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WOMEN AND REVOLUTION

The Loglc of Petty-Bourge0|s Moralism

Weather Underground Splits

Smce at least Iast November rumors.of bitter internal
argument~among the- leadership collective of the
Weather Underground Organization (WUO) have
been in circulation, and on February 3 the bitterness

~ exploded into pUblIC printin the Madlson New"Left
paper Take Over:-
% “This is Bernardine Dohrn. I am maklng thls tapeto

- acknowledge, repudiate and denounce' the counter-

-+ revolutionary politics. and direction of the Weather
i, Underground Organization.... We led the entire
organization to abandon the' principles of anti-,
imperialism, liquidated the Black nation and the leading
role of natlon(l Ilberatron struggles, and heightened our
attacks on the women’s movement. | repudiate and
" denounce the Central Committee of the WUO, miyself
.included, who bear particular responsibility for the

criminal consequences of havmg led the WUO into full-

blown opportunism. :
.this organization refused to seek out or recruit
revol_utlonary women fugitives. We characterized thése
" women as anti-men, “anti-communist,” anti-Marxist-
-Leninist. Actually, the central committee feared. their
effect on women in the organization and was threatened
by their criticisms of central committee leadership for
‘male supremacy. We attacked and defeated a tentative
proposal for a woman’s underground, to carry out anti-
- imperialist and revolutionary feminist armed struggle.
This is another example of using the solidarity relation-
ships.to keep control of the weapons—keeping them out
of the hands of revolutionary women as weIl as natlonal
liberation movements.
“While denying support to Third WorId leeratlon to
revolutionary armed struggle forces and to revolutlonary
women fugitives, we used resources and cadre’s efforts
t6 support opportunist and bourgebis men fugitives. The

; most glaring example of thig is our support in the form of
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time, money, cadres, of Abbne Hoffman arelationship
which produced/medla attention for us, through the
artlcles in New Times and his TV program.
..For seven years, | have upheld a politics which is male’
' supremacnst and opposed the - struggle of women for
: llberatlon
.Why did we do this? | don treally know. We followed
the classic path of whlte SO- calle/d revolutlonanes who .
sell out the'revolution.”

:Dohrn and other former Weather Undergrounders

. now organized as the “Revolutionary Committee,”

analyze the WUO’s "betrayals’? as due to “white and
male supremacist policies,” demonstrated.through two

W

main issues: their economiist and opportunist turn to -

the “white workmg class” and their tentative plans for
resurfacing.

The lmportance of the spht lies not in the size and
strength of the WUO, which-has always been vastly -
exaggerated and mythologized in the bourgeois press,
butin the fact that itreveals, ina remarkably pure form,
the fatal .dilemma of Amencan petty bourgeons
radlcallsm

!

“Urban Guerrillas” Without a Following

The Weathermen umquely attempted to carry to its
logical conclusion the ideology of petty-bourgeois
radicalism. They did not become orthodox Maoists,
Stalinists” or Trotskyists, or, in fact, Marxists ‘of any

‘'variety, as did many other New Leftists, but rejected all

the “bearded prophets” of the old Ieft refusing as a

matter of principle to study the. classics of socialist -

thought. Nor did they sink back into simple liberalism,
as did Tom Hayden and many of the older SDSers or
become rellglous mystics, organic gardeners or “save
the whales” fanatics, as did so many demoralized New
Leftists (who undoubtedly feel more at home with their
various gods, fruits and animals, which at least have the
virtue of not 'being prone to turn on their supporters.
with- ungrateful .accusations of bemg white, middle-
class or male chauvinist).

The Weathermen, like the rest ofthe petty bourgeoxs
New Left, accepted unquestlonmgly the rhetoric of
militant nationalism, whether of the “third world” or
the American black varlety,,mcludmg the dangerously
complacent viewpoint that it is “racist” or at best'

“sectarian”” to attempt to directly intervene in or
criticize nationalist movements. But' rather than
becoming simply sndelme cheerleaders' for “other
peoples’ struggles,” the Weathermen viewed them-
selves as a legitimate, independent force for revolution
in their.own right. Rejecting Marxism and deeply
committed to the legitimacy of separatism, they turned
to the white youth of America—to whlte “lumpen
rage”’—as their basé: |

At the same time they turned ‘inward, movmg into
communes in  poor, run-down nelghborhoods,
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The “Motortlty Nine”—in 1969 they carried Weatherman tactrcs into the classroom ot Macomb Community

The Fire Next Time

College, preachmg temrmsm to the women students and attackmg the- men with the men with karate

N

smashmg monogamy’’ through enforced Sexual
promiscuity and exhaustive “criticism/self-criticism”
sessions seeking to root out “bourgeois individuality”
and produce the ideal Weatherperson a tough street
flghter ready - to ‘“kick ass.” Confident that- the
Amencan empire was on its last legs and needed only a
shght .push to topple, they boasted of their !
whelming strength” and. really ‘believed that a few
bombmgs slogans painted on. campus walls and
militant “trashings” wouldsparkamassupheavalofthe
-oppressed.

.-But theseself- styled urbanguernllas Iackedthemass
baselnthe peasantry which the “third world” guerrillas
they idolized had. Their attempts/to impress white
street gangs got them only bloody noses. A mere
handful of middle-class white ex-students, they tried to
s_ybstltute sheer emotional energy and the rhetoric of

““pure rage” for social weight. The Spartacist League
“alone on the left defended them against the bourgeois

. sstate, as we recognized-their subjective commitmentto

overthrow the American imperialist state desplte their
mistaken political program and pathetlcally mcompe-
tent tactics.

' Since 1970, student radicalism has d|55|pated as the:

Vietnam War ended, the draft was abolished and the
Black Panthers.split .and disintegrated. Today a sullen

continuing iintense prlvatlon and exploitation of the

* masses: In, this. context, it is not surprising that the

Weather Underground “has finally- shattered. The

" various attempts by the WUO to break out of. its self-

lmposed isolation, culminating in the debacle of the
Chicago Hard Times Conference in the winter of 1975,
|I|ustrate the fatal Itmltatlons of its petty-bourgeois

over- ’

" . torpor hangs over American society, despite -the "

‘worldview™ The shopworn rhetonc of. Dohrn $ accusa-

tions of “white and male supremacy” are part and
parcel of the‘guilt-tripping and self- contempt of white
petty-bourgeois radicalism, driven to ‘a frenzy by a
r’eality that it cannot comprehend or seemingly a’.ect.

_While Dohrn sées her. new-found femlm't con- .

" sciousness as a fundamental break from the Weather

Underground,’in fact she is simply perpetuating the
same ideology which led to the formation of the’
Weather Underground in the first place. The pervasive
belief that “only the oppressed can understand and act -
upon their own oppression” led to the sphntermg and,
diffusion of the New Left into separatist groups. The
Weatherpeople chose white lumpen youth.to identify
with \and it-didn’t work So now Dohrn has decided to .
take the splintering process a logical step further and
identify with white radical women and thus rehabllltate
herself by locating herself within her “proper place” i

the schismatic, mdnwduahstrc panoply of “the '
oppressed.”- . '

.

-Smashmg Monogamy .

- Although Dohrh. today insists that the Weathermen
were always “male supremacist,” the' truth is much
more complex. The Weathermen feltareal compulsion
to struggle against women’s oppression in a purely
personalist. and subjective’ way and many &f them

‘ripped apart their psyches and personal lives trying to

carry it. .out. The intense “criticism/self-criticism”’

sessions mandatory for all Weatherpeople focused on -
-.w1pmg out all traces of the members’ former “bour-

geois’”" life styles They focused,

\

in partrcular on
contlnued on next page

~
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‘ Weather Undergrou nd e w do all the “shit work ” the Weatherman life style had a
‘ - ,temporarily. exhllaratmg effect. But the price paid for -
smashmg monogamy,” which was, belreved to. be .this "liberation” was heavy. Many women.and men
inherently sexually repressive, mainly for women, but ““begcare quivering.nervous wrecks, forced into feeling . -
for men as well, encouraging selfishness, protective: - ~themiselves worthless for ‘being unable to beat out of
‘ness_and the, placrng of another’ mdrvrduals needs "’ themselves their personal needs and de/srres and
above those of the collective. . - ) ‘become pure ‘tools of the'revolution.” - \
Muczh of the expressed motivation for ‘ smashrng S0 In retrospect it is pathetically easy 1o condemn the
monogamy” was that women iin couples were belng dangerous naiveté and idealism of the “smash-monoga-
‘held back by their male partners. And, in fact;in the.. my”’ campaign. Sad tales of bitter disillusionment and
early days of the collectrves fany women separated . personal tragedy have become all too common these
from their partners did experience a sense of ‘libera: days as aglng ex- Weatherpeople and other ex- radrcals
tion” and became much more vocal and aggr’esswe B R CoL o e
Coming out -of the New-Left.-SDS, where.~male e e S o
chauvrnlsmwas rampantand manywomendrd mdeed e TR L T

I . T ‘_..' t
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Internahonal Women s Day

Forums o e r .-
* CHICAGO ; T
_Women’s Liberation Through Proletarran .

Revolution .

Speaker: TWEET CARTER o
. Spartacist League- Central Commrttee ,
. - Saturday, March 5 at 7:30 p.m. o
5615 S. Woodlawn - - . Co e
_Phone: (312) 427- 0003~ - e . il

‘,CI.EVELAND S o

For'Women’s l.lberatlon Through Souallst ' David Felton’
Revolution . ' . e o A Weatherwoman Susan Stern arrested for “Women's
Speaker RENA DREISER - - j e Actron" durrng the “Days of Rage’,’f 9 October 1969 bR

Spartacist League o N . o a

Tuesday, March 8 at 7:30 p. mo ‘
/ KSU Student Center.- - .. " . .. .o
Kent State U. T

_recount the errors of their youthful ways’ While settllng
into -comfortable middle- class acadéemic and libéral

Phone: (216) 281 agr ‘ ~ ' -~"milieus. Pointing out that” ‘the Weathermen’s “New
: ' o . Nation” of fevolutionary human belngswasdoomed to
. DETROIT AND ANN ARBOR . .. evaporate like the idealistic daydream it was seems
Women and Revolution, 1917 1977 : / ~almost to be beating a'dead horse. But, as Dohrn’s
: . — _statements' and the 1975 Hard Times Conference 5o
Speaker: KAY BLANCHARD . “
Women & Revolution Edltorlal Board : ‘graphically - demonstrate, yesteryear’s- radicals' ‘have
~ Spartacist League~ - - A . " been unable, on thelr own, to draw thelessons of thelr
Wednesday, March 2at 12:30.p.m. ‘ A fallures g ) :
Wayne State ‘University PN e - One of the most embarrassrng New-Left spectacles
* Hilberry C; S€B- - S . occurred at the Hard Times Conference, perfectly
‘Wednesday, March 2at 7:30 pm. -~ . -, illustrating the self- hatred and guilt that finally drove-
U. of Michigan at Ann Arbor . L many white' radicals out.of- .politics entirely. After
' . Assembly Hall, Michigan Union - ~ .| . -several hours of- vicious .race-baiting ‘of the entire’
Phone: (313) 869-1551 . 7« -+ - | . assembly by the subreformist Republic of New Africa
NEW YORK . [ . | - (whose demand was that Cush County, Mississippi be

rmmedrately handed over to blacks), "Queen Mother”

_For Women’s Liberation Through Soc'al'St ‘Moore,a black-demagogue swathed in purple acetate

. i
‘ Revolutlon' ‘ s Ty ‘took ‘the’ floor. for a rambling, religious, race-baiting
' Speaker FLIZABETH KENDALL .. 7 - ‘monologue. (rncludmg an off-key rendition-of “Ameri-
~ Spartacus: Youth League .. A | ca the Beautiful” with new. words)—followrng which'a
National Committee N

young’ whrte male clad only in a pair of overalls Ieaped

. Th”“da)" March10at 7:45pm.. . ..o - the stage to-fervently embrace her, screammg I love
: E'a;“'hg" ’:Ja” Rm. 703 - :;} . -you Queen Mother Moore!”
' Phone: ('312) 925.5665 ' .. Ly L . Suchself-abasement was a strong tendency in the -

_/ Weatherman rdeolog)’, as. well. Weathermen could

"y
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"Ina Boston court appearance on January 17 Susan Saxe’ pled gurlty
to two counts of armed robbery and one count of manslaughter in
.connection with a Boston bank robbery. Her first trialhad ended in a

hung jury. Saxe and her lawyers wére convinced, that a-second trial,. -
scheduled for January 24, would have brought her a Ionger sentence

. or a string of costly trials. | :
Saxe had courageously refused upon- her capture to ‘collaborate -
~with the government in disclosing information about radicals hunted:
by the bourgeois state from 1970 to the present. Upon pleadmg gurlty ’

on January 17, she again emphatically repeated: ~
© " “l remain absolutely firm in my stand of non- collaboratlon l will never

Free Susan Saxe Now' S

ments'in return for favors from the state.”

allowed to go free.’

~ cooperate by handing over the names, of radlcals
FREE SUSAN SAXE NOW| K

“testify against anyone for any reason or give dny information about the .
events of 1970 or about anyone | may have known during;the time | was }
underground. Furthermore, | will never abandon my polrtlcal commit-.,’

Susan Saxe will be-imprisoned by the state for: up to 12 years while’
‘others who gave mformatlon were given reduced sentences or

Women and Revolution demands her rmmedlate release Thelabor ~
- movement and all socialists should demand the release of Susan Saxe .
from jail immediately for' her resolute opposition to the brutal
oppression of the bourgeois state and her. determmatron not to

B . ~Stephen Sherman -
Susan Saxe

NG
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accept themselves——-as opposed to the rest of ‘ racrst

honky dog” ‘white America—only by literally trying to

jump out of their own skins. The sick self- hatred“'
encouraged at the Hard Times Conference was only the

Ioglcal culmmatlon of those attempts. Dohrn’s latest
“self-criticism’” is a continuation of the same individu-

“alistic policies which assert that sheer will power is.

sufficient to overthrow the state. If it didn’t work, it
must have been because that will power wasn’t strong
_enough: But why not? Obviously; becausethe individu-
‘als were flawed—*racist,” “‘sexist” or whatever. ."
But will power alone cannot make a revolution. This
ideology of petty-bourgeois terrorism has been proved

“futile over and over again. The Weathermen failed

because of their individualistic. petty-bourgeois ap-
proach to revolutron not because of lack of revolution-
ary-will.

Radical feminist grouplngs are likely to bea haven for
aging Weatherwomen, since they, too, cling to radlcal

life-stylism, cloistered and rigid separatism and utopran ,
daydreamlng about the “power and beauty” of * purée .

(women’s) rage” which characterized the Weather

Underground, as well. as assuaging any gurlty pangs- y

about “leeching” off other peoples oppression, since
for feminists their own oppressron is the only Iegmmate
area of concern - .

”Whlte Guilt and Separatlsm :

Unfortunately, the Eroblems wracking Amencan
society are far deeper than the simple solutions which
the New Leftists preached The porsonous hatreds

-

‘generated by oppression ‘cannot be dlssolved by
“moralistic exhortations to “love one another,”

by self-
abasement or by feeding-the (already hotly burning)

fires of separatism. This oppression and the «divisions
_which it creates within the working class are part and
.parcel of capitalist society and must be overcome not
.merely in the mind.but in the real world. Whn!e racism

‘and sexism, which retard the working class’s ablllty to

‘wage a struggle-against- the, bourgeoisie, . must be
.opposed now, they will be rooted out only with the
-destruction of

caprtalrsm through proletanan

revolutlon v

~ But the worklng class, the only force in society with
.:the social power to smash capltallsm is by itself unable
to transcend trade-union economism. Revolutionary
consaousness must be brought to the workers by a
‘party " of professional revolutionists “embodying a-
program of relentless class struggle. Infused with
- revolutionary class corsciousness, the workmg class
' ‘becomes the decisive force in history. ;

! There are no short cuts. No amount of subjectlve
revolutionary. will or. personal heroism can substitute

for the ¢lass-conscious proletanat Until and unlessthe "~

‘radicals of ‘the 1960’s can assimilate this fundamental
‘premise_of . Leninism, they are doomed to wander
futllely from one dead-end to another, ending like the
(.\Weather Underground in either a pathetlc dlsplay of
‘impotence and cringing before the bourgedis state or
locked. into self-isolated. and shrinking separatist
circles, helpless. before the mcreasmg barbarism of
decaymg |mper|allst socrety [ LT

N




y

WOMEN AND REVOLUTION

‘Intematlonal Women s Day, 1916

We reprint below a statement of greetmgs from the
Paris Action Committee of Socialist Women,. an

* internationalist oppositional grouping  within the

French social democracy, on International Women’s |
Day 1916. It is translated from the version published by

the Gruppe Internationéle, led by Karl Liebknecht,

. Rosa Luxemburg, Franz Mehrmg and Leo Jogiches, in
. the illegal Spartacusbriefe (No. 17, 30 March 1916).

Following the definitive .betrayal by the German

Social Democratic Party (SPD) at the outbreak of World -

War 1, when its entire Reichstag fraction (initially
rncludlng even such revolutionists as Karl Liebknecht,
who: mrsgurdedly ylelded to considerations of party
“discipline”” and “unity”’) voted the .war credits
demanded by the - government, the. minority of

party press or a party. apparatus

“Without an organization,’ ’ said Lenin, “the masses

are deprived)of the sole expression of their will.” The .

task, then, which the left radicals in the German social

democracy faced was the creation of an organization .

that might begin to overcome the atomization of the
working class. This task had to be accomplished under

" . conditions of illegality and against the old party

- leadership which, in its fear of such attempts to reach

_membershrp would have dropped, for_the first time .
ever, had it not been for disproportionate recruitment.

the. masses of drsfranchrsed party members, ‘had
imposed a moratorium on all discussion and criticism of
the “official” line and refused to hold the yearly party
congresses required by SPD statutes.

Coinciding with the incréasing class collaboratron of .

the party executive from 1910 onward had been a
Cessation in the growth of party membership (mdeed

of women). The large masses of non- organized workers

'revolutlonary internationalists within the party were
reduced to tiny, isolated propaganda groups withouta,

- were unwilling to take risks for a party whose timidity..

had emboldened employers to ever harsher attacks on |

their living standards.

The SPD section for work among women led by Clara '
© Zetkin constituted a laudable exception to the party’s - -

general - drift to the right (see “Fouridations of

Communist Work Among Women: The German Social
‘Women and Revolution Nos. 8 and 9,

Democracy,”
Spring and Summer; 1975). While subscriptions to the
central -party press were falling off,” Zetkin’s Die

incréase in subscribers; similarly, it was undoubtedly
Zetkin’s activizing radicalism. which in’large measure

‘Gleichheit (“Equality”’) was able to chalk up a large -

A Greetlng of the Paris. Actlon Lo
~ Committee of Socialist Women for
/'Peace and Agamst Chauvmlsm

accounted for the growth in women members—an

indication that the ;SPD’s capitulation to national
chauvmlsm was not an expression of the “will of the A

masses” but rather of the revisionist leadership’s
default of socialist principle; ,
But Zetkin was able to carry on her frght for socralrst

. international working-class solidarity in the forum of

Die Gleichheit only for a short time longer; with the

" collaboration of the Prussian authorities the: party
" leadership was able to-gain control, install a compliant
editor and proceed to run the journal into the ground.,

Circulation fell off sharply, and soonDie Gleichheit was
suspended ~

The statement of the Paris Actron Committee is. of:
interest not merely for its uncompromising interna- .

tional proletarian solidarity in the midst of the

chauvinist hysteria of the imperialist holocaustbutalso . -
for the solutions it advances to the crisis of proletarlan .
leadership. .- :
.. Revolted by the quiescence and then by the outnght
betrayal of the party leadership-and correctly viewing .
the masses. as far more revolutionary than this petty- :

bourgeoisified leadership, many revolutionists over-

reacted by adopting, a theory of mass revolutionaryf" ]

initiative exemplified by the “spontaneism” of Resa

Luxemburg. Accordrng to this view, the | party was tobe
providing .

primarily an -educational organization,
leadership-when the masses did decide on their ownto

.initiate the final collapse of caprtalrsm

-Such glorification "of the ‘massés’ undirected

' revolutlonary will led the social-democratic lefts to

downplay the role of proletarian leadership. Thus,

Luxemburg could. write in 1910, when the SPD party
. executive was throttling mass demonstrations in favor
..of electoral. reform: “If the mass of party comrades '

comprehends and truly feels this [the need for militant

struggle] then our leaders will also be found at-their °

PR

posts. ‘It’s the masses that are decisive’.’

Similarly, in the Paris Action-Committee’s statement, *

there ‘is the belief that the old social democracy will
somehow be revived and reconstituted “from below.”
A complementary error was the. divided left social-
democrats’ neglect of the crucial need for organiza-
tional unity achieved on a firm-programmatic basis.
-But the theoretical/organizational failings of the
social-democratic left opposition display a- deeper.
inadequacy: a failure to come to grips with the changed

conditions generated by the dominance of imperialism -
by the turn of the'century. In foreign affairs imperialism -

s
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_achieved trade-union consciousness and a
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 had meant an unprecedented aggressivenéss of the

“.major capitalist powers, posing an imminent threat of *
-world imperialist conflict. Internally, the dominance of
monopoly cartels interpenetrated with bank caprtal
found réflection wnthm the German Second Rerch ina’”

L . : Dietz Verléé
SPD leader Clara‘ Zetkin_ -

'

‘ closmg of, ranks by ‘the capitalist explorters and an*

* unparalleled intransigence toward the labor move-
ment. Now, for example, lockouts were financed by a
10|nt fund setup byallsrgnrflcantGermanmdustry This
hard-nosed stance of the German hourgeoisie vis-a-vis

i the social-democratic threat found expression politi-

callylnastrengthenlng of the reactionary bloc between
industry ‘and thé East Elbian junkers with the aim of
excluding the SPD from parliament. Within the labor
. movement itself, imperialism ‘was, accompanied. by
increasing divisions within the workmg class-—-not only
industrialist-fostered “yellow unronrsm ’ but also what
Lenin termed a “labor arrstocracy ” of relatively well-
paid workers. ' ‘ '

In the face of this challenge the German social

democracy remained tied- to its old policy of verbal
militancy and practical ‘impotence: In partrcular the
entrre left still clung to the Kautskyan theory of the
“party of the entire class,”
" backward, reactionary Iayers “which had not even

aristocracy.: whose relatively elevated status made it
prone to ' accept the status. quo.. Proponents of
proletarian ‘‘unity”’ overlooked the fact that backward

\ and non:revolutionary layers in the party would

certainly generate spokesmien for their views within the
party leadership. .

While the Gruppe Internationale, WhICh publrshed
thrsgreetrng, consisted of uncompromising revolution-

.-ists who were to found the German.Communist Party, -

_in failingito lend an organizational form to their views,
_.they - could offer no real solution to the social-

democratic betrayal of the SPD leadership. It was only’
in the codification of Bolshevik -practice in the early '

_ Comintern {particularly in the “Theses on Tactics” and

~ “Guidelines on Organization™) that the division’
“bétween maximum arid minimum program, enunciat-.
ed in the Erfurt Program of 1891, was to be transcended -
in the creation of -a party of a new type, the Leninist

vanguard party of the proletariat, in which a conscious

- eonscious rank and file.” Not Kautskyan
. ~mongering,
. simultaneously unmasked the old social-democratic

N

.,.including both those "

‘labor’

Ieadershrp of professional revolutlonanes would be

able to intervene decisively at crucial world-historical
junictures precisely because it rested on an alert class-
‘unity”’-
but “such tactics as the united front

misleaders and achieved working-class unity around
the achlevement of partrcular shared strrctly limited-

- goals.

‘The statement of- the Paris Action. Commrttee of
Socialist Women reprinted below is thus essentially a.
backwird-looking document, harking back to the great

- tradition's of the Second International and attempting

to preserve a synthesis—‘‘the great socialist family”’— |
that -had been first eroded and then dissolved by a

trrumphant lmperralrsm But the Second International

had died in ‘an act of definitive class-collaborationist
betrayal. It was the Third International which was to
continue the fight for international proletarian revolu-

“tion through’ the transformation. of” the imperialist war

into®a civil war- dlrected against the international
bourgeoisie under the’ leadership of an effective and
disciplined international party of the worklng class.

A

To socialist and proletarlan women of all countries’

"'the Committee sends .an expressuon of its warmest-

sympathy on International Women’s Day. From the
bottom of .its heart it hopes and: desires that a great
many socialist women’s organizations will succeed—
more freely and openly than it has itself been able to—
in calling upon women everywhere to express their

: .dearest wish, the wish for an immediate end to the

frightful struggle that for 19 months now has been
inundating the world in blood, and in utterins in
numerous mass meetrngs with a clear,voice the vord

“peace’” tabooed in our-country. "

We  feel ourselves in solrdanty with the socralrst
proletarrans of the so-called enemy nations, with the
proletarians whom we no more confuse with their
exploiters than we would be confused with our own
hangmen. We feel this solidarity the more strongly the -
more zedlously ‘our own, our true .enemies, the
capitalists, strive to incite us against foreign ‘proletari-

_ans; Thus under the'present conditions itis partrcularly

to'the socialist and proletarian women of countries at
war with us and especially to the proletarian women of
Germany that we offer-the assurance of ‘our most
heartfelt, warmést sympathy, and-above all to Clara

Zetkin and all the- women comrades who, -heroically

and inspired with glowmg conviction, are struggling for

_socialism and for g peace without counting the costs to

themselves. -

-The Committee renews the vow of proletarran
solidarity made by its members at the time of their entry
into the great socialist family. To each.and every one it

“sends fraternal greetings, sad, painful greetings, but

greetings. supported by the unshakable ‘belief in the

* future of the proletarlat -

H

For the ‘Comnmittee: . .

" Louiseé Saumoneau, Paris o
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 Scores of Protesters Slaughtered by Pollce

,'_Murderous Sterilization Campalgn

m Indla e

i L . ~

It'has been almost a year since the'go\‘/ernment of India announced -

the,start of a crash program to lower the annual birth rate from'35 per-
‘thousand population to 30 by 1979 and.25 by1984. It. rapidly became
-~ clear that the campaign would be carried out by. the same pollce state
‘methods whrch have characterized. the 18- month:- long “state. of .
emergency,” i.e., suspension of civil. liberties, declared by Prime- .
-Minister lndlra Gandhl (who: is—take note femlnlsts—not a domi-"~
_Rant, aggressive, power-hungry male buta S|ster”) “No commumty
or group .can be.allowed to stand in .the way,’ warned the pnme
" minister.
~_InMay;jastone morith afterthecampalgn waslaunched pohceand
“para-military units opened fire on Muslims i in the old city of Delhi who
were protesting forced sterilization, killing’ up to. 75 and woundmg
~ hundreds of others. (Many Muslims view the stérilization campaignas
'a/genoc:dal attack directed at them by the Hmdus) In September
police again opened fire on'thousands ‘of. protésting villagers .in -
‘predominantly Muslim Muzaffarnagar and- Kairana, 75 miles from
Delhi, killing up to 150- and throwing their bodies into a river. The
vnllagers had been protesting the rounding up of mamed men for
sterilization for-the third time in a month, . . oo
"~ There have been numerous rumers of more pollce klllmg and
‘brutality as well (along with unconfirmed reports that some terrified:
villagers have murdered “family planning workers”’ )-ltis said-that in -
Bombay and Delhi police have clubbed down men in the streets and
inside the prisons tor boost vasectomy ‘quotas and-that crowds of
‘people, including teenagers, had been rounded up and:driven into
sterilization clinics. Muslim spokeésmen in Muzaffarnagar said that : S )
rural workers had been taken' off ‘to vasectomy - camps- by the - Sanjay Gandhi—prime mover ‘of the
truckload. “The men were crying. and women in the market were sterilization campaign o
screaming in protest.”” C

‘Only one Indian state——Maharashtra, the capltal of ‘which is Bombay—has actually enacted compulsory

isternllzatlon into law so far. The measure requifes the sterilization of fathers up to age 55 within sixmonths of the bll’th '

of their third living child and provrdes atwo-year pnson term for violators, If vasectomy. would endanger the man s
“life, then his wife must be sterilized. : !
~ ButMaharashtra has only formalized the general. dlrectron ofthe natlonal campaign toward gunpomt sterrhzatlon
of the poér. Other states and the federal government enforce sterilization througﬁsevere economic compu|5|on and
‘police terror.. Access to public services, such as government-financed housing and health care, requires the
. presentatlon of a sterilization certificate. In September the government ordered that ‘“Every government servant
shall insure that the number of his children does not exceed three.” Implicit in the order is dismissal for any of the
‘three million federal-employees who disobey.., . . -
. Moreover, government workers are issued quotas of ¢ volunteers that they must “motivate” for sterilization.
Failure means demotior or. suspensvon of pay. Many harried civil servants commission agents to fill their quotas for
them. A research team from Nelru University discovered thatthese agents routinely dragooned unmarried youths,
‘old men, beggars and. celibates'to meet the government target figures. | T

Indira Gandhi publicly exprésses doubt on the.advisability of enforced stenllzatlon (while her gunmen shoot down_

© _protestérs in-the streets), but her 30- -year- -old son Sanjay Gandhi, who was nominated on February 15 by the ruling
Congress Party to run for Parliament in the March elections, has no such reservations. As powerful head of the Youth
-Congress, the Congress Party’s youth wing, Sanjay. has made““family planning” the first and central pomt-of his five-

:paint program for reform. Itislargely under. his, leadershlp that the sterilization campaign, utilizing “incentives and -
*‘disincentives” and a ruthless insistence on. statlstlcal results, was able to report seven million stenhzatrons durmgthe

- Jast year. , L

'
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~ Atone Ievel such massive socral coercion is srmply an;,

index of how far the Gandhi-tegime has moved toward"

outright police-state rule. More ‘fundamentally, how-

ever, it represents an admission. by the Indian bour-

geoisie thatin nearly three decades of. mdependence it.
has failed abysmally in its goal of emulating the pattern:
of economic development of its imperialist mentors.
Prior to 1947, the bourgeois nationalists of the
-Congress movement frequently disputed the notion

- that the country was poor as the result of “overpopula- -

tion.” *They pointed to the “five-fold population
increase in Great Britain during the 19th centurywhich,\
~ far from overburdening productive resources, was. #
necessary condition for the giant strides of industrial,,
,development and burgeoning . international’ trade
_ "during that period..Moreover, they argued, the neo-’
Malthusian theorists of overpopulatlon were attempt- e
ing -to alibi the culpability of British lmpenallsm in,
_pillaging -the national wealth™ of India and retardmg
-native capltallst development. in 1925 Mohandas
Gandhi wrote in Young India;: .~

“If itis contended that birth control is necessary for the

.nation . because of over- population, 1+ dispute the
proposition. It has never'been proved. In my opinion, by -

" a proper land system, better agricuiture and supplemen- £

tary industry, this country is capable of supportlng twtce
as many people as there are in’it today.
" —quoted in Gyan Chand, India’s Teemlng Mllllons

Gandhl did, however, support birth-control through-

_ sexual abstentron as a praiseworthy ascetic practice and,
salso to limit populatlon “from the standpoint of the -

" present polltlcal condition of the country,l e., colomal
subjugation.” , e
In the fifties' and early sixties, reIatwely nommal
allocations for birth- control programs were included i in.;
the five-year plans as a subordinate device to maximize.:
per capita economic growth. But the importance: .of
birth control as"a tool- for capitalist state planning

increased qualitatively from the third plan (1961-66).to -
the fourth (1969-74). In between was the. dlsastrous'

gram harvest of 1965-66, which resulted in mass famlne

in the state of Bihar.

The crushmg impact of the. world depression.
beglnnlng in 1973 paved the way for the draconian
“state. of emergency” and:for the crash sterilization -

' campaign. Government léaders now echo the insipid

theories of western bourgeois -analysts who explain .,
““third world” problems in. terms -of. population: Dr.

D:N. Pai, Bombay Director of Famlly Planning, even -

“talks of “people pollution.” 7% "o
Marxists have always struggled |deolog|cally agamst

these dangerous theories whlch attempt to explain the -

immiseration of the masses “by the etérnal laws of ..
Nature, /rather than' by the laws of capltahst produc-
tion” “(Karl. Marx, Capital). The reactionary :Parson
. Malthus attempted to demonstrate the dangerous

" results of unchecked sexual: lmpulses ‘leading- to.

. ‘population growth far excéeding the “‘natural” limits.of

B the means of subsistence; This bogus theory, promul-

.

gated' ‘at the end of the 18th centu ryanddirectedinpart ..

agamst the optimisticworldview of the Erench Revolu: ~

. tion, was dramatrcally refutéd by the technological and |
mdustrlal revolution -of 19th -century Europe, which
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demonstrated human capacnty to qualltatlvely expand '

~the. means of subsistence.

. But in the epoch of capitalist decay, when further :

“economic, progress..is Blocked by the profit drive of

‘private, property, ‘the imperialist bourgeoisie and its -

cllents in"the underdeveloped. countries have dug up
the moldy Malthusian postulates. - -

Certamly a workers state, partrcularly ina populous.

) and backward~country, would encourage a lowered

birthrate as'a short-term social goal. But a»revolutlonary
regime would attack the problem of ¢ overpopulatlon
fundamentally by expropriating the parasmc bourgeoi-

_sie"and: by applying the most modern and scientific -
T methods. to “agriculture. This is ‘not -to. say that in

strugglmg against the pessumrstrc bourgeois conception
- of .“overpopulation” Marxists overlook the socnally
Ilberatlng potential - of technologlcal advances in.

contraceptron Likewise fighting for free abortion-on- -

~demand is. an aspect of the fight to liberate women
“from the enslavemerit.of the famlly The availability of
..such methods and the overcoming of reactionary,

: obscurantust obstacles to their dlssemmatlon would .

~ permit women to participate -more .fully in general
social productron and would Ilkely lead to a decline in,
_ the. birth rate. " N S

[

. But the problem confrontmg theworld worklng class

is not * overpopulatlon (the Soviet Union haslong had
,a problem of “underpopulation” and provrdes incen-
’ tives for miothers to produce more children) but the
|rrat|onal ‘utilization of resources. In capitalist India the.
'continuation of this problem is‘assured by the alliance
' of industrial capitalists with the rentiers and kulaks in
' the countryside, on which the political power of the
. Congress’ Party and similar. “third world” nationalist

., partiesis based. Agranan revolution and the unlocking

. of natural:-resources will be ‘consummated only when

7

“the proletariat seizes power. Leading the peasantry, the
international working classwill eradicate the burden of
centunes of rural backwardness and poverty.m .
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" Trico Workers Win Equal Pay

"On 18 October 1976 350 female and. 150 male
workers of London’s Trico-Folberth company, ‘which
-supplies windshield wipers for all major, British
automobiles, won a.five-month strike for equal pay:
This victory was. more than a simple, economic.
achievement; it demonstrated conclusrvely that the

_Equal Pay Act (EPA), ostensibly writter into British law .

‘to guarantee equal pay for men and women in’
comparable jobs, can only be enforced by industrial
action and not by. legal action. N

The Equal ‘Pay Act is a-mockery. Enacted by\the
Labour government in 1970, with the provision that it
be implemented within five years, it provides that
-employees who féel that they are being paid a lower
wage than other employees doing the same or
‘comparable work are entitled to take their case before '
an industrial tribunal composed of representatives’

appomted by the secretary of state and -drawn from-

‘senior management, the trade union bureaucraaes
-and public organizations.:

The guardian angel of the EPA is the Equal Opportu-

'nities Commission, a body of 14 persons also appointed.

by the secretary of state. The chairman of the
commission is Betty Lockwood a-well-known Labour-
ite; the vice chairman is Lady Howe, wife of the Tory

N

shadow chancellor, Sir Geoffrey Howe. ™

" The EPA is a'sham, To begin with, the wordlng of the -

act is amblguous In particular, the _phrase “material
difference,” concerning the' distinction between the
kinds of work'men and women do, isill-defined; yet itis
‘on that phrase that the lmplementatlon of the act rests.

Besides thevagueness of the wording, the interpreta-*
‘tion of what constitutes a material difference is subject
to the casuistry of industrial law. =

Horror stories abound. For example, the Guardian (5
June 1976) reported that when women quality control-
lers at a Kraft factory filed for equal pay under the
pfovisions of the act, the industrial tribunal found
‘against them on the. grounds that there was a material.
difference in the jobs. What was this material differ-
“ence? It was ruled that the' women could not walk
across high ramps from- one area in the factory to
another, because the men working.underneath would

= look .up. their ‘miniskirts and be distracted from the
processing of cheese. In vain was'it argued that all the
women in the plant wore trousers; in vain did the
women’s lawyers point out that no one wears miniskirts
.anymore! The tribunal ruled a “‘material difference,”
and the female Kraft employees went' on receiving -
£12.45 less per week then their male counterparts domg

. the same job., ' /

~ Another Ioophole in the act is the provision. for'
material "difference’ bdsed on “hnstorrcal reasons.’
These réasons come within what. is called the “red
circle” category. Corporations argue that it is rmpossn-

ble for them to lower the levels of pay of their top men -

to that of their women workers, while-at the same time
refusing to pay the women the -huge increases (i{t
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Plcketers in Bntaln 'S lor)lgest equal pay: strike

Trico’s case £6 per week) necessary to put them on a par
with the men.

- The figures speak for themselves Last August the -

Observer noted that'in 104 out: of 145 cases brought
before them the industrial tribunials had ruled against
the women plaintiffs. But above all, this token law has
one basic, glaring deficiency: it makes no provrsxon for
raising the miserable wages of women in workplaces
where only women are employed and where there are

*'no men wnth comparable jobs.

 Five Hundred Workers. Strike for Equal Pay

.

It was agamst thls background of unsuccessful clalms
that the workers of the Trico-Folberth factory went on
strike. For nearly a year, the Amalgamated Union of

Engineering Workers: (AUEW) had ‘been negotiating_

unsuccessfully with Trico for equal pay between male
night-shift workers -and female. day shift workers.
Besudes getting a hrgher base rate, the night-shift
N ‘)A
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“of commiseration .and /
Committee did what it could to keep a lid oniit. Instead
of -issuing a nationwide union directive to hot-cargo -

SPRING 1977 .

workers also earned a ttme and-a- thrrd overtrme

premium. o
In:September 1975 Trrco management announced

that due to the economic downturn it was phasing out

the 150-man night shift. One hundred and fifteen of the

men. were laid off, 30 went on a specrally -devised

twtllght _shift paid .at time-and-a-fifth and the

- remaining five men went on the-day shift, where they

weére paid £6.50 more per week than the regular day

workers—women who were doing the samejob. When-
-the women workers demanded that their 'wages be

raised to the level of their male co-workers, the
company responded that the five ex-night-shift work-
ers were a “special case.” .

On 24 May 1976, 350 womenand 150 men walked out
on an official strike. Citing the sorry record of thé EPA
decisions, the strikers and the union declined the
services of anindustrial tribunal. The company took the
case before a tribunal ‘anyway and argued that the wage

_differential ‘in favor of male employees was justified
‘because the men were more .“flexible” than the
‘women. To ng one’s surprise, the tribunal ruled against

the strikers.
Trico was quick to organize scabbrng under- police

protection: Strikers reported suspicious-looking trucks"

with covered license plates attempting deliveries to the

plant. Workers at Heathrow Airport also notedstrange- -

ly unmarked boxes from the United States for dehvery
to the Leyland and Ford Dagenham auto plants.

“While offrcrally backmg the strike and making noises
‘support, the AUEW District

(refuse to handle) Trico products, it merely appealed to
shop stewards to'do so—four months after the strike
had begun. The strike pay was meager and grudging.'In
' September, the  AUEW District Committee abruptly

canceled a strike-support demonstration that had been-

heavily publicized by the Working Women’s Charter.

Radical rhetoric is cheap and common in a social

democracy; it draws attention away from the fact that

_the bourgeoisie is still in power, while the Labour Party,

which the working class still regards as its own; does

capitalism’s dirty work. In response to the strike, the.

International "Marxist Group (IMG), WhICh‘ is

always in the forefront. of the chase after an elusive ~

‘new mass vanguard called for women’s caucuses in

the trade unions,.a shameless adaptation to the
femlnlsts in its minority faction. The Workers Socialist -

eague (WSL) commented that the ‘‘struggle for equal
pay must go hand in hand with the flght to builda new,

revolutionary Ieadershlp in the working class |n_

oppasition to both ‘left’ talkers and the right wing.

* Fine sentiments but in contradictionto the WSL’s actual

practice of abject capitulation to the union bureaucrats
and the Labour. Party. As a leaflet distributed by London
_supporters of the mternatronal Spartacrst tendency
" pointed out: .
“[The WSL’s] lack of a fighting strateg against the Labour
* Party, its absolute silence on the Lahour ‘lefts’ and the
failure-to ‘oppose import controls are...a systematic
adaptation to militants .who share the outlook of the
Labour ‘lefts”.”” .

5
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The centrist International-Communist League (I-CL),
which is up to its ears in the building of such dead-end

‘reformist' blocs-as_the ‘Working Women’s Charter—a

feminist grouping in the trade 'unions similar to the
now-defunct Coalition of Labor Union Women

(CLUW)—sighed at the AUEW’s neglect of rank-and-

file involvement in-the running of the strike and

- concluded that the rank dnd file should pushthe AUEW
to instigate coordinated national hot-cargoing of Trico -
products. The Sacialist Workers Party (formerly Inter-.

- national Socrahsts) ‘had nothing to say, because it was-
not running a campaign for equal pay at that precrse '

moment.

.+ Not-one of the left papers attempted to use the

widely supported Trico strike as a means of moblhzrng
effective industrial action against the barbaric “Social
Contract”—an agreement between the government
and the Trades Union Congress bureaucrats which is a
futile attempt to revive British capitalism by mercilessly

- driving’ down. the wages and ‘living standards of the

workmg class.

Not “Social Contract” But Class Struggle

Equal pay is a democratic demand which' every
socialist should support. Even the feeble Equal Pay Act

s a supportable reform—as is the Equal Rights

Amendment in'the U.S.—but let no one be under any
illusion that either of them can somehow grantwomen
equality in the workplace. An army of unskilled, low-

paid women is vital to capitalism, especially in a time of*

economic depression as exists in Britain today. At the
same timé, all the pressures of the bourgeois ideology

- of the family are brought to bear to prevent women

from becoming fully integrated into social and poliical
life. Inequality of pay for the two sexes is impor*.ant to
capitalism because it-keeps the working class wak and
at odds with-itself. At the same time, equality for a
worker under capitalism can never mean more than an

equal opportunity to be exploited. The goal of socialist .

revolution, requiring! the building of a disciplined

vanguard, party embodying a révolutionary Marxist .

Y

program, must not be submerged in the just fight for ~

equal pay.

The AUEW bureaucrats are not stupid. A big:
nationally organized fight for equal pay, rgnorrng the

industrial tribunals-and the “due process of law,” could -

well pose the question of the legality of the “Social

"Contract” and of the-wage systém itself, which keeps
~ the entire British working class |mpover|shed
The women and men of Trico have won their -

economic demands—a notable victory in wage-frozen
Britain, but one which will quickly be eroded in
Britain’s current economic crisis. As conditions worsen,
it becomes the mcreasmgly evident duty of revolution-

ists to pose to workers in the clearest way. possible the

absolute pecessity of breaking with the British Labour
Party and the treacherous trade-union bureaucracy
and of initiating massive industrial action to smash the
“Social Contract.” Only a workers government can en-
sure full social equality for women, and only a Trotsky-
ist vanguard party based on the transitional program

" can lead the struggles necessary to expropriate the

capitalist class and establish such a government.m
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‘Bottle

>

Still Die’

. the original four libel counts “to simplify proceedings”
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or
Breast?

Poor
Chlldren

Nestle's. Centenary Publication

" “Nurses” and “doctors” sell Nestlé products to,.new mothers =~ . -,
- N . . ) P 'v« -
On 24 June 1976 Nestlé Alimentana S.A., the glant " that were the cause of m;ury ‘and death but the
multinational food corporation, won the- libel action unhygienic way in which the baby foods were Gsed in
which it had brought against the Swiss Arbeitsgruppe”  the developing countries: This is, of course, quite.true.
Dritte Welt (Third World-Action Group). In July 1974  -The introduction of bottle feeding to areas where =~ _
-~ the'group had translated “The Baby Killer,” written by- masses of people have been chronically undernour-
~. the British-charity agency, War on Want, into Germar ished-is, in fact, highly desirable: The problem is not
“with the title'Nestlé toetet Babys¥ (“Nestlé Kills . with bottle feeding—as the liberalsrand New Leftists
Babies”). One month later, Nestlé brought suit. - would have it—but with the ‘conditions of poverty,
Thepamphletcharged that multinational infant-food  ~ ignorance and superstition; thatlstosay,the problemis
companies, including Nestlé, use' dishonest sales = with the capitalist system. ‘ :
technlques—such as dressing. theit saleswomen in ‘ ' L . o ‘
nurses’ uniforms—in underdeveloped countries to Making the Most of the Market .

promote their products, and asserted that by persuad-
ing mothers in-these countries to abaridon breast
- feeding in favor of bottle feeding the-corporations
were contributing to the malnutrition and death of
thousands of children.

At the first hearing of the case > Jast February, Nestle
fost its bid to have the court render an instant ‘decision
in its favor on the grounds that the entire proceedmgs
‘were “against national interests.” Atthe openingof the’
- fipal hearing in June, the company dropped three of -

- While'it may be true that jingle-jaded Americans can
dismiss the health- and status-giving claims of the latest
breakfast cereal as “only a commercial,” less sophisti-
cated populations are much. more .vulnerable to
modefn advertising teéchniques (which is one of the
redsonsthat Nestlé sells infant foods almost everywhere
‘except in the United States and Canada) NUtritionJ_
researcher Ted Greiner writes:
- “To a mother who can barely read, the prmted word may

assume almost scriptural authorlty To a mother who is
hearing radio for one of the first times, a simple-minded

a?d retained only its charge against the pamphlet’s title. jingle about a baby food may be nearly hypnotic in its
Although presudmg judge Juerg Sollberger said that : power
his decision was “not an acqunttal of Nestle” and . —T. Greiner, “The Promotlon of Bottle Feedmg by -
admonished the company to “reconsider ltsadvertlsmg . ' Multinational Corporations”
policies if it wants to avoud being accused of immoral = . To say nothmg of the personal recommendatlons of
and unethical conduct,” the 13 defendants—mostly -. “nurses” (licensed or not) who sell on a commission
'students, professors and clergymen—were found gunlty basis in clinics and on “educational’ visits to the new
.and fined a total of $3,640. mother’s home. Mothers are told that if they want their

In issuing his- decision, Sollberger said " that. the babies to be healthy, strong and mtellugent—llke

A ev:dence had shown that it was notthe Nestlé products American bables—they must be bottle fed. Given the
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diseased -and malnourished . state of many nursing

.mothers in backward countries, this is often true..

War on Want and others cite two major problems
with bottle feeding in backward areas: 1) overdilution
of the formula, which leads to undetnourishment and -
ultimately to death, and 2) contamination, which leads
to gastrointestinal infection, the single largest cause of
infant mortality in most poor communities. K

As 3 table prepared by the United Nations’ Protein
Advisory Group shows, the cost of bottle feeding places
‘it farbeyond the means of workers. earning the

_ minimum urban wage (i.e., the majorlty of workers) in

underdeveloped countries. By the time'the-infant is six

" months old, bottle feeding can cost up to a stagg&ring

. 63.3 percent of the famlly s income. As a-result, the
famlly will often try to “stretch” the formula by diluting
it with two or three times the proper amount of water.
The result is nutritional marasmus-——the wasting away. of
- the child. ‘
The second major problem is contammatlon The
" Nestlé “Mother Book,” which is distributed with its

. baby formula, begins: “Wash your hands thoroughly

- with soap each time you have to prepare a meal for
" baby.” But many households, even in large cities (not
to mention rural areas) have no indoor kitchen, and’
some have no washing’ facilities at all. So complymg/

with this elementary hygienic: requrrement (let alone
~the sterilization - of the bottle) is difficult if not

impossible—even "if the mother . can read these

instructions, which is highly unlikely. \
Milk is a good culture medium for pathogenlc

‘'organisms. Where the family water. supply is a ditch or

- well \not infrequently. contaminated with ‘human

excrement, - where "homes are infested with filth-
- bearing insects, where there i$ no refrlgerator for the
storage of mixed formula, where there is no turn-on
stove and perhaps no fuel of any sort for sterilization
“and where ignorance and illiteracy prevent even an
elementary understanding of hygiene; it is hardly
surprising that bottle feeding often results in sickness
and death. Dr. James Farquhar of the Umversuty of.
Edinburgh says: ‘

~ “Itis clear to all but those who will not see that |nformed

* “adequate :and relatively safe bottle feeding must foIlow,

or at least ‘accompany, but never precede, literacy, .

education, infection-free water supplies, sanitationand a
standard of living which permits the purchase of enough
baby foods, equipment and the means of sterilisation.”
—Dr. J. Farquhar, quoted in “The Baby Killer”
- This is no doubt true. On the other hand, it is equally
clear to all but those who will net see that the same
standards of literacy, hygiene and affluence are the
- prerequisites for relatively safe breast feedlng A family

« too poor to purchase powdered milk is too poor to
provide adequate nourishment for the nursing mother

or for the infant at weaning time. A contaminated water.
supply will infect people whether it is mlxed W|th the
milk or drunk separately ,

Breast Feedmg is Not the Solutlon

For Waron Want and I|kemmded commentators.on

the problems of bottle feeding, the solution is simply a. :

return to breast feeding. The literature abounds with

Al
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“cute” references to human milk “containers” (handy,
- unbreakable) and praise for. the great convenience of

breast feeding. But breast feedlng is not the solution. It
is no safer for children in impoverished areas than
bottle feeding, it is impossible for many wornen who
simply cannot produce an adequate'supply of milk and

“itis anything but a'convenience for women unless they -

are chained day and night to their infants. Working
women must rely on bottle feeding..(Unlike the Soviet
Union, which sought immediately after the Bolshevik

Revolution: to establish free nurseries at the mother’s’
place of employment and guarantee frequent recesses .

during the-workday for’ visitation, capitalist’ states

-generally deprlve workmg women of the choice to

“breast feed.) = =
The problem of malnutrmon in mfants is, mseparable

'from the- probled of malnutrition” in the entire .

populatlon Even breast-fed children must be weaned

. <ooner or later; so the problem of adequate nourish-

merit can at the very .best be postponed for a few
months. The UN’s Protein Advnsory Group, quoted
approvrngly in “The Baby, Killers,” says: “The only

avenue open for the vast majority of children is to find -

‘better uses_ for thelocally available staples for the
preparation ‘of nutritious weaning foods in the home.”
To' which 'Nestlé’s self- -serving " but quite- correct
response is:™“We know the sort of people who are
putting forward these arguments, and these people are
idealists. It’s very nice to say that these countriesshould
be “self-sufficient and shéuld produce their, own
‘weaning foods and soon butitis not a fact of life at the
moment.”

Nor will it become afactof Ilfefor millions of workefs
and peasants as Iong as capitalism remains in command.
A quick comparison of India—where malnutrition,

- starvation, unemployment and illiteracy are rampant—
. with its nelghbor China, where these' plagues have .

been virtually wiped qut within a generation, makes

' clear what the difference between socialized property

ownership. in a workers state "(even' a deformed

workers state like China) and private property owner-

shlp ina capltallst state means in terms of human well-
_being. :

As the entire hlstory of manklnd has demonstrated
breast feeding is no defense against widespread

. malnutrition. The problems of bottle-feeding will be

solved not. by going ‘backward to: universal breast
feeding but forward to a planned economy based on
human needs. In the socialist society of the future, the

, decision to breast feed ot bottle feed will be deter-

mined in each case according to the needs of the infant
and the desires of the mother and: will- have nothnng
whatever to do with corporate proflts =

i
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The Development of Sovret

* Educational Policies -

Along wrth the family and the church, the caprtallst
educational system serves to perpetuate bourgeois
ideology. Expensive private schools and elite institu-
tions of higher learning are for the privileged few,
Public schools, on the other hand, stress the skills and
discipline necessary to prepare. the plebeian masses for
“their future exploitation.

The Bolshevik Revolution, which: had-as on,e of its
goals the elimination of thedlstmctﬂon between'mental .
and manual labor, took quite a different approach to |

education. ‘“‘Every cook must rule,” said Lenin. But in

orderto rule, one must know how to.read and.writeand

think. The illiterate person, he sard stands outside
politicss

The Bolshevik Party regarded education as both a
pledge to the workers and_a necessity for workers
' democratic rule. An illiterate population, steeped in

religious superstition, would be a barrier to socuahst" _

development.
At the time that the Bolsheviks serzed power the
cultural level of the Russian masses was abysmal.

Illiteracy,”which was the norm for men, was nearly

universal among women. The tsarist school system had
catered to the children of the aristocracy and:the upper

middle classes who were preparing for the professions _

and government posts. There had been trade-school
apprenticeships for a fucky few working-class children,

but most children of poor families went to work at an

early age.
After the 1905 Revolutron, despite ‘the general
reaction and repression, there was a slight liberalization

_in the arts and education. Within the tsarist system . a

layer of educational reformers came to'the fore, many

+ of them Cadets-{Constitutional Democrats) and other

right-wing reformers, and outside it commumsts and
* anarchists set-up their own schools and study cifcles;
whichtaught workers and peasants the basics of literacy
and hygiene along -with politics: This tradition of
popular educition was -part of the Russian radical
heritage which dated back to the work ofthe Narodnrkr
in the 1870’s, :

The. academic’ mtelhgentsm enthusrastrcally weI-
comed the February revolution, which freed them from.
the repressive restrictions of the autocracy. However,

in October. most of them proved to be as. anti-_

communist as they had been anti-autocratic.

This preponderance of anti-communism in academic

circles added to the difficulties of the Soviet Commis-
sariat of Educatron—Narkompros The tasks it faced

were monumental, and during the critical period of the -

civil war only those commissariats immediately neces-
sary for the survival of the proletarian dictatorship—the
army, the food-commissariat, the transport authority—
~received much in the way of-human and financial
resources.

I - s
t

by ]anrs Gerrard

AImost |mmedrately after. the October Revolutlon
teachers joined the municipal workers of Petrograd

~ and Moscow in an anti-government strike. Allegedly

financed by the ‘Ryanbushinsky banking family, the

strikers: were able to hold out,all through the bitter. .

wmter ‘Threats to fire'the teachers were ineffective

~since they could not be immediately replaced. .

Many leaders and members of the All-Russian
Teachers Union' (VUS) joined the counterrevolutionary

Committee for the Salvation of the Motherland and the

Revolution, which worked openly for Bolshevik defeat
- and used the example of the Bolsheviks’ unsuccessful
negotiations with the striking teachers in its propagan-
.da. V.M. Pozner, an ultra-leftist within Narkompros,
-. led the trny minority of pro-Bolshevik.teachers out of .
the VUS to form the Unign of Teacher Internationalists

"and argued that the VUS should-be forcibly dissolved.

One of the main opponents of this position was
‘Nadezhda Krupskaya who wrote in Izvestua (July

. 1918):

“I, like comrades Pozner and Lepeshlnsky, wanted totear

VUS from the influence of its present leaders, butlaman —-

old splitter and thought it more appropriate to break up
VUS from within. In my opinion it was necessary to
ersuade all teachers.supporting Soviet power...not to
eave VUS, but to attendarts ,Congress as delegates and .

" there form a compact group and develop their pro-

‘gramme to the full: Then it would have been clear what

the real strength of the internationalists was. ..

.—N.K. Krupskaya, ?uoted in Flthatrrck The
n .

Commissariat of Enlightment

The pro-Bolshevik teatchers who had |eftAthe VUSwere - °

not eager to return, preferring the safety of sectarian-

.ism to the" rrgors of stryggle. But with the support.of :

Lenin, the “splitters” won against the red unionists and 7
a successful fight was waged inside VUS, resulting ini the

formation -of a broad, independent: Union of Workers .

in Education and Socralrst Culture

Inspired Begmmngs... '

Despite its shortcommgs, Narkompros mmally had
great authority. Anatol Lunacharsky, the commissar, of

. education, was well-known and greatly admired.

During the Bolshevik-struggle against the Provisional-
Government in 1917 his audiences at factories and'in
the workers
thousands. His deputy, Krupskaya, was a respected
. Bolshevik known for her educational work and writing.”

From the time the Bolsheviks seized state power they

struggled to make education accessible for' the-first -

time to the masses. Child labor was abolished and

schooling made mandatory for all children between

‘the ages of seven and seventeen. Literacy was made
mandatory for everyone through age 50, and a two-

hour reduction in the work day was given to those -

engaged in such study. Tuition was abolished along

districts - regularly “numbered in the -

"
?
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+ slogan of the campaign against |Ihteracy was:
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wrth all academlo titles, tests, degrees and homework
Teachers were subject to dismissal by their pupils.
" Unfortunately, however, "mueh of this. Iegrslatlon

existed only onpaper, since the crvnl war Ieft few funds

- for its implementation. .

Nevertheless, by 1920 about/ 25000 schools for

literacy had been established; many of them orgamzed
"~ by: Zhenotdel, the Departimient of Working Women and

Peasant. Women. Though placards over the entrancés

said “Childrer’ are the Hope of the World;” infact the
whole nation was going.to'school and learning to read
‘and- write. And’ those who learned also taught The

. literate -person trdins an illiterdte one,”

S

_Despite the. anti-communism _of most professors the-
universities were kept open, and admission was frée to-

anyone over 16 years of age who could demonstrate

Every :

literacy: Spec:al .departments called rabfaks were also

- established in the universities to brihg workers up to-

the stanidard of university entrance.
* The - éarly years of. Soviet: rule wrtnessed heated

- theoretical debate on the’ phrlosophy and methods of -

éducation. Once again V.M. Pozner crossed swords

with-the Narkompros leadershlp Unlike Lunacharsky, °

“he emphasrzed the replacement of. the family by the

school commune and a full reintegration of education -

‘with life, assertlng that labor skills would be taught by.

“life itself” ‘rather than artlflcrally in-a workshop.

“While .these concepts were’ ‘not dt, odds - with .
*Bolshevik ideals, they were unrealistic durmg aperiod -

of ““war.communism.”” The rmperralrst warand then the
civil' war had ‘left thousands of homeless children
' roammg the country5|de. Under these condmons the

{
Placards over
school

.doorways ‘saidb
- “Children are

World,” but in
tact the whole
nation was -

v and write.

-

G.P. Putnam’s Sons, Ltd:

skills such children “learned from life”” WereliT(elyto be .
lock . picking: and thievery. Lenin intervened in the,

controversy to.have Lunacharsky’s “Declaration on the
United Labor:School” declared a literary document,
which meant that it was no longer subject to altera*ion.

~ Lenin’s implicit support gave the document the r Jgeit
. needed to defeat Pozner’s.
By Labor School.” '

N

...Clash Wrth Hard Realltles o

Whlle strugglmg against the threat of uItra leftists

who soughto realize communist ideals in a backward

and impoverished country, the Narkompros leadership-
had also to wage a continual fight against a hardened,-
right-wing, anti-communist bloc. of educators who ~

remained loyal tc the defunct Provisional Government,
and with shorttsighted elements within the Bolshevik

party, including many trade unionists, who were most

susceptible to the pressure to gear education solely to

- filk the\desperate, immediate need for skilled workers.
Narkompros consistently .defended a_ policy, of long- _

term” polytéchnical. education as opposed to early
specrahzatlon in trade schools and free education as
opposed to the reintroduction of tuition fees.

" Drawing on’ the only resources available, Narkom-

pros attempted to supply the Soviet educational system

with the facilities of the old, tsarist techmcal and trade
schools. Durmg 1918 and 1919 two hundred trade

schools weré dismantled and destfoyed under. Nat-
kompros direction—a rash act at a time when skilled .

workers were desperately needed and before new
\ .

v . N

- the Hope of the

‘learningtoread”

§t,atem.ent on the.United

contlnued on next page
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Sovret Educatlonal PoI|C|es...

facilities had. actually been created ThlS put Narkom-4
pros in a défensive position against the proponents of
monotechnicalism, who were already gathering a
“technical lobby” around a proposal -for a United
- Technical School—a system in which only primary
education would have a general character. This lobby
gained a powerful ally at the end of 1919 in Leon
Trotsky s Commrssron on Labor Conscrlptlon :

" Trotsky’s plan ‘to allow a Irmlted reintroduction of -
private trade to regeperate the ravaged economy had
been rejected. This plan was to beintroduced two years
later in the form of the New Economic Policy (NEP), but
during the period:when it was temporarily defeated,
Trotsky proposed a quasi-military mobilization of labor

. as the only alternative. An adjunct to this. mobilization

-

t0 "ensure the_ production of qualified workers was
-educational conscription, with specialized ptofessional
‘training beginning at.age 14. The bloc:was short-lived,
+however. The' controversy which arose over Trotsky’s .
proposal’ ceritered on the relationship between the
state and the trade unions. Trotsky argued that labor
conscription necessitated the transformation of trade
- unions into a- dISClp|lned arm of the state. The trade
unionists, who made up the bulk of the “technical
lobby,” while supporting educatiohal conscription,
opposed the general.plan. Lenin'sided wnth the trade,
unionists on the question of the unions’ right to strike
and the threatened. infringement of ' trade:union
independence, and with the Narkompros leadershrp in-
its defense of polytechnlcahsm '

-

Narkompros ‘emerged from this struggle , vuctonous
but weakened and with the authorlty of its leadership

damagetl. The “technical lobby,” aIthoughtemporanIy »

_defeated, was strengthened. The general; sentiment
that Narkompros, whatever'its program, had not been’
able to organize. much of -anything was close to the
truth

t ’ : \ o 1 .

“This lack of cor’tfide’nce in Narkor’npfo‘s;rea'ched a
crisis when an emergency necessitated an unexpected
_relationship between Narkompros and the All- Russian
" Extraordinary’ Commission for Combattmg Counter-
srevolution, Speculation and Delinquency in: Offrce—
otherwrse known as the Cheka. =~V

In 1920 the Sovret Union was terrorlzed by gangs of
starving, homeless delinquent youth Cheka leader
Felix Dzerzhrnsky proposed that since the Cheka had
well-supplied and’ efficiently’ operating branches in
many areas, it could take.on the'task of rehabilitating
.these homeless youth (besprizornye)—an idea which
sent panic through liberal pedagoglcal circles.

*The r‘heka proceeded to organize rehabllrtatlon”
colonies ‘along the lines laid out.by Commissar G.F.
.Grinko of the Ukrainian Narkompros, a long-time foe
of the Rtissian Narkompros’ child-centered theories of
education. The work.was headed by Grinko’s protege,
Anton Makarenko. Although Makarenko’s- méthods,

-

which included military discipline and hard labor in .

i

1 P

‘addmon to’ lnstructlon were highly unorthedox by
Soviet standards, he was successful in rehabilitating
seemmgly mcorngrble delinquents with police records

ranglng from petty theft to mansiaughter

P

Each of hrs collectlves was carefully constructed
unit-with a built-in stratlfled, hierarchical and demo-
‘ g , . . ' . . i . - -

\

‘G.P. Putnam's Sons, Ltd.

A young housewnfe, primer in hand, goes to Ilteracy
school before domg the shOppmg

cratlc structure calculated to create an- atmosphere of

intense social pressure to curb the anti-social tendéen-
.cies of the besprizornye. Discipline was collective and
often’ self-imposed. Transferred. from Narkompros to:
the Cheka, Makarenko contlnued torun thls operatlon
throughout the 1920 s.

Retreat T el .
Under the pressure’ of, the “technical -lobby,”
Narkompros was forced in 1920 to the conclusion that’
' the'shortage of qualified workers made it necessary to
temporanly reduce the labor school from ninetoseven.
years and to begin specialized trammg at age fifteen.
This:time, even Krupskaya gave in. Since the nine-year
school did not exist in any case, except on paper, the -
real task was, to construct the seveny year . school

o v

.-
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Narkompros emphasnzed that th|s was a regrettable and
temporary expedient, and Lenin, fought for a reafffir-

‘mation of the principle of polytechnical education
- which he correctly viewed as being in.danger durmg

- this period of retreat.

. The introduction of the New Economic Pollcy
halted the . few™ advances that Narkompros had
achieved. The ‘end of food requisitions and the

t

introduction of the tax in kind. meant “a’ drastic -

reduction in’state funds available for education. All
departments were urged to take advantage of the
limited free market and become self-sufficient. Nar-
kompros, however, had nothing to market but theater

tickets and litérature. At the same time, costs skyrocket-
“ed, since public services such as sewage, eléctricity, fuel .

and transportation now cost money. I February and .

March of 1922 an acute financial crisis led to a large -
number: of Soviet employees. being taken”off state -

supply. The number of teachers receiving or even
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entitled to salaries fe/drastlcally, Ieadmg toa wholesale
closing of schools. |

After reaching a peak' of 82,000 in 1921, pnmary
schools were driven down to 49,000 by October 1923,
Those schools which did survive the removal of central
funding initiated local self-taxation in_kind, making
teachers directly dependent on the kulaks, (rich

~ peasants) for their'most immediate needs. : V)

Narkompros initially forbade the reintroduction-of

" tuition fees but was soon:forced to allow it as a

" crackpot theories of “pedology” and *
_education” became popular during the middle and late-

temporary expedlent\Kruﬁskaya called this decision;

which once again made education a pnvllege of those.

who, could -afford lt a vulgar retreat from the party
program. ‘

stalinist Education ¢

Many Narkomipros members became involved in the
oppositional. struggle against the rise. of Stalinist .

bureaucratism which followed Lenin’s death in'1924.
Krupskaya initially fought with the joint- opposition but
was seduced back into the fold by the ultra-left policies
of Stalin’s “third period.” But although she remained a

figurehead in Narkompros, she was stripped of all real.

influénce. Lunacharsky avoided.the political struggle,

_ apparently hoping to defend the gains of Narkompros

in the arts and education against the general social

" retrenchment.

Although Narkompros now entered a period of
demoralization and relative inactivity, it- -continued to
wage some agltatlonal campaigns. In 1925, the League
of the Militant Godless, an organization. dedicated fo
the replacemeént of superstition with scientific know-
ledge, was founded with Narkompros support. The

campaign to ‘combat illiteracy was also pursued
vigorously, despite the inability of schoo|s to accom-
modate students. .

The defeat of the Left Opposmon meant the defeat of
Leninism. However,
immediately filled by Stalinist polncnes Instead, the
‘spontaneous

twenties. The adherents of these theories predicted the
“withering away of the schools,” perhaps in an effortto

justify the unfortunate reality—there were not enough’

schools! The first All-Union Congress of Pedology
boasted 2,500 participants.
From 1929 on, Stalin attempted to give programmatic

N justification to the temporary and unavoidable retreats
in the field of education. The old tsarist. educators

—

returned to the classrooms, degrees, titles and peda-
gogic discipline were reinstituted and the schools again

were devoted to instilling labor discipline and servility. "

A major pedagogic text of the early Stalinist period was
entitled | Want to Be-Like Stalin! - '

Stalin found his perfect educational ‘theorist in
Makarenko. After his successes in the twenties with the
besprizornye, Makarenko could argue in the thirties
with the authority of an enlightened and successful
pedagogue for militarism, \discipline and patnotlsm
With Makarenko at the head of Stalin’s campaign

" against ‘ pedologlcal perversnons, ’ the popular theory

"\,
Ay

contmued on next page
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in education this void was not .
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serv.edasastrawtmantoguillotinethewholeconceptof
-education for individual development.

“association with pedology, the campaign served both as
a scapegoat. for the failure of early Soviet educational

policies and as a screen for the turn from the earlier.

prevailing approach to education.

In 1940 the imminent danger: of a German rnvasron'

motivated a switch to quick vocational and military

.tra|n|ng ranging from six-month factory courses to two-

year vocational schools. Tuition fees for education
beyond the eighth grade made the factory courses the

only real option.of the poor. By 1942 vocational schools

were mtroduced for children-as young. as ten years of
age, and military training was instituted. - -

In 1943, separate education for boys and girls was re-
mtroduced on the grounds that co-education had
served its purpose—smashing the vestiges of the tsarist
oppression of women. The liberated Soviet woman, it
was argued needed a separate education to- better
prepare her for her special work in life—not the least of
which was marriage and motherhood. . '

“The contradictions generally inherent in Stalinism

-were duplicated in the Stalinist educational system The

Stalinist bureaucrats achieved-their privileged position
by politically expropriating the working class, yet they

-maintained their rule only by defending collectivized

property, which is in the historic interests of the
workers. Thes€ property forms demand technological
and scientific development, which is dependent on

And since .
Makarenko’s ‘old _foes in Narkompros, . including -
_Krupskaya and Lunacharsky, were’ tainted by their

. .P. Putnam’s Sons. Ltd.
.

o

mdrvndual human creativity p055|ble onlyinthe context

“of a generally high cultural level. Thus, the Stalinist

bureaucracy was forced to return a high proportion of .
the national surplus to mass education. It created an
eduicatlonal system which supplied necessary scientists
andtechnicians and at the same time indoctrinated the
young with a misplaced loyalty to the bureaucracy and
its programs -

The self-serving bureaucracy is at times its own worst
enemy. Disastrous corisequences often result from the

ism' in one .country”’ ‘with. utopian, “anti-materialist
theories. Thus; Lysenko’s crackpot .genetic theories
applied' to agriculture led to the destruction of vast:
tracts-of arable land. But Soviet education nevertheless
achleved great leaps in science, industry and even.
sports In a matter of decades the Soviet Union was
transformed from a backward, largely feudal agrarian-
society to a modern industrial state and a major military

-power. The appearance of Sputnik, the first man-made

satellite to drbit the earth, and the development of the
Soviet nuclear bomb put a spotlight on Soviet

- education, producing in the U.S. a flood of books with

such titles as: What Ivan Knows That Johnny Doesn t,
and The Challenge of Soviet Education:

‘The achievements not only of the USSR but of East
Gerimany, Czechoslovakia, Poland and China show. .
what socialized property and centralized-education can

. achieve even: without enlightened policies. Only a

ipolitical revolution based on the program of Lenin and.
Trotsky, however, will restore intellectual ‘and artistic
freedom and unleash the unknown -capacities of the -
human mind. With-the victory of the reforged Fourth
International, EVERY COOK WILL RULE!m

‘

- attempt to:bolster the reactionary program of “social-
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‘received; ‘i
“benefits, for pregnancy, either! According to this

CA number of lmportant hard-won-gains for women
in the fields of disability pay for pregnancy, access to
abortion -and social security benefits to divorced
women have. been rolled: back .in recent montks,
reflecting the _rapid rightward shift in the political.
climate. These rulings, which répresent a major setback
in the struggle for the rights of workmg women, must
be immediately reversed: : .

On December 7, in responsé to a suit broughtagalnst
the General Electric (GE) company by three female

employees, the Supreme, Court ruled that employers .

are no longer required to pay disability benefits to
pregnant employees. The suit, which was argued- by
attorney Ruth Weyand, legal counsel for the Interna-
tional Union of Electrical Workers (IUE), charged that
the company’s failure to include pregnancy pay in its

disability coverage was discriminatory and therefore in'
violation of Title VI| of the 1964 Civil Rights Act. But the

court incredibly ruled that GE was not,discriminating,
because women were not denied benefits which men
e., men were not entitled to- disability

reasoning, so -long- as, women are given an equal
opportunity to draw the same dlsablllty payments .as
men—mcludmg payments for such items as circumci-.
sions and vasectomies, which are covered - by the
company—no. discrimination is involved!,

- The court ruled that employers are not reduired to. -

cover all disabilities but have the right to pick and
choose among them. Pregnancy was singled out as an

‘item - which could partlcularly be excluded from

coverage, because it is'a “voluntary” condition; rather
than a disease: The GE plan does, however, cover such
“voluntary” conditions as attempted suicides, veénereal

‘disease and- elective cosmetic surgery. GE frankly

7
!

_mithsonian

’ 0

: admltted that the determmlng factor for the company
© was the hlgh cost of maternity benefits.

The court’s ruling was all the more shocking bécause
it overturned years of precedent in favor of dlsablhty
pay for pregnancy won in the. courts and in union

contrasts based on Title VII of the 1964 Civil Rxghts Act.
~In' several states the Supreme Court ruling was in fact,

overturned. In New York for example, the Court of
Appeals ruled that the state’s Human Rigt.cs Amend-

_ment requiring medical coverage for pregnant women
superseded all disability laws which ex¢lude pregnan-
cy. A similar decision was made in Pennsylvania. But the

ruling will make worse what was never a very good
situation, Prlor to the Supreme Court decision, 60
percent of all "U.S." companies had .no disability
programs at all, and of those that did, only 40 percent
included any pregancy coverage.

"On December 13, a week after its decision on

- . pregnancy, the court ruled that divorced women-are to
be excluded from the Social Security “wives’ insurance -

_benefits”
,dlsabled chlldren In the interest of saving money, the

.program for mothers caring for young or

“nine old men?’ decided that the “sacred” family was

A not.so important after all.and completely ignored the-

fact that it is generally far more difficult for women on

their own to meet the costs of child rearing than itisfor -

married women.’
‘Although the court has now somehow decuded that
prégnancy is a voluntary condition, it seems that

" many of the “volunteers” continue to seek abortions.-

"And  the" search is often unsuccessful. Although

- abortion was legalized in 1973, a recent Planned
'Parenthood study found.thatin 1975, 30 to 30 percent,

or approxnmately 900,000 ‘women in the U.S. who

N4

continued. on next page
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wanted abortions could not get them And of those

who did, almost 500,000 were forced to travel to

another country or state.
Now the passage of the-Hyde Amendment, which

bans the use of federal Medicaid funds for abortion

except in the cases of rape, incest or life-endangering
pregnancy, seeks to deny abortion to all poor women.

Because negative reaction to the amendment, passed in -

late 1976, has been so intense, a temporary. restraining

order ‘against it was secured, but the matter is still .

unsettled.

_ . While. the powerful antl-abortlon lobby has so far
been unable to get abortions outlawed completely, a

growing number of restrictions, aside from the Hyde
Amendment, have been’ enacted increasing state and
federal “conscnence clauses,” which allow hospitals or:
individual doctors and nurses to refuse- to perform
them. Many states .also require parental consent for
women under 18 years of age, permission from
husbands- for married women and restrictions. on
abortions after the 12th week of pregnancy.

Fighting the (Same) Good Fight .(A.gain)

Legal and legislative challenges. to the pregnancy
ruling are being projected by equal rightsand women’s

- groups. The Communist Party is also attempting.to line
up female trade-union bureaucratsbehind a new billto -
specify that the old Title VIl of the 1964 Civil Rights Act ~

covers pregnancy disability in its intent.

While some of these reform attempts may be
supportable in themselves, orgariizations whose strate-
gies  are to build movements around them serve
fundamentally to bolster illusions in the capacity of the

'capltalrst courts and the Congress to guarantee

women’s rights. In the face of the rightward shift in the.
United States—now so pronounced that in the recent
presidential election” a _traditional Southern .racist
fundamentalist was the liberals’ choice—such illusions
grow increasingly dangerous. The parliamentary cre-
tinism, of the Socialist Workers Party (SWP), with its
endless court suits and abortion reform bills, and the

- CP’s Bill of Rights for Women campaign must be fought

with a program ‘which-places confidence only in the.
power of the working class 10 defend and extend the
galns of oppressed sectors of society.

The lack of strikes or of any social protest at all'in-
reaction to the Supreme Court’s provocative ruling on-
pregnancy disability demonstrates the present passivity .
of the working-class movement in the face of a full-
fledged attack on its hard-won gains. This makes all the
more dangerous the poIIyannalsh optimism continually
spouted in the pages of the SWP’s Militant, e.g., Evelyn
Reed’s remarks to the SWP’s conference onwomen in
December:

“And agaunst all the pessimists and downgraders of the '

feminist movement, and despite what seems to be aslow
pace of progress-we are actually witnessing thé birth and
- growth of a ‘mighty giantess destined to shake and
eventually overturn the old oppressive. order.”
-—“NY Conferénce- Discusses - Socrallsm and
‘ Feminjsm,” Militant, 31 December 1976

’

- —Includes SPARTACIST

" WOMEN AND REVOLUTION

Such Iulllng ‘the masses to sleep while their ”destmy
. supposedly creeps irrepressibly forward is  more
" despicable now than ever, when virtually every gain of.
the civil rights and women’s movements-—busmg,open ,
‘admissions, legal abortions, anti-discrimination
rulmgs—are being rolled back. o

;Itis urgent that the left and labor movements rise to
the defense of even the smallest gains of, the past
penod But for. communists the primary task remains
the winning of the working class.to the consciousness

“ that the capitalist system, profoundly rooted in- the

oppression of women and blacks, cannot be funda-
mentally reformed but must be overthrown. The only
“way forward forthe liberation’ of women and of all
“oppressed sectors of society is through a victorious
socialist revolution' led by:the vanguard party of the
workmg class.m ’

Preterm Strlke... BV W
(contmued from page 24) . . Ko

l

Demand as part of a revolutronary socialist program
for women’s liberation, opposing groups such as the
reformist Socialist Workers Party, which limited its
”program” for women’s liberation to “Legalize Abor-
tion Now” (for those who can afford .it). In fact, free
abortion on demand is only part of the larger demand
for free quality health care for all, provided not by
money-making abortion factories like Preterm but by
the'state. But such a. demand can be fully realized only
when the state is organized to serve human needs and
not_pecuniary profits. ‘

The struggle to end the specral oppressmn of women

* and the exploitation of the entire working class will he

waged and won not by feminists but by the working

class under the leadership of revolutionary Marxists.

After picketing the office of Diane Richards 12 hours a

day. for five months during one of the worst winters of

* -the; century, the Preterm strikers surely understand

this: class solidarity—not “sisterhood”—is powerful N
Vlctory to the Preterm Strike!

[N ’ -

WORA’ERS lMIIGlMRﬂ

- W&aR 14
D Enclosed is $5 for 48 issues . .o
g, Enclosed is $2 for 16 mtroductory issues

’ order trom/pay to: Spartacist Publlshlng Co Box 1377
G.P.O.; New York, N.Y. 10001 -

internatlonal Rates: 48 |ssues—$20 airmail/$5 seamail; 16mtroductory

lssues—ss airmail.
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Ee,mmlsts Shlrk Debate Challenge ST

December8 1976 - ~-/‘ K " -

Dear Comrade Relssner

“Your recent lettér concerning the proposed deba&e
between; the Spartacist League and the Freedom
Socialist ‘Party has been received. Your proposals
appear reasonable, with one slight modrflcatlon in
subjects and date probable. .

However one difficulty  of overwhelmmg pro-
portions has arisen which would appear to.render the
. debate fruitless-and cynical. 1 refer_to the snide and
scurrilous article on the Radical Women Conference iiv
the rtécent~issue of Women and Revolution; an
unprincipled plece of political garbage which is hardly -
conducive to a serious and objective debate!. . -

The unsigned article pre’sented a flagrantly untrue,

distortedand self-serving version of the R.W: Confer- .

ence. The pages of W&R were used for a childish
tantrum arising out of pique’and frustration, and your

attempt to'make us appear frivolous and reformist was a

partlcularly pathetic bit of shabby journalism.,’

The. possrblllty of debate in good congcience and in
ali-honesty is dim untilsuch -time as. you cIarlfy and
rectify your account of the Conference. =~
" Youstate, for example that R. W has ambitions to- be
a vanguard party! May [ remind you that the Freedom
Socrallst Party has that ambition; Radical- Women is.a
mass organization. Where, in all. the Conference’
discussion, did your reporter hear such a-'statement’
regardmg R.W:? The secret.writer of ““Socialist Femi-

You further state. that “R.W.. advocates—as its
maximum program—‘affirmative action’.”” Really! We
..suggest thatwyou read the R.W.: Manifesto:

“The future of humanity depends on OUR commitment ) \

-i". to taking the responsibility for leading the struggle to
- transform the capitalist system into asocialist democracy
for all. Women ... socialism .. mternatlonalrsm

[ are mterconnected in theory and in life:” (Page 17)-

This is only one quote; there are many more. The -
charge of dual unionism has been answered. time after
-time and 'yet you never mention’ our ratronale .and |
explanatton Some’ reportage' '

Remarks like “R.W.’s smug, workerist facade and

“simple-minded glorification of oppression” etc., etc.

can only come across to knowledgeable readers as sour

.+ -grapes, middle-class and arrogantly sexist. The attack

)

;-

b

-

on Clara Fraser srmllarly reeks of chauvinistic slander,,

and mirrors your hostility to the leadership.of women..

Is this'your idea of preparing the groundworkfor.a

serious debate on real differences? A peculiar sense of -
tactics, indeed! The reckless and flip charges in your
_article cry out for public clarification and .refutation’.’

* Until this evidence of proletarian honesty and revolu-

tlonary integrity is manifested, we cannot waste our

{ v

Freedom Sacialist Party

- 30 January 1977.
4 Dedr Comrade Martin: L

.these .

i

a0 |
time in debating’ abstract issues. When clarlflcatron is
made,. we will - gladly proceed wuth' debate‘
arrangements, - N .
Comradely, I

Gloria Martrln Organlzer oo .

Women and Revolutlon replles
i G WA

\

We have received’ your letter of 8 December We

" find your charges unserious and without foundation.

We must therefore conclude that your manufactured
outrage can only be an attemipt to evade the proposed
debate, a debate which would of necessnty reveal that -
our .analysis, far from being ‘“‘reckless and flip,”
demonstrates, rather, the enormous gap between the
Freedom Socialist Party/Radical Women (FSP/RW) and
revolutlonary Trotskyism.

It is clear that your objections to the artlcle in Women
and Revolution No. 13on your conference last October

~ arise ‘precisely., from your, anti- communist ‘feminism.

The -most obvious manifestation “of this is your
reference’ to the “secret writer” of the “unsigned
article,” whom yaur. fevered feminist imagination

“cannot imagine as othér than a Svengali-like ‘male
- manipulatoy operating behtnd the scenes.

"The author of the article could, of course, have been
James .Robertson .or “another:-male comrade The
Spartacist League, like the revolutionary Communist-
International before it, does not consider work among -
‘women to be ‘women’s work’’ but rather the work of

. the whole party (nor does it relegate male comrades to

“the'role of auxiliaries, permitted to “observe”.but not

'-partrapate asat your Octoberconference) But, in fact;”

the reason the article bears no signature is quite, simply

that.it is our general poli¢y not to sign articles which

represent the position of our democratic- centralist
organization; the vast majority of our articles are. thus
unsigned. Our signed artlcles ‘deal with subjects-on
which' Trotskyist -organizations do “not take formal”

‘positions—on aesthetic questions, for example—or '

which involve interpretive historical or other research
in depth ;WhICh the orgamzatlon has not yet been able«

. "to review,

You- object to the fact that we write hard- hlttlng
poIemlcs in the Leninist tradition, not liberal “report-
age.” But far from blusteringina’ snldeandscurrllous

. fashion, we document our charges Strlkrngly absent
o Joc ,

\
/

contrnued on next page °
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‘ from your Ietter was any rebuttal. And this' is not

surprising. You certainly carinot cry that we have’

“distorted” your 'unambiguous demands for’ police -

protection for “legalized” prostitutes, for communlty

control” of the police or for women legislators to “act "
responsibly in the interests of their sex.” Instead, these -
-and other quite specific political. exposures have Ied to:-

your indignant howls of pain.. .

And such hypocritical howllng' You were qune
content in the Summer 1976 issue of Freedom Socialist
to. dismiss the Spartacrst League with: two' words:

a

arrogant grandiosity.” Now'you talk about “flip and

reckless” charges. We were, of course;, unruffled by this

- foolishness, and not simply. because such a charge can
only’be a compliment. Your very different reaction to .

our serious and detailed polemlc betrays your fear of
“clarifying debate. -

- Apart from your objectlons toour descnptlon of your
“smug, workerist facade” and your unsubstantiated
charge that our comments on Clara Fraser’s history

“reek of chauvinist slander” (presumably any attack on -

a woman is chauvinist), you make three charges of
inaccuracy in our article. -You ob;ect to our statement
‘that “RW advocates—as -its maximum- program—
affirmation action”

insisting ridiculously that it is-a mass organization; and
you object to the factthatwe refer to your dual unionist
‘perspective wrthout mentioning your “rationale and

explanatlon But all of our characterizations are amply

supported in your ewn literature.

On the question of your program we note, first of
all, that you do not argue that the RW_program

~ . is an elaboration of the transitional program but claim
that it is of the long-discredited, social- -democratic,

minimum-maximum type. Your objectlon is that we
failed to mention the “Sunday socialist” maximum

part; you even cite a passage from the R W. Manifesto

which includes the word “socialism.” N
But this “manifésto” confirms thé ‘charge that your

.program is, in fact, sub-reformist. The document bears

the subtitle, “Theory, Program and- Structure,” which
corresponds-to three distinct sections labeled “Pream-
ble,” “Platform” and ‘‘Organizational Structure and
Principles.” The passage you cite is from your “Theory”

-section, which contains a‘few mrsleadmg allusions to

Marxism and the class struggle in the context of crank

‘ references to the matnarchal democracy of socialist

e L

(" YOUNG SPARTACUS )
Monthly Newspaper of the- Spartacus Youth League, |
Youth Section of the Spartacrst League

Make checks payable/m_arl to.
Spartacus Youth Publishing Co.. -

A_ .. New YorksNewYork 10013 . - )
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- economrcs

~.on ‘the needs. of | peop

-could it be said to b
the British™ Labour‘

Mn an attempt, to demonstrate'to you a genurne class-,
struggle approach Awe ralsed the ‘exemplary" work of’

‘ ; you insist that it is “fabrication” to -
talk- about RW’s ambitions to be a vanguard party, "
[ _vang party

'$2 ¢ 11ISSUES .~ |

Box 825, Canal Street Station- - )

:

borhng down toa substltutron of womnen
- (aided by minorities, perhaps) for the: worklng class;

"~ The whole fantastic mumbo-;umbo testifies. to, your
- ~ separation-from any semblance of Trotskytst tradmon _

But—and. this is’ key-—even this mangled * theory

section has no connection' whatever with your. pro--’

~ gram, on whrch ybu propose to stand and frght

Your program ‘has 14 numbered parts.with . some.-
"_iunobjectlonable and some horrendous demands‘ on
" which we ‘have’ already commented and would" be

pleased to.comment furthier in-the' course!lof debate:

-~ But not ‘one of -these demands .challenges capitalist
: property. relatrons or.poses socialist solutions! ‘None
“points the” ‘way to- the- dlctatorshlp of the proletariat;
- none shows any comprehensron of the powerful

approach of the Trotskylst transitional program. Only a
little postscript, carefully separated from the platform,
notes that. there will- be aneed fora new society “based
ot rofit,” which: will-arise
Ieadershrp of women

“out:of the momentum: a
throughout, the worl
Party-type rhetoric’ Wgth a

feminist gloss. In what way

militant trade-unian; caucuses I|ke the Committee for a

Militant UAW of- Fremont Cahforma and the Militant
* Action Caugcus’ of- the Communrcatlons Workers of,

America." Your insistence-on studlously ignoring: the”
“long- standrng\work ofthese groups and yoursilly use of .

the label “middle-class” make itclear that your rhetori¢

“abolt theworkmg class is;. indeed, a “smug, workerlst
~ facade,” based on rsolatron from reaI class struggle and

cultlvated |gnorance ' )
And what. of your lndlgnant clarm that someone (]rm

) Robertson?) must have fabricated the view that RW

seeks to .be' a vanguard party? Your: newfound
descrlptron ‘of RW as a “mass orgamzatron only

demonstrates your: confusron But you have’ clearly :
mdrcated inprint that you.sée Radical Womeén ‘as a,
' vanguard grouping. You. say, | for example,ln yourletter
“Radical” Women s priority is providing a.
revolutlonary, Trotskyrst socialist- feminist program to
" the working class and especually the most oppressed of:

to. US

that class—women.” - And.‘in' your .pamphlet “Why
Independent Unlons? ~you talk of -the. “Seattle
Freedom’ Socrallst Party and Radical Women who

“represent Trotskyist’ politics. "’ We have no doubt that

you: are c¢onfused “about the’ precise . distinction
between these groups;: partlcularly as you would be
repulsed by the Lenrnrst ,concept ofa women ’s sectron

_of a/vanguard party. ‘1’ i : (

Your proclamatron that RWisa“ ‘mass organlzatlon

»._further reveals ‘your" dlsorlentatron Clearly you have
“been” studying your’ ‘write-ups in the Seattle Times and -

Unrversrty of Washington Daily toq long. It is unwise to

be taken in by the easy. publicity which flows readily
“from, your existence in.a not partlcularly key-or large
city in an’isclated corner of the ‘United. States. The
illusions you malntaln by thrs isolation are important to
your exlstence, and thrs is one of the reasons youshrmk

! o B O . ‘, v
g , e : B, .
" N N - * ’

7 Thr r“s'old Peace aid Freedom .

,SUperror to the program of say, r
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~ -from debating those who have experience in the class

struggle nationally and int‘ernationally in the .last
decade. All you really want is pen pals and a little
mutual backscratching. ‘

Your final complaint is that we did not spend enough
time on your advocacy of “independent unionism”’ to
give your “rationale.’ ’While we address the arguments
of our opponents in as clear and honest a way as
possible, we do not accept the obligation to portray
every figleaf of orthodoxy with which-reformists and

entnsts try to cover themselves. :

Why lndependent Unions?” speaks plamly for a
‘dual unlonlst vrewpomt arguing that “our fight for
representatlon is taking the form of independent
unions “because degenerated unions simply réfuse to
representus.” To be sure, your advocacy of “indeperid-
ent -unions”
Stalinism. You do not write off reformists but white

. \ . . . .
‘male workers! You charactenze independent unions as

~

a “healty labor response ’ and, characteristically, you
cite as one of the major advantages of isolation from the
mass of the organized working, class the training in
“speaking and writing, and other organizational skills”

which independent unions supposedly confer. In other -
"~ words, you do precisely as we charge: -you glorify ‘
isolation.(“no National can‘put us into receivership to .

control our militancy”) and you refuse to take on and
fightito replace the exustmg trade-union misleadership.
All ‘disclaimers and explanatlons
excuses., ‘

In short, we find no reason to correct any part of our -

account of Radical Women and the Freedom Socialist
Party. Your refusal to debate cannot be camouflaged by
these flimsy excuses. If you sincerely believe that our
attacks are so wide of the mark, you ought to welcome
the opportunity to expose us in such a confrontation.
We have earned a solid reputatlon as principled and

“ hard-hitting fighters for women’s liberation through‘

" socialist revolution. If you believe 'this reputation s

undeserved, surely you would eagerly accept a debate _

asa chance to unmask us.
One of the most obvious appeals of RW is the training
that it gives its members in debate, writing and public

. speaking. But of what use is all this technique without
“‘Bolshevik content? We must conclude that you are
deliberately shielding your membership-from.a con-

- frontation because you recognize that it will be a real
battle, not a simulated training session and that, unlike

'so many of your. other opponents, we wrll not be an-

-easy target. - .
We offer again fo engage in open, polmcal debate,

is' not "identical to that of Third Period -

are onIy feeble.

Women and Revolution replies:

International Majority Te/nd_ency, at a distance, white
: consigning yourselves' forever to bask "in political .
irrelevance as one of the more unusual forms, of flora‘

and fauna of the Puget Sound reglon ' -

Comradely, o .
Commission for Work Among Women,
Spartacist League .

L

international. Spartacrst tendency R
London, England
[Recelved 29 November 1976]

_Dear Judith Hunter, c L

I'm afraid | would not be able to debate wrth the
member of your editorial. | will probably be away early
in Dec. but am anyway not doing any more public.

- speaking this year as it takes time away from my own
~ involvement in the womens movement.

: Thank you for sending copies of your magazine and
the self-addressed envelope. | have seen copies of
‘Women & Revolution’ before—The 'idea of. your
politics it gives me is of such a mechanical and dogmatic
marxism that | see no point-whatsoever in importing it
‘over ‘the Atlantic. It would indicate too that real
debate—which | hold to be an essential aspect of
marxism—would be a rellglous rather than a political
exercise. For your magazine gives the impression that
the members of the International Spartacist Tendency
already have" resolved all questlons of theor‘ and
practice.

Yours, ..
Sheila Rowbotham - .

" It appears that today’s petty-bourgeois intellectuals

* are suffering a crisis of confidence. Sheila.Rowbotham,

author of Women, Resistance and Revolution and
Hidden from History ‘(reviewed in Women and'
Revolution No. 9, Summer 1975), states that she refuses
to debate the Spartacist League because we have a
political program and havethe temerity to believeinit.
Indeed, we must plead guilty to these charges. We '
suspect, however, that Rowbotham’s reluctance to"
confront our pohtlcs is based neither on her other
“irivolvements” nor on our “dogmatic marxism,” but

which can also take up any objections you have toour ~ rather on her mabullty to defend her feminist polmcs

"published critique of Radical Women and the FSP. If
you continue to insist that it is not possible to debate
before you are satisfied about what we wrlte, we can
only conclude that you are engaged in cowardly
.evasion under transparent cover of concocted objec-

“tions to bar debate. We feel sure - that: most ‘of our-

readers will reach the same conclusion.

We hope that you will reconsider and proceed with
the debate as planned. Testing and reevaluatmg your
politics in the course of clarifying polemical struggle is
far preferable t6 lrnklng up wrth the cesspool of the

" and on a deep pessimism, characteristic of.today’s

petty-bourgeois intellectuals, which dooms them to
endlessly explore the past without hope of formulating

~ a successful solution to the crises of the present. .

But the ability to draw conclus:ons from one’s study
and practical experience and to develop answers. -
(horrible word!) to the problems of an oppressed
humanity is'the overwhelming responsibility.of those
who would call themselves revolutionists. As Karl Marx
“was fond of saymg,’ “Ignorance never did anybody any
good ”

. n
4 . - f
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Boston Health |
‘Workers Fight

_ for Union
Recogmtlon

Vlctory ;
“to the ¢
Preterm
 Strike!

!

_ firings.
Since October 19, counselors and techmcnans at
_Preterm, the Boston-area branch.of an mternattonal

- chain of abortion and gynecological clinics, have been
The workers are_

striking for* union -recognition.
. affiliated wrth the Hospital Workers Union, Dlstrlct
1199.

decide if they do indeed want an abortion and to go
through the procedure with them. For tany women,
taught inl church-and family thatabortion is murder and
that their role in, life is the raising of children, an
abortion can be an emotionally painful and scarring
~ experience. For the counselor, the work is exhausting.
The usual-work load at other Boston clinics, such as
Crittenden-Hastings, is two cases per day per counse-
lor. At °reter\m speed-up had increased the load to
three =i evern four for.a clinic-wide.total of 800 to 1000

WOMEN AND REVOLUTION

.

The job of abortion counselor is-to help women

abortions each month. Management had announced -

that it did .not consider the counselors to be career
‘employees, since they would be too emotionally burnt
out after tworyears to continue the job. From the-clinic’s
point of view, counselors are dispensable in any case.
Clients pay for abortions, not counseling. L

. Before voting tosstrike, the counselors had attempted’

to negotiate with the company fof two years with very
little success. Twenty-one out of 30 union demands,
_.including a reduction in the work load, employee
~ control over scheduling, a cost-of- living allowance and
higher base wages remain " unresolved. Through
negotiations the. union had achieved only such

demands as seniority rights and maternity benefits. In*

fact, the company’s refusal to_put forth any kind of
. alternative proposal provided the basis for an NLRB suit
on the grounds of refusing to bargain in good. faith.
Thé Preterm strikers are in a difficult situation.
Unemployment in Boston rests at 12 percent, and the
city’s labor movement is weak and divided. In these
conditions 11199’s previous organizing drives—such as
that at Massachusetts Rehabllltatlon Hospltal in 1973—

{ -
AN

. the womens movement for
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Preterm workers contlnue to flght desplte scab labor, police harassment and mass.

have gone down to:defeat before hospltal manage-
ments prepared to crush union organizing at all costs.

Preterm has responded to the strike with a vicious
union- bustlng campaign, mcludlng the use of scab
labor,'police hafassment (pickets have sustained some
130 arrests) and the flrmg of half of the régular nursing

“staff, who stayed out in sympathy with'the stnkers (the

doctors have remained on the'job).

But-in addition to these time-worn methods Wl”llCh
employers ‘routinely utilize' 'to -break the back of
working-class organization, the Preterm management ..
has launched an anti-union: publicity campalgn based
on feminist: rhetorlc and slogans such as ‘‘a woman’s
right to choose.” Preterm’s director, Diane Richards,
deplores the stnkers lack of “sisterly’* solidarity. “As a
woman,” she says, “it is'personally dlsappomtmg to me
to contemplate the idea that labor unions, which for
the most part are male-dominated. orgamzatlons are

_going to force us to(admlt we can’t work out.our |
problems together

Such pious feminist wishes did not, however keep
Preterm from hiring ‘a professional - union-busting
lawyer (male) who has refused to meet with any of the
strikers, whom he refers to as the ‘“girls,” nor has

- Richards’ distaste for “male-dominated” Organlzatloni

deterred her from hiring a fleet of “male-dominated’

“policé—as many as 10 to 20 a day-at overtime  wages of

$10.00 per hour—to do her dirty work.
Bourgeois feminism s thoroughly consistent with the,

- actions: of the Preterm management Those feminists

marchlng on the picket lines in solidarity with the strike
do so in.contradiction to their basicideology, which has
in the past led femlmsts to reject class-struggle politics,
to support unidn-busting affirmative-action programs
and preferentlal layoffs and to countenance scabblng
on “sexist” strikes. -

The, Spartacnst League has consistently fought within

“Free’ Abortion ‘on
‘continued on page 20




