how anyone who has seen its
workings in every country, . and who loves freedom can

" still be a Marxian.” \
- - —Goldman, quoted in Ethel Mannin, Women and
the Revolution

“True, none of us had fully, reallzed to what proportions
the Marxian menace would grow. Perhaps it was not so
much Marxism as the Jesuitical spirit of its dogmas. The
Bolsheviki were poisoned by it," their dlctatorshrp
surpassmg the autocracy of the IanIsmon
—Goldman, Living My Life
Fmally, you counsel us to save our invective for
contemporaries—but what contemporaries? Goldman,
who misled, betrayed and, yes, blocked with
counterrevolutionary forces against the only proletari-
an revolution in history, is among the' best.that ithe
narchists have produced, standing head and shoulders
above her present-day imitators, - <" e
So this is the problem: even were we not commltted

in prmcuple to taking political positions with regard to

the -past,. we would still be left with the seemingly
insurmountable problem of locating a contemporary
anarchist with somethlng to say: .
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“Union WAGE... L
(cont/nued from page 32)

'Iacklng ‘connections in the upper echelons of the
International bureaucracies, WAGE has little chance of
following in the footsteps of, forinstance, the Coalition
of Labor. Union Women (CLUW). Like typrcaLunlon
bureaucrats out of power, Union WAGE champions
“democracy’ as the cure-all for the labor movement.
To this point they tack on their “program”’ of.nickel and
dime reforms which they seek to accomplish through

reliance on the bourgeois state. But even with this.

“pitiful strategy, WAGE appears to the left of CLUW,

whose top leadership vigorously opposed a resolution- -

encouraging rank-and-file democracy in local unions
(CLUW founding convention, March 1974).

" Though WAGE ‘will not publicly criticize CLUW: {its
press has remained silent on the subject since it
characterized CLUW as a “Giant Step Forward” for
working women in May 1974) it enjoys.capitalizing on
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its own “left” image. Thus WAGE was able to.draw
around 500 “socialist-feminists”- and - other former
CLUW enthusiasts to a’conference sponsored 'jOintly B
with the Berkeley-Oaklandand San Francisco Womefi’s
Unions last November. There, representatlves of about
two dozen unions and pseudo-unions painted a rosy
picture of life dutside the AFL-CIO. Speakers blamed
miserable conditions, low wagesand the lack of unlon
organization of the female proletarlat on- “male-
dominated traditional unions,” conveniently i lgnorlng -
Meany & Co.’s marked lack of enthusiasm for organiz-

-ing anybody. As these experienced union misléadérs

“ought to know, itis not the sex of the bureaucrats which

stands in the way of. serious organizing drives’ ‘of
oppressed women workers but the pro-capitalist
politics which the bureaucrats espouse By advocating

--independent unionism, WAGE . is.forsaking. the:most

powerful weapon for union organizing—the coIIectlve

_muscle of the ranks of the labor movement

[

:Throw Out the Bureaucrals—Not the Umons' .

‘Militant umomsts mterested in ofganizing the masses
of women workers must build a_programmatic

_alternative ‘pole whose aim is to discredit and oust the

I!}

present leaderships of the “traditional” unions who
devote themselves to a balancing act between"their
working-class base and the capitalist exploiters at the

‘expense of the needs of the working class. While this

gang is indifferent to the special oppression.of women

- workers, it is also racist, social-patriotic and politically

conservative and must be thrown out for the health-of
the entire working class. In its place, the ranks-of the

labor movement must be won to a leadership commit-
- ted to reforging the unions into instruments of militant

class struggle. Such unions would: take-the lead in
fighting the capitalist classthrough real labor solidarity:

- from secondary boycotts and militant plcket Imes to .
“factory occupations-and general strikes. "

Some of the only lively political dlscussmn at the

. November WAGE conference centered on the tragic

history of the United Farm Workers (UFW). This union -
has been: virtually distroyed by Teamster/grower
collusion because of the UFW leadership’s refusal to
call on other unions to hot-cargo (refuse to, handle)
scab. goods, hold sympathy strikes or secondary
boycotts and because of its insistence on ‘ineffective
consumer boycotts, and pacifist pleading. Supporters

- of the Militant Action Caucus, a class-struggle Opposi-

tion within the Communications Workers of America,
argued at the WAGE conférence that a class-conscigus
opposition in the Teamsters union (UBT) would have
mobilized the widespread rank-and-file disgust wrth.
the raiding policies of its Ieadershlp mto real support

for the beleaguered UFW. - "

Ta contrast, so-called oppositions -like’ the 15.-

,supported “Teamsters for a Decent Contract” refused

to take a stand on this criminal rardrng policy or on the
UBT’s strikebreaking of the UFW. WAGE spokesmen

" had nothing better to offer. In a speech titled “If Unions
~ were Organized in the Interests of Workers,” the

conference keynote speaker envrsroned such changes

' contmued on:next. page
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aé more female union offlcers and more community- -
supported boycotts as glmmlcks to ‘revitalize the labor .
movement.’ L Co

“Union Independence” in Action .

-But one topic was “caréfully avoided- by WAGE tops:

the long discussion of independent unionism within

WAGE. The debate centered around one Maxine”.

. Jenkins, formerly a leader of WAGE, a staff organizer of o)

Seérvice Employees International Union (SEIU Local 400,

representing 3,000 San Francisco city workers) and an: .;u
1.S. supporter. Jenkins wasashmmg light of WAGE. An ;‘»

avowed “labor feminist”—woman leader and union :
organizer—]Jenkins was glorified in the pages of Union
W.A.G.E.; that is, until WAGE was forced to denounce
her in a banner headline, ‘ Jenklns/Statzer Betray Clty
Clerks” (September-October 1975). - -

‘How did jenkins fall from favor? It began in mid-1975
when Jenkins and Louise Statzer, as Local 400 staff °
-organizers, ran into conflicts with Jerry Hipps, then
" president of Local 400. Hipps fired them on trumped-
up charges and Jenkins orgamzed a'‘rank-and-file”
caucus with “fight the firing” as the sole programmatic
pomt Both women were popular with the union ranks,
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.3 and Hipps was forced to back down and rehlre them.

But 19 days later-he fired them once again; resngned as
pres:dent and handed the Local into the receivership of .
.‘the International. Behind the conflict was an important |
. question. Jenkins was interested in organizing clerical ' |
4 wotkers in prlvate business and was thus running up 4

whlte collar

.....

1 After the. Local was placed mx recelvershlp, and W|th
1the backing ‘and® .encouragement of Union WAGE,
;' Jenking and Statzer led a:move out of Local 400 to form
*'the Umon of . Clty Employees (UCE) over.the vocal
opposmon " of ‘the: majority (of the several ‘dozen
.members. of their, “rank-and-file”caucus who wanted
* to’stayand flght The UCE was-heralded by Jenkins and
* WAGE as‘a.new, type of.union with built-in democratic
guarantees.Buta few weeks after its formation; Jenkins
was caughtout irisecret affiliation negotiations with the
leadership of the Laborers ‘International -Union of
- North America #2671 and,-it was rumored, was being

i agalnst “the SEIU’s apparent complicity i in keeping the \
|

-+ promised. a:salary. of $18,000.a year! On August 6, UCE

voted to affiliate to the Laborers Union though the deal
_later fell through. . B

The split out of Local 400 wnth forty: m|l|tants,

“abandoning. the, Local 400 ranks to the International,

. was a fatal error from the beginning. UCE could only be

" built by a further,raiding operation carried out against

the SEIU. Even worse, Jenkins justified her secret

* merger negotiations by the argument that the Laborers

, Union carried a lot of weight in City Hall—presumably
Democratlc Party fake fnends of labor were the answer
to the tiny new union’s |mpotence' WAGE has since
-tried to, minimize its association with this entire
debacle. While taking responsibility for the formation
of UCE, it avoids mentioning the fact that Maxine
,Jenkins.had been a leading member of WAGE (Union
-W.A.G.E, January 1976). .
Union WAGE learned from the Jenkms mcudent
another classic betrayal in the trade-union reformists’
bag of tricks—taking the unions into the bourgeois
_courts! In_this case it advocates calling .on the U.S.
Department of Labor and going to court against the
-power of the International unions to place locals in
receivership: “The old adage ‘keep government out of
‘the unions and let -us settle our dlSpUteS within the
“house® of labor’ is no longer valid.... It is time for.
{Congress to investigate the. activities of the Labor
- Department through national public hearmgs clean up
‘the .stench- of that department and insure that -it
‘ properly represents the democratic rights of union
“members” -(Union' W.A.G.E;, November- December
£1975). Reformists like those of Union WAGE believe
‘that the.bourgeois state can-gradually be reformed to
‘harmonize-‘the interests of workers with "those of
' employers: Communists, on the'other hand, récognize
that the state:is nevef a neutral agentbut répresentsthe
rruling class: Workers who look to the bourgeoisie inthe
“form of its courts, cops and agencies for eplsodlc
-redress-will: find little relief at the hands of the class
‘enemy. Whatever token concessions are awarded to '
the rank and file by the courts are “won” “at. an
nmpermusybly high price: the increased ablhty of the

{



SPRING. 1976 Y

:Unlon WAGE member Anne Draper recelves ERA resolutlon signed by Mayor Joseph Alioto.

class enemy s government to mtervene in union affairs.
“Naturally, WAGE has nothing but applause for the

efforts of the “Miners for. Democracy” who' brought

the bourgeois state into the United Mine Workers to’

‘elect Arnold Miller. WAGE fails to mention Miller’s
“record since his election or to explain how a champl-
on of union democracy” 'couId proceed to smash the
‘militant West Virginia-miners’ wildcat or maneuver to
“éliminaté the-right. of locals to strike over héalth and

safety violations. For Miller, Jenkins and countless

“other aspiring out-of-office bureaucrats,” ‘democracy”

s'a cheap and empty promise. Democracy gives way’

-when the bureaucrat has to curb the militancy of his

membership to preserve ¢lass peace. ‘Real union
democracy is conceivable- only under a clasststruggle
union Ieadershlp whlch has no fear of workers
mlhtancy

“Legally Reversmg the Elght-Hour Day

"'WAGE has had numerous opportunmes to see just
how far it can.pressure government agencies. In the

“spring of 1974, the California state Industrial Welfare

‘Commission (IWC) revoked the regulation eight-hour

.day for women (requiring overtime pay after 10_hours
~ for everyone), eliminated mandatory coffee,breaks and

allowed for “working lunch periods.” The danger to
masses of working men and women without union
protection (about 64 percent of California labor) was

very real. California labor should have responded_."'..

immediately 'by marshaling all the power it.could in

strike actions for-jobs for all and a 30-hour week withno.

loss.in-pay. Instead the AFL-CIOfiled a lawsuit to halt
the.new provisions. As a.result the Cahforma Superior -
Court temporarlly set aside the new regulations until .
the IWC meets again and holds new hearings, at which
point theregulations will probably be .adopted. -
Predictably, WAGE advocates the followmg course of
actron for the labor movement: Coa

v

..groups who are able to .do so should flle .amicus

‘Perhaps after sufficient *

Union W.A.G.

.curuae (friend of the court) briefs...to help educate the

Supreme Court ‘about the "enormous effect of- their

decision on the lives of mllllons of workmg people across

the nation.’ Coey
—Union W.A. G. E., Match-April 1975

‘education”, the Su‘preme
Court will be won over to the workers’ cause?
Now, almost a year later, the IWCis flnally holding

‘hearmgs to set” minimum wages, hours, working
_conditions and health and safety regulations for .all

industries. Joyce Maupin of the Union WAGE staff
sat as amember of one of the boards mJanuary Manya

. ‘Argue, a -WAGE member, a member of the Unlted'
. Action Caucus in the CWA andasupporter ofthel.S,,

scheduled to sit on another board in March: Argue trles

to show a left face by boldly propounding her ultlmate _
answer: “Organize everybody into unions”

! While
professing that the IWC is simply a bosses’ agency, she
has no qualms about.lending it credibility by joining it

. as a member of one of its working bodies!

Militants who wish te end the oppression of women

_and the exploitation of all working people must adopt.a
-strategy counterposed to Union WAGE-style refor-
‘mism. -The présent union misleaders must be.chal-
:lenged by. a program which replaces their class
" collaboration with a strategy aimed at destroying the

system of class exploitation itself. Union caucus
formations such as the ‘Militant Action Caucus of the
CWA must be formed to mobilize the ranks of warkers
tofightfor:

' -—No Protectionism! Forlnternatlonal Labor. Solldarlty' '
,—No . Support to the Democrats or Republlcans' Oust’

the Bureaucrats!
—For A Workers Party Based on the Trade Unions!

- —End Racial and Sexual Discrimination!
- —Hiring on a First-Come First- Served ‘Basis through

Union Hiring Halls!

- —For Free Upgrading and Job Trammg for All! _
"~ —Expropriation of Industry! For Workers Control'
‘—-Forward to a Workers Government'
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‘Union Women s Alliance to Gain Equaluty {Union

WAGE), a San Francisco Bay Area club for female out-

bureaucrats, has recently evidenced some minimal

signs of life by holdlng a conference to discuss:
“Independent Unionism,” WAGE, a stodgy outfit with-

a perfectrecord of mlmmalnst reformism, has never
been attractive to younger unlon activists or members
. of the petty- bourgeons women’s movement. From its
early days of organizing car pools to Sacramento to

- lobby the California state legislature to its current

proposed alliance with the 'U.S. Department of Labor
against the unions, WAGE has always provided a home
for weary feminist reformists, safe from the wear and
tear of the class struggle.

As a self-proclaimed
- organization

(Statement of Purpose), WAGE has

carefully avoided having one serious political debate in.

the course of its five-year history. The International.
Socialists (1.5.) and Communist Party {CP); which-have. -
both dutifully served the interests - of the WAGE.

leadership, have never challenged its total lack of class-
struggle politics. ,

Uﬁion Pie Car(l Leads the Way

Although Umon Wage dislikes mention of the
political sympathies and history of its members," it

-would certainly never deny that without Anne Draper -

(who died two years ago) there probably would not be a
‘Uhion WAGE. Draperfounded and molded WAGE and
brought to it the same “‘third camp’’ politics (which
equate Stalinism and imperialism) which carried her

through the Korean War, McCarthy witchhunt period

and the Cold War. Anne and Hal Draper were also
founding members-of the Independent Socialist Clubs,
asthe L.S. was called whenitemerged from the Socialist
Party swamp in the early 1960’s. She left the1.S. in 1971,
splitting to the right with a small grouping. For twenty
years Anne Draper was a paid functionary of the
Amalgamated Clothing Workers in San.Francisco. As

education director, she coordinated Amalgamated s -

splashyJ social-patriotic “Buy American” campalgn
Though she, no doubt, set aside her “third camp”
convictions (choosmg to back American capital over
. the'international working class) while she was running
the campaign, the |.S. had no qualms about begging her.
and the rest of the grouping to return to the fold. “We

regret losing. them from the only. organizational

expression of revolutionary Third Camp politics in this

country. and invite them to return to this organization®

again’ (Natlonal Actlon Commlttee motron January 19,
1971).

ing to her conceptions of ““working with the unions asa
whole” which, to her, meant working with the

B

“politically non- partisan’

Anne Draper ‘founded WAGE in March 1971 accord-

. Louise Statzer (I) Maxme Jenkms (r)

bureaucratlc union leaderships. Her pet project was a

“tampaign for the extension of protective legislation to
" men to ensure that the Equal Rights Amendment (ERA)

would not cover for the elimination of important gains

. for women ‘workers, not in itself an unsupportable

endeavor. Her strategy, revealed in the “countless
articles in Union W.A.G.E. citing the voting records of
certain ‘“‘key” Democrats on “women’s issues,” relied

on the ability of labor tops to pressure the government

to grant a few reforms. One of her “victories” was
pressuring San Francisco- mayor Alioto ‘and the San
Francisco” Board of . Supervisors to pass'a toothless
resolution offenng the opinion that the ERA should be
amended to ‘“protect the gains of Labor.” This whole
business served ohly to give this villain a cover as a
“friend of labor.” Two years later he and the Supervi-
sors proceeded to smash the San Francisco city workers-
strike and then helped push through several viciously
anti-labor Propositions. Furthermore, Draper, WAGE
and the I.S. stood opposed to the ERA and actively
fought it as long as the extension of protectnve
leglslatlon was not guarameed :

-'WAGE vs Ccuw, . -

WAGE has never been happy, however with |ts local
isolation and its leaders, like those of a mynad of other
tiny . feminist groups, aspire to ‘“go national.” But

t

contjnued on page 29
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