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In this issue

The second issue of Socialist Worker deals with two
broad themes: the Marxist view of the national question
(including its concrete application to the Arab struggle):
and the relation of the women's liberation movement ta the
fight for socialism.

As our editorial explains, Socialist Worker intends to
take up the reactionary Australian nationalist movement in
all its ramifications and expose it to the light of Marxist
criticism. As a beginning we include in this issue an outline
by Dave Holmes of the Marxist view of the national
question.

The document on the Arab liberation struggle is a
resolution of the Socialist Workers Party Fifth National
Conference held in Sydney last January. Itisthe most clear

and concise statement of how socialists see this strupgle yet
produced in this eountry. y

Mary-Alice Waters' anticle carries on from the extensive
feminist emphasis of the firstissue of Sogialfsr Worker. Itis
reprinted from the US Trotskyist magazine fnternational
Socialist Review. This is the source of the articles by
George Breitman and Elizabeth Stone. All three con-
tributors are leaders of the American Trotskyist organisa-
tion (also named the Socialist Workers Party),

Qur other contributor to this is5ue 1s Fran Jelley, who
reviews Damned Whores and God's Police. [}
known activist in the Sydney women’s liberation move-
ment.

Letters

This column is open to all viewpoints on subjects of
interest to our readers. Please keep your letlers brief.
Where necessary they will be abridged. Please
indicate if your name may be used or if you prefer
initials instead.

Pleasant surprise

It was a pleasant surprise to open my mailbox and find in
it the first number of Secialist Worker. Not so much
because my article in defense of Engels was reprinted
therein (gratifying as that was) but primarily because the
launching of its theoretical journal is tangible evidence of
the advancement of the forces and ideas of the Fourth
International in your country

“The first reliable information about the program of the
Communist Left Opposition and its historic struggle
against Stalinism came (o Australia, | believe. almost halfa
century ago thraugh copies of our paper The Militant that
arrived by chance in Sydney. Since then the Trotskyist
forces have gone through an arduous and oft-interrupted

uphill elimb; sometimes their survival hung by a thread.

The rejuvenation of its cadres in recent years which |
witnessed on my visit there in 1973 —and now the
appearance of Socialist Worker indicates that our

movement is at last coming of ag
1 shall look forward to your subsequent issues
George Novack

WILPF

Enclosed is my sub. for Socialist Worker
It is possible you have mixed the WILPF
International League for Peace & Freedom)

(Women's
with the

WIDF (Women’s International Democratic Federation)
WILPF was founded in the USA by lane Addams, a
quaker. First international meeting was in 1915, I is left
wing but 1 doubt if it’s a “Stalinist muvement "

Doreen Aujard

Get in touch

Tao contact socialists in your area. . .

SWP, SYA, Pathfinder Press—PO Box
151, Glebe 2037. Phone 6602251

National Office:

Adelaide: 287 Rundle St, Adelaide 5000.
Ph 2234539
Brisbane: GPO Box 1306, Brisbane 4001.

Ph 3711611 ext 26 (Greg)

1f you would like more information about the Socialist Workers Party-or the Socialist Youth Alliance,
radical and socialist literature—get in touch with the addresses below:

Haobart: 14 Mary 51, N.Hobart 7000, Ph 345453
Melbourne: 361 Lt Bourke St, Meibourna 3000

Ph 671225
Sydney: 215A Thomas St, Haymarket 2000

Ph 2114764




Editorial
‘Australian Nationalism :
a Reactionary Ideology

By Nita Keig
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ment the year before. The Socialist
Workers Party brought out a badge
bearing the message “The working
people have no country”— Karl Marx
in an attempt to counterpose an

international working class perspec-

tive to Australian nationalism. Many

people praised the badge and bought it
eagerly, promptly pinning it alongside
their Eurcka badge. When the con-
tradiction was pointed out to some
there was usually a very serious and

thoughtful response

The issues at stake

What are the critical class questions
at stake in the Australian nationalism
debate? Why do revolutionaries insist
that this campaign has absolutely no
progressive features and cannot ad-
vance the interests of the Australian
working class? The Maoists and other
independence
supporters start from the premise that
Australia is a colonised country. (In
two issues of Narional U this year, two
articles refer to Australia as a Third
World country and one as a Second
World country ()} This of course 1s
crass nonsense. Australia began as an
outpost of British imperialism The
white settlers slaughtered and subdued
the indigenous population who today
are still engaged in @ struggle, not only
for land rights and the preservation of g
very
survival. These are the real colonised
people of Australia. White Austrahian
society and industry developed in an
relatively
protected way, as a primary producing
with its manufacturing in-
dustry developing behind high tariff
likewise
protected by strict immigration laws,
was able to win a relatively high
standard of living which it has largely
maintained in relation to other ad-
vanced capitalist countries. Historcal-
ly, Australia has always had a high

conscious Australian

their culture, but for ther

isolated and therefore

country

walls. The labor movement

level of overseas investment

While Australia is a small country, it
is an advanced capitalist country in
Us
and Japanese capitalism. In addition
it has emerged over the past few
decades as an increasingly significant
imperialist force in the South-East

junior partnership with British,

Asian and Pacific region in particular
All that the demand for Australian
independence means is to demand that
Australian imperialism lop a
more independent road in its exploita
tion of these regions, less directly
subordinate to the bigger capitalist
powers. It means nothing for the
Australian worker, except
change in paymaster
less oppressive
Australian boss than an overscas one
The Maoists seem to think so.
Others on the left also put forw
the mistaken idea that it is part

business of the labor movement to help

this crisis-ridden
system, Part of the stra
year's “People’s Budget
year's “People's Alternativ
Program” being put forw
Communist Pany of Australia
unions in which it has influ
advocate a “restructuring” «
capitalist economy in order to sa
jobs The overscas mimng o
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in a position of

management of the capitalist
economy. We put forward only those
solutions that directly benefit the

working class and encourage its self-

anisation, and lead in the direction

of socialism

Labor's new nationalism
In its recent period of office the
Federal Labor Government did much
1o promote 14
nationalism. 1t tred t
from the issue of for
Australian indu
t cenes  politi
inationals. But thi
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merely another way of deflecting
attention from the real needs of the
working class, that is to eamplete]y
throw off their exploitation. Instead it
helped focus the feelings of anger and
ition to this itation on
foreign conirol as the real source of
workers' problems. Among other
things, the use of this questionvof
foreign domination is a very effective
ploy for the reformist parliamentary
and trade union leaders in diverting
the attentions of the ranks of the labor
from the t role
of their leaders. Nationalism has quite
@ long tradition in the Australian
Labor movement as a pro-imperialist,
pro-militarist and thoroughly racist
ideology. The first Labor Premier of
New South Wales, McGowen
expressed it in the following way:
“While Britain is behind us, and while
naval power is supreme, Australia will
be what Australians want it —white.
pure and industrially good.” (Quoted
in Humphrey McQueen’s 4 New
Britannia. ) The most overt expressions
of this racism have receded although
they have by no means disappeared,
Instead, Labor in power uses more
subtle methods to enforce its updated
‘White Australia policy, Labor's “new
nationalism” in all jts aspects is
fundamentally reactionary. All it can
do is to deceive the working class into
thinking that there is such a thingasa
“national interest” that stands above
their class interests and can be built by
an alliance that crosses clags lines.

Australian workers have no more in
common with the Rupert Murdochs
and Sir lan MeLennans than they have
with the Nelson Rockerfellers of this
world, but if anyone stands 10 gain

an  Australian  nationalist
campaign it is surely the former who

ar part of a firmly entrenched -

Australian ruling class wielding its
own state power. It is they who are
provided with direct advantages and
more room to manoeuyre by a
campaign favoring Australian, ag
OPPosed Lo foreign, industry, And they
aren’t about to pass on any extra
profits to Australian workers, More
likely, they will Sep up their
I 50me country where
resources and labor are cheaper,

Original Eureka struggles were not reactionary but today Eureka flag is used to

divert mass movement from struggle anainst Australian bosses, the main enemy.

And even more obvious, in the final
1 it is the 4 lian tali
class that workers here will have to
confront because it is this class that
directly maintains class oppression in
this country and will use any means to
protect their own position, There is no
principled revolutionary stand apart
from an internationalist one that puts
unswervingly class interests before any
form of national interest.

The nationalism of the
oppressed

Failure to make a distinction
between the reactionary nationalism
of an oppressor nation and the
nationalism of an oppressed people
ﬁghtingfﬂrlibcratiunisa(thcmntmut’
the error involved in the Australian
independence campaign. Colonised
people  suffer a  tora) political,
economic and cultural Oppression—
the Irish, the Black South Africans and
the Palestinians are some of the most
obvious that SPring to mind. The
struggle of these People against a))
these aspects of their Oppression s
profoundly revolutionary, The tagks
of :h_ese £roups in throwing off
throwing off their national

and unity of the country. And to carry
these struggles to a suceessfy
conclusion the Vietnamese people hagd
to achieve the overthrow of their 0wy,
bourgeoisie as well as their colonia
rulers, i

In a country like Australia, however
where national independence has long
been established and an entrenched
Australian eapitalist class rules in its
own right, a campaign of nationalism
serves no function but to support and
strengthen the bourgeoisie,

In this issue Dave Holmes discusses
in some detail the views of genuine
Marxism and Leninism with respect to
the national question. Due 10 the
extreme complexity of this question
and the degree of confusion about it in
all corners of the working class
movement we hope to publish severa]
more relevant articles in future issues,
In particular, we intend to run a series
of articles taking up the issue of
Australian nationalism from different
angles and in some depth—economic
nationalism, Australian culture and
the politics of Australian nationalism,
Clarity on this question is essential if
WE are Not to see a serious disorienta-
tion and undermining of the le
of the Australian working El:.:lﬁd

1

are also completely tied up Jﬂrh other
tasks of social liberation National
liberation will noy be achieved short of
far-reaching revolutionary changes,
social and economic, The struggle of
the Vietnamese People is a perfect
cxample of  this process. The
Vietnamest had 1o 1ake up arms
against the Japanese, the French and
the Americans even to win the most
:l:l:rgnwy national rights such as
political independence, free elections

radica nent by the insidious
ideologies of racism and national
chauvinism,

A‘(ahs d%nunsllate in Jerusalem {1970)

The Socialist
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East

Fifth National Con-
tion adopted by the o
:Zer:?‘lt'e of the Socialist Workers Party, January

1977

¢ 1d

: cal point of the worl

rab Fast 15 a foca e
vo-rit:lch:n In this region, the cnmmm:t‘nl:::
z:ealcd by imperialism are so |nl|enm;dl[r; i
y ded into =
repeatedly explod A
]:\::lary g(mﬂu‘l\ These .:ummdsctmn:.« ctf\-n:he
permanently resolved in only urlllrsr:a[)r_om b
eria
expulsion of imper : s
Tl:gl':El:n [';lal is. by the victory of the Ara
T y , by

fevolatioi wealth of the region,

The vast natural

I, gives the Arab Easta :pn;:l
1 list world system. The
ulk of the capitalist
contains

particularly 1 of
importance in the Impul.ah
Arab East supplies the e
world’s consumption o!rp‘\;tmth‘ D
uarters

more than three q
oil reserves. 3

Arab oil is not only a § ugautal)

i rialists. It has a Bl

‘ht ImIF;:(h in terms of pmennal_\m;.‘crtnl;)::;m“
s e workers' states or national liber

7

ource of enrichment for
us stralegc

against th



Ut recognising

of the region is (j,, The nationalism of the oppressed is

never Ited about the division of the Arab

ists, who carye
B d

tates during ih,
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is sometimes maintained by sectarians,
urgeois” .nationalism. In this epoch of
g capitalism, it is impossible for the
bourgeoisie to lead a national liberation
to a successful conclusion, A nation
to be oppressed only when it gains full
ol over its natural resources and economy
breaking free of the stranglehold of the
talist world market. Only a socialist revolu-
n gan wrest control of the economy away from
¢ imperialists.
Trotskyists have every reason to be proud of
history of our movement and its record on
question of Arab unification. Arab unifica-
was part of the program of the Communist
ernational in 1923, although it was wiped out
y the Stalinists in 1928, This view of the central
ortance of unification was revived by the
lestinian Trotskyists of the Revolutionary
Communist Alliance in the late 1930s. The
ralestinian Trotskyists held the view that the
truggle for Arab unification wasa key task for
evolutionary communists the area. Discus-
sion on this point took place during World War
11 not only among Palestinian Trotskyists but
~also among Egyptian Trotskyists who com-
municated  with- the Palestinian comrades
through members and supporters in the British
army.
. Imperialism’s legacy poses a number of key
tasks ahead for the Arab revolution. The first
task is unification of the whole Arab nation. This
is the aspiration of the Arab masses, who were

on of all Arap
the other op-

Is in their
bly denied to

dence by these
ed nothing of
‘Arab world is

world. While it is always possible that the
continted existence of the various Arab states
might at some stage result in the formation of
different and distinct national identities—as
happened in Latin America—the present reality
is that the desire for Arab unity is far stronger
than the embryo of any such separate
nationalism.

In order to achieve national unity, the Arab
revolution will have to do far more than merely
dismantle the states created by imperialism.
Arab unity is obviously incompatible with the
existence of an imperialist outpost in the midst of
the Arab world: A democratie, secular Palestine
will replace the exclusivist state of Israel.

But the overcoming of Zionism is only a part
of the task. A/l of the feudal rubbish which has
been maintained by imperialism must be swept
away. In particular, the anti-imperialist revolu-
tion that unites the Arab people will find it
necessary—on both principled and pragmatic
grounds—to champion the rnights of Arab
women and of other oppressed nationalities
within the Arab world.

The semi-human status of women in most
Arab states will be eliminated by the Arab
revolution—a prediction that has already been
confirmed by the role of women in the Palesti-
nian resistance. By its support for the liberation
of women, the Arab revolution will shatter the
reactionary influence upon the masses of Islamic
religious leaders and will enlist on its side the
tremendous revolutionary energies of one hall
the Arab world.

Just as it created the various Arab states in
order to divide and rule. imperialism deliberately
included non-Arab peoples within the boun-
daries of several of those states, the Kurds and
the Southern Sudanese being the two maost
obvious examples. 1t should be abvious that a
real national liberation movement of the Arabs
cannot help but support the same right of seli-
determination for other oppressed peoples.
Moreaver, any atlempt (o retain non-Arabs in a
pln-Anb state against their will would tend to
convert these potential allies in the struggle
against imperialism into enemies.

Kurdish sell-determination and the
Arab revolution

The guestion of Kurdish self-determination
has tended to creatc considerable confusion
w supporters of the Arab struggle.
r support for the Kurds' right of
tion as part and parcel of our
3 “the Arab revolution.

" The Kurds, a non-Arab Mosiem people, arean




Israeli armed
forces on parade.

oppressed nation. In Irak, where the i
Kurdish struggle has taken place, the Ku.rd?:z
?hwuui victims of discrimination. While Kurds
lorm 25 per cent of the population of Irak, only 3
Egl cent of lraki industry is situated in Kur-
Ku:t:;: ?’iﬂy 7 per cent of university students are
iu:beri;. 5¢ 1Wo examples are only the tip of the
Kurds are also oppressed in the
. Is other
go“:id;lﬂl.il; which extends into Iran, Turl;::;“tl?:
v on, and Syria. In all these pllues'th
m:l::l actively campaign against Kur;iu;
e Kunl:;l';hts' In Tur_key and Iran, for example,
St language is banned from official use.
i Dpp:::::loI;:ng:oryufslmgg}capinsE
n. British planes were used
znull a rebellion by the Kurds in the 19205 art]:
active movement for Kurdish elf-
thlml & nation has been in existence ever since
ok me, with later rebellions taking place i
. 1958, 1961 and 1974. g
Many Arabs who have radicalised
avi around the
::‘ng_g:lf the Palestinian people and the civil
i mmn silq not y':cd .I? the similarities
and arc opposed to athe i
> - K i i
aspirations, Thelruir:gilru.%i“::s l:alwnl.l

But the main fact used against the Kurdish
struggle has been the acceptance of aid from
various reactionary sources, including the US
Central Intelligence Agency and Israel. “Com-
munists” who use this fact to brand the Kurdish
guuggic as reactionary are either hypoerites or
ignorant .nf history. Lenin accepted the aid of
German imperialism in the form of transporta-
tion in 1?]1, but those who branded hima tool of
imperialism because of this incident were not the
revolutionaries.
It would be absurd and self-defeating for the
leaders of any progressive struggle to deny
themselves, on principle, the right to take
adv:aqlage of contradictions between the im-
per_tallsl.! and to accept aid from any place from
which it can be obtained. (Whether this is
tactically wise in a particular instance is of course
another question.) The Kurdish struggle
deserves support because it is a struggle against
ppres For 1 ries, and for anyone
who simply opposes national oppression, that
:::ulrl be the central question. Questions such as
:h nature of the struggle's present leadership or

€ sources of aid are distinetly secondary. The
Kurds' acceptance of aid from the CIA no more
makes the Kurdish struggle teactionary than
gc:eqlamz of aid from semi-feudal regimes in
Enf_:;‘:\mbm, Kuwait, and the United Arab

i hsmalm the PLO an agent of feudalism.
: e history of the Kurdish struggle clearly
- ;{:ﬁnnslratcs its anti-impenialist dynamic. In
1846, the Kurdish Republic of Manhabad faced
o instl:mf::-::e‘i a?‘grenmn h:f Iranian, Iraki and

2 was then le

Mustafa Barzani whom the dS:l);ir:i!:n ‘T:;
:;gon:m of the Iraki regime now brand as an

p agent. (Barzani i
gmr;p and lived there for uﬂ:d”:t:’t)h:nsln;?
!hu ish nationalists participated in the uprisin :

at overthrew the Hashemite king. Sin 1%1s
the Kurdish nationalists have fought ag:':mmg'
ma_ctlolnary regime of Kassem, then against
Ba'athists and then the Aref regi o

When the Iraki B r

: Ba'athist regime came to

power in 1968, it was preoccupied  with
climinating any potential opposition, especially.
the guerrillarist-oriented Communist ¢
therefore offered a number of concessions 1o 1 A
Kurds in order to gain time 10 carry ap
murderous  campaign  against themk:
A gree‘rm:nt: signed in 1970 granted the Kurds

war against the Kurds in 197

used nationalist and mili 14-75, has
SWay many ﬁ“.,. militant left demagogy 1o
Koy 1) Arabs away from supporting the
5. mﬂu . which gives

political support to the Iraki Ba'athist reg;
has : regime,
Wmhﬂ,“"m that the Kurdish
10

1 and  recognition

national nghts uuu:hls}us: irlanguage 4
these agreements been ob‘eu:::::hq e d
even convinced a majority of the o
was desirable to remain within the hnfm :
But the government never intended 1o o
the agreement, and when the Kurds ©

accept the government’s unilateral ch .

1974, the regime launched a genocidal war
against them. The Ba'athists were aided in their
war by the Shah of lran, who in exchange
received a favorable settlement of a border
dispute with lrak,

Having conquered national unity, equality for
women, and the right of self-determination for
other oppressed nationalities in the region, the
‘Arab revolution will be able rapidly to overcome
the imperialist legacy of underdevelopment. This
will involve an extensive agrarian reform, rapid
industrialisation (a task made ecasier by the
abundance of energy resources) and a massive
program to wipe out illiteracy and increase the
educational level of the poor.

Zionism

Fromits beginning, the Zionist colonisation of
Palestine was consciously encouraged by im-
perialism, particularly British impenalism, as
part of its divide-and-rule strategy in the Arab
East. The imperialists foresaw that the colonists
could provide a reliable base of support against
anti-imperialist struggles by the Arab people
Since the creation of the state of Israel in 1948,
the Zionists have created a veritable fortress for
imperialism, from which raiding parties
periodically venture in order to “teach a lesson
to troublesome “natives” whoappear to threaten
some imperialist interest—as in 1956,.1967 and
today in Lebanon.

“Israel . . . is the primary
weapon with which the
neocolonialists hope to defeat the
Arab revolution and maintain
{heir control over the Arab world.”

Israel is thus far more than a legacy of
imperialism. It \S,loday,meenalibm'sthlci base
of operations against the Arab world. Financed,
armed and supported by imperialism, chiefly US
imperiatism, it i the primary weapon with which
the n « olonialists hope 10 defeat the Arab
revolu on and maintain their control over the
Arab world

The chauvinist
made it suited for this role. From its ince
Europe at the end of the nineteenth century 10
the present day, the Zionist movement has had as
its goal the establishment of an exclusively
Jewish state in terntory seized from the
Palestinians. Unlike the European colonisers of
Black Africa, who saw the masscs of the
oppressed African nations as @ source of
superprofits through superexploitation, the
Zionists fora long time regarded the Palestinians

racist ideology of Zionism
plionin

only as obstacles to be ¢ leared out of the way, in
much the same way that a farmer regards o large
rock or a tree in the middle of his cornfield. In
this respect, the Zionist colonisation Palestine
has been quite similar to the Eurapes calonisa-
tion of North America, Australia and New
Zealand.,

In attempting to achieve the aim of an
exclusivist Jewish state in Palesting, the Zionists
were inevitably forced into alliance with the only
force that had both sufficient means to assist
them and a vested interest in their suc
imperialism. Tragically, the inescapahble alliar
between Zionism and Western capitalism has
converted Jews who fled to Palestine Lo escape

the horrors of European anti-Semitism into
agents of the same capitalism which is responsi

ble for the perpetuation of anti-Semitism In
fuct, Zionists have often allied themselves with
whao find the nist utopla
solving their “Jewish

known anti-Semites
an attractive w ol
prablem”-by transferring Jews 1o Palestine and
forcing the Palestinian and ather Arab people to
pay the price lor the er i W
capitalism. The shameful cc at
Zionism with the Naz forces during World War
11, and more tly, with reactionary antl
Semitic regimes like Vorsic r's and Pinochet's,
are the logical and
Zionism's attempt 10
Jews by oppressing
Zionism's intimate 1
that it is not even cap
which is offered as the
existence; the deler
living in Israel are
lines of a war betwee
Revolution, where 1

eslem

inevitable outcome of

ve” the oppression ol
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one role
on lor s
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ed, willy

enemy's enemy. The Ist
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a world scale. The Jewish
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upied Palestine, i the inal
 of Palestinian leaders, the massive expulsion of
Palestinians in 1947-49, the infamous Law of
Return which gives citizenship to all Jews—
whatever their place of birth—but denies it to
Palestinian Arabs, the land expropriation and
inereasing superexploitation of Arab laborinthe
post-1967 period,
~But the fact that most lIsraeli Jews are at
present captives of Zionist ideology does mot at
all imply that revolutionaries can or should write
ofl the Jewish working class of Isracl. Hebrew-
speaking Isracli workers enjoy a privileged
position in comparison to Palestinian or other
Arab workers, but in the long term they are
victims, rather than beneficianes of Zionism.
Even in the immediate period, Israeli Jewish
workers are being taught by the assaults on their
standard of living that Zionism requires their
increasing exploitation. The winning of the
Jewish working class to the side of the revolution
will require the most fundamental break with all
aspects of Zionist ideology, transforming Jewish
workers into champions of the cause of Palesti
nian  self-determination.  This perspecti :
is not at ailruu_:pian. for it is already mﬁz
see the beginnings of movements which openl;
or imphcitly challenge major props of Ziun.is{
ideology and rule. The demands of the anti
militarist movement have an obvious anf 3
i:onut dynamic. Even relatively hmn:é
; b?laci;:m g:mands. !:uch as the demand for the
ition of censorship, ha ial T
moblits!ns_ Israeli szpminv; l:eipro:mn::l'l!::
giomgns liberation movement also has an-nm'
onist  character, challenging  the rldl-
a;g;m;f;:h ::eul :_z:mgraphy and the high::
. te which are cited as justificar;
tf;:i: denying Jewish women the righjl 1o :::L.l:r.:}
uprodu;gve functions. A revolutionary
party p‘:kwhrmng such demands can play &
mﬁﬂm In winning Isracli Jews to the side of
Arab revolution. ¢
S point has been understood
Palestinian resistance movement, whi:g ::
made \;‘l:o::ugmm to reach Israeli Jews. The
resista = kmm special reference to the
lﬁminna eli oriental Jews as second-class
\zens and their appression b
& pre: Yy the
Y pean Zionist leadership,

The Palestinian
1 aeti-detorn i "0 e

The struggle of the Arab g
their right of ummpé;n“hmn:cﬁz

imperialist struggle, a .
Wmnﬁm direction of raoting

out all facets of imperialist oppression,, includ,,
the power of the indigenous capitali,
Revolutionaries, give their unconditional s
port to this progressive struggle, and in pa
ticular its central focus, the struggle of i}
Palestinians for self-determination. .
_'Ijhe Palegtm_‘inn people are the most direct
victims of Zionism and imperialism. As a resy ),
of the Zionist occupation of their homeland,
most Palestinians live as refugees outside 1k
borders of their country. Those who remain in
Palestine live either under Israeli occupation in
thF ‘Wur. Bank and Gaza Strip or as third-class
“citizens” in Israel. §
As a separate entity, Palestine was carved o
of the Turkish province of Syria by the S:Fl:lcl:i
Picot, Brtish-French agreement in 1916, The
country was further divided in 1922, when
Transjordan was split off and given to the
Hgshc:l?mc Sheikhs. British imperialism main-
at:.l;t’;dr:;_comml over thf Palestinian economy
Palestinian - national consciousness grew
r::idly inthe hat-house atmosphere pm\ride%dI by
the constantly increasing numbers of Zionist
! tlers. ic devel in the
Jewish sector concurrent with a decline i
L in the
3; :‘:m{ l:lfqt_ii_loe_d strong Palestinian opposi-
e iritish calonial authorities and to further
s tl!m;uyanon. This was expressed in
Palest];!'mmm as early as 1921. A renewed
Mimma; upsurge in 19;9 included military
i.mmigr;ni 7[1936. following massive Jewish
o ltfu.ll.lonf:ilm Gc.rmany (made inevitable by
i ol the Impenialist powers to open
A f“ 1o any significant number of these
Amf::vo’:m i_‘lnlgmm. there was a full-scale
e + which included a six-manth general
suug:k?t‘pr factor in the failure of these mass
of e P:::"_"emlfmllmthe weakness
et el leadership. The Zionists
with their paes, SSLoeRael 1o this weakness
b I::d 'y of assassinating Palestinian
andlinis SEeE labor leaders, but in the final
e Was missing was a revolutionary
u party with a mass followin
ppressed  industrial ' amang the
workisk . i 3 workers, agricultural
i dispossessed farmers. In the
leadership of the

Shukairy. * These and
Pikﬁlinian_mm ;;I'pz ers  disarmed the
victory, whick was to be Omising them an casy

Py

> (’*‘1'”‘1‘?“%’_;1-:%&'

. struggleevenona purely military level by failing

~ to arm Palestinian villages against the con-
" tinuous raids of the Zionist terror gangs.

Despite the hopes of the Zionists, however, the
forced exiling of the bulk of the Palestinian
people from their homes in 1947-49 did not
succeed in destroying the Palestinians’ sense of
national identity. On the contrary, after three
decades of exile—and three decades of struggle
to regain their homeland —Palestinian
nationalism is today stronger than ever, among
both Palestinians in exile and those living in
Zionist-dccupied territory.

Revolutionaries support Palestinian
nationalism because it 1s directed against
imperialism and its agent, just as we support all
struggles of oppressed nations against those who
oppress them. In giving our unconditional
support to the Palestinian struggle, we make it
perfectly clear that the enemy is not the Israeli
Jews, but Zionism and the imperialism of which
Zionism is a junior partner.

This distinction, which is obvious to
revolutionaries, needs emphasis because of the
Zionist attempts to equate anti-Zionism with the
racist ideology of anti-Semitism. The reality, of
course, has been that the goal which has emerged
as the expression of Palestinian self-
determination is a democratic, secular Palestine,

that is, a Palestine in which there are no
privileges or oppression based upon race,
nationality, or religion—the very opposite ofthe
racist “Jews only” state of Israel.

So called “left” Zionists have attempted tosell
a variation of the theme that “anti-Zionism
equals anti-Semitism” to supporters of the
Palestinian revolution by arguing that the
solution to the “MiddI} East problem™ is support
for the national self-determination of both

Palestinian Arabs and Israeh Jews. The only

logical basis for such an argument, w'bclther or

not it is openly expressed, is the contention that
the Palestinian struggle for self-determination
threatens the legitimate rights of the Israeli Jews
as Jews,

“bloodbath.”

The other side of this unfounded argument 1s
the claim sometimes advanced by “left™ Zionists
that Zionism is the “national liberation move-
ment” of the Jewish people. As the preceding
section of this resolution points out, Zionism is
the very opposite of a liberation

Far from liberating the Jewish
people, it harnesses those Jews who embrace it to

in reality
movement.

the imperialist chariot.

Despite their obvious conflict with reality,

-

that is, that Palestinian anti-Zionism is,
or will become, anti-Semitism. This contention is
on a par with, and motivated by the same
interests as, Washington's repeated claim that
Vietnamese rule of Vietnam would mean a

these Zionist arguments can always gain a
certain hearing because they conform perfectly
to the classical liberal attitude, which favors
improving the lot of the oppressed provided enly
that in the process of improving their situation
the oppressed don't rock the boat. Liberalism of
this sort condemns equally and “impartially”
imperialist oppression and the rage of the
downtrodden against their oppression. To the
liberals, an impolitely expressed hatred of white
or Zionist exploitation is “Black racism”™ or
“anti-Semitism,” and is therefore Lo be condemn
ed as upsetting that “dispassionate” view of the
world which is so easy to attain when one is
against one's will of course—fed regularly from
the scraps of the exploiters’ banquet
As revolutionary Marxists, we view the
question quite differently. We understand that
racism is something more than benighted ideas in
the heads of individuals. Racism is an organised
system of oppression imposed on a group
because of their shared race or nationality
Members of the dominant race of nationality are
not oppressed when their former inferiors” light
for or attain equality. Israeli Jews will not be
oppressed by a democratic, secular Palestine
just as whites will not be oppressed by majority

rule in South Africa, and just as white
Australians will not be oppressed by Black land
rights.

The arguments for self-determination
Israeli Jews amounts to exactly the same thingas

Bank
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the demand for “white South African self-
determination” or “white Australian self-
W-& a plea bt; :n?min the special
now enjoyed e dominant nation.
 The “left” Zionist support for dual self-
determination in Palestine attempts to obscure
one highly relevant fact: The present form of self-
determination being exercised by Isracli Jews
consists precisely of oppressing the Pai’qmgw .
This situation will continue so long as there isa
separate Jewish state in Palestine. Israeli Jewish
seli-determination is a contradiction, not a
complement, of Palestinian self-determination.
As Leninists, we support the right of op-
pressed nations to choose the means of ending
their oppression. The only ‘“right” we
acknowledge for oppressor nations s the right to
i their oppression of others.
ven some genuine revolutionary groups ha
::JI h“:ln.es advocated support for thigso{i:)h :;
- elermination for Israeli Jews, Although
5 \rlu:‘v:‘re hnfx ?e:n put forward from the
pective of s hening the anti-Zionist
struggle rather than fr 1
Zifl";imll;si‘t is still m‘ufaTc?: RO
€ basic argument of those holding this vi
:m;dbeen that the Palestinian revu:ulu‘fit:lnﬂI‘l:::i::r
do out the pguarantee of Jewish self-
w?:;:;:::; 1rn m‘dg to win the Israeli Jewish
rom Zioni i
mehPales_ti.ni.m mvolu:ﬂ:n::‘.m P e R
o  reality, bquer.:;i;m_itt'ns Israeli Jewish

. The role of the Arab regimes As soon as state investment—that is, the taxes
extracted from the poor—had built these

Unfortunately for the development of the m;t‘;?-;r;?ls :; thenptit;{ hoiidis it &h(;w:g;
Palestinian revolution in particular and the Arab P Ly O e bl L
B ¢ 7 back to private ownership. ‘A similar process of
revalution in general, the Palestinian resistance - Rreics 4 S
o ¢ denationalisation took place in Syria in 1961,
organisations and many supporters of their : g
i s A : following the break-up of the United Arab
gause have tended to take an inconsistent but : .
b . Republic, and again later after the coup that
usually rr!lslakcn view of the governments of the brought the Assad wing of the Ba'ath Party to
~ fomrally independent Arab states. Viewing these et &
. regimes as a 1 i ' ; :
e o o o i e e Pt rboaiomn gt
s i T advance the interests of their own capitalists
4 ;undnéerfer_enc:.h 'f_“f“ a{_pu!lllfﬁlﬂ:pportror against those of the imperialists can and
L e in the case of overtly reacionary  sometimes do bring these governments into more
i Arah guve;nmcnls, H‘h‘:. dPalesUmar\ or less direct conflict with one or more of the
1 : i e T
e
e : = iR + the Suez Canal, and the response of British an
o Pa':istmlan suﬂvwal was put in question by a French lmpElialism, is an obvious exampic of
e military assault, B / ;
e The )::x erience of the Palestinians, not just SIS Ehiion. Wike e conflpRnag e
with H pein but with the laki‘ S Jan i A no{suppon
i usd L Ly yrian,  gher than what they are able to win from the
~ Egyptian, and all the Arab regimes, is sufficient |\ rhan and rural working masses. It is this brutal
. e""di"_‘“ ";E“l the “alt‘:["‘ (“fm":fif”;e““m:’“l:h" reality which accounts for the frequent anti-
an’ 1N, ut a matter of indificrence (4] € g 12l 1 f th 1ty-bour eois
fllty\:l'e gof the Palestinian struggle. A clear !rrengri):il“;ndrhﬁ;?mmfch 'lezss pferas:uem l%um-
understanding of the e¢lass nature of these jmperialist actions.
governmentsisimperative, but has too often been But the Arab nationalist regimes, without
prevented by an acceptance at face value of their  exception, fear the mobilisation of the masses
radical rhetoric. even more than they rely upon it. The petty-
3 bourgeois governments rightly fear that once the

“The most radical of the Arab  masses are moved into action beyond a certain

2! WOl 2
weaken t Vs rather than  Arab pri f .
JEWn:edh:h:md of Zionist ideology. If Israeli Prisoners in (sraglj f : L . point, it will no longer be possible to restrain
order to prote; i P{sc]f-dg- ination in i 1 i g reglmes are not . . . represen- them. When that lmpDSSiblE-lU‘dCﬁne
s egitimate rights, then this ; : k tatives of ‘Arab socialism’, but  point is passed, the masses will no longer be
satisfied with the limited measures proposed by

can only mean that t i :
o, v o o o v ey S e A0 1 The
pon i S 1o infringe ; W W WA anti-imperiali
g-dmrm;:ngmsn '”‘::,’]ﬁgﬂ ke J:;u;h rightol yontir, s Vietaincle uale: the worldwide
ioni niorce th iti s contri )
bﬂi::d-c:;ﬁm:“?hfhm Israel is a haw: ml::e?gf:ﬂlhnp to the hnp’:lmllllt:‘g ::iti irr:s:;g
Nor does this Poiili‘:m ?roﬂ!hl.rsty anti-Semites, u iI‘T I‘IGI{.T : e
Might hope to alist e oo < SPECYE which process o oocur withip pees] XPECL 2 similar
the Jewish working class olutionaryenergiesof  struggle pont Within Israel as the Pajestin;
Israeli J ] - To the vast majority of continues leﬂ ilestinian
ews, self-determin; y workers will e W . Israeli Jewish

petty-buurgeons guvernments 5 the government, but will—in orderto carry outa
real struggle against imperialism—root out
While the different Arab governmenis may capitalism in _Lheir own country. by
occasionally adopt limited = anti-imperialist In the service of their own bourgeoisies, the
measures, none of them have succeeded in  Arab nationalist regumes thus attempt lo
freeing their countries from the imperialist world  maintain a sha.ky bglance in which the
system, and none of them intend to. The most  proletariat and its allugs are qncouragﬂi 10
& iadical of the Arab regimes are not, as they  oppose one or another imperialist power, but
of “Arab restrained from acting in their own class interest

ything ess ation ! .
“mf reeba e o ouh Palest; fevalui sometimes claim, representatives '
situation. What m&gfltﬂza':ntt from their present  own E*P::i:::g forces i .WGB‘:“;Z;SHJM socialism.” but pelty-bourgeois governments.  apainst imperialism, and “their own capitalists.
3 the sacrifices of revolutio hey have to endure assumptions which Yo questi eir Bk 2c is not 1o break out of the mperialist_ This is why all the ity borgeois nationalist
g - reproduce themtlﬂﬂun’;ar_vilmggk merelyto  sciousness. The oW domi qL ::;jon the N e T i vyl e el onals
| . dﬂll'mlnu- ion ; ok R e logy 3 : ko I ‘a slightly more favorable position within Nasserist—ecame to power by coups rather than
"By anti.Zion ‘gs llvzn when it is presented P&[cslinjnl:ylhnlﬂﬂ' I between the lies of 'I:hastse‘s"alénf y me ’ R ame o sonst by cup: s an
T h rme'::"fw ik "::?'Gl' - . itn;iar““l‘"!' is perhaps best illustrated by ane been willing to entrust any real power to the
i of the Palestin ll'nud e -wigle ["the contradictio, % of the most “radical” of these governments that masses. On the contrary, they have repeatedly
ety T ol syl i of Nasser. Under Nasser, a large proportion of demonstrated their fear of the masses by banning
3 o utlonary struggle against ~ was th Ty , was N lised. The  strikes, forbidding olitical activity outside one

i Egyptian industry  was nationa P
. . 3 hic ! Y however,  official, tightly-controlled party. censoring or

beneficiaries of this nationalisation. ¢ J
" were not the working class and the rural poor, prohibiting the working-class press, arresting

an capi 'he 3 litant workers, etc.

but the Egyptian capitalists: The industries — mil !
nationalised by Nasser fell into two categories: These petty-bourgeois re@
h were unprofitable for the capitalists  sometimes pretend, the lea

m;spermlin coun
. This challenge he  obstructed ra

10 begin 1o break the hold of e, ¢ Potential slo :
M of imperialist ideology lnm‘gacmngy(;;;:;‘: 1

mes are not, as they
ders of the Arab

This is what ha, -
X ppened in the  of truth in the Zig Reanoi= : : ot A
3, " and those which required a capital investment revolution, butits mortal enemies. ir fear
g 3 beyond the means of the Egyptian bourgeoisic.  the revolution makes them incapable of carrying
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Suez eanal was nationali SSET. X al H
ionalised by Nasser. Marxists support and defend all concrete anti-im perialist act :
d by N d defend It ions

out a consistent struggle against Zionism even

! 5 b T f
when such a struggle would serve the immediate ke s
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sole exception of the ch:) cr o7 e e
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\Zionism, such support is always channelled
hrough the petty-bourgeois _nationalist
yernments, which can be counted on not to
carry out a consistent anti-imperialist struggle.
" The pro-Moscow Communist parties in the
region [faithfully reflect Moscow's attitude.
‘Many of them have provided a left cover for the

ty-bourgeois regimes by participating in
coalition governments. The Iraki Communist
Party has been part of the government when
major military assaults were launched against
‘the Kurds, and the Communist Party of Syna is
_ part of the government which has sent troops to
fight in Lebanon against the Palestinians and the
| ebanese leftists, including the Lebanese Com-
munist Party.

While the Peking bureaucracy has not been as
directly involved as the Kremlin in events in the
Arab world, they have made it clear that the

litics of Maoism are in no way superior to
those of Moscow. For the sake of narrow
diplomatic aims, Peking applauded the reac-
tionary coup by Boumedienne in Algeria and
endorsed the slaughter of Communists in the
Sudan. And it is Peking which continues to deify
Stalin, Israel’s patron. It will be interesting to see
whether the current Chinese line that “Soviet
social imperialism” is the "main danger” will be
applied consistently through some form of overt

support for US imperialism’s beachhead in the
Arab world.

The rise of the Arab revolution and
imperialist reaction

k:
*

The concept of a democratic secular Palesting,
that is, a unitary Palestinian state in which Arabs
and Jews coexist without special privileges or
discrimination, was advanced as carly as the
1930s. But the modern development of the
Palestinian resistance can be traced to the
mid-1960s. The formation of the Palestinian
Liberation Movement (Fatah) and the mulitary
actions carried out against Israel marked a new
stage in the Palestinian revolution

The defeat of the Arabarmies inthe June 1967
war and the consequent Israeli occupation of the
remainder of Palestine, the Sinai Peninsula, and
the Golan Heights were another turning point
The war shattered the illusion that the Palesti-
nian people would be able to return 10 their
homes behind the vietorious army of a Nasser. It
became clear that liberation would d_cpcnd
upon their own “efforts, and lh". Palestinians
began to take their destiny into their own hands

The rapid growth of the Palestinian movement
was so alarming to the imperialists and those
dependent upon them that they took the
calculated risk of launching a direct military
assault upon the Palestinian resistance in Jordan

in 1970. Jordan provided the obvious choice for
the location of this confrontation not only
because of the reactionary character of the
Hussein regime but also because Palestinians are
a majority of the country’s population. While
Istaeli and US military units stood ready to
intervene in case they were needed, Hussein’s
army carried out a murderous attack upon the
refupee camps while the “progressive” Syrian
regime restrained Palestinian units based in that
country from coming to the aid of their com-
patriots

But contrary to the hopes of the imperialists,
the defeat suffered by the Palestiniansin Jordan

did not put an end to the Palestinian upsurge

The resistance movement continued to enjoy

massive support from the most oppressed layers

of the Palestinian nation, pa cularly in the
refugee camps. This was true despite the fact that
the resistance leadership disarmed the masses
politically, and therefore militarily, by posingthe
struggle in terms of a “primary contradiction—
the struggle against Israel and imperialism—and

4 “secondary contradiction” the struggle
against the reactionary Arab regimes. In prac-
tice, this meant that the Arab reactionaries wWere
left in peace to p : r attacks upon the
Palestinians, Who were taken by surprise % hen
the “secondary contradiction,” at the moment of
its own choosing, suddenly appeared on the
scene as the most active agent of the “primary
contradiction.”

- Despite the disastrous experience in L gbanon,
the Palestinian leadership continued to act as
though 1t were possible to fight impenalism
successfully while remaining on good terms with
lmprrlahsﬁl‘i agents. Even organisations which,
in retrospect, argued that Hussein should have
been overthrown (like the Popular Front for the
Liberation of Palestine), fav ored a policy of non-
interference in Lebanon

But despite the schematic views of the
Palestinian leadership. the 300,000 Palestinians
in Lebanon could not help but play a cracial role
in Lebanese politics, if only because the
Palestinians and the Lebanese Moslem masses
are oppressed by the same enemy.

Lebanon itsell was created by impenalism.
The French occupiers drew the bnundarie\'lnt the
country deliberately to include the maximum
amount of territory while still maintaining @
Christian majority 11 the population The
Lebanese Christians were expected 10 play
essentially the same role as that of the Zionist
settlers in Palestine: the role ola counterforce to
the rising tide of Arab nationalism. T he_{mmali
themselves have consistently recognised the
privileged Lebanese Christians as natural allies

French imperialism’s handiwork was con-
cretised further in 1943 by an informal pact
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ty in Lebanon, A leftist regime would
raged and perhaps aided Palestinian
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nds relating 1,
: Israelis. Deman d;
wal of Isracli

Is Bar-lev and Dayan.

capitalism is constantly on

an
for opportunities Lo increase its share of

area of trade for Australian capital

973 war and acted as an organiser for
.nt campaigns in 1974 and 1975,
of the SWP initiated: the demonstra-

st the PLO ban and participated in
the subsequent demonstrations against

highlights indicate the importance
WP attaches to the defence of the
tion. While revolutionary Marxists
world take the same attitude because
‘Arab revolution’s importance in world
here are several factors which increase
ance of this issue for Australian

ries.
medium-sized imperialist power,

the

ism,

is one of the fastest growing areas,
arly in terms of exporting agricultural
al products. The trial balloons which
ionally been floated concerning the
y of sending Australian troops 1o
: te in a United Nations “peace-keeping”
e arc a sign that Avstralizn capitalism 15
quite seriously about further expansion

of Australians can

termination . . -

_ perspective is that the

be

to support the Arabs’ right of

rights o

sion, the powerful pro-Zionist lobby in
ry is a reactionary foree whose
= inevitably works to conservatise all
of Australian politics. This nfluence
harmful because much of the Zionist
i in the [labor
by Bob Hawke
rito Zionism 82
| subservienct 1O
psm, and their record on

the

been cvery bi a8

lohby. Since the end of the Second World War,
hundreds of thousands of Arabs have migrated
1o Australia, The vast majority of these people
are workers who do support or can be won (o
support the Arab struggle against imperialism,
Many of them will be receptive to the ideas of
revolutionary socialism as well,

In addition, the youth radicalisation af the
1960s and the radicalisation now spreading
within the working class promisesto provide new
layers of Australian allies of the Arab revolution,
The antiwar movement in particular gave
thousands of people not only some understan
ding of what imperialism is hutalso showed them
that it can be defeated and taught them
something about how thid can be done Precisely
because Zionism is.4 thoroughly reactionary
ideology, whole Jayers of Australians who begn
to radicalise atound some other issue will be
willing to listen to the arguments of anti-Zionsts
and inclined to support the progressive struggles
of the Arab peoples

Our perspective is that the majority of
Australians can be won Lo support the Arabs’
right of self-determination, just as a majority
were won 1o supporuing the right of the
Vietnamese 10 sel{-determination. The tactics
necessary 1o achieve this goal are essentially the
same ones that proved most effective in building
the movement against the Vietnam war. We
favor united-front campaigns open to all who
support the right of Palestinian and Arab seli-
determination, which constantly try to broaden
their numbers by debating and pateintly explain-
ing the issues, and which focus ofi mass actions
designed to make it as casy as possible for new
people who suppor the goal to become pan of
the movemen!

Obviously, the SWP cannol call such a
campaign into existence merely by wishing fof it.
At this stage, we are laying the groondwork for
the mass movement 10 come by explaiming and
defending the Arab revolution in ouf press and
by explaming how 1o build such 2 movement 10
those who aleeady support the Arab revolution.
But we are confident that sech 2 movement can
and will be built because, fike the Asab struggle
for seli-dercrmination itself. & % part and pareel
of the sweeping 2way of capitalism and i
perialnm by the oppresed of all the world



Marxism
~and the

National

Question

By Dave Holmes

From lm time of Marx and Engels right up to the
present period in the imperialist epoch, the national
queltlun has been one of the most important issues
confronting revolutionary socialists, Leon Trotsky
deseribed the national struggle as “one of the most
albyrinthine and complex but at the same time
extremely important forms of the class struggle

The bourgeoisic has made extensive use of national
slogans and ideas (0 divert the working class from a
resolute struggle for socialismand to harness it behind
the ruling class and the “national interest.” Thatis one
aspect of the national question. But, on the other
hand, in our time the national struggles of oppr 4
peop\es have a proven revolutionary dynamic, On of
the striking features of the current international
political situation is the rise of national liberation
struggles in all three sectors of the world. With proper
revolutionary leadership these struggles can be a
powerful allied force in the proletarian struggle for
gocialism.

The following talk considers key aspecls of the
Marxist view of the national question; the origins of
the bourgeois nation and bourgeois nationalist
ideology: the bourgeois-democratic revolutions and
nationalism in the imperialist epoch; the | eninist view
of the right of nations 10 self-dete!
finally national liberation struggles in the various
sectors of the world

Origins of the bourgeois nation

The nation and national consc
always existed. The nation arises from a specific
historical phase of the class struggle. As Emest
Mandel explains in his 19
Rodinson:

“To identify the national question ¥ ith existence of
the state, the ethnic group the tribal grouping, or the
communal or village association 153 complele misuse
of language. The Roman Empire was no m
example of a national entity than was the Holy Roman
Empire of the Middle Ages England wasnot an
in the twelfth or thirteenth century for the eXce
reason that a good panc.ilhuuhng spokea
language different from the langua and
eame from a different stock —the Norma
conguered England The Marxist view of the
question maintains that the nation is Lhe pr Juct of @
specific class, namely the modern bourge isie, the first
Elass in history to give birth1oa nation.” (Nationahsm
and Class Struggle in Direct Action, March 1972)

nination; and

sness hasn't

debate with Maxime

ent

The nation has its origin in the class struggle of the
rising bourgeoisie against ¢ udalism and precapitalist
semi-feudal forces. The rule of the bourgeoisic bast d
on the nation state was first established tF ough 2

three

series of revolulionary struggles over SOMe
centuries, extending from the rise of the Dutch
republic in the sixteenth century Lo the American Civil
war of the mid-nineteenth century The bourgeoisic
had to shatter the instilutions of the old order and the
forces based upon them and establish th

nomic

and palitical conditions most conduetive to their clasy
needs

In his book Pemocracy and Revolution, Ueorge
yack outlines 8ix r 1asks of the bourgeoisie in
ainst feudalism, The primary task wuaslo
create a free market where commoditie could
exchange withoutl any restrictions Today's national
(and international) market

Nt
its struggle aj

taken for granted but in
fact it had to be conquered by the r
In pre-bourgeois societics the fr exchange of
commodities was restricted by all sorts of medi

at hourgeolsie

et

privileges and royal monopolies, licenses, Laxes and
regulations

The second task of thebourgeos revolution was the
rransformation of agrarian relations In order to
liberate the productive forces, land had to be
converted into a commodity that could be bought and
sold without restraint. The landed nobility had ta be
liquidated and t
*private landowners of one sort of another

Linked to the agrarian reform was th

eir land taken over by peasants of

wding of
serfdom under which the rural laboring
ds. Equally
with turming land into & commodity was the
ilable
for free exchange on the capitall t market, Capitalism

population

was tied to the aind and t} imporiant

conversion of labor-power into a commodity

vitally needed a class of propertyless free laborers
available for exploitation by | e entrepeneurs
The fourth task of the forces of bourg

was the creation of the

Novack explains this a

To constitute a natior arket pm-.m«,u.m-rrar-ud
to be broken do mall states and petty
or abolished, and uniform
asures, and cusle du
tariffs and tolls levied

ged landowners had 1o be

kingdoms amalgamate

coinage, weights and m
established. Restric

governments and pn
lifted for the uninhibited passage
The power of 1ax ation had to be ¢ entralised and the

o [.-,qp'.-—, and goods

economic activity of the country stabilised by means
and umform fiscal regulations.
cularism logically led to

of a secure curren

“The struggle ‘\b..;lwnl pe
the unification of the separated or ¢
of the nation, as with the United Stales in the

mbere

d parts

¢ighteenth and Germany and ltaly in the ni nth
century. This demand for national integnty went hand
in hand with the struggle for independence from
foreign oppressors Thus Holland thiew off the
despotism of Spain the United States broke loose
{rom England and ltaly cast off the Austnan yoke.”
(Democracy and Revolution, p 34)

Just as today every olutionary movement, 0o

matter what its pature & origins, s faced with the
violent resistance of imperialism, 10 Wesiern Europe
during the transition form feudalism 1o capitalism all
movements of unrest of revolt came up against the
Catholic Church which, as well as being & mighty
spiritual authority had immense tem poral power and
was allied 10 the most jespolic regimes It was &

mighty protector of the outmoded feudal order
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od of industriy
triumph of mel
i victory of the
revolutionary
 proletariat, the
onary destruc-
great for the
danger thar
vement of
Press on to
changeover to 4
Japan took

p, was identified with the revolution,
nment, papular rule and imperial
acy and Revolution, p 117)
0d of the great bourgeois-democratic
both the bourgeoisie and the plebian
identify with nationalism. The lower
yroused and drawn into national political
the struggle against the old order. They saw in
tic pation the origin of their freedoms,
test opportunities for the development of
Janguage and culture, The peasants and
| property owners feli they had a private
pational territory. Indeed, the concept of
was objectively necessary for the
1o mobilise the masses against the old
Jower classes hiad to feel that their destinies
those of the new national order. One of the
the bourgeois nationalism that arose out of
against the old order is that of popular
y, of a fatherland which defends the
ts of the whole people and in which all have 2

other hand, this nationalism is fundamental-
wp with the economic interests of the
, with private property and freedom of
enterprise. The bourgeoisie regards the
as the basic economic, polit ical, malitary
omatic instrument  which proteets its
‘market and territorial integrity and serves s @
g base for its imternational operations. The
ind of state power, the control of the nation, 15
‘supreme importance 10 il. The bourgeoisie uses
m 1o dupe the masses and harness them 10 1S
bourgeois interesls s nationalist and
sm are only 3 means 10 profit and the
pisie will repudiate is devolion to the
its own interests are threatened

¢ French bourgeoisic, 1oF instance., allied atsell
sorst enemies of the mass of French people
it set up the Vichy regume 10 collaborate with
during World War Two. There are many other
les in modern European tastory of the
gisie collaboraling with its supposed national
crush s own working class, After the
Prussian War of 1870, lor esample, the
government of defeated France
ated withthe victorous Prussians tocrush the
surgent Parsian workers. The sccutity of its sysiem
eaplonation the Tirst loyalty of the captulist
M5 paLniolism A for {ooling 1he workers
Wationalism was & iremendous fotee for overur
the outmuded jeudal, monandhical order and
ilising the new capialist sysiemudn its prime the
geois nationdl-democratic mevemen!  Was @
eiuil promutersl e marerialamoraland cultural
“advancement of “the people.” Maraisimn vicws the
gompiction of the buurgeoi-deBerslic

an immens hustorical advanee:

nation

the drawing into broader political, economic and
cultural life of the plebian masscs are all great
achievements of the be yufgeois-democratic revolution

However, as we have seen, the progressive charaeter
and capagilies of the bourgeoisic decrease as we move
\nto the exa of industrial capitalism. ¢ orrespondingly
with the degline in the revolutionary patential of the
bourgeoisie and the € xpansion of the capitalist system
all over the world, bourgeols nationalism becomes
totally reactionary Only the negative {purely
bourgeois) leatures remain

Today, nationalism relains it progressive potential
only in the backward countrics of among nationalities
which are subject to loreign oppression or imperialist
domination and have yet Lo achieve their national
democratic revolution

and the

National liberation
imperialist epoch

By the end of the nincleentcentuly _capitalism had
undergone i decisive change Smali-scale production
had given way Lo large-scale production in the leading
countrics. The classical free competition of the infancy
of gapitalism had given Wik Lo huge monopolies The
ot banks. corporations. LIusts and INSUTAACE
companies duminaie the cconomy and the political hile
of each country. The varous capitalis! powers fought
for domination of the world matket and areas al
foreign investment and rav matesials sourses. They
fought 1o divide up the whoi warld ameng themselves
and fought for s redivision.

Imperialism marks the beginning ol the decline of
capitalism. The historically prageessive mission vl
capitalism and the bouigeoni is deliniely coded
Capitalism has overfluwed the poundaties of e

French nation was

created in great
revalution




7 land as their most important capital

it all this means is simply that the third world
pisie is absolutely incapable of carrying out the
democratic or national tasks facing these
4. These tasks are basically the development
broductive forees which is predicated on the
and agrarian relorm. As
W it in the Translifonal Program: ~The
‘task of the colonial and semi-colonial
is the agrarian revolution, ie, liquidation of
itages, and national Independence, e, 1he
of the imperialist yoke, Both tasks are
linked to each other.”

our day nationalism retains

ogressive character only in

ward countries or among

lities which are subject to

n oppression or imperialist
nation”

resolute wrsggle (or

demoeratic tmsks. Wit (hese necessarily sntall desisive
incursions into the rights of private property. The
baurgeais-demacratic revalution therelofs goes mer
organically into the socalist revalution - henes the
e permanens  revolution. In his ook, The
Permanens Kevedution, in the chapter What Is the
Permanent Bevalution? Basic Postulates, Trotoky
expresses this as followy

“1. With regard 1o counires with & belated
hotrgeais development, especially the eolonisl anid
semi-eolomal couniries, the theary of permanent
revotition signifies that the complels and ganuing
solution of their tasks of achieving demoeracy and
al emdrcipation e sirwmrakile only Vil gh the
leader of Vhe

ANt pasees

kgl 3t e Belursrtles
svmgeled 4 g
w eomgeled & B e it s Banagn o




BES under
HOviets can g i ankes af the imperialist powers have
Mitical independence since the Second
Afriea and Asin), Have they thereby
1 liberation? Have they eliminated, or
the road to eliminating, their
s and subordination to imperialism?
he question in this way is to supply the
eotive whether we are dealing with an
ony or & formally independent country,
untries are backward, their development
15 18 stunted, because they are nationally
Revolution use they are dominated by imperialism
sy ses the whole country and is responsible
fhational i the achievement yul its hu[:u'gruls—

I Gt tasks, These countries are therefore at a
0 social and economic development than

{ countries and it will take a social and
revoluilon 1o overcome this underdevelop-

his article, Imperialist Economism, A
ure of Marxism, Lenin makes this point: *

o how 1o eliminate national oppression’
be eliminated without an economic
P (Collected Works, Vol 23, p 75)

oppression cannot be ended by & political
r capitalism, that is, it cannot be ended by
ment of national self-determination, the

of formal political independence alone.
g of formal independence by a colony is &
rd but unless it is part of @ process of

revolution whereby the working class
the poor peasantry liquidates the agrarian
and eliminates capitalism thus teaning the
‘away [rom imperialism it will not be able to
onal oppression and backwardness Only on
of nationalised property, 8 monopoly of
trade and economic planning can the nation
industry and overcome Its underdevelop-

aissdemocr,
Atremendon,
Onary workin
Ution of thes,
DRI, O (h,
relatively smal
i-c lonial couniry
proletariat of an
progeam. This

Flly clear the
of backward

~and  semi-colonial o
d countries by their very
d countries are part of a world dc
nalism. Their development, therefore,
acter: the most primitive e

ombined with the last word -
\i!"{i!dmm'. In like rnntlr;::-‘md "m:: Wﬁ
sirivings of the proletariat of 3

rmal independence within capitalism does not
and cannol mean real, genuine independence
Hmperialism. It is well known that imperiglism
hates completely the economies of the nummall.y
hendent backward countries, Just as much as it
those of the direct colonics Imperialism also
s immense political power in these countries.
nal independence means little in the face of the
dous pressure imperialism exerts through
, corruplion, Economis blackmail, and vut
force on & vast scale 10 achieve its end.
Formal independence has likewise mwheln led to
solution of the agrarian pmbl.;m.ﬂw.ch.evcmcm
which is ahsolutely essential (o the overcoming of
onil packwardness. A good example of the
solute incapacity of the national bourgeoisic 10
garry out this task in @ colony which has achieved
i -nce is provided by the case of ERypl-
Nasser's coup in 1952 the new regime
Jand reform which probably went farther
icalonial country. But in 1964

Following
* carried out@

than in any other

:ﬂnsnn Riad could wrlte in his hook LEgypi
asserienne,

"I‘Jl-'s[\he the agrarian reform, great inequalities
remain; 80 per cent of the peasants remain without
land or almost without any and only about one-thivd
of their labor power is employed. The political power
of the aristocracy, which was formerly based on the
intermediate layers, has merely been replaced by that
of the state bureaucracy which still bases itself on this
relatively privileged minority

Another observer, Anouar Abdel-Malek, wrote in
1968 in £gypr: Military Sociely that:

“The big proprietors understood that there was
never any question of permitling any peasant
insurrection whatever, or any reyolutionary action by
the Left, Then, reassured, they came legitimately to
suppose that they would be able to pursue their old
kind of life in peace and guiet—apartment houses,
Juxury goods and export of capital - for the golden
the yesterday had

age of estates  of
returned
This example, and there are many others, shows
that land reform without expropriating capitalist
private property is not possible in the backward
countries, The only countries that have managed Lo
solve the agrarian plubh:mmlh:lmpﬂndllsleput‘h are
(hose which have taken the road of socialist
revolution—Russia, China, Cuba, etc

Imperialist nationalism

When talking about nationalism in the imperialist
epoch we have to make a basic distinction correspon-
ding o the distinction we make between oppressor
and oppressed nations. We distinguish between the
nationalism of the oppressor nation and the
nationalism of the oppressed nation. We oppose the
former and support the latter.
former and support the latter.

In the period of the rise of capitalism nationalism is
generally progressive because il corresponds to the
struggle for objectives which are of progressive
significance for humanity as a whole. But as the
bourgeoisie establishes ifs political and economic
power the progressive character of this ideology
diminishes. It no longer acts as a force mobilising the
people of the nation for struggle aguinst the pre-
capitalist sucial order but instead becomes nothing but
a cover for the reactionary aims of the imperialist
bourgeoisie. Nationalism was a great force, for
example, in the strugglk of the French revolution
against the old feudal regime and its European allies in
the eighteenth century. But the nationalism of the
French ruling class in this century is totally reac-
tionary. It has been a means of dragging the French
workers, against their own class interest, into inter-
imperialist wars and the colonial oppression of other
peoples in the interests of French impﬂialiim_. There
are no great tasks confronting the French nation as @
whele anymaore. On the agenda in France today is the
class struggle of the proletariat against the bourgeoisie

greal
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even when it was the standard
ﬁuymonni'uuu. As George Novack
Revolution:

ost from hirth the best of bourgeois
gt by obnoxious features
)in time tainted their worthier a lish

Bonapartism.

At the present time the nationalism o |},
backward Indochinese peasant, directeq |
French imperialism, is a revolutionary ¢,
opposed to the abstract and false cosmopol;;
the Freemasons and other democratic by,
types, or the “internationalism” of (p. .,}
Democrats, who help to rob the Indochinese e

"_'nlc _dec!nmion states quite correctly 1ph

ag
ient g
Anism .

at th,

By making submission 1o the dictates of the regime the
prime test of good citizenship, patriotism was a
powerful sentiment in the hands of the classes in”
control of the state apparatus, to abuse as they
pleased. ‘ﬂlm@l_‘ﬂn Eospel of ‘my country, right or
ong’, ve and luti

Enmhm muld pass over into minnur;

which justified abominable crimes in the
name of defending the fatherland.” (p 113)

With the establishment of capitalism on a world
scale, l!\az and other reactionary features of
:'n:w nationalism have become its only content.

Juy the i I ﬂf‘ iali :
because there is no longer an i
the working cln'u_i\ugewilhy :t:mmm mm“;"}:

of the bourgeoisie is a

i P . means [y,
rub_urdxqatmg and deceiving the masses. By
nationalism of the mass of the people is the elemen;
formiaken by their just and progressive hatred i,

“With the establishment f
capitalism on a wor|q
scale . . . reactionary features (f
bourgeois - nationalism hav.
become its only content.”

:,I::Jﬂl:htl]:df‘ ﬂ?ﬂb[f.aﬂl{rl{tﬁkss of their oppressors
e ha.“ = oreign 1mpena1|_s|§. The proletariat doe:
- have the right to tum its back on this Ling

historical task right now is the aboliti B
through the of the b o el

Nnﬂonai!m in oppressed nations
nf\:;p Appraise completely differently the nationalism
‘mndm g nations. Countries like _Indin: I{uﬁ] or
have wet to achieve
revolutions. In so far as

byimp and
their bourgeois-democratic
their nationali

i “n,l()_n !he contrary, it must demonstrate i,
sl ': is the most consistent and devoted
oo or the national liberation of Indochina
]r::vg: of Leon Trotsky (1930—31)
struggle against national oppression by an
s i nalist consciousness
Progressive, The st

Crll!!llﬂ. by imperialism. Just as the

Ereat bourgeois

the struggle for the achie E of :
S vement hese 7 an earlier ilised
historically connected with ﬁubo..,-.:;,_ldem tasks  masses for struggle am‘:‘:ﬂm | the popular
revolution—the agrars T om_l;c mma@lmmumlufg,mm,::m e
ha ; unity, fod iggle for national
SUPPOTE it. One of the cleares and we  subjugated natin a1 PPPREssed classes of 4
o ion, Wehlvg.un.gmu R

Bt ny

'3 . s
m:nmlmnm :’!‘ lth‘:Oppltﬂnd- made by Trotsky is in hheu
S Indochintse Oppositionists. The

o l::n;:mwo:;i; Quoting in full:
4. Or _lour there is the -
‘nationalism, *which at aj) times has be;z‘:‘:::o e

It should be pointed
demands raised by Oul, however, that not all

an

masses, but the narrow
classes and imperialism_ W
to slogans connected 10 5

ideology, can only f; i
¥ ogy. orge ne v 4 Progressive unde s people
" Hre i o7 for (b workig | atona igans and gepal US4, Only thovc
ey Suprasocial idea that always remain. ment of freedom from imperiatin .2 (1€ achicve-
;. feactionary. This is meither 3 e mﬂs mhmmum]m“““mmfhhlulmnof
door for ey of posing he question, and 1 2 supponied by Mapxisty, frgr gl ond can be
alvays beena reactionns - vationalism has not : :
“&";ﬂﬂlﬂm_nmm;v.wbyhr,.nd“ i1
that the nat; today either. Can one say, for exa R Anb
he nationalism of the Grea 4 mple 15 directed

While, as this example -

ns may attempt to use nationalism to
n interests, we can't on this account
he nationalism of the oppressed is also
ogy. As we have seen, in our historical
¢ struggle of oppressed nations and
iountries for the achievement of belated
ocratie tasks is inextricably combined
gle for the achievement of socialist tasks
at, The nationalism of the oppressed in
epoch tends to merge with the socialist,
nalist consciousness of the working
urgeois ideology.

national question, Lenin and the Russian Marxists

had defended their analysis and program on the

national guestion against revolutionaries like Rosa

Luxemburg who mistakenly denied the right of
"Dprua.?ed nations to self-determination, and against
reformists like the Austro-Marxist Otto Bauer who
put forward the theory of “cultural national
autonomy.” As Trotsky explains in Stalin, “the
Austrian Social-Democracy, in the persons of Otto
Bauer and Karl Renner, considered nationality
independent of territory, economy and class, transfor-
ming it into a species of abstraction limited by so-
called ‘national character.” ™ (p 227)

This non-materialist theory of nationality underlay
their program of cultural national autonomy which
was designed to appease the bourgeois and petit -
bourgeois nationalists of the multi-national Austro-
Hungarian Empire but to avoid in any dismembering
the state and disturbing the dominance of the
Hapsburg monarchy and the Austrianand Hungarian
ruling classes

“Lenin's position,” writes Trotsky, “was the direct
opposite. Regarding nationality unseverably

connected with territory, economy and class structure,

he refused at the same time to regard the historical
state, the borders of which cut across the living body of
nations, as a sacrosanct and inviolate category.”
Stalin's definition of & mation, relating it to the
rial conditions of its existence, 1s Very fruitful
means that the solution to national
rlpprtninn must lie with changing those material
conditions, beginning with terntory. _\i.u)uslr.. as
Trotsky put il, are not addicted to “the fetishistic
\.w){:h:-p of a state’s borders.”

It is also useful to define a na
from a nation. The term nationality is generally used
to refer to the population of a nation. But more
we can define a nationalily as a grouping

nations to self-
ation—the Marxist view

opment of imperialism, as we noted
led to the division of the world into a
oppressor nations and a large number of
‘nations. (We put aside for the moment the
of the post-capitalist world,) National
is all-pervasive in the capitalist world. One

it basic forms of national oppression is the
etention of one nation within the national
her nation. Hence our whole series of
ldemands is centred around the right of
nations to self-determination, that is, lo
rate state if they so wish, even though we
such a reform alone cannot end national
fi; only a social revolution can do that.
go on to consider this in detail, some
are in order.

‘& nation? The classical Marxist definition of
was provided by Joseph Stalin in his 1913

rxism and the National Question Stalin’s
with his well-known

as

mate

because it

tionality as distinct

mplc‘lgly at variance Imperialist nation-

fonthe national question both before andafter — preciscly : lism helped drive
1 . c The work th all the atributes of a nation but lackinga common -
en ion of the Bolshevik Party e WOl with all the atribules © 1o adopt Sialin’s masses 10 Warld

ote territory and economy That is,

s totally unlike anything else Stalin ever wr :
definition of a nation, 3 nationat

" y i r.
Bok Stalin, Trotsky explains this mystery as ity is “a historically War | slaughte

m and the National Question 15 undoubted-
's most important—rather, his onc and only-
1 work. On the basis of that single article,
§ was forty printed pages long its aulhur‘ 15
| 1o recognition as an outstanding theoretician
rather mystifying is why he did nol wrile
else of even remotely comparable quality
before or after. The key to the myslery s hidden
this, that Stalin's work was wholly m\p\rcd. ba
“written under his unremitling supervision an
by him line by line.” (p233) !
a's definition of a nation 15 = A mation 1s 3
y-consuluted. stable community of people,
d on the basis of a common Janguage, termitory
amic lifie. and psychological make-up manifested
1 on culture.”™
?::;'"i“ﬂ"-lﬂ Stalin's (Lenin's) book followed
period of debate and clarification of the

i long

N



- British troops
help evict Irish

peasants (1890).

constituted, stable community of people, formed on
the basis of a and p ical
make-up manifested in a common eulture.” Marxists
support the right to self-determination of oppressed
nationalities t0o.

The Black people in the United States, for instance,
are an oppressed nationality having been welded
together on the basis of long common oppression but
being dispersed throughout the US territory and
economy. The Quebecois in Canada, on the other
hand, are an oppressed nation. They have a common

territory and economy and the atributes of nationali- .

1y. This distinction can be useful in discussing national
oppression because the national struggles of the two
types of national formations, while basically similar,
can have important differences.

Pervasiveness
oppression \

; To return lo_lhe original point, national oppression
is mu)( ubiquitous in the capitalist world (I'll say
something about the non-capitalist world later). And
one ofthelmost common forms of national oppression
:ﬂ(ht fn:_mble retention of one nation within the state
un!ld:nesh:f another nation in a condition of
rvitude, that i i itsri ine |
s fum:z 18, the denial of its right to determine its
deMm;y m]onﬁes have achieved their formal in-
m::n ence in the post-war period but there are still
wor]fj ctx:mp]:; of direct colonial oppression in the
loday. Puerto Rico is a direct col
! R lony of the
::;1::6 Sf!ates. Nan-u_h:a (South West Africa) is a
y of South Africa. Then there are the settler-

of national

" golonial regimes. [n Zimbabwe (Rhodesia) and So

Africa itsell, the indigenous people are Imlmn‘m:

appressed by colonialists who have actually settled in

these countries. In Palestine (Israeh) the scute
colonialists have forcibly expelled the indigenouy
peapleoutside the state borders of their homeland and
that is the basis of the oppression of the Palestinians

Most of the formally independent semi-colonial
countries are nationally very heterogeneous, that is
they are multipational states. The case of India
illustrates this very well. The Eighth Schedule to the
!:onstitutiun of India lists 15 major languages spoken
in India. But even this doesn't give an accurate idea of
the immense national diversity of India. The 1961
census listed 1652 mother tongues in India of which
only 103 are non-Indian!

Often, in these countries the dominant nation
oppresses other nations within its state frontiers. Iran
for instance is a meltinational state. While all the
pcop.k of Iran are oppressed by imperialism, the
dommn]‘\t Persian nation (only 40 per cent of the
population) nationally oppresses the Azerbaijanis,
Kurds, Arabs and Baluchis. Persian is the official
language of the country and the Shah's regime docs
not allow_ the other national groupings to teach their
Iangnage in their schools. These oppressed nations are
denied self-determination and their cultural and
ecc():namic development is stifled.

ontiguous t i i
cuunlry.gfll'h . r:klirﬁmn;:ﬂ Irak:apmdommlnlly-Arah

; i nationally oppress the non-
Arab Kurdish national minority, some 25
MR : . : per cent of
b o IE“:ll_ll-llmlmﬁ of lrak. In Latin America, the
ndian tribes and peoples a ;
oppressed in countries like plclnrzi] anr; Eu}::elc sallr::'

‘Eritreans are nationally oppressed by the
Ation, The struggles for national self-

5 gh the imperialist countries tend to be
highly nationally homogeneous, significant
Oppression exists within the borders of the
fan countrics themselves, In the United
“the Black and Chicano nationalities are
Bl along with the Puerto Rican national
nd the native American nationality. In
the Quebccois nation is oppressed by the
Canadian majority. In Australia, the Black
fixe nationally oppressed. In Spain, the Basque
Stalan peoples arc oppressed
of even a small oppressed minority within an
Blist country can have a great catalyticeffect on
rall class struggle in the
Marxist position in these cases of national
fion is to support the right of the oppressed
B or nationality to self-determination, up toand
g the right to secede from the state of the
gsor nation, However, we defend the right and
Mecessarily advocate one particular :
Bl another unless it is clear that this is wha
ity of the oppressed desires. The national
ands of oppressed nations on t
greatly. For example, the C
N and Basque peoples are

The national

countries

state level can
Puerto

fight1

nations, and their

B8 The Kurds in Irak are figh
in Irak, The Palestinians arce
& with their oppressors, the 1s
Ple are hghting for the unificatic
Bliacks in the United States arc 1
in all spheres of life and cor
mmunities. Each of these der
Silication of what self-determination means for the

their country

g for equal

cir OWn

arx and Engels on Ireland
velopment of the

now want to consider the de¢
and the

rxist position on the natior 1l guestion
ht of nations to self-determination A goo
fatL is Lo look al Marx's views on the Irish que
* d how they developed. These are very cleal

1 his various letters on Ircland These are ¢C
book The First International and A {published
by Penguin)
Ireland had been colonised by England for centuries
B0 Since |BOL had been foreibly inco'f ited in @
B Union with England. Marx first helieved that Ireland
" would not be freed by the national movement of th‘l
B ppressed IS people  thonselves hut by the
revolutionary movement of the working class 1n the
Qppressor country, Bul the English workers move-
ment came under the influence of the boUTgEols

yllected in

liberals for a long period and became politically
helpless, In the meantime the ruthless exactions of the
English had stimulated the bourgeois national
Ireland which assumed
Marx's views underwent &
change. In a letter to Engels on November 2, 1867, he
SAYS

liberation movement in

revolutionary forms

1 used to regard Ireland’s separation from

England as impossible, 1 now think it inevitable,
although federation may follow separation,” (p 158)
And in & letter to Engels a while later (November 30,

1867) Marx writes
The question now is what advice we should givethe
English workers? In my view they must make Repeal
of the Union (in short, the arrangement of 1783, but
democratised and adapted 1o the times) an article of
their pronunziamenta. This is the onlylegal and hence
the only possible form of Irish emancipation which
can be included in the program of an English party
Experience musl show Jater whether a mere personal
union hetween the two countries could continug. . .
“What the Irist
“], Self-governn
England.

2. Agrarian revolution.” (p 161)

ed are:
ent and

independence from

“Marx very clearly understood
that workers who support national
oppression by their own ruling
class . . . cannot wage a struggle
for their own emancipation.”

Marx, with the rise of an Irish national
movement, came toadvocate the separation of Ireland
from England, although he held out the possibility
e Ireland might wish to

Thus

that sometime in the futw
federate with England. Marx realised that the
g oppression of the Irish by the English was
also holding back the class struggle of the English
ling class. The cultivation of

the English workers was
heir own ruling class. Marx

workers against their ru
anti-lrish _prejudices in
r;u\mgﬂncmmmmounll
lains this in a letter to Meyer and Yogt.

All English industrial and commercial
centres now possess @ working class spiit and two
camps:  English proletanans and Irish
The ordinary English worker hates the
5. The ordinary English worker hates
in him a compelitor
Compared with the

exp!

hostile
proletarians
Irish proletarian:
{he Irish worker because he sees
who lowers his standard of life.
Irish worker he feels himself a member of th‘Y.H!lflg
nation and for this very reason he makes himself intoa
(ool of the aristocrats and capitalists against Ireland
and thus strengthens their domination over hirnself.
He ch:rls.hcnchgmus.suna\ and national prejudices
against the Irish worker. Hisattitude 1§ ml_:chlhr same
u; that of the ‘poor whites’ towards the *niggers’ in the
former slave states of the American Union.” (p 169)
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Marx emphasises what this means for the Englis

* . quite apart from all the ‘international” and
“humane’ phrases about justice-for-Ireland . . . it isin
the divecr and absolute interests of the English

" wworking class 1o get nid of their present connection
with Ireland. . . . 1 long believed it was possible to
overthrow the Irish regime by way of English working-
class nscendeney, This is the position 1 always
represented in the New York Tribine. A deeper study
has now convineed me of the opposite. The English
warking class will never achieve anything before it has
gotrid ol Ireland. The lever must be applied in Ireland.
That is why the Irish question is so important for the
social movement in general ., " (p 167)

These statements of Marx contain so many clear
preseriptions for the policy of the working class on the
national question, Marx very clearly understood that
workers who support national oppression by their
own ruling class are in a bloc with them and cannot
wage A struggle for their own emancipation. The
condition of the working class of an oppressor nation
being able to effectively defend itsown interests is that
it must first break with its ruling class and actively
support the struggle of the oppressed nation, The
working class of the oppressor nation must support
the right of the oppressed nation to determine its own
future even up the the point of political separation, ie
SCOEssIOn,

Commenting on the policy of Marx and Engels on
the lrish question in his 1914 work, The Right of
Nations to Self-Determination, Lenin said that it
“serves as a splendid example of the attitude the
profetariat of the oppressor nations should adopt
towards nauonal movements, an example which has
lost nane of its immense practical importance. “(CH,
vol 20, p 442)

Bolsheviks'

In Eastern EmpeandAﬂltlnpnindol'
bourgeois-democratic revolutions did not begin until
1905. The national question was p larly acute in
Eastern Enmpm-wboksm'esdnm
mminheﬁmmnﬂkhhmw.
The Question of the national progam of the

many-sided, consistent _aa&d revolutionary struggle (or
democracy.” (C¥, vol 22, p 144) A key democratic
demand and a fundamental plank of the Rolshevikg'
‘national program is the right of oppressed nations 1o

1f-d ination. This di d is absolutely essen-
tial to winningthe political confidence of the masses of
the oppressed nationalities and drawing them behind
the struggle for socialism. In his 1916 theses Lenin
explains precisely what this demand means: “The right
of nations to self-determination means only the right
to independence in a political sense, the right to free,

political 1 from the oppressing nation
Congretely this political, democratic demand implies
lete freedom to carry on ion in favor of

seeesrsizm. and freedom to settle the question of
secession by means of a referendum of the nation that
desires to secede." (CW, vol 22, p 246)

The ditional championing of the d ic
demand of self-determination had to be the policy of
the revolutionary party in the oppressor nation before,
during and after the socialist revolution. It must prove
in action to the oppressed nationalities that only the
struggle for socialism can end all national ion.
(On the other hand, the revolutionary party in the

pp d nation which d and fought as part
of the nationalist struggle for self-determination was
under the obligation o stress the internationalist and
socialist demands in order to win over the masses of
the oppressed nation to socialism.)
, Support for the right to self-determination doesnot
imply any support for the national bourgeoisie of an
oppressed nation except, as Lenin explains in The
Right of Narions 10 Self-Determination, the
“bourgeois nationalism ofany oppressed nation has a
general democratic content that is directed against
oppression, and it is this content that we uncon-
ditionally support.”(CW, vol 20, P412) As the theory
of permanent revolution teaches us. only the working
class and its allies can lead the struggle to completion.
The oppressed masses can never rely on its national
bourgeoisic which can only betray the struggle due 1o
its class interests and links 10 imperialism._

ﬁmn_ for the right of nations o seli-
ﬁlnmlmn docs not mean we are advecates of

or r We only defend the righ: of
lhfowtm Ration to decide its own destiny wit hout
mwhln)m. What it decides 10 do will

debates with people like Rosa

. Ly oae  depend on the concrete circumstances.  The
mwh&m&umhhh{:rhm !“:ﬁuu:mn Panty wll help it realise ms national will.
Question cotmprized several key propositions, <nd the m::m”.n?'-'?m:?t:pmmm
are elaborated sucomtly in Lenins theses on The 2 A

Mmuumqmm -
Desermimetion. which he wrote n 1906 n::'.'.

»ork polemiciuag with Rosa Luxersburg The Righr

YR AT e i)
Prepane

“‘_mﬂ'ﬂ.“i“!

e

and sailors in Pet
national right

2 the baac democialx

ncind:ng the

The multi-national revolutionary
party
Dialectically related to this demand for the right of
oppressed nations 1o self-determination was another
aspect of the policy of the Bolsheviks in the national
sphere. In his History of the Russian Revolution
(Volume 3, p 41) Trotsky explains this as follows:
“Within the framework of the party, and of the
workers organisations in general, Bolshevism insisted
upon a rigid centralism, implacably warring against
cvery taint of nationalism which might set the workers
one against the other or disunite them, While flatly
refusing to the bourgeois states the right to impose
compulsory citizenship, or even i state language, upon
a national minority, Bolshevism at the same time
made it a very sacred task to unite as closely as
possible, by means of voluntary class discipline, the
workers of different nationalities, Thus it flatly
rejected the national-federation principle in building
the parly. A revolutionary organisation is not the
prototype of the future siate, but merely the
instrument of its creation. An instrument ought (o be
adapted to fashioning the product; it ought not to
include the product. Thus a centralised organisation
can guarantee the success of revolutionary struggle
even where the task is to destroy the centralised
oppression of nationalities.”
The Bolshevik policy, of the unification of
revolutionary workers of all nationalities , of the
oppressor and oppressed nations, within the territory
of the oppressor state in the revolutionary party on the
basis of democratic centralism was opposed by the
Jewish Bund. The Bund demanded that it be regarded
as the sole representative of all the Jewish workers
iving in Russia, It wanted the division of workers by
nationality, not by territory, and their right to have
separate national parties. The Bund split from the
Russian Social-Democracy at its Second Congress in
1903 over this issue. The Jewish workers were
dispersed all over Russia and it was more logical for
them to join the party organmation of the Social
Democracy in their area. The Bund’s policy, if
followed by the Russian Marxists, would only have
led 1o the fragmentation of the revolutionary lorees
The nature of 1he revolutionary pany is determined by
the centralised nature of the state power it i fighting
against, in this case the despotic Czarnst regrne The
revohstionary parly can’t be replaced by a lederation
of mational parties within a gven state: il must be
cemtralined abso. Of counse, the Ruman Socal
Demaocrats accepted the peed for sepoial proopagancs
in the native language of the Jowish workers and so o8

National question in the Russian
Revolution

The Bobhevik policy on the salional gue E
was tesied 1o the fulll in the druggie leading op 19



1917
heen obtained without a correct policy in this sphere.
Russin was not & national state but a heterogeneous
slate comprising many nationalities. Russian com-
mercial capitalism developed not by transforming
production but by expanding outwards and incor-
porating new areas into its radius of operation. Russia
became an immense prison house of nations. There
werelliterally scores of nationalities oppressed in the
Crarist empire. There were 70 million Great Russians,
the dominant, oppressor nationality, and some 90
million “outlanders.” The Great Russi npri
only 43 per cent of the population. The non-Russian
57 per cent included Ukranians (17 per cent), Poles (6
per cent) and White Russians (41 per cent). National
oppression in the Russian empire was much harsher
than in the surrounding countries due to the primitive
‘cconomy of the country and despotic demands of the
regime. (There are two excellent articles in the April
and April 12, 1976, issues of Intercontinental Press on
The Struggle of Soviet Jews by David Frankel, They
e a vivid and horrifying picture of the national
oppression of Jews under the Czarist regime. By the
end of 1887 the Caarist legal code contained 650
cxcepiional laws specifically discriminating against
Jews! Thenwsﬁmnftk]cusgmwus'zﬁghupm
I917. The Jews served as very useful scapegoats forthe
autocracy.)
The Provisional Government that issued out of the
Febuary rewvolution in 1917 did very little 10
fundamentally aker the i of i

2 ’ %am,’

WL ST

her -m:'ghonnniele on the Russian Revolution
osa Luxemburg, 4 long-time opponent of
solicy of the Bolsheviks, dismissed Uk raniq
atior n as nothing but an “amusement” of the
etty-hourgeais inte tsia and said that .
ﬁ";iﬂn;\dii‘ policy had artificially inflated its itnpor
tance. t rup_onl!ﬁsyoimin his history
He points out that “The Ukranian peasantry had no
made national demands in the past for the reason (h(
the wnmm not i?neral risen to the

<

height quo ' being. The chief service of the |
February revolution—perhaps it§ only service. by
one amply sufficient—lay exactly'in this, that it g1
the ssed classes and nai f Russia at last an
opportunity to ut. This political awakening (i
the peasantry could not have taken place otherv.

however, than through their native languag

with all the consequences ensuing in regard to sch.
courts, self-administration. To this would
have been to try to drive the peasants back into -

existence.” (p 47) AT

The ionalities grad: lost faith in
the ability of the Provisional Government to help
them in any real way and came to put their fzith i1,
their own independent action. In order to liberats
hemselves the t fes were obliged 1
joindﬁrﬁkﬁhlhd!h‘u‘ﬁ:;dl&&ndm
order to do this they bad to free themselves of 1he
influence of their own bourgeoisic znd peity
bourgeoitie. In Russia’s three revolutions, Trotsks
poiusom.lhn:isnnmol‘&chmmiﬁguha

thkm:mn:.lmm:ﬂ
thaﬁ’umdnm

naljnnphyingailﬂﬂhg]*hsdujqn
10 its own people. Essentially cach bourgeoisic acied
ﬂmdhﬁmﬂmmhﬁnm
mmdumagudmm‘

mnmwmmﬂﬂmmm&

of the Sonein
within Russia. that the unity of the revolution and
““h\m.&-m‘ﬁs
they were commatted) desmanded it
However, the. g of

B

revod alluu-utumlyw.
lengthy process. In the case of Finlisd. Latvia znd
Bﬂlmﬁmdhmdthﬂi-ﬂm
.hll becosme 50 deep by October that only the
mmervention of Gemmes troops comld cnush e
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ln'lsﬁ ija Tristan was on an organising
tour in provincial France to promote the idea of
an international association of workers, Harasg-
ed and exhausted, she fell ill and died, Her name
became a legend in the French working class,

A short time before her death, she summed up
her fate in a letter to one of her friends and
comrades. She wrote, “1 have nearly the whole
world against me. Men because I demand the
emancipation of women, the owners because |
demand the emancipation of wage-carners.”

Seven years later, at a women’s rights
convention in Akron, Ohio, the former slave
Isabella—who is known to history as Sojourner
Truth—took the floor to answer a preacher who
had ridiculed women as weak and helpless and
therefore undeserving of the right to vote. In a
stirring speech that turned the entire convention
around, Sojourner Truth declared:

“The man over there says women need to be
helped into carriages and lifted over ditches, and
to have the best place everywhere. Nabody ever
helps me into carriages or over puddies, or gives
me the best place—and ain’t 1a woman? Look at
my arm! | have ploughed and planted and
gathered into barns, and no man could head
me—and ain't | a womnan? I could work as much
and eat as much as a man—when I could get it —
and bear the lash as well! And ain’t I a womanT"

Between those two events came the historic
year of 1848. This was the year that women
gathered in Sencca Falls, New York, to adopt
their own declaration of independence and to
launch a conscious, organised movement of
women against their oppression as women.

It was also the year that the Communist
Manifesio was published, proclaiming before the
world the birth of scientific socialism. This
marked the beginning of the working-class
movement as a self-conscious, political move-
ment of the majority of humanity in the interests
of the majority. b

This coincidence of dates is no real coin-
cidence at all. It reflects the fact that both the
proletarian socialist movement and the feminist
movement came onto the historical stage with
the rise of industrial capitalism. Both were
generated by the changes that capitalism brought
in the social relations of production and of
reproduction, the twin pillars of all buman

This is a good point of departure for dealing
with the role of women's liberation in the
socialist revolution. Of course the oppression of
did not begin with capitalism; to the
contrary, it extends back to the dawn of recorded

'h'gm.‘l.m‘lmlll_smd: .-“n!;
humanit ive capacities




transformed the conditions of life for millions of
women. In fact, the capitalist system began to
create the material conditions that made
women's liberation a realisable goal. It, like
socialist revolution, was no longer merely a
utopian daydream. 5

Women’s liberation became a goal that was in
harmony with the future, not the past, of
humanity. And it became a goal around which
millions of women and men could be mobilised
in struggle.

Just as capitalism itself organised the working
class as a whole— increasing its size and
concentration, skill, educational level, and
political consciousness—so  too ' capitalism
transformed the conditions of life and the
consciousness of women. It brought millions of
women out of the countryside, out of the home,
and into the industrial labor force. It began the
process of socialising the chores of the individual
family—"women’s work"—such as baking,
weaving, and clothesmaking. New social and
political horizons were opened for women.

For the first time since the dawn of civilisation,
not only did masses of women begin to become
conscious of their appression. but, more impor-
tantly, _thcy began to see a way to end that
oppression. They began to raise demands,
formulate a program, and organise themselves
for struggle.

The revolt of bourgeois women

The rise and consolidation of capitalism
meant different things to women according to
their social status. The conditions it created for
the wives and daughters of the wealthy were far.
different from the life ofa working-class woman
i Erowth of trade, manutacture, and
industrial production created a growing layer of
wealthy farmers, merchants, and Prosperous
craftsmen who over time became the owners of
prosperous businesses, factories, and mines
employing hundreds and sometimes thousands
of workers. The women of this developing
bourgeoisic found themselves in 2 curious
situation. When they were Jess wealthy most of
them would have worked alongside their men for
a good part of the day (in addition to their
domesq:: chores, of course). They would have
helped in managing the farm, running the store
"w:rkmg in the Printshop or brewery— that is:
m:’;::::;:gc?d in productive labor outside of

But for the new capitalist ruli ng class—
this simply aped the nobility and other rulj
classes before them—the mark of st:tu:uglrllg
wealth, even more than the man of leisure, was

whoin

the woman of leisure, The rise of capitalism
women who were denied

extended the number of

a prodgqli\: role outside the home ana im-
prisoned in domestic isolation, hy r
ed they might be. These wum’en?‘::l::rhzl:lvlgtfh
the time and the wealth to educate themselves
and expand their intellectual capacities found
their access to education extremely Iim'itcd A
scholarly, knowledgeable woman was looked on
as undesirable, abnormal, unfeminine
women were supposed to learn |
graces.” The result was the familiar
the pale, fainting, silly Victorian
of the right to an equal education
- the most Nlagrant and crippling
on that these women faced, An
pened the doors 1o the
possibility of economie

education could have o,
professions and to the

women of property saw most clearly the
iy of the refusal of the men of their class
;d to them the rights proclaimed hy the
nis democratic revolution. They demand-
he legal concept of “person”-—as used,
mple, in the United States Constitution

ixtended to include women. The identifica-
af the struggle for women's rights with 1
ghsion of the bourgeois democratic revolu-
was graphically illustrated in the Declara-
o Principles adopted by the Seneca Falls
'S5 rights ¢onvention. This document was
taph for 'paragraph, line for line, a

BT, a5 soon as the prospect of education and
momic independence became realistic, the
omen of the new upper-middle and ruling class
gnﬁ to fight for it. They gained ready allies in
oung socialist movement, where all but the
jostiobtuse and bigoted could see that any rights
o for women in general would benefit
orking-class women, and the proletarian
pvement, as well.

*“The early struggle for equal
ghts with men, in which women
if property played a leading role,
@s thoroughly progressive.”

BThe importance of this fight by the most
ivileged women should not be underestimated.
Was totally progressive that women of the
ling class began to challenge some of the most
portant social and ideological underpinnings
880 class society. They were attacking the
Sprevailing social norms, many of which survived
om a previous epoch and were no longer in
harmony with the new economic and social
BFelations. The rights that were won—suchast
fopening of colleges and universities to Wor
Bthie right of women to control their own wages or
property, and the right to vote loosened the
Woids for all women and inspired them to
S struggle
This is nol to say that socialists agreed
Bie demands raised or actions staged by every
‘fcmnmt group. Often deepgoing differences
@rose  within the feminist
reflecting the perspectives
B diffcrent classes. But the early struggle for equal
rights with men, in which women of property
played a leading role. was thoroughly
progressive

Some in the fMedgling socialist movement at
that timeand one somelimes Even hears the
same thing today, unfortunately —maintained
that this fight for equality was unimportant
because it was “nothing but a bunch of bourgeois

'n,

withall

movement itsell
and interests of

women."”

But if ane pricked the hide of such “socialists,™
1t usually becomes clear that their professed
distain for the class bac kground of these
feminists concealed something much dee per: a
contempt for all women, and a fear that “their”
women might be infected with feminist ideas, It
was an attemnpt to cover their own backwardness

and bigotry with a dogmatic and primitive
understanding of class society
Fortunately, such spurious *Marxism” had
1g in common with the Marxism of Marx
gels or Lenin and Trotsky

Impact on working women

On the other end of the social seale, capitalism
had quite a different impact on women. For
women of the lower classes it brought not leisure,
but a crushing and grinding exploitation worse
than anything women had experienced hefore

As the industrial revolution developed,
millions of men, women, and children .
drawn off the land and into the cities.
marginal farms were wiped out, and
families were forced into the city slums wh
they went to work in the factories and m
There was no alternative to laboring tw
fourteen hours a day; no alternative to sending
the children to work at four, five, or six years old;
no alternative to the genuinely inhuman ex-
ploitation that destroyed body and mind ina few
short years

Several aspects of this historical phenomenon
deserve special attention

First, as family after family was forced off the
land and into the mines and factories, it was
women and children—not men—who could
most easily find work. The employers wanted
women and children because they could get away
with paying them less. This turned topsy-turvey
all the most deep-rooted social mores and
traditional relationships betwren men, women,
and children

As Marx observed in the late 1860s: “Modern
industry. in overturning the economical founda-
tion on which was based the traditional family,
and the family labour corresponding (o
it . . .also unloosed all traditional family ties.”

The second notable aspect of this transforma-
tion was the sheer numbers involved. In a
relatively short period of time, a vast human
migration took place, with masses ol women
torn out of centuries-old social patterns qml_
thrust into a new world. From the very dawn of
the industrial revolution, women Wwere a sizable
portion of the labor force Women and children
together constituted a majority in many basic
industries

Ihus, women's labor was by no means
marginal to the rise of capitalism. In fact, the

a




Jactory system was built on the superexploita-
tior: of women. i

For example, if we take England, Whlch_ was
the home of the industrial revolution, statistics
show that in the British cotton industry in 1835,

less than 30 per cent of the work foree were male

adults; the rest were women and children, Marx
cites figures to show that in 1861 the labor force
in the British apparel industry was only about 40
per cent male. With some modification, the same
pattern was true for every other industrialised
country.

It should be remembered that the textile-
apparel industry was not peripheral to the
development of modern industry. It was at the
very centre. And the English textile factories,
which thrived on the superexploitation of
women and children, in turn depended on the
cotton grown and harvested by Black slave labor
in the southern United States. The human
victims on whose bones capitalism arose were
widely dispersed.

Third, there was nothing unplanned or
accidental about this role of women and children
in production. The owners consciously used
them to destroy the male monopoly in previously
skilled trades and to driye down wage levels. In
Capital. Marx points out that the cheapening of
labor power is achieved by “sheer abuse of the
labour of women and children, by sheer robbery
of every normal condition requisite for working
and living, and by the sheer brutality of over-
work and night-work.”

Divide and rule

Thus, from the first days of the industrial
revolution, the sex division within the working
class was deliberately used by the bourgeoisie to
weaken the workers™ ability to resist, to divide
and rule.

The result was that male workers often saw
women and even children as their enemy, rather
than the entire system of wage slavery and the
tyranny of capital. In a similar manner workers
oﬁm_: turned their anger and frustration against
the introduction of new machines, which they
saw as taking work away from them. Male
workers would try to keep women out of skilled
trades because their wages would fall if women
were allowed to enter their field,

From the beginning, the ruling class justified
lhcksuperexploillticn of women on the basis of
their responsibilities in the home. The British

L and socialist Sheila Rowbotham, in her
boukﬂultdm from History, quotesa marvellous-
Iy revealing comment by a Dr Andrew Ure in his
m nppmpnﬂlizg entitled  Philosophy of

actures. re pio es hi
v o i piously congratulates his

“Factory females have in general much lower
wages than males, and they ha\{«e‘ been pitied on
this account with perhaps injudicious sym pathy,
since the low price of their labour here tends (o
make household duties their most profitable a5
well as agreeable oceupation and prevents them
from being tempted by the mill to abandon the
care of their offspring at home.

“Thus Providence effects its purpose.”

Undoubtedly Dr Ure would have righteous|y
denied that his views could be affected by the
personal gain he and his class derived from that
wage differential,

The most important point, however, is the fact
that the capitalist class had a ready-made wedge
to use in dividing and establishing its dominion
over the working class. They used the traditional
social division of laQor in class society based on
the subjugation of women. It provided a basis for
discrimination that was sidely accepted as valid
by most male and even female workers. Thus, {or
the fledgling workers movement to begin to
develop class consciousness, it had to challenge
those centuries-old traditions and assumptions
of ruling-class ideology.

At the dawn of the industrial revolution, the

+idea that women might be entitled to equal pay
for equal work was a revolutionary, subversive
concept. Women were inferior. Everyone knew
that. So how could their work be of equal value?

Today, the changes in the social role of women
have produced changes in attitudes. In the
advanced capitalist world, at least, relati vely few
peaple are prepared to argue against equal pay in
principle.  Nonetheless, women’s wages still
average less than 60 per cent of men’s—an
indication of the fact that superexploitation of
women remains an indispensable feature of the
capitalist system.

Sojourner Truth: “Nobody ever
helps me into carriages or over
puddles, or gives me the best
place—and ain’t I a woman?”

b w:dul d acceplance of sex discrimina-
ot l'llgurgl‘ 1s one of the most profitable
things _cap_lla.hsp WB) golfig for it Scxual
inequality is built into the very foundations of
capalisi e & Struggle against that dis-
cnimination on all levels j; =
of the struggle for ey m"‘ indispensable part

Today this includes the
equality for women and fwwu;?rk:;ﬁ:
Amendment. It ncludes the battle for the right to
abortion and contraception. It includes the fight
for preferential hiring and joh upgrading. It
includes the fight to win the ranks of the ifbor
movement 1o understand thay unity can be

MHE basis of the demands of the
It includes the strugple 1o
iKing class on the basis of its own
Be the interconnection of women's

8t discrimination, and class

SStruggles are part of the fight for
@i without them socialism s im

nd the family
al discrimination against wo
@rket is founded on somethir
e t@ women's oppression
That is the family

Sojourner Truth.

capualism came on the historical scene

The family system is built on the domestic
enslavement and economic de pendance of
women, It is the institution that perpetuates the
Special oppression of women as a sex

The Marxist attitude

yward the family is one
of the most misunderstood aspects of Marxist

theory. Many who accept an historical

materialist analysis of other phenomena—of the
evolution of class society, the character of
capitalist production, the progrrssive historical

the working class, or the roots of national
ession and racism—will react against the
idea that the family system is an institution of
class rule and oppression

h wn to Marxzand Engels. The
amunist Manifesto that deals
family begins, “ Abolition of
1e most radical flare up at this
sal of the Communists.”

many react this way is simple
is dog-eal-dog
against fellow
Capitalism
u as an individual
pense of someone

, pitted against all
with its bers considered
ach other and only for each

families
ible fo

us learns from childhood that if
n earth who cares whether you
e is a single human being who
elp you in time of need, that
st probably someone in your
face of the strain, stress, and
ms that capitalism generates, the
e place where an individual may have
of finding some warmth, affection,
" To millions it is still the
refuge, the haven, the source of sm;uglr? that
hu‘[‘l a person go out and face anu\her day.m:
This is probably even mare [rue among ihe
oppressed national minorities. At least ins
ouct you arepartially buffered against the

individual

family. In

a cha
friendship. or love

your family . :
" lturally and psychologically destructive
cul y a ¥

ravages of a racist sociely

For these reasons, the idea that [h‘t fjam;it
system 15 an institution ol class ::n \‘c;:"
.-'ppr-;\_\mn can seem all wrong And :l. L:: i 3
n the other hand, that socialists must be trying
to {j{wl{\!\ the one haven left 1o hun.mn“t'mn;f:’

In fact, this is the opposite of what d\i-nnd
ctand for. Our goal is Lo destroy the kind of wo o
“v -ed a refugefrom. just Lo survive. Our goa
‘I: :,H;u«x all human relations, wmlum;qg :ho:
between the sexes, on the basis ol mululd ;‘c pcm:
equality, and genuine affection by abolis mug 3
cconomic compulsion and inequality upo
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which the family system is built.
f course, the family as an idyllic refuge is
rarely the reality. The family as an institution is
founded on the domestic inequality of women.
A No matter what else they do in addition, women
are responsible for care of the children and the
home. For countless women it is not a blissful
abode but a prison from which there is no escape
because they have no economic independence.
' Even if the woman works and the man (if there
R is one) helps with the housework, the
= : relationship cannot be one of equality because of
e the economic inequality of the woman. She is
b . _ often hindered from striking off on her own for
: . of economic hardship or her inability to
make a decent living for herself and her children.
‘Children, too, are tied to the family unit—for
better or for worse. They have nowhere else to g0
hegnn:_ul‘ hl;heir total economic dependence.,
Under the erushing weight of an inabilit to
provide for dep family bers, l};ow
many “blissful abodes” turn into hellholes that
Eenerate battered wives and children, sexual
assault, alcoholism and drug addiction, and
thousands of murders a year? The dominant
% €motion becomes not love or affection, but
) ‘hatred, mutual Tecrimination, and despair.
The goal of the revolutionary socialist move-
ment s to remove the economic
“compulsion that holds this hasic unj; of society
logether, thereby enabling superior forme of
human ships to develop. [t is im,
today what those
k like. But it i

- Early Lancashi
_cotton factory.

o e S

uality public laundries; a soeiety that uscs i,
%’uuﬁmﬁ'pmﬁde Bealthful and pleasan
housing forall—itiselear that the kind of hurny,
relations that will grow from such soil wilj 1,
richer and more human than any we can for..
today. L )

i

Family and class society

With that clarification of the Marxist view
the family, we can look more closely at the fanl,
as an institution—where it came from, 1ha
functions it serves, and what has happened (o |
under capitalism, ']'h;‘,lﬂilplsf: to begin is by
trying to answer Lhe question: \\{hy dtdl Marx
and Engels, the founders of scientific socialism
maintain that the famely is an institution of clas.
rule? % )

Like everything clse, the ﬁm%
immutable entity, but {

18 not a fixed
tion that has

juncture in history. idividuals , began
appropriating for iperty the surplus
product created by the colleetive labor of the
community. As privale property bepan tn
develop, a mec ‘ i
created to regul
distribution of t A
Mr Rockefeller
than he needs to
80 little we can
ded that he can
aﬁﬁkl_fclitrs had
which they could
nsibil

survive, while you
hardly stay alive.

and others who pro
The family syste,
Rockefeller takes
people take care of the|
fair and square,
Along with the family
institutions were. regyuj
judges, and jails w
new division of weal
Use Not everyone ;
equitable situation,
The second function
perpetuate this unequal |
generalion 1o the next. Wi
dies, for example. the {amily
his wealth is npt divided up
2ood, but is passed on to hisgl
sense membership in a ruling

l property arrangement; the social
marriage should increase wealth,
t.

"
d advantage the family system holds
g class is that it makes possible (he
- possible reproduction  of ey
ns of laboring masses, whether it he
, or wageworkers, Placing the to1a)
lity for care of the young on the
ns that the least possible portion of
accumulated wealth—expropriated a5
property—has to be tapped in order 1o
raduction of the laboring classes, This
kefeller and his class are so stingy
when it comes to child care, welfare,
re, and education programs
mily is a well-tooled mechanism for
own the costs of reproduction of labor
barest soecially acceptable minimum,
ore, with each family pitted against all
atomised and fighting to pain a com-
e edge, the most exploited and oppressed
likely to unite in common action to take
Rockefellers,
f the reasons the family system is the
possible means of reproduction is that it
on—and in turn reinforces and
—a social division of labor based on
family is founded on the unpaid labor of
en in the home, where they work from dawn
5k to meet the needs of the family members.
capitalist terms, that work doesn’t produce
ing of value —that is, something that can be
or sold on the market to increase
bne’s wealth, Thus, women's work is
or “worthless.” It follows that women
‘also worth less. They are not equal to men,
any work they do is worth less than if men
.

- dhe system works well to maximise the private
Beumulation of society's wealth and to
Fpetuate the oppression of women,

0 women have souls?

Sexist aspects of religion, laws, tradition, and
mores do notereate, but rather reflect this
economic subjugation of women. Their
I purpose is to help convince those on the
om that their oppression is “natural.”

hus for a good many centuries it was only the
ire individual, the historical oddity, who even
tioned the biological inferiority of women,
their supposed smaller brains and more
onal natures. In the Middle Ages,
gians (all males, of course) éven debated
ether women are human—do they have a
or are they like the higher animals such as
and dogs? Women themselves inter-
the attitudes and believed or accepted

e

A fifth function gf the family institution iy not
a8 directly economic byt no less crucial, That is
I8 ideological role jn teaching children from
mlan_ty on 1o accept the hagic structures and
premises of claus society, The family setup helps
force children 1o internalise the yocial values that
they must learn to acceplt if they are to survive in
class society incquahly.cnmpctiliun,aulhunly
and hlcrurt.hy. prejudice, and male and female
sex roles, The system helps curb rebellious and
noneonformistj Impulses and repress sexuality
From infancy 1o adolescence it helps mold the
character and behavior of children.

From this point of view, too, the family systemn
15 an indispensable pillar of the state, whatever
form of Property relations it is based an, from

“During the first industrial
revolution, women and children
were a majority in many basic
industries. In fact, the factory
system was built on the superex-
ploitation of women.”

slavery to the nationalised property of the
degenerated and deformed workers states
Lean Trotsky called attention to this function
of the family in his analysis of the Stalinist
counterrevolution in the Soviet Union of the late
1920s and 1930s. He noted how the cult of the
family and of motherhood was deliberately
fostered by the Stalinist bureaucracy to try to
halt the disintegration of the family system that
had taken place under the impact of revolution
and war, He pointed out that Stalin went much
further than was necessary for strictly economic
reasons. It was certainly true that the poverty of
war-devastated Russia made it economically
impossible to provide adequate child care, public
laundries, and food services. But the family
system was reinforced for political reasons,

“The most compelling motive” for the cult of
the family, Trotsky wrote, “is undoubtedly the
need of the bureaucracy for a stable hierarchy of
relations, and for the disciplining of youth by
means of 40,000000 points of support for
authority and power,” This summarises exactly
the ideological role of the family,

The family system has performed all of these
five functions more or less rigorously throughout
the history of class society, allowing, of course,
for the fact that the family—like the state and
private property—has evolved through different
stages. In fact, it is amazing how flexibly the
family institution has served class society. ;i

In looking at what has happened to the family
under capitalism, we come up against a question
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that has generated some debate, especially
among women who are both socialists and
feminists.

This concerns a basic theme that runs through
the writings of Marx and Engels. Frequently,
when they touch on questions concerning
women’s oppression and the family, the assertion

is made that the family has virtually disappeared.
under capitalism, especially in the working class.
The Communist Manifesto, for example, refers
to the “practical absence of the familyamong the
proletarians.”  This assertion seems clearly
erroneous on the face of it. One hundred and
thirty years later, it is obvious that the family 1s
still deeply entrenched in the working class,
along with the sexism and chauvinist degrada-
tion that it entails,

Were Marx and Engels wrong? Is this a
question on which Marxism has been way off
base from the beginning?

No. Far from it. To draw such a conclusion
would betray a very superficial understanding of
what Marx and Engels were trying to get at.
Their general assessment of the direction of
development was totally correct. They certainly
telescoped the historical process, and thereby
produced some confusion; but they put their
finger on a fundamental contradiction of the
capitalist system that is crucial to understanding
the oppression of women.

Acute observers that they were, they noted
that the family system as a means of structuring
and controlling the working class was being
rapidly destroyed by the unregulated and
unbridled, brutal exploitation of women and
children in the early Years of the-industria]
revolution. And in the process, the bourgeoisie
Was undermining one of the key props of its ovn
class rule. Central to this process was the fact
that under industrial capitalisma family of wage-
laborers was no longer a productive unit,

The petty-hourgeois family of the previous
era—that is, the family of the peasantry, small
independent farmers, and urban tradespeople—
worked together in the field or workshops as a
productive unit. This was by no means an idyllic
setup; men, women, and children worked to
Fxh_ayslmn. Bur one thing was certain- the
md:yl@n_lal members of the family had ne
possibility of economic independence. The
family could only survive by sticking together.

But this changed as millions of families were
forced off the farms and mass production
developed. In the factories and mines, the family
Was no longer a productive unit: each member
Was exploited separately, by sefling his or her
laboring power1oa boss asan individual worker,
The « were frequently not the economically
dominant Person in this family unit, as has bheen
noted earlier, often only the women and children

a6

3 rk.

wﬂdlglﬂel::iﬁ study The Condition of 1,
Working Class in England, Engels described 1),
results of this compleie social upheaval. |j.
noted that the tradilionn! seX roles were turned
upside down and “the wife is the breadwinp,,
while her husband staysat home to look after the
children and do the cleaning and cooking " 1,

hasises how psychologically and morally
destructive this was to both men and women

‘The Black family in the ghetto

It could be noted in this connection that what
was happening in the English working class as 4
whole at the beginning of the industrial revolu
tion helps shed some light on the much-discussed
question of the Black family in the ghettos of (e
United States.

It is worth recalling that the previous claim .,
fame of Daniel Patrick Moynihan, the crude
racist reactionary who spoke for US imperialism
in the United Nations, was his “theory of the
Black matriarchy.” According to Moynihan, the
Black family has always been pathologically ill
and the main problem is Black women, They are
responsible for the problems of Black families,
especially for emasculating the men, because
they don't allow men to be the breadwinners.

Engels had a different analysis. He held the
capitalist system to be responsible for the human
suffering produced by racism, poverty, and
crushing oppression. He demonstrated that the
capitalist system itself was destroying the family
among the most exploited layers of society. And
he further noted that if so much misery results
when the traditional sexual roles are turned on
their head, then there must be something wrong
when they are right side up as well.

“The goal of the socialist move-
ment is to remove the inequality
and economic compulsion that the
family system is based on.”

men and women. If the rule of the wife aver her
husbend.—ﬁ natural consequence of the factory
system —is unnatural, then the former rule of the
husband over the wife must also have been un-
natural.”

While the brutal destruction of the old social
relationships caused terrible misery, Marx and
Engels emphasised that the introduction of
Wwomen and young people into the labor market
was laying the basis for a new and superior form

family and a new basis for se xual relations
is is where Marx and Engels part company
ith Moynihan, who is against moving forward
new and better system of human relations
: pports instead the reinforcement of the
im based on domestic slavery of women,
lise that is in the interests of the class that
ght him.
oynihan and the capitalist class of today are
hed by exactly the same thing that alarmed
E bourgeoisic of Engels’s time. The rulingclass
Pthe early years of the industrial revolution
lised that unless countermeasures were taken,
€ increasing employment of women under the
ing conditions would lead to a total
integration of the family system and a threat
Capitalist rule. With the exploitation of
en and children running wild, how were
hold tasks to be done? How were the young
dren to be cared for, disciplined, and
ducated? Who was to pay for this?
The disintegration of the family began to pose
Birply 1he social responsibility for care of the
ng, the old, those who cannot work. If the
mily is unable to take on these functions, the
fily alternative is for society to take them on;
that would mean a vast redistribution of
h. ultimately entailing a total reorganisa-
pn of sociely on a cooperative basis.
| The British ruling class came to the conclusion

——

i pcr\pmac:eoug ,nnrd hha{f!c%hury: one of the

T l.xmc mn-”:']c:le‘x of the capitalist clasg

"y ed bluntly that if the

factory system were allowed to go unchecked,

domestic life and domestic discipline must soon

be at anend: society will consist of individuals no
qugcr Erouped in families

The ruling class came to a realisation that
there was a contradiction between the long-term
Interests of the capitalist System and the short-
term interests of each individual capitalist in
Squeezing every drop of blood out of their
workers for sixteen hours a day and letting them
die at thirty. A more rational regulation of
exploitation was called for,

So the capitalist state, which represents the
collective interests of the class, stepped in (as it
has many times in the past 150 years) to save the
system by halting the unbridled destruction of
the family system. The ten-hour day was
legislated for women to permit them to spend a
few more hours a day at their domestic chores.
The beginning of a public education system was
instituted. Some protective laws were passed
concerning female and child labor. A few public
health measures were adopted.

Thus exploitation was rationalised and the
family system was shored up. The balance of
male versus female and child labor was redress-
ed. Over time children became a smaller and
smaller component of the work force and the
superexploitation of women was partially
mitigated by the improvement of working
conditions and the reinforcement of the family
system. Male-female economic relations shifted
back toward the traditional hierarchy

Recurring cycle

In Britain this first redressing the balance
occurred around the mid-nineteenth century
But the same cycle has recurred again and again
in the last century because it is rooted in a
fundamental contradiction of capitalism. Since
women can be employed for lower wages, and
therefore squeezed for higher profits, the
capitalists are compelled by competition to
integrate the maximum number of them into the
labor force, especially in periods of war and
economic boom. Two recent examples of this
occurred in this country, during World War 11
and then again in the boom of the 1960s. During
the 1960s, the Census Bureau reported, two-
thirds of all new jobs were taken by women

But this process always means that an
increasing number of women gain a greater
degree of economic independence, the dis-
integration of the family system is accelerated,
and as a result, the state is forced to take more
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Bannerin 1917
demonstration
in Russia reads:
“Voting rights
for women. "

sibility for the functions that were
:;m‘, dot,;leﬂic chores, especially child care
and education. " :

As the process continues, women begin
thinking they have a right to a joband a right to
childeare centres for their children, But when the
business cycle turns the corner and the recession
or depression comes, women are Pushcd out of
the labor market in greater proportion tl'!nn men.
The bosses count on prevailing se xist atmuc!es to
assure that large female unemployment will be
less socially explosive than large male unemploy-
ment.

Simultaneously, the capitalists drive to iil.ll
back on all social expenditures, such as child
care. Such cutbacks have a double function.
Lack of child-care facilities helps force many
women out of the job market; and the bosses use
the slashes to force individual families to resume
a greater part of the burden of childbearing.

Women are again pushed back into the home.
The result isnot only a temporary decline in total
employment of women, but a decline in the
standard of living of the working class and the
reinforcement of the stricture “woman’s place is
in the home.” This offensive against women
plays a key role in enabling the capitalists to
place the burden of their economic crises on the
backs of the working class.

Teday we see the ruling class again trying to
force enough women out of the labor force to
recreate an industrial reserve army (as Marx
called it) of unemployed with a large female
component. But the capitalists face a problem:
women are resisling more than ever before, The
struggle takes many forms, including the fight
for rights on the job and in the trade unions, the
demand that they not be laid off in Ereater

ion than men, and demands for chilg
E:::o:‘borlion rights, and the Equal Rights

i nt.
m'll";:d’:u%esprgpﬁ ‘support for the ERA, for
example, is a form of resistance to the whole
concept that women are not equal as human
beings in every sense. Whatever Il‘w:lr_oppm.
tunistic_rhetoric, the bosses dont like the
growing popularity of the ERA. The belief that
women are not equal is useful to them in
countless ways. One small exan_mle 15 their
attempt to get away w__ilh. not counting women in
the unemployment statistics. The government
economists have been arguing that current
unemployment statistics are “artificially” high
because of the historically unprecedented
numbers of women who are simply refusing to
get out of the-labor market. The government is
not to blame for high unemployment rates, you
see. It’s all the fault of the'women's liberation
movement! e : ¥

The battle of statistics is simply a modern
capitalist version of the medieval theologians’
debate over whether women have souls.

So the process that Marx and Engels called
attention to 130 years ago continues to unfold.
More women are working than ever before; the
divorce rate is climbing; more women arc
refusing to marry, or remarry; more and more
women are heads of households: the trend is
unquestionably toward disintegration of the
family. g

Thus the founders of Marxism had a profound
insight into a fundamental contradiction of
capitalism: its need to employ more women in
order to inerease profits, and its countervailing
need to prevent the breakdown of the family
system. This is one reason why there can be no
women's liberation under capitalism,

Two mis-estimations

At the same time, Marx and Engels obviously
mis-estimated two things. The mirst miscalcula-
tion applies not only to theirassertions about the
family but also a number of other areas. The
Communist Manifesto, for example, states not
only that the family had disappeared, but that
national  differences  had  been virtually
eliminated, and that the petty bourgeoisie had
been absorbed into the working class.

When Trotsky wrote an introduction to a new
edition of the Communisi Manifesto on the
nminetieth anniversary of jts publication, he
commented on this. He remarkedithat Marx and
Engels had made “an under-estimation of future
possibilities latent in capitalism, and, on the
other [hand], - an over-estimation of  (he
revolutionary maturity of the proletariar.” They
under-estimated the hold of bourgeois and petty-
bourgeois ideology, the depth of racist and sexist
attitudes, and the conservatism  of human
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ght in class society,

rx and Engels understoad that there was
ang-term, historical basis for the deep social
jons inside the working class, Objectively,
, sexist, and national divisions are contrary

lbor market, to prevent workers from uniting in
efence of their common interests, and to block
development of genuine class consciousness
The second miscalculation of Marx and
s is related to the first. They under-
mated the ideological role of the family itself
its centrality to the Mmaintenance of
pitalism. They underestimated the ability of
pitalism—which had not yet exhausted its
oductive possibilities—to slow down the pace
disintegration of the family.
- Of course, Trotsky and other Marxists who
me on the historical scene later than Marx and
igels had a tremendous advantage. Today we
n draw on the experiences and lessons of
cades of class struggle that they did not see. But
can begin from their astoundingly perceptive
nsights into the basic processes of capitalism,
build on this foundation to deepen our
derstanding and prepare ourselves to meet the
ks confronting us today.
The tasks and prospects before the women’s
Vement and the workers movement of today
quite different from what they were at the
e of Marx or at the time of the first massive
@ave of feminism in the late nineteenth and early
twentieth centuries,

rospects for revolution

o This first wave of the feminist movement on a
pWorld scale arose out of the deep contradictions
©fa capitalist system that was on the ascendency
(It was a product of the industrial revolution—of
‘the horrors of exploitation and the tremendous
 revolutionary changes that it brought for
- Women.

In the United States, this process was marked
by the special features of American capitalist
development. These included the existence of the
fl‘onlier, the massive immieration fram Enrane
dnd above all the existence of chattel slavery
‘throughout the South. The latter meant that full
development of the contradictions of industrial
L capitalism was postponed until the defeat of the
“slave system in the Civil War ;

' The abolitionist movement of 1830-40 in-
“spired the first radicalisation of women. But it
as only at the end of the century and in the pre-
World War | period—during the deep social
ferment that has been referred to as the Debs
“period—that the early feminist movement, the
early labor movement, and the early socialist

movement reached their peak
While our nineteenth
century sisters in struggle
altering social consciousn
doors to women both economically and
politically, their Possibilities were limited just
as the prospects of the labor and socialist
movements of the ftime were limited. The
limitations stemmed not from their own desires
but from the objective conditions they Fuccd‘
from the stage of capitalist development ‘md‘
from their lack of experience and understa nding
In retrospect, the surprising thing is not how
backward these fighters were, but rather that
some managed to be so farsighted about these
questions l)f women'’s Oppression and a program
H[_\uu_gi;ii‘uicndmg it 3

“The process that Marx called
attention to 130 years ago con-
tinues to unfold. More women are
working, the divorce rate is clim-
bing, more women are heads of
households. The trend is toward
disintegration of the family.”

and early twentieth
made great strides in
€55 and opening new

The first wave of the feminist movement
reached its high-water mark with the Russian
revolution of 1917, in the sense that the October
revolution went further than any other in
history toward trying to consciously reorganise
society to assure the liberation of women. (This,
of course, was before Stalin revived the most
benighted notions of medievalism and called
them Leninism.)

T'o understand the significance of the women's
radicalisation of today and what it means for the
coming American socialist revolution, it is
helpful to make some comparisons with the
Russian revolution.

In its 1971 resolution, Towards a Mass
Feminist Movemeni, the Socialist Workers
Party emphasised that the second wave of the
feminist movement, which began in the late
1960s, was basei on, and grew out of, the
changes brought about by the technological
revolution of World War Il and the postwar
boom. We pointed especially to three
developments and their impact on women: the
technological advances, the increase in the
number of women in the labor force, and the
broad radicalisation of the 1960s.

How do developments in these three areas
compare to the situation in Russia in 19177

In regard to scientific and technological
advances, the impact on women has been above
all intwo areas: birth control and the mechanisa-
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§ taken place has there existed a
T - movement as one o
upsurge in
f significant

5 shown that in some circumstances
Y transformation of property
be achieved without a mass
wvement—although 1 would argue
longer possible, in any advanced
ountry at least,
ipossible for the working class 1o
itgh the social revolution and the
construction of society unless masses
are mobilised (o play a conscious and

jon for this is simple. What is called the
uestion— that is, the abolition of

- servitude and the eradication ¢
ompulsion as the determining factor
relations —is actually a matter of
nisation of society itself from top to
After the guestion of ownership and
f factaries, mines, banking, and
ion, the social relations of re produc-
he most important factor in the

ion of society.

ke the Stalinists and social democrats, the

struggle for the Equal
Amendment, for the right
bortion, for preferential hiring
ob upgrading for women are
t of the fight for socia
ut such struggles, socialism
ible.”

Workers Party does not believe that the
will “give™ women their liberation.

will liberate women.
ot do it alone, of course; and we do
e there are no class differences among
en. We will liberate ourselves fighting 25 a
mponent of, and as an ally of, the working
the progressive class that
/ foree capable of

st o e o s
ey h'dfh the |:'w.m-ncn_ liberation maye-
dumand' o ‘_rr.)l.!.g out this society. Women's
! L consclousness of wome, appres-
slon have already become intertwined with every
other social struggle that has developed.

I"lh"_lahorlm“"tmt‘lll.dcmandllnrcquulpﬂy
and preferential hiring for women and national
minorities have hecome the battering ram for
challenging the " game of divide and rule,
beating back racism and sexism, and laying the
basis for real class-conscious unity in struggle
against the boss,

Through organisations such as the ition
of Labor Union Women and women's caucuses
and ERA committees in the unians, women are
playing a leading role in the fight to transform
the unions into revolutionary instruments of
class struggle.

civil rights struggle of
country was the most d

ngle factor in helping to raise women's
consciousness of their oppression and inspiring
them to fight. The women’s movement has in
turn helped strengthen the consciousness and
combative force of Blacks and other oppressed
minorities. The obvious allels and inter-
connection between racism and sexism, and
between women's liberation and national li bera~
tion, have the effect of deepening our understan-
ding of both.

Furthermore triple oppression ol Hlack
women, Chicanas, and Puenorriquenas directly
ties together the struggles against class, national,
and sex oppression, giving their fight an
explosive force and great social weight.

The women's liberation movement has also
affected the student movement and social and
cultural values among young people in Izncﬂl.
From the beginting. it has been closely in-
terrelated with the gay liberation movement.
Ferminist ideas have deeply affecied attitudes on
all sexual questions, batiering away al sex roles
and stereot’ G

Finally, 31:‘“:.::1': movement has had its
impact on the revolutionary Marxist movement
as well. 1t has made the Socialist Workers Party
vastly more conscious, helping us strengthen our
program and sharpen our Iludl'l"ﬂllldlﬂl of our
goals and the kind of proletarian pany it will
take 1o achieve them. The feminist movement

that
man forces for eading the American sociait
revolution are maturing. Whether we can




succeed where others

L iers before us have failed
remains to be decided. But the changes that

capitalism has wrought in the status and
consciousness of women, and the new confidence
fnf_tl]e hundreds of thousands of women who are
Joining our sister Sojourner Truth in proudly
asserting, “Ain't |a woman?"—thjs permits all of
us to be optimistic about the future.

Ir! 1917, when the All Russian Congress of
Soviets convened in Petrograd on the evening
alter the fall of the discredited Kerensky regime’
Lenin went 1o the tribune and announced quite
simply but with an acute sense of history, “We
shall now proceed to construct the socialist
order.”

When it comes our turn to begin that colo:
;_as*l:l‘on US sail, Wb:::“ be gladg:hat a massziﬁl
1ghting women’s liberation move: i )
ey s ment is here to

Review 1.

Damned Whores and God's Police

by Anne Summers.
Penguin, 1975

Now that the second wave of feminism has
been rising for a number of years, there is a
literature documenting its development which is
Impressive both jin its volume and in its general
level of discussion. As one would expect, the
growth of the movement has been accompanied
and assisted by the flowering of a literature and
an art which are as dynamic as the movement

itself. 1
this  documentation more

Nowhere s
necessary than in historical writing. In this

appended chapter on “Women" which is sup-
fiosed in some way to make up for their omission
from the main narrative, But the growing
consciousness of women jg producing a Te-
E:a!ual_lon of humanhlllnry in which women are
ginning to receive the attentio i i
real role demands. R i
This development has been accurri
urring on a
much broader level than that of I’eminismsalone

e women,
minorities. Even the conservatjye: }
Supplement  recently m;nmm:;af"i’hz?c
“muted groups” do not have their expericnces
recorded exeept through the 5 of the holders
of power. More and more, trag tional acad, Bie
historians are being made S
women, migrants and Blacks ay
and racism of their analyses and
failure 1o recognise the class napyy

Nevertheless, the task Ann
herself in writing Damned Wi
Pulice required a good deal
tenacity. Male elitists find it
books written by feminists on

od’s Police
By Fran Jelley

. Anne Summers

Y are not academically “respectable” or n
Iy history or the “truth” or that they are
88d” or any of a large number of other
udo-scientific terms.
{FWo years after its first publication, the book
W features on women's studies courses all over
€ country. The ideas it raises merit attention,
fticularly because the women's liberation
has in recent years attracted a
growing number of women whose experience of
discussion of major theoretical questions
placing the movement has been very slight

A new look
8 For this reason, a new look at the contribution
Bof Ann Summers to Australian women’s libera-
fhtion literature is timely. Distance and new
& experience offer some fresh reflections on the
*ideas contained in it. On re-reading the book, I
* found that many of its concerns are again
i confronting the women's movement.
‘Where were the ropts of the book? What are
S the political convictions on which the book is
Sbased and/or what political conclusions flow
from i1? These questions are the most important
for lhﬂ women's movement because feminism 1§
based on the belief that we can effect real social
and political change
The book is divided into two major sections
is a distinction in parts One and Two between
women and Part Two their history—although
Summers does stipulate in the introduction that
it is neither sociology nor history, since she found
follow *the established

that she could not : X
conventions of Australian  historical or
sociological writing.” (p 20) Nevertheless, there

is @ distinction in Parts One and Two between
where we are now and how we got here.

One outstanding chapter in the first section is
Summers”  desc nption of the Poverty of
dence. She explains the “hidden” poverty

ood—hidden, that is, by the
cal weaponry of anti-woman forces and

In particular by the mythology concerning the

work done by women in maintaining the he me

and in the reproduction and rearing of children

Summers recognises the fact that women
suller oppression as wemien irrespective of the
class position of their husbands. This is a
conception that needs constant reaffirmation, as
some activists in the movement seem in danger of
forgetting this cornerstone of women’s liberation
theory. In the last few months, some women have
been attracted by currents which seek to prevent
women from uniting with each other across class
lines. These currents often proffer the idea of a
“communist women's movement” as the next
stage for women’s liberation. While few feminists
will buy the whole package, being Justifiably
suspicious of the people marketing it, they are
often lulled into taking false positions which they
believe are in the interests of working-class
women because they seem somehow more
radical and also, perhaps, because of their
awareness of their own advantages in terms of
education, relative independence and the
knowledge necessary to control their fertility

It is true that women of different social classes
suffer to very different degrees from lack of
child-care and abortion facilities, unequal pay,
Jjob discrimination, sexist education and social
conditions. But women suffer these oppressions
precisely because they are women, and the unity
in struggle of all women is possible and
progressive if this unity is based on clearly
defined demands which mobilise women and
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usework as economically produc-
5 obviously important 1o unders.
ow housework does fit into the
it system. This would include und,
w the notion of the “family
d through the 19th and carly 20th
d how it became onc of the
by which women were forced into
escape poverty —only to remain
arriage.To quote Wally Seacombe
the problem in The Ho /
g ' Under Capitalism (London 197
8.as if capital were directinga

s
nises the fact
Oppression as

ers crowding :
f a factory preparing to
y in return for a wage. The audienc
0N on stage so absorbing that they
nmediate appearance of the play ¥
oing so, they forget that the actos
ole agents of the onstage action.
are a group of stage hands
ring the
hours

This is 3
constant

t!ler@fnrc out of mind, they are
ndispensable to the entire produc-

o
lism is worthy of closer attention than is
| in this article, Suffice it to say that
ves have been conscripted into par-
in the maintenance of their own
, but because of their essential ro
g the wage labourers they are unlikely to
'be mobilised in such a w: o disturb

aslo
arder. Dalla Costa’s conception of the

a social factory, which Summers seems

entirely misses the features and role of
ly specific to the capitalist m of

in.

six of the first part of the book s in
a key chapter in the development of
k for conscious feminists, for it is herc
ny of the current concerns of political
in the movement first begin to receive
jon. While the first five chapters contained
deal of useful information and stated in
bold language many of the basic lies
rated concerning women through the
we experience, | did not find myscll

g down the corners of very many pages

tions. The im, exception 1o this

as the section 1 : dy discussed
ncerning the ¢ b :

ce of the
-wife's labor, and

ymen lairly new to the
sections  mus
valuable in the raisi

ucited women

movement
proved treme
usness among
eriphery of the m it since the
ntained in these chapters must be familiar to
many thousands of women who are not in
contact with each other, isolated in their homes
though they received an -education or
vocational fraining.

Central metaphor

lhe Family of Woman section pr
charters the evolution of
development for it deals with the
that a woman faces in her political development
asa us feminist. It i the chapter in which
the central metaphor of the book is explained:
that is, the notion that women are forced to act
out one or other of both of two siereotypes, the
damned whore or one of god’s police.

It is of course an image that many of the
readers of the book would relate to very strongly.
since they themselves were probably hawving their
early sexual experiences ata time when relatively
more adequate contraception was becoming
available 10 unmarned women. Many readers
will remember the extraordinary courage and
bravado required Lo engage in an active sexual
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st economy, productive
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nge value of commodities.

or not labor is socially
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its  productivity or non-
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oys secs Summers’ concentration on the

ly as mistaken and concludes that Summers
it an the early feminists, failing to recognise
[ Ibeir fatal mistake on the question of the
il was a function of their class position. She
8 Summers up on her failure 10 spend
time on working class women's
organisation, suggesting that this is
these organisations have fittle to do with
amily.

&iﬂian is moticeable but it does not
Summers’ conclusions about the
role of the family. Both areas are

t, To put it another way, a working
woman trade unionist who sees her first
in struggling around  on-the-joh

is oot exempted from the special

ion of being a housewife or member of a

course Summers, a%a conscious feminist, is
the responsibility (0 acsion and
ly devotes a good deal of anention to

. As she wries:

ensures that while they remain within therm they
Ct‘{l‘li‘!!rm to quite rigidly defined roles, f'rmln.r
mity to these roley is the main insuranes mog
Women have againm exclusion, poverty and

1.7 (p 145) :

18 unfortunate, then, that n her
awareness of the need for daction, s id not give
more emphasis to the conclusion (o the baak
Praspects for Liberation,

One reason for this could have
Summ
and could describ
worth—but could offer no clear road
liberati She documents some of the false
roads to liberation and understands the refor
mist  nature of g il Lobby
politics, the futility of atiy I
ishment of all-women
the difficulties in $
and crisis centre
It is a pity that did not concentrate
he formal

the movem.
d nsolid The v liberation
neral meetin miple, are a
the continuing mor
ment. There o action groups which
continue to attract women who wish (o be
tical struggle. There have been
tions of thousands of women
on International Women's Day around a variety
of coner mands.
Summers thinks that the winning of equal pay,
child reproductive freedom and so on, will
t end sexism. She is right, but abstractly so
The struggle to win these rights will manifestly
alter society and is an integral pan of the class
struggle. In that struggle, womnen will learn what
forms of organisation are necessary to them to
effect the final abolition of sexism from human
relations




Review 2.

Rosa Luxemburg
and the National Question

By George Breitman

The National Question
Selected Writings by Rosa Luxemburg

Edited and with an introduction by Horace
Davis. Monthly Review Press, 1976,

In his 1967 book Nationalism and Socialism:
Marxist and Labor Theories of Nationalism 1o
1917, Horace B. Davis included a summary of
Rosa Luxemburg’s views on the right of self-
d:terr_ninatiun and his hope that eventually her
MOst important writings on this subject would be
translated into English,

This was desirable because Luxemburg was
Lenin’s chief adversary in the most important
dJsc\lgs.lﬂns about nationalism ever held in the
Marx!sl movement, and while Lenin’s con-
;nbuum_u in this discussion have been available
in English l:m many years (in his Collecred
Works and in varipus compilations), most of
_I:;x:mpurg‘s (in Polish) could not be read and
]E.nj;'i:hfn the same way by those who know only

No one else responded 1o Davis'sappeal, so h
has done the job himself, while mﬁlp;]eling :
second book of his own on nalinnﬂliimmvcring
the period from 1917 1o the Present (soon to be
published by Monthly Review Press). Most of
The National Question is devoted to the first five
pans of a long six-part series Luxemburg wrote
on “The National Question and Autonomy” in
190809, but it also contains two earlier articles
by her (1896 and 1905) and excerpts from two
lu:_:dnlﬁgmts (1916 and 1918).

or 1his service we can only be gratefu) to
[hv_u.and the publisher. The superiority of
Lenin’s position was demonstrated by subse-
Quent events more definitively than by what
anyone wrote, but the present callection enables
us !.o understand in detail the fallacies and
of Luxemburg's position, and 10

better appreciate Lenin's. (This, by the way, is
not the View today of Davis, whose introduction

- —ﬁu

is more critical of Lenin and more sympathetic 1,
Luxemburg than he was in his 1967 book. Bu: |
lack room here for a discussion of his introd..
tion as a whole, except to say that Idisagree with
it on several points.)

Rosa Luxemburg (1871-1919) was one of the
towering figures of the Marxist movement.
which has produced many remarkable peaple in
its history of less than a century and a third. Her
place among the greatest leaders was firm] y
established by the struggles she fought againsi
reformism, opportunism, and social-patriotism
in the German Sacial Democratic Party and the
Second International. Her contributions to
Marxist theory, tactics, and strategy are still
required reading for people who want to obtaina
rounded conception of Marxism. (The best
compilation for this purpose is Rosa Luxemburg
Speaks (Pathfinder Press, 1970); its introduction
by editor Mary-Alice Waters contains an
excellent critique of Luxemburg’s views on the
national question, and it has appendices on
Luxemburg by Lenin and Trotsky.)

Self-determination utopian?

cept as utopian.
She was apposed 1o the inde

0 pendence of

Poland (where she was born) from tsarist Russia,

warning that support of (hs

for Poland, advocated

Russian r:p?::lic. SR e
With few exceptions,

Opposition to independence to most areas of the

world where national oppression Wwasacute. And

the unhappy distinction of having
ted the essence of the sterile dilemma-

struggle or national struggle—that has
the Marxist movement throughout this

mburg remained a Marxist while arguing
Y pasil.ions. and she presented them in the
effective and favorable light: it is no wonder
hey were highly influential in the movement
time. Not only was she a skilled polemicist
as the present collection shows, she brought
erudition to her polemics, which are studded
‘brilliant Marxist insights,
oreover, her intentions were patently
lutionary. She was an internationalist, she
d national oppression and chauvinism, she
ted to unite the workers of all countries and
nalities to abolish capitalist rule, she was
med with defending and preserving the
tionary character of Marxism. But
hing she wanted and hoped for was
rted and contradicted by the positions she

Internationalism is not promoted when
olutionaries abstain from or turn their backs
national struggles; on the contrary, such
ntion  benefits only the - bourgeois
ionalists, the procapitalist forees. Hating
ional oppression is beside the point, a mere
nal whim or moral preference, if it is not
pressed in a political program designed to
mobilise the workers to end national oppression
the kind of working-class unity that is required
80 abolish capitalism cannot be achieved by
gnoring national or racial privilege or by
TOMising to correct them after the revolution
t kind of unity can be achieved only by
- €ombating national and racist oppression before
- and during the revolution. And a Marxism that
Mailed 10 develop the answers to the new
mbkﬂ“ posed by the emergence and
- dominance of modern imperialism would have
‘been doomed to degeneration and utter
irrelevance.
 Why did a Marxist of Luxemburg's stature
make such errors? It has been suggested that they
stemmed from her passionate involvement in the
internal struggles of the Polish movement, which
continued after she left Poland as a student until
her death in Germany thinty years later. The
Social Democratic Party of Poland and
Lithuania, the Marxist organisation which she
helped found, was throughout its existence
(1893- 1918) engaged in bitter conflict with the
Polish Socialist Party—an increasingly oppor-
tunist party dedicated to achieving Polish
independence—for  hegemony  among
revolutionary workers in Poland and for
recognition as the official section of the Second

— .

Methodological weakness

but after
1't think it is
What struck

There is p

the majo
weakness that

me was a
was not 1 ut was shared
to some of the prewar
Second In a whole. This defect

More recent writers
menon use the term

“economism” nse, not the narrow
sense in which it was used around 1900 in the
Russian Social Democralic movement) or

broad sense). None of

“determinism” (
satisfactory. Anyhow, by

the terms is compl

“fatalism” was meant a tendency toward passive
avpidance or postponement of some difficult
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those of 1he
mission is 1o

I influence over
SE mavement; thirty years later,
able to make headys or taily oyt of
m in the United States,
o thought Lenin’s work on the
On Was one of his major con-
the Marxist movement, tried (o
ourth International with the 1eninist
Leninist policy,
h International is more correct on
1ons than any other internations|
but even it has important weaknegses
Pl F“‘Gﬂmpk. I do not think it has
oped the Leninist potential of (he
sky raised in 1939 for an indepen
Ukraine. The Soviet Union iv a
use of nations if ever there was one, with
el bureaucracy imposing nationa|
on most of Eastern Europe as well as

the Tormer 18arist empire

i The right of el
determination for the!

M oppressed nationy iy
central 1o ihe Puliticsl revalution Against
Slsa!lrliarJJ that the Fourih Internationg) slands
for in Eastern Europe und 1he Soviet Unian, byt
the struggle o aehieye this right gets oo Jiitle
alention from (he leadership of (he Fourth
International, In my opinion the e xplanation for
this failure iy g | uxemburgist underappreeiation
of the nationa) Huestion in degenerated ung
deflormed workers states

There is no organised tendency or movement
today that considery jtgel( Luzemburgine on the
national guestion, Bt steands of her arguments
and her political attitude Persisl among many
sectarian and abstentionist Eroups in the radical
movement  that  counterpose
unity™ to national struggles and nationalism,
even though some of them have never read
Luxemburg and may be incapahle of following
nuances of her thought, This
reason why it is uselul 1o have her
English at last
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The SYA Seventh National Con-
ference is for young people who are
Prepared to stand up against the power
and privileges of the money bags—the
capitalist class. It's a conference for
young people ready fo fight back
against unemployment and the cut-

s In education. The conference will
be attended by members and supporters
of the SYA from right around the country
who are actively involved in these
struggl

es.
The Crisis Confronting Youth—a
Socialist Strategy to Fight Back will be
the main topic of discussion. This is the
draft political resolution of the SYA

- Which will be presented to the con-

Other sessions of the SYA conference
discuss the world revolution today—
tine and South Africa, the Tasks of

Student Movement, and Building the

Join the fight for socialism

at the Socialist Youth Alliance
7th National Conference

May 21-23
Queens College Melb. Uni.

Socialist Movement. As well, there is a
panel of speakers on the Malaysian
student movement and workshops for
high school students, young workers
and women. Feature talks will be
presented on Feminism and Revolution
and the 60th Anniversary of the Russian
Revolution.

The live-in conference will be held at
Queens College, Melbourne
University—accomodation will cost $8
per night ($16 for the conference
weekend) and some private billeting will
be available. For details on accomoda-
tion, travel and the conference schedule
contact the SYA national office, PO Box
160, Glebe 2037 (phone (02) 6602251) or
SYA in Melbourne at 361 Lt Bourke St
(phone 671225),

Come along to the SYA Seventh

National Conference and join the fight
for socialism.

— .

a trip to India last year | had the
riunity to learn something about the
ion of women in India and the impact of
nist ideas there.
fiere is no organised feminist movement in
A SUch as exists in the United States, but
ny educated Indian women are becoming
rested in feminism, and I saw numerous signs
a growing mood of Opposition to the extreme
ppression Indian women face.
had the most extensive discussions about this
th women who are members and supporters of
Communist League, a revolutionary socialist
‘ganisation in India.

‘Ihese women are staunch feminists. In
Explaining what women's liberation meant to
m, they pointed out that for women like
hemselves to be politically active it took a
rtain degree of feminist consciousness. Despite
the fact that India has a woman prime minister
@8 well as female legislators, there is still much
* prejudice against women becoming involved in
politics.
. Women socialists also have to overcome
:; various personal obstacles. One of the biggest
problems is that they are expected to remain
under the tight supervision of either their parents
or their husbands. It is not the custom. nor is it
~ easy economically, for unmarried women to
have their own apartments. Women are sup-
© Posed to stay in their parents”home until they are
married. And when theyare married, it is usually
to a man chosen by their parents.

The women in the Communist League are in
rebellion against such practices. They were
founding members of the Study and Struggle
Alliance, a  revolutionary Marxist vouth
organisation. They oppose being married off at
an early age by their parents. They are standing
up for their rights to live their own lives and are
training themselves to speak publicly, to write,
and 1o do those things necessary to develop
themselves as human beings and as fighters for

socialism,
Most ol these women do not wear saris (the

Qe

. New Awakening
By Elizabeth Stone

traditional long dresses) even for special oc-
casions because they feel they are too constric-
ting. *My main means of transportation is my
bicycle,” one woman told me, and ‘Just try riding

a bieycle in a sari. Some women do it, but it's
dangerous.”

Women in t mmunist League told me
that an increa mber of young women like

themselves are questioning traditional women's
roles. Students and working women are in the
forefront of this. They described a demonstra-
tion several years ago in Bombay of thousands of
working women protesting the requirement by
some businesses that women employees be
unmarried. The slogan of the demonstrators
was, “We want jobs and husbands.”

They also said that many young women are
carr\'lﬁg out individual battles within their own
famnilies for the right to go to school, to work, to
live in a hostel, or to marry whomever they want.

A recent survey made by a team of professors
revealed that most students favored equal rights
for women, but there are still many misconcep-
tions about the concept of feminism. One of the
Communist League women told me that “even
people who claim to support ‘feminism® often
will still justify the domestic slavery of women
For example, many educated men don't approve
of their wives getting a job.™

A resolution passed by the Communist League
in 1972 lists some of the reasons for this new
awakening. There are now increased (although
still very limited) educational and employment
opportunities for women. Inflation has forced
many men to allow their wives to work. Birth
control is more available, giving women who use
it more freedom to plan lhc!r lives. And

increased participation of women in government
has given women more confidence in their ability
to take part in public life.

The rise of the women's movement inter-
nationally has also had some influence. The
des nation of 1975 as International Women's
Year sparked seminars and debates, as well as the
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publication of articles on women in the Fndlﬂﬂ
prjsu,;m with a group of around twenty-five
women medical students who were very in-
terested in the progress of the women’s move-
ment in the United States and internationally.
These women told me that it was common in
their circles to hear discussions about !he
changing roles of women and changing
relationships between men and women, At the
Women's University in Bombay, a Research
Unit on Women's Studies has been set up.
Women in this unit, under the direction of Dr
Neera Desai, have published a handbook en
women in India which includes valuable infor-
mation on the status of women and recommen-
dations on what is needed to win women’s
equality.

One of the most striking facts pointed to in this
handbook is the ratio of men to women in the
Indian population. Unlike in the industrialised
countries, where women tend to outnumber
men, in India there are more males than females.

Statistics for 1971 show, for example, thy, T
children up to the age of fourteen there were 37
females forevery 1000 males. For the (o4
population, there were 932 females for cyep,
1000 males.

The authors of the handbook assert thay 1hi,
unfavorable sex ratio is a direct product of
discrimination against women from infancy on
Girl babies are not valued or welcomed in Indiy
asare boys. Under conditions of extreme poverty
this means that the food, medical care, ung
attention given female infants and children |
even more meagre than that given boys. Females
die in greater numbers. And as women maturc.
the hazards of childbearing with inadequate
medical attention add to the death rate.

Other statistics included in the handbook are
justas graphicin showing the depth and Brutalir,
of the oppression Indian women face. Only |&
per cent of women in India are literate. This
compares to 39 per cent literacy for men. Most
girls are expected to help out with household
chores at an early age and it is common for very
young girls to leave school entirely to do work
around the house or ta help out in an Emergency

Most Indian women are forced into a situation
of complete economic dependence on thei:
husbands and familics, Although employment of
women is increasing, only 13 per cent of Indian
women work. This means that most women
never have the experience of earning their own
paycheck. Of those women who do hold jobs, 80
per cent are agricultural workers,

Marriage is considered essential for all
women. Statistics for 1971 show that only 1.9 per
cent of the women in India from the ages of 25 to
30 had never been married.

Women are often considered an economic
burden on their families and this js one of the
reasons for the persistence of early marriages and
the dowry paid by a woman’s father to her

* husband at the time of marri Ee. The practice of
paying dowry remains widespread in India
although this varies considerably between
different castes and religions.

I was told by women in the Communist
League that there were scandals involving
husbands who murdered their wives so they
could marry again and receive a second dowry

Because of the large population and size of
India, there are greal divergences in the way
WOmMen arc treated between different areas of the
country, different castes and classes, different
;?!'Elomi. and between the rural areas and the

ity.

Among the most exploited women are those of
the scheduled (most oppressed) castes. Theyare
subject to the most physical abuse and the
hirdest, most backbreaking labor and have the
least access to cducation and medical care,

ny of the antiwomen practices in India
ated in precapitalist feudal society. In
feudal society women had no rights and
considered scarcely human. Polygamy was
idespread. A woman’s role was to produce sons
fid to serve asaslave to her husband and family.
he was not supposed to participate in public or
ligious life and “purdah,” the custom of women
ning in seclusion under the veil, helped
force t The lack of any identity for the
man outside that of servant of her husband
drawn to its logical conclusion i the “sati ™
custom practiced by some women of killing
mselves at the time of the death of their
ands.
-~ The feudal traditions are reflected in language
5 Well. “There are many idioms that are used to
iliate and degrade women” one of the
mmunist League women told me “For
mple, women are referred to in these idioms
‘beasts,’ or as ‘trashbaskets.” Women are
msidered to be less intelligent and lacking in
mmon ‘sense. They are not encouraged to
articipate in discussions. They can't argue out
their case. As far as voling goes, they are
expected to vote as their husbands advise,”
" In the period under British rule, various
Indian reformers fought valiantly to end these
and other abuses. Some of the most brutal
\Practices such as the sati were undercut and
education was made available to a small number
‘of women. But progress was limited.
~ The struggle for independence from Britain
Bave 4 big impetus to the fight for women's
Ctights. Many women came out of domestic
seclusion to participate in this struggle and as a
result began to get a vision of a freer life.
Alter independence, there were more gains
There was an upturn in the education available
10 both men and women, and women were
Branted the right to vote and participate in
nolitics. Some women were elected to office
‘Women were explicitly recognised as equal in
the Constitution, something which is still not the
€dse in muny industrialised countries. But
unfortunately, along with the equal rights
provision in the Constitution came another
provision that in effect contradicted it This was
4 law stating that the customs of various religious
| communities concerning marriage and other
such personal matters would be respected. This
meant that Hindu women, Muslims, Parsis,
Christians, and women of other religions would
be ruled by old customs, many of which
originated in the feudal period.
To this day. there is no civil code in India that
legislates for all women on such questions as

— =

dxvorce. An important demand of advocat
l\nfumcl'! S rights is that such a code he ...-J
There is also a need to enforce laws thyy
Aagainst such abuses as child Marric zea

In 1955, 4 Hindu marriage Jaw
that gave certain rghts to Hindu
outlawec_l polygamy, set the min M marriage
age at fifteen, and made some provisions fo
divorce, Despite this, divoree is still unc,
and is considered highly undesirable and
shameful for Hindy women,

There has been no change in the legalstatus of
Muslim women since independence, Acq
to Muslim law, a man can stjj| have a
four wives. In Muslim areas it is still common to
see women with veils covering their f:

Christian law also has not been chan
independence. In order to get a d
Christian woman must establish more g
than a man. i

Other demands

| dowr

many as

Along with agitation for legal equality, ad-
vocates of women’s rights in India have AT
other demands aimed at avercoming social and
gconomic dih(‘”n'l!nlltlﬂﬂ

Some of these demands were outlined in a

memorandum sent by a group of women in
Kanpur to the prime and president of
India on the occasion of International W omen’s
Year. To provide better education for women
these women called for free higher education for
women, free busing for female students. hostel
facilities for college women, child-care facilities
for student mothers, and dn increase in
coeducational schools

To open up more employment opportunities

they called on the government to give as many
Jobs s possible to women in the fields of
education, health, medicine, social welfare. and
telegraph services. They also suggested that
special service centres be set up to employ
women trained at polytechnic and craft schools
with the products produced in this way to _'r«u
marketed by the centres. Other demands were for
ashorter workweek for women, longer maternity
leaves, and hostels for single or employed women
n every major cily

They also proposed that a ministry of women's
affairs be established by the government to
mobilise public opinion against “false concepts,
beliefs, traditions and prejudices restricting
women’s freedom.”

Little is being done in India today to meet
these and other needs of women. In fact, the
policies of the Gandhi government and l_he ruling
class in India have had the effect of maintaining
women's inferior status




The system of private profit, which prevails in
India today, does not provide jobs for millions of
poverty-stricken male workers, much less open
up large numbers of new jobs for women.
Women remain peripheral to the labor {om'e‘
used as a reserve of labor, which can be pulled in
and out of the job market seasonally and as the
needs of the economy change. The miserable
wages for women that result from this are a
source of profit for landowners and other
employers.

The Indian educational system is abysmal for
both men and women, yet there are no signs that
anything is being done to change this. Instead,
the government is pouring even more money into
its military machine and expanding domestic
police.

Even in areas where the government has taken
some initiative, such as on birth control, the
benefits to women are limited.

The government's birth control program is not
aimed at giving women the right to control their
reproduction, but toward population control.
Thus, along with making birth control more
available, the government has a policy of forcing
families to have fewer children. Forced popula-
tion control measures, including forced sterilisa-
tion, and economic measures against families
with more than three children, have been stepped
up since the emergency decrees of a year and a
half ago as part of the government’s policy of
blaming economic failures on population
growth.

Little has been done to mobilise public
opinion against backward attitudes in regard to
- women. One reflection of the reactionary role
played by the ruling class in this regard is the
Indian movies. India has one of the largest film
industries in the world, and the movies that are
churned out perpetuate all kinds of prejudices
and reactionary ideas. While in India ] saw what
was described as one of the best of the new Hindi
films. 1t reminded me of a Hollywood escapis
romance out of the 1950s, with the theme being
the dpenndence of @ woman on her man.

Women are portrayed in films and magazines
85 sex objects just as they are in the United
States, although the Eovernment’s puritanical
“moral” code forbids any kind of sexual activity
feven kissing) on the screen.

ftl::p: are also racist. The ideal of beauty

beld up is that of a light-skinned, Western.

looking woman—a woman that does not look

like most women in India. As if this weren't

enough, | was also told that in recent years,

under the influence of Hollywood, there is a big

is not only on the “beauty” of the facial

ristics nf‘;llm stars but also on body

shape, adding to the insecurities of women not
having the “prescribed” shape,

“ revolutionary changes in Indian society o 1o,

Revolutionary change needed

The 1972 resolution of the Communis | ¢ o
on women’s liberation points out that it wil] 1 i,

out the deepgoing prejudices and appresy
women face. The present rulers of India will no,
end women's oppression any more than they ¢,
end poverty or wipe out caste and religioy
oppression.

Although the Indian government has up
now been somewhat suceessful in maintaining
progressive “socialist” image, the mask
beginning to slip, The uprisings, strike strugglc
and electoral challenges, which were on the ris
before the declaration of the emergency a ycu
and a half ago, and the repression that follow
are signs of this.

Although still not in great numbers, wome
have played a role in the struggles of the last (.
years. During the 1974 national railroad strik
wives of railroad workers supported the)
husbands by surrounding the police vans rcad.
to take them away., There have heo
demonstrations by women against rising pricc
and strikes in various industries employing
women.

The involvement of women in struggle has als
been reflected in the growing number of womer
political prisoners. Female prisoners ofter
receive warse treatment than males due to the
prejudices against women being involved i
politics. Thousands of women actively pa
ticipated in the Naxalite movement (a Maoist
oriented peasant and guerrilla movement) ir
Bengal and Kerala. Many are still in jail suffering
brutal torture

It cannot be predicted how or at what pace
working-class and peasant struggles will develop
in India in the future, but there is no guestion
that women will be an important part of these
struggles. We can also expect (o see monr:
struggles that will raise women'’s rights issues.

In discussing with Indian socialists about th.
potential for women's struggles in India, thc
example of the Chinese revolution was ofien
brought up. In China, the mobilisation of
women against feudal oppression and capitalisi
exploitation was an important component of the
revolution. Similarly in India, the masses of
working women and peasants represent o
potentially powerful force for revolutionar,
change.
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