The importance of the Woman
Question must be deeply grasped
by Marxist-Leninists. It is an
integral part of the overall

trategy and tactics which must
'ée developed to deal with the
growing offensive of the bour-
geoisie. The success of the re-
volution depends upon the parti-
eipation of women.

The masses of women are in
need of a strong and correct po-
litical line to reveal the na-
ture of their exploitation and
oppression and to guide them in
their struggle.

The women's movement in the
United States is presently
dominated by bourgeois ideol-
ogy. The main responsibility
for its bourgeois character is
the failure of Marxist-Ieninists
to give leadership to the wamen's
movement .

In the commnist movement his-
torically, there has been vacil-
lation as to the very importance
of the woman question. This is
expressed by the failure to take
up the struggle, develop theore-
tical clarity and political line
adequate to the needs of the re-
volution. There should be no
question but that this amounts
to a bourgeois and opportunist
stand.

In this light, it is of spec-
ial importance to take a good
look at the positions that
have been presented this year on
International Women's Day. The
positions we analyze are far
from identical, but there is an
underlying and decisive aspect
comon to them all. It is their
failure to approach the Woman
‘Question with the stand, view-
point and method of dialectical
and historical materialism.

“~There are two main types-of
errors. One is the idealist
approach which fails to see the
source of women's exploitation
and oppresssion in class soci-
ety. Instead, it blames other
women or men, male chauvinism or
other ideological sources.

The other error is philoso-
phically based in vulgar mater-
ialism. It fails to analyze
women's exploitation and op-
pression in its all-round and
historical development, necess-
arily makes errors, and then
must resort to idealism to
justify them. This is the same
error that provides the basis for
the revisionist position of the
CPUSA, which has dominated the
commnist and women's movements
for over 30 vears.

The current positions of the
commmist movement are no excep-
tion. The same error is made in
the stand, viewpoint and method,
and essentially the same revis-
ionist line is the result,
whether from an idealist or vul-
gar materialist starting point.

CPUSA oN THE WomaN QUESTION

The CPUSA's line on the
Woman Question historically
has been a revisionist line.
It was officially put forward
by the party in THE COMMUNIST
in 1941, and later came out in
a pamphlet, MARXISM AND THE
WOMAN QUESTION, in 1943. The
author of this pamphlet was A.
Landy, National Educational
Director for the party, who
played an important role in
the building of Browder-Re-
visionism.

Landy's line was published
in opposition to the book WOMAN
POWER, by Mary Inman, which in
fact, represented the Marxist-

ILeninist presentation of the
Woman Question. The struggle
which ensued between Marxism-
Leninism and revisionism with-
in the party resulted in Mary
Inman and others that upheld
her line being accused of
attacking the party, and of
taking "the road to right
opportunism”. ILandy's revis-
ionist position held on as the
official party position on the
Woman Question.

There are two main aspects to -
this revisionist line.
1. After World War II and the
subsequent growth of industry,
women became "integrated" into
industrial life. Industriali-
zation was seen as the material
basis for undermining women's °

ity.

Comrades, the CPUSA has proven
itself a traitor to the working
class many times over. While we
"have made a beginning break
with modern revisionism on the
ideological front, we have only
begun to purge its influence from
our midst. Revisionism on the
Woman Question clearly has not
been defeated. And it will con-
tinue to reappear as long as
dialectical and historical
materialism is not consistently
applied to develop this position.
We present the following ana-
lysis of the basic approaches in
the Marxist-Ieninist movement in
the interest of moving toward a
revolutionary position on the
Woman Question and consolidating
the break with modern revisionism.

THe IDEALIST APPROACH
A non—-dialectical and mater—

This was part of a larger pict-js1ist approach permeates the

ure, for Landy had already devel-
oped a revisionist position on
the iInternational situation,
following the tradition of Kaut-
sky during the First World War.
Landy tried to theoretically
justify the lie that the struggle
against Hitlerism had transformed
bourgeois democracy into a system
equally as good as socialism.

In this context, there was no
need to mobilize the masses of
women, or anyone else, to strug-
gle for socialism. Moreover,
women now had no special pro-
blems outside being proletarians.

The finishing touch was the

liquidation of the party's women's

organizations and publications.
2. The other aspect of this line
regards the role of women in the
family. The family under capi-
talism is seen as a consumption
unit only. It is the theory in-
vented by Bukharin, who in 1937
had already been shot as a cou-
nter-revolutionary traitor to
the Soviet government!

According to this, women's
labor in the home is not prod-
uctive labor. The women's pro-
duction of the commodity, labor-
power, is denied. The family
is not seen as an "economic"
or "industrial" unit of society
as Engels puts forward. In fact,
whatever it is that goes on in
the home is not connected to
production at all, except in the
consumption of its products.

This is the basis for the rev-
isionist denial of domestic
slavery as a form of exploitation
and oppression. C(learly, such
d bankrupt analysis provides the
perfect basis for liquidating
the Woman Question as a question
of special exploitation and
oppression.,

The CPUSA today the upholds
the same line. Their pamphlet
on the Woman Question, WOMEN ON
THE JOB, by Judy Edelman, focus-
es on women's oppression in the
shops and trade unions. There
is no analysis of women's role
in the family. In their program
neither imperialism or socialist
revolution are mentioned. Thir-
ty years later, the revisionist
line still-holds on.
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commmist movement in the var-
ious positions taken on the ex-
ploitation and oppression of
women., Beginning from an ideal-
ist approach, many of these posi-
tions present the superstructure
and social relations.as the basis
of oppression and exploitation

of women, rather than seeing
these aspects as manifestations
of the underlying material,
economic base, that is, the
fundamental roots of the Woman
Question in class society. In-
stead ideological aspects are
placed as the decisive factor

in creating these conditions.

In one of their articles, the
Workers' Congress presents a re-
latively correct position on the
Woman Question. Their RESOLUTION
ON THE WOMAN QUESTION correctly
points out that the source of
women's exploitation and oppres-
sion is in private property
society. It correctly states
that only with the abolition of
the private household as an
economic unit of society ‘can we
accomplish the abolition of ‘class
society. We unite with their po-
sition on the limited nature of
bourgeois-democracy for the '
masses, as put forward in the
resolution.

However, there is a major
weakness. - This is the Workers'
Congress' failure to base their
analysis of the special exploita—
tion and oppression of women as
domestic slaves on the two forms
of. social production. This is
the theoretical explanation
for the differential in wages
and working conditions of men
and wamen, of the inability of
women to take part in socialized
production, and the role of
women in the revolutionary move-
Workers' Congress cor-
rectly states that "The bondage
of women is historically con-
nected with the appearance of
private property." (THE COMMUNIST
Supplement on Women, 3/8/76, p. 2)

Private property is also the
material basis of the exploita-
tion and oppression of the
working class as a whole. The
question, then, is how private
property determines the special
exploitation and oppression of
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QUESTION

women, which is different from
that of the class as a whole.

Workers' Congress explains it

this way:

"Within the monogamous family

the social status of women

was degraded and her role in
production reduced to that
of being an instrument to
produce a man's legitimate
heirs and a domestic slave
restricted to the petty
tasks of a private house
hold economy. Based on
private property the mono-
gamous family arose as the
subjection of one sex by

the other, establishing

a family system entirely

dominated by the private

property system." (THE

COMMUNIST Supplement on

Women, 3/8/76, p. 2)

While this is a basically -
correct analysis of the differ-
ence in the position of men and
women in the rise of slavery,
it does not explain the nature
of women's special exploitation
and oppression under the capi-
talist mode of production. Wor-
kers' Congress lays out that

"In bourgeois society sex

oppression in the monogamous

family based on private pro-
perty is the source of the
social inequality of women
and the second class status
of working women in the

labor force." (ibid, p. 2)

However, because the role of
women in the production of the
commodity labor-power in the
service of the bourgeoisie is
not’ grasped, the Workers' Con-
gress is reduced to trying to
explain it through a mis-analogy
of national oppression.

In the STUDY GUIDE FOR RESOLU-
TION, the Workers' Congress
states that the role of the fami-
ly places women's labor outside
the realm of social production.

"The first paragraph of the

Resolution shows how private

property determined a family

system based on the éxclusion
of women from social produc-
tion, their restriction to
the petty domestic slavery

of the private household

economy as the basic econo-

mic unit of society and the
subjection of women to men."

(ibid., p. 3)

By this logic, Workers' Con-
gress places private household
economy outside social pro-
duction and, therefore, relegates
the family to being a consumption
unit only. They have reached
Landy's position on the family
by a different path, because they
have failed to analyze the role
of women in the family as domes-
tic slaves in the service of
capital. That is, they have
failed to see women's labor as
a necessary part of the capitalist

mode of production.

Women in the working class
are responsible for the produc-
tion and maintenance of the com—
modity labor-power.

"The labor of the woman in

the home to maintain and re-

produce the laborer and future
laborers is a service to the

(cont. p. 18)
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capitalist, unless we say that
this particular form of labor
is exempt from the laws of
Marxist political econcmy."
(Comunist Line #§, DRAFT
THESES ON THE WOMAN QUESTION,
p. 2).

"The cost of production of
simple labour-power must in-

clude the cost of propagation,
by means of which the race of

workers is enabled to mul-
tiply itself, and to replace
worn-out workers with new
ones...Thus, the cost of

the struggle for
demands of the wo

for democra

demands btedly
favorable terests of
the revolu struggle by

increasing the fighting capacity
of the proletarian movement and
which will be linked up with the
demands carried out after the
seizure of state power. Mass
support for demands which are
objectively against the inter-
ests of the masses cannot
change their counterrevolu-
tionary nature. The contradic-
tion in Workers' Congress' posi-
tion is that abstractly in their
Resolutions they present a rela-
tively correct line on democratic
rights, and yet fail to apply
this position in their presenta-
tion of the demands which flow .
from the objective conditions
of women. -

Comrades, commnists do not

encourage the masses of women to

simply struggle for a bigger bite

of the capitalist pie.
of the petty bourgeois women's
movement has been directed pre-
cisely toward these sort of
struggles. And logically so.
The class interest of the femin-
ist movement is petty bourgeois,
not proletarian.

Such struggles are a sham,
and a smokescreen over the
real injustices that working
class women suffer.

Woman QUESTION As A CLASS

out "lies not onl:
strength of inte
capital, in the strength
durability of the internati
oconnections of the bourgecisie,
but also in the force of habit,
in the strength of small pro-
duction. For, unfortunately,
small production is still very,
very widespread in the world,
and small production engenders
capitalism and the bourgecisie
continuously, daily, hourly
spontanecusly and on a mass
scale." "LEFT-WING" COMMUNISM
AN INFANTILE DISORDER, FLP,
1970, p.5. It is precisely

the small production in the
home which under socialism
will be one breeding ground
of capitalism and is itself
in glaring contradiction with
socialist relations of pro-

The motion it must be eliminated under

duction. It cannot be eli-

0 = : "The dependency and subordin-
minated under capitalism, but

ation of women and their de-
pendency on men is the basis
for the oppression of women."
(p. 44)
They then go on to elaborate
the source of this condition as
women's socialization into
feminine roles and further
state that the nature of the
women's struggle is that -
"Today, women are breaking
through old stereotypes and
combatting their oppression
in the U.S." (p. 44)
Because of their failure to cor-
rectly apply dialectical and his-
orical materialism to the con-
ditions of women, RWL stands
squarely in the midst of a
bourgeois position on the
Woman Question, and in keeping
consistent with this stand RWL
then advances the classic petty-
bourgeois view that "women have
performed millions of hours of
unpaid labor at home." (p. 43—-
In their second pre-
sentation of the Woman Ques-
tion, in the Bolshevik, RWL
basically presents a re-
hash of PRRWO's 1975/1976
position. RAL even goes
so far as to reoopy word
for word, entire pass-
ages from PRRWO's posi-
ee PALANTE, vol. 6,

socialism. It is in this
sense that the Woman Question
is most profoundly a class
question for socialist revolu-
tion, and the building of
commmaism.

The nature of women's ex—
ploitation and oppression is
not limited to their exploi-
tation and oppression as part
of the working class.

"The first class antagonism
which appears in history

nogamous marria e, and
first class oppression
that of the female sex
e male." (Engels, ORIGIN
[ FAMITY, PRIVATE PRO-
D THE STATE, p. 66).
s that the strug-
he exploitation

of women is a
inst the oumership
roperty; a struggle
society. Private
the foundation of
[oitation and op-
t the other way

=

It provid ssion which they feel
ist with stable® ferent from that of the
units to depend: g class as a whole, both of

supply future genera which are inconsistent with

of workers and maintain Marxism-Leninism.
a stable work force." The first basis is laid out
(p. 44). . in the following quote:

"In their never ending drive
for profit the capitalist
superexploit women on the job,
or force them into the reserve
army of the unemployed as a
cheap labor source." (ibid.,
p. 2). .

So far, so good. However, by
missing the implications of their
own presentation of the question,
RWL at the same time holds that:

"Women are often tied to and

oppressed in the household,

but this is not the source This i8 starkly incorrect on at
of the oppression of women—-- least one major point. Thej per-

but a reflection of capitalist manent army of unemployed is a

society.” (p. 44) manifestation and component
If this is not the source of the part of the exploitation of the
special oppression and exploi- '
tation of women, then what is?
RWL's answer is the classic
petty-bourgeois feminist line
that 3



proletariat as a whole,
contributing to the absolute
impoverishment of the working
class. As such, it is not and
cannot be the basis for the
special exploitation and op-
pression of women, as this fact
is a manifestation of women's
existence which does not de-
marcate it from the exploitation -
of the working class. In other
words, the fact that women and
national minorities make up

the bulk of the permanent army
of unemployed is not, -therefore,
the basis of either women's or
national oppression, but is,
rather, a product of a more
basic aspect of class society.

This inability to clarify
the real basis for women's
position under capitalism is
also carried through in ATM's
presentation of the danger of
wars' effect on the position of
women. ATM says

"How does this growing danger

of war effect women? It con-

cerns women and all workers
who must fight, suffer and
die in a new imperialist war.

It means even greater exploi-

tation on the job through

speedups——covered over with
patriotic slogans about war-
time production. It means
further cutbacks in social
services like day care, hot
lunch programs for school
children, special skill
training for women, aid for
the elderly, etc." (ibid.,

P- 2).

This view that women are just
part of the working class who are
somehow uniquely exploited but

in a way which is essentially no
different than the working class
as a whole, except there is more
of ©t, 1s consistently applied
throughout ATM's position, as the
above two exanples reflect. How-
ever, this is in essence the re-
visionist position of La.ndy and
the CPUSA all over again.

By not grasping the essential
difference of the special exploi-
tation and oppression of women,
which is different that that
of the working class as a whole,
ATM is led to an idealist ex-
planation of this position;
which is the second basis they
present when they say that

"By confining them to the

narrowness and drudgery of

housework and childraising
the bourgeoisie hopes to

keep women divided from the

struggle of the working

class for revolution."

p. 2)

This is essentially stating that
the oppression and exploitation
of women is produced by a policy
of the bourgeoistie, as-a method
of dividing the working class.
Thus the basis of women's condi-
tion for ATM comes down to a
question of ideas; ATM must resort
to idealism to cover for their
vulgar materialist presentation
of their first error. They con-
clude, in essence, that the
bourgeoisie uses male supremacy
to divide the class and, from
this, arise exploitation and
oppression. It is not surprising,
then, that the tasks of the re-
volutionadry movement, according
to A'IM, are to

"break down the J.deologlcal

-and political barriers which

keep women out of the fac-

tories." (ibid.; p. 2)

" The October League begins from
vulgar materialism also in their
pamphlet, WOMEN'S LIBERATION: A
COMMUNIST VIEW. They present
women's oppression as a product
of the first accumulation of-
wealth and private property
during slavery. They discuss
the defeat of mother-right,

(ibid,

attributing it to the need
for protection and inheri-
tance-rights of private pro-
perty "according to male
descent". However, they

do not connect it with the
division of labor in society
or the material basis of
male supremacy.

The OL first fails to
define the division of labor
in the rise of class society,
i.e. slavery - of women as
domestic slaves, relegated to
house hold and child-bearing,
and men as the owners of the
means of production., This then
leads them to being unable to

trace the role of women in the
family through the different
modes of production. They
do not see women as having been
subjected to material exploita-
tion prior to capitalism. In-
stead,
"It is important to recog-
nize that the source of
women's oppression lies in
the material exploitation
of women under capitalism."
(October Ieague, WOMEN'S
LIBERATION: A COMMUNIST
VIEW, p. 7)
Again, this is the same posi-

tion put forward by Iandy in 1941.

It means that women's position
as a domestic slave through-
out all phases of class society
is not considered exploitation.
The sum total of wamen's exploi-
tation and oppression is seen
only in their position as part
of the proletariat.

It denies the role of women
in the family as producers of the
commodity labor-power which
workers sell 4o the capitalists
and producers of children des-
tined to become proletarians,
thereby supplying more labor-
power to the capitalists. - The
theory of unpaid labor in the
home flows from this by its
failure to see the working
class family as a unit, each:
member with a task defined by
the needs of the ruling class.
The essence of it is to deny
that women's labor in the home
is productive, that it is an
integral part of the mode of
production, and that it is sub—
ject to exploitation by the
ruling class.

"Much of the wealth of the

Rockefellers, Morgans, and

other ruling class families

in the U.S. has been derived
from the exploitation of
women's labor in the fac-
tories and mills. It is
this imperialist class

which has benefited from

women's unpaid labor in

the home and the imper-

ialists have filled the

textbooks, literature

and media full of their

propaganda preaching the

'inferiority' of women."

(ibid, p. 3).

As we stated in Commmist Line
#6 (p. 2),

"We must reject the backward

and petty-bourgeois notion

that women's work in the .

home is unpaid labor. Again,

this is to say that this
work is divorced from pro-—
duction and that women are,
therefore, not explolted by
capitalism."

These presentations of
wormen's position in capitalist
society, being without analyti-
cal content, confusing the
different forms of exploita-
tion and oppression, or out-
right misrepresenting concrete
reality, cannot provide a strong
base of support for revolutlona.ry
women's struggle. ‘
The result of this is to cut

the Woman Question away from its
historical context, and as a .
result, from its full character
under imperialism. It does not
prov1de the basis for understand-
ing the role of women in struggling
for the party, for socialist re-
volution, and the dictatorship of
the proletariat. Where is the
basis for linking the women's move-
ment to the struggle of the work-
ing class as a whole? What is it -

about -the exploitation and
oppression of working women
that make them enemies of
imperialism and objectively
revolutionary? How is the
emancipation of women from
the private house hold
linked to the final destruc-
tion of class society?

Louls LOZOWICKR

These questions cannot be
answered on the basis of a
non—dialectical and historical
materialist method and view-
point.

The basie error of the
various positions was the
failure to take up the Woman
Question with a proletarian
stand, viewpoint and method.
This means looking at the
actual political, economic
and social conditions of
women and their basis in the
developing mode of production.
It means investigating the
Woman Question in its full
historical context, and in
its relationship to other
questions.

Clearly, for the demands of
women to be revolutionary, they
must be tied to the question of
state power, to the dictatorship
of the proletariat.

The reconstitution of a
genuine Marxist-ILeninist party
to guide the masses in proletar-
ian revolution demands the mobili-
zation of women through the devel-
opment of a correct political
line on the Woman Question.

CoNcLUSION

Comrades and friends, we have
presented our analysis of various
lines on the Woman Question in
the spirit of developing a posi-
tion capable of serving the
needs of the women's and commun-
ist movements. A scientific
and revolutionary position on
the Woman Question will be devel-
oped through discussion, criticism—
self-criticism, thorough investi-
gation of the historical and pre-
sent conditions of women, and
participation in the day to day
struggles of the women's move-
ment. Through such discussion

" and struggle a granite theore-

tical foundation for a correct
political line will be laid, and
a step taken toward the develop—
ment of a party program. This
process is a fundamental part
of the tasks of building
Marxist-Leninist unity, and of
uniting Marxism-Ieninism with
the advanced, toward the reconsti-
tution of the vangquard communist
party.

We have tried to carefully
point out an error which is of

19

fundamental importance to the
development of a scientific

and revolutionary position on

the Woman Question, and which is
widespread in the U.S. commumist
movement. That is, the failure
to take up the Woman Question
with the viewpoint and method of
dialectical and historical mater-
ialism. We would encourage criti-
cism and further discussion on
the points in the article, with
the focus on -moving ahead on
this very important question.

The position of the MLOC on
the Woman Question, although
analyzing the current condi-
tions of women from a dialecti-
cal and historical materialist
viewpoint and method, is just a
beginning in answering the
needs of the women's and com—
munist movements. There are
areas of our Draft Theses (Com—
munist Line #6) which are in need
of strengthening and develop-
ing, such as the exploitation
and oppression of women in the
particular contexnt of imperial-
ism and the second stage of the
general crisis of capitalism.

Our Draft Theses, too, sometimes
failed to differentiate classes
of women carefully enough, and
especially belittled the oppress-
ion of poor white women. A major
weakness was the failure to .
take up the Equal Rights Amend-
ment (ERA). We recognize that
this is a point of great con-
fusion in the workers' and com—
mmist movements, which is in
need of theoretical and political
clarification. We are in the pro-
cess of studying the lines of
other Marxist-Leninist organiza-
tions, and of women's organiza-
tions. We are investigating

the history of the amendment and
are trying to understand what it
means under the current economic
and political conditions.

We plan to make a more thorough
self-criticism of the Draft
Theses, and to publish an article
on the ERA in the near future in
UNITE! We ask comrades and
friends to put forward criticism
and comrents, in the spirit of
developing a correct Marxist-Lenin-
ist line on the Woman Question.

The Woman Question cannot be
seen as a question in itself,
but rather, in the context of
the entire rewvolutionary
struggle. Political line seeks
to summarize the present condi-
tions and historical development
of a given question, and to link
it theoretically and practically
with other questions of the com~
munist and workers' movements.

A deep analysis of the Woman
Question will necessarily move
forward work in trade unions,
national liberation movements,
and other areas of class strug-
gle. ‘

The struggle for true emanci-
pation of women is an integral
part of the struggle of the work-
ing class for revolution and for
the building of soctialism. Com-
plete emancipation-of women 18 a
question of the destruction of
class society. At the same time
the success of the revolutionary
struggle depends upon full parti-
eipation of women.

"No freedom of the people
and of each individual, no
progress of the country and
achievement of our aims can be
thought of without the com-
plete emancipation of women."
(April 29 Statement of the

" Central Committee of the Party

of Labor of Albania, from, CN
LIBERATION OF WOMEN IN ALRANIA,
Gamma Publ., N.Y., p. 12).
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