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Mow that we are into 1977, it is a fitting time to make
an assessment of all the promises given by the Labour
Government in International Women's Year, The Work-
ing Women's Charter Campaign's proposals for a
National Rally to draw up such a balance sheet is a
welcome move. However, it is absolutely clear to
increasing numbers of women that this balance sheet
cannol be but an extremely negative one. The articles in
this issue of Socialist Woman bear testimony to this fact.
The shining example of the equal pay strikers at Trico and
the current struggle being fought in the North West of
England around nursery facilities underlines the message
which is being brought home to growing numbers of
women and men; the Equal Pay Act, the Sex Discrimina-
tion Act, and the Employment Protection Act — while
representing a step in the right direction — are a mere
pittance in contrast to the needs of women in a period of
deepening economic and social crisis. As these struggles
also show, the needs of women will only be met through
their self organisation rather than relying on ‘pie in the
skv’ promises from the Labour Government.

Perhaps the clearest statement of where the Labour
Government really stands is its attitude to the new threat
to women's abortion rights. It has been the Government's
flouting of the democratic decisions of the bodies of the
labour movement calling for free abortion on request that
has played an important role in paving the way for the
introduction of this Bill. William Benvon's Abortion
(Amendment) Bill was introduced to the House of
Commons for its first reading on 22 December 1976.
Despite a virtual press black-out of what this Bill will
invalve, The Times did “*leak’ the eight clauses which are
expecied 1o be contained. This Tory ex-whip from
Buckingham has introduced a Bill most consistent with
his role as chief speaker on many of the platforms
organised by SPUC in its recent mobilisations.

According to The Times article, the following restric-
tions are on the way:

* lowering the time limits on legal abortion by a full
two months! In the current situation of cutbacks in NHS
spending, plus the atmosphere created by the anti-
abortionists which intimidate doctors so that they impose
an even lower cut-off date to safeguard themselves, this
means that backstreet abortions are once again on the
agenda in even larger numbers than we have today.

* increased police access to the medical files of women
having abortions, so that simply the agreement of a
maagistrate enables police 1o scrutinise records of abortion
chnics.

* continuing the attack on the private sector, particu-
larly the charities, where 50% of women obtaining
abortions are forced to go as a result of the run-down of
the NHS. This is being done by calling for a complete
financial separation between the counselling services and
the abortion clinics, thus sounding the death knell for
many of the charities.

*  restricting the two doctors who can  approve
abortions by making it necessary for one of them to have
practised for 5 years. In addition, the Bill will permit
signatures of doctors only if there are no links between

them.

Any fight against this latest threal to the struggle for
women's rights has to be placed firmly in the context of
the fight against the Social Contract. The entire basis of
the Social Contract was to get agreement between the
labour leaders and the Government for a truce on the
wages front. The trade union bureaucracy has capitulated
yel again, selling out the interests of its members. But
they have done so without even a struggle to demand their
side of the despicable bargain. That is, the wage truce was
to be in return for social benefits to the less well-off in
society, of whom women were deemed to be a significant
portion! The Social Contract thercfore pitted women's
interests against those of the organised labour movement.
But even within its framework, it is becoming clearer that
social benefits will not be forthcoming without a
challenge to the Social Contract itself.

1977 will be a vear of testing the growing commitment
for the ideas of the women's movement. There is no
indication that attacks on women's rights will be
alleviated in the coming year. On the other hand, the
victories won in local strugeles over the past yvear have
provided a firm basis for the emergence of a strong
movement committed to freeing women from the chains
which bind them to the home and the family.

The situation in other European countries is similar to
that in Britain. Abortion has continued to be a focus for
both a concerted attack against women's rights, as well as
for the emergence of mass women's movements. In Italy,
the organisations of the left have undergone a test of their
commitmeént to women’s liberation.. As the article in
Socialist Woman demonstrates, the Communist Party in
particular has not stood the test, [t has branded the Bill
before the ltalian Parliament — which calls for abortion
on demand — a **social fascist measure®.

In Spain, as in lialy and Ireland, the dominance of the
reactionary Catholic Church continues (o impose itself.
I'he focus of many aciions taken by Spanish women
during the past few months has been adultery. The
Statutes remaining on Spanish law books reflects the
continuation of Francoism in Spain with all of its
implications for women's so-called *‘crimes’ including
abortion — despite the death of Franco. Mevertheless, the
women's movement, which has virtually exploded on the
Spanish scene over the last year, is an important one for
socialists to monitor, particularly because the Iberian
peninsula continues to be the centre of the highest form
of the working class struggle at the present time.

With these developments before us, it is essential that
socialists in the women's movement have utmost political
clarity on many of the fundamental questions. To this
end, we are continuing the debate on Domestic Labour
for another few issues. In addition, we will be opening a
debate on *“The Origins of Women's Oppression™. This
will be timed in conjunction with the speaking tour by
Evelyn Reed, authoress of Women's Evolution and a long
time campaigner for women's liberation in America.
Contributions welcome, subject to length considerations,




In the continuing series on Domestic Labour, CELIA HOLT bas submitted a
reply to Anne Chesterton’s contribution which appeared in the Spring 1976
issue of Socialist Woman. The columns of Socialist Woman continue to be
open to Turther contributions on this imporiant debate, subject to length

considerations.

ANN CHESTERTON'S main argument in her article Domestic Labour
[ Socialist Woman, Spring 1976] is wrong. It is important to take this up
because the real relation of domestic work to capitalist production has

political consequences for us.

She argues that domestic work
forms part of the value of labour-
power, because it transforms wage
goods before they can be consumed.
This is & dangerous argument for three
reasons. Omne is that it can be a basis
for demanding wages for housework,
although her article takes a position
against this demand,

Secondly, the argument cannot
prove that capitalism could not social-
ise domestic work, which would elim-
iinate the material basis of our opp-
ression. This destroys our case against
an idea current on the left that
women's liberation is an ‘ideological
issue’, a question of changing ‘attitu-
des', not a real part of the class
struggle. Finally, the separation of
public and family life — the political
and ‘personal” — cannot be properly

undersiood if housework is considered
as part of value-production. These
latter points will be developed in a later
article.

NO YALUE

Housework does not produce value;
the domestic worker is neither prod-
uctive or unproductive for capital, but
performs a socially necessary function
which goes on outside the sphere of
social production. The critical point
which is not understood by those who
refute this argument is the separation
of labour-power from the labourer
under capitalism. The worker does not
sell herself or himself as a labourer o a
capitalist. What we sell is our capacity
to labour, our labour-power. Labour-
power is a commodity but the labourer

is not. We are not like slaves, who were
owned in person, or like the ser(s tied
to a landlord and his land. Capital
accumulation is based on the emerg-
ence of the wage-labourer as a ‘free
agent’ who enters into an apparently
equal contract with an employer.

LABOUR POWER

The development of labour-power
as a commodity separate from the
individual creates the category of
abstract social labour — as opposed to
specific, individual labour — which is
the basis for capitalist exchange.
{Money, the medium of universal
exchange, is the expression of this
abstract social labour). Productive
labour — labour which makes profit
for a capitalist — creates both some-
thing useful, and something of value
which can be exchanged for money.
Unproductive labour, such as most of
nursing, teaching, or social work, is
paid for out of state revenue, which is




a tax on profits, but is part of capitalist
production; it has been socialised by
the state.

REPRODUCE

What the housewife does is to
reproduce the labourer. This is not the
same thing as adding value to labour-
power. Cooking, cleaning and child
rearing reproduce and maintain the
labourer as an individual, but have no
bearing on the value of the commodity
which this labourer sells. If it did,
capitalism would have an interest in
socialising, modernising and stream-
lining housework in order to depress
the value of labour-power, as it has
done in the production of wage-goods
such as food, clothing, etc.

Ann Chesterton agrees that house-
work is not abstract, social labour, but
then argues that it produces valoe. She
also argues that domestic ‘labour’
produces value which is not realised in
exchange. Meither of these things is
possible. Marx explains in the first
few pages of Capital that *exchange
value is the only form in which the
value of commodities can manifest
itself or be expressed... A use-value, or
useful article... has value only because
human labour in the abstract has been
embodied or materialised in it." (My
emphasis).

VALUE PRODUCTION

Twao things follow from the exclu-
sion of domestic work from value-
production, One is that since the
‘freeing” of the wage labourer, and the
existence of labour-power as a commi-
odity producing value, is the basis of
capitalist production, capitalism can-
not overcome this exclusion. To do so
would be 1o overturn the wage-capital
relation, to abolish the wage-labourer
and the wage svstem which depends on
it. Since we do not sell ourselves as
individuals, and are not a source of
profit as such — only our capacity to
labour is — capitalism has no interest
i that part of the day in which we
reproduce and maintain ourselves. It is
of course in the indirect interests of the
capitalist that we do, but we can be
relied upon to do it anyway.

WORKFORCE MAINTAINED

It iz true that in the interests of
maintaining a minimally healthy and
literate workforce, capitalism  has
taken over some social functions pre-
viously fulfilled in the family. But it
has only done this, and 10 a wvery
limited extent, when state intervention
in the economy on a vast scale has
becomé necessary for the continuation
of private profitable production. It is
also true that during the war, state
nurseries, canteens and laundries exis-
ted on a large scale because of the
wholesale introduction of women int o
the workforce. But war, although it is
endemic to capitalism, is not a perm-
anent feature of it.

On the contrary, the destruction of
values during the war, and the political
defeat of the workforce by tying it to
its mational bourgeoisie, are precondi-
tions [or capital getting on its feet

again, for the regeneration of profit-
able production. A striking feature of
the post war boom has been the extent
to which ‘A woman's place is in the
home' has not been challenged.

The proportion of state spending
going on in nurseries, Tor example, has
been minimal. This is why a large part
of the female workforce works part
time outside the home. The crisis takes
away even those facilities which do
exist, but capitalism even in a boom
period cannot create full employment,
and cannot make the maintenance of
the labourer an absolutely social con-
cern.

WOMEN'S OPPRESSION

This means that woman's oppress-
ion, based on her position as an
unpaid, private domestic worker with-
in the nuclear family is inherent in
capitalist social relations. The ‘issue’
of woman’s liberation from her ‘pri-
vate' sphere is a central part of the
class struggle. Only socialism can
socialise housework.,

Ann Chesterton’s only argument for
capitalism’s interest in maintaining the
family — which she does not attempt
to say is an absolute one — is that if
domestic work became wage labour,

S

capital would have to pay more for
labour-power. This is not true. The
socialising and rationalising of any
labour-process which determines the
value of labour-power will lower that
value, by shortening the time necessary
for its production. Domestic work
does not add value, and the capitalist
has no interest in socialising it.
SOCIALISATION

Demands for the socialisation of
housework strike at the core of capit-
alist production relations, because they
assert that society must take responsi-
biltiv for the reproduction of the
labourer, must abolish *private’ life. It
is true that the family has other
ideological, political and psychological
uses for the ruling class, but it is
essential to recognise that these have a
material basis.

Otherwize the working class move-
ment can afford to ignore women's
liberation, to break up the totality of
our oppression into a purely trade
union, economic level on the one
hand, and a ‘personal and private’
sphere on the other.

CELIA HOLT




Labour’s programme for

Almost one vear ago, Michael Foot
and Barbara Castle were wining and
dining in the resplendent surroundings
of Whitehall. They were joined by
such defenders of women's rights as
Lord Longford. The Occasion: a cel-
ebration of the introduction of the
Equal Pay and Sex Discrimination
legislation.

In a more modest and qualified
style, the legislation was also wel-
comed by the Women's Movement and
the labour movement as a gain —
however limited — for women’s rights.
Omn the one hand, we recognised that it
corresponded 1o economic needs for
more skilled female labour, and the
need 1o catch up with EEC legislation.
On the other hand, we saw it as a
response to a decade of struggles by
women, including the strikes by the
Leeds clothing workers and Ford
machinists, backed by mounting pres-
sure from the Women's Movement.

MORE DEFEATS
THAN YICTORIES

The last year has allowed us to take
stock. The real limitations of the legis-
lation have become blatantly clear. In
the first six months after the Acts came
into force, 72% of eqgual pay cases and
T3% of Sex Discrimination Act (SDA)
cases were rejected by the tribunals.
Cases brought under the SDA have not
fared much better.

Evidence is mounting from sources
as varied as Woman's Own and the
Labour Research Department that
emplovers are driving unimpeded
through the gaping loopholes in the
legislation. A recent study by the
GMWU of its tribunal claims con-
cludes: *In common with other women
we have met more defeats than victor-
ies under the Act.”

In most cases, employers have found
shelter in the arguments that women
are not doing ‘like work® with men, or
that there is a material difference in
their condittons of employment.
Avoidance of equal pay is made even
easier for many employers because the
Act does not cover jobs which have
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Even Woman's Own exposad the loopholes in the legislation

been traditionally become ‘women's
work', where over 75% of employees
are women. An estimated two-thirds
of women who work outside the home
are in this position, including the Trico
workers at Northampton, earning only
£23 for a 40-hour week. Because there
are no men with whom to compare
their work, these women are still
earning only half the average male
wage for the industry.
BUILT IN DISCRIMINATION

Apart from the loopholes and avoid-
ance of the legislation, both Acts have
built-in discrimination against women.
The Equal Pay Act (EPA) is allowing
for job evaluation schemes (o deter-
mine equal work, provided manage-
ment with a handy manipulative tool,
Maturally the criteria emploved to
evaluate jobs militates against women.

6

In comparing skill, length of experi-
ence, responsibility and flexibility,
women are always at a disadvantage.
Childcare problems, inequality of
education and training, inadequate
maternity leave and other handicaps
make it impossible to compete on
equal terms.

The SDA has similar failings. In
explicitly excluding cases where a
woman is denied a job because she is
less skilled, creditworthy, ete, it totally
ignores the centuries of discrimination
which hold women back from these
starting poinis for equality.

In short, the legislation does nothing
1o provide women with the material
prerequisites for eguality and indep-
endence: equal pay and opportunity,
adequate childcare and fertility control
provisions, and the other basic needs




outlined in the Working Women's
Charter.

UNDER ATTACK —
BUT FIGHTING BACK

In practice, even the limited rights
provided by the legislation are under
attack. Mounting unemplovment and
social expenditure cuts are strength-
ening the grip of women's family
resonsibilities. Far from laying the
foundations of equality, the Labour
Government is tying the millstone of
full-time childcare, second-rate edu-
cation, low-paid jobs, inadequate fac-
iliies 1o control their fertility, and
unemployment around women's
necks.

Far from taking this lying down,
women throughout the country are
taking the struggle for their rights into
their own hands. The most significant
example of this is the Trico egual pay
strike. Recognising the need to rely on
the strength of their collective action,
the Trico strikers boveotted the Tri-
bunals and emerged victorious from
their fight. Their victory has lit the
path to equal pay based on collective
working class action. And in claiming
— and winning — more than the 414
per cent permitted by the Social
Contract, they have demonstrated to
all workers that they should refuse to
take responsibility for the crisis.

Women are also fighting the cuts in
jobs and services as part of the struggle
for women’s rights. It is ironic that
within a year of the passing of the
equal rights legislation, women were
marching to save the Elizabeth Garrett
Anderson Hospital and women teach-
ers and hospital workers were striking
in defence of their jobs. In the same
period, the Government tried to sabo-
tage the Child Benefiis Scheme: the
row this caused at the Labour Party
Conference is yet another indication of
women's determination to fight back.

RALLY FOR WOMEN'S
RIGHTS

It is becoming clear that the devel-
opment of the struggle for women's
rights must combine two processes:
evaluating the legislation and learning
how to benefit from it, and at the same
time building up our self-reliance so
that we are able to take independent
action to achieve our demands. In
fighting for our rights we have found
ourselves fighting the Social Contract,
the cuts, unemployment and all the
other policies of the Labour Govern-
ment — but so far we have been
fighting national, centralised policy in
a fragmented way, area by area and
issue by issue. The fact that we have
lost more times than we have won is
enough to show that this response is
inadequate.

This is the conclusion the Working
Women's Charter Campaign  has
reached; and this has led it to call fora
national rally — *One Year On from
the Sex Discrimination Act — A Rally

Average gross hourly earnings in industry, 1975 (women's earnings as % of men's)

Industry Germany France Italy Holland Belgium  Britain
Chamicals 748 741 83.1 701 663 66.4
Car sssambly B5.6 B3.6 90.8 n.a. 84.4 782
Office machinary B1.6 BE.2 1059 na n.a. 80.2
Food 703 B2 a2 745 782 73.0
Clothing manufactura 782 820 BB.8 B1.7 T4.8 728
Total manufacturing 728 764 B0.3 732 nms 869

for Women’s Rights'. This rally has
been called to assess the situation and
pool experience of fighting for wom-
en’s rights. It will bring together trade
unions, women’s groups, labour
movement bodies and campaigns for
women’s rights to abortion, nursery
facilities, financial and legal indepen-
dence and many more. Through
speakers, theatre, exhibitions, stalls
and literature, these organisations can
exchange their experiences. Already
support for the rally has come from 15
Labour MPs, prominent labour move-
ment figures, NUPE Mational Execu-
tive, students unions, trades councils,

FEB 26th
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Labour Party branches and the Co-op
Political Committee.

We ask all readers of Socialist
Woman to obtain support for the rally
and build for it by taking part in local
activities to investigate the implemen-
tation and/or sabotage of the Acts, by
gathering details of the struggle for
women’s rights, and by publicising the
Rally in your area,

For information write to: 49 Low-
ther Hill, London SE23 1PZ. Financial
support for the Rally is wurgently
needed. Make cheques payable to the
Rally for Women's Rights.

°
D

RALLY FOR WOMEN'S RIGHTS




Marxism and

Women’s Liberation:
A Reappraisal

The recent Conference on Women in Eastern Europe held in Birmingham
set itself the goal of beginning to develop a “more detalled and historical
analysis” of the Marxist Movement's politices and practice in the tight
against women's oppression, according to BARBARA HOLLAND, one of
the organisers of the Conference. In her article below, Barbara Holland,
herseli a student in Soviet Studies, makes a contribution towards
explaining the basis for the official support for the “socialist family”.
Future issues of Socialist Woman will be devoted to continuing the debate

on many of the questions posed.

The governments of nearly half the
world — the Soviet Union, Eastern
Europe and China — claim to have
liberated their women. This claim obvi-
ously needs scrutiny. The initial reac-
tion of many feminists as far as the
Soviet Union and Eastern Europe is
concerned has been to reject the
claims to women's equality. Women are
sean to bear a double burden which is,
it anything, more oppressive than con-
ditions in the west, and this disapp-
ointing outcome of early revolutionary
hopes is usually put down to the
inadeguacies of the Bolshevik party,
and |n particular their failure both to
build an autonomous women's move-
ment or develop a Marxist theory of
personal liberation. These failings are
themselves in turn seen as the result of
male prejudice.

A second argument holds that
women have |n fact made important
gains in these countries, and that the
only remaining obstacle to be overcome
Iis (once again) male prejudice in the
form of men's reluctance to take on an
equal share of household duties. More
pressure on men, plus the continued
improvement of state facilities will
soo0n lead to the establishment of a new
“socialist” family, in which husband
and wife have equal rights and duties.
duties.

| feel that both these arguments are
too genaeral, as they fail to take into
account the complex reality of both the
revolutionary period and the present
day situation. In particular, male preju-
dice is seen as an abstract phenomen-
om, apparently without need of explan-
ation. The purpose of the conferance on
‘Women in Eastern Europe’ is to make a
start towards developing a more detail-
ed and historical analysis of these
questions — which hopefully could
then be comparad with the experience
of Chinese women. In the meantime,
however, here are somae initial reactions
to the views outlined above.

Bolshevik Fallings?

An example of the Bolsheviks “half-

hearted” aftitude to women's rights is

sometimes found In their failure to give
support to the bourgeois feminist
movement. However, as supporiers of a
proletarian, rather than bourgeois, rev-
olutien in Russia, the Bolsheviks ware
against allying with bourgeois forces.
The bourgecis feminists were interest-
ed only in equal rights for their own
class, not in abolishing either the
system of private property or the sexual
division of labour on which the double
oppression of working class women
was based. If revolutionaries had en-
couraged working women to join a
movement with such limited aims, it
would have made the task of organising
them to fight on the basis of their
oppression even harder. Before the
revolution, the conditions of clandest-
ine political activity made it virtually
impossible to set up an autonomous
women's movement as an altermnativa,
and what the Bolsheviks did achieve in
organising women lactory workers and
soldiers’ wives should not be Ignored.

The women's departments (Zhenot-
del) that developed from 1917 on were a
step in the right direction. Thay
succeeded in ralsing women's Issues
among the masses and In encouraging
working and peasant women to be
active. However, male resistance in the
party probably made itself felt in the
struggle for resources and for prioriti-
sation, particularly towards the end of
the Zhenotdel in 1930. This period saw
an influx of new, inexperienced party
members, many of whom had close
links with the couniryside and its
strong patriarchal traditions.

The failure to integrate the individual
insights made on the women's question
into socialist theory, or to develop a
theory of personal liberation can also
be admitted — but with various “exten-
uating circumstances”. Of these, the
main one to mention is the extrame
backwardness of the Russian masses
Even the steps taken (such as the
introduction of llberal marriage and
diverce laws) created problems, In that
it made women more open to exploita-
tion by men. The material and social

basis for the kind of sexual revolution
which Reich desired was simply miss-
ing, so it is hardly surprising il attes-
tion was focussed elsewhere.

‘The significance of this failure has
also been exaggerated. Bolshevik
weakness on this question doubtless
made it easier for the reaction in the
family structure to become established.
But more importantly, it was the bur-
eaucracy’s reaction to the crisis within
the economy which governad the failure
ol women's full integration on an equal
basis into social, cultural and palitical
lifa.

One of the most impeortant clauses in
tha Soviet constition Is its guarantee of
the right to work. Though in the early
days, economic difficulties made the
tull achievement of this impossible, tha
drive for industrialisation, plus the
more or less adequate provision of

creche facilties has made it
possible for all women to work
outside. tha home (only 8%

choose not to do so). Howaver, in the
absenca of other, good-quality collect-
ive facilities women still bear the main
responsibility for domestic work. The
time and energy women have to spend
on housework in turn helps to perpetu-
ate the sexual division of labour outside
the home i.e. women have less skilled,
lower-paid jobs and are rarely found in
top positions. Criticisms can certainly
be made of the party's fallure to
understand the Importance of trans-
forming domestic labour and to priori-
tise such tasks, but this should not be
used to hide the importance of the
gains women have made in the right to
work. Soviel women are proving this
themselves in their refusal to return to
the home, despite the incentives the
government is offering in its anxiety to
increasa the birth rate.

Is Sexism Disappearing?

The financial Independence women
have gained through employment is
helping to weaken the traditional zex-
ism of Russian men. (| say Russlan
rather than Soviet because the case in
some other republics, particulary the
Eastern ones, is more complicated).
The great shortage of men after the war
held back this process, bul tha new
generation is far more willing to divorce
unsatisfactory husbands and have 'ille-
gitimate’ children — though the women
soon marry and there are few single
parenis. Men are helping more in the
home, but It is still “helping”, and on




the whole progress remains painfully
slow. The obstacle of male resistance is
also being aided by another powerful
obstacle — in the form of Government
policies. The Government is failing to
extend communal facilities at the rate it
could now afford, it is perpeluating
tradtional sex roles in its propaganda,
and it s introducing measures aimed at
persuading women to retumn to the
home,

| believe this Is because with wom-
en’s right to work secured and a
commitment still present to ending the
sexual division of labour, the Govern-
ment is concerned about the effecis of

this on the family. At the moment the
family Is useful in absorbing workers
Increased leisure time, as well as in
soclalising children, and these func-
tions explain the official support for the
“soclalist” family. The other possible
course of development, in the direction
ol collectivised domestic work and
more time spent in social and political
activity outside the home is too threat-
ening to the regime, which depends on
the atomisation of Soviet life, The
dominance. of the family prevents
people from making cholces about how
they arrange their lives, in such ways as
living arrangements, variety of relation-
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ships, and sexuality. To make such a
wide range of choices feasible, the
system would have to become more
flexible and democratic — a situation
that would guickly lead to a challenge
to bureacratic power and privilege.

In conclusion, the problems facing
women in the Soviet Union, both past
and present, are not simply reducible to
male prejudice. It matters, but so do the
economic, social and political condi-
tions in which it operates, and ultim-
ately It s these conditions which work
to encourage or restrict male domina-
tion.




I o

ivil war

The occupation of Lebanon by Syrian forces has resulted in a precarions siate of
pseudo-stability. Socialist Woman interviewed MAJIDA SALMAN, who has
recently toured Britain speaking on the situation in Lebanon. We asked her to
describe the position of women in the struggle, and what role the Revolutionary
Communist Group [Lebanese section of the Fourth International] has played in

raising women's issues in the struggle.

‘I would like 1o explain the position of
women in Lebanon as part of the
condition of Arab women, who are
probably the most oppressed women in
the world — even when compared to
women in underdeveloped capitalist
countries like Latin America. The
oppression of Arab women is very
crude. In Lebanon you have to add to
this the role that the country has
played as an intermediary between
imperialism and the Arab market. This
has created a big layer of women who
are secretaries, bank clerks and so on,
which differentiates it from other Arab
countrics.

Of course this is also related to the
religious divisions. There was a big
difference between the mobilisation of
Christian women and that of women in
the resistance movement and in the
Moslem neighbourhoods.

The mobilisation of Christian
women can be seen as an aspect of the
fascist and reactionary organisations
relving on petty bourgeois women and
using them as a tool in a reactionary
way. The arming of women in the
reactionary camp was stronger than it
was in the anti-Phalangist camp.

The reason, firstly is that the situa-
tion of Christian women is better than
that of Moslem women — vyou can
compare it with the situation of
women in Catholic countries. Christi-
an women were the first to be mobili-
sed because they can go out of their
houses more easily. Also there was the
policy of weakening the consciousness
of women by playing on the fact that
they have privileges. The Phalangists
tried to give a feeling of superiority
which is completely false — because in
Lebanon there is no law on all the
questions which affect women —
marriage, divorce, etc. It is the church
law for the Christian women, and for
the Moslems the Koran.

“God, country and family” was the
device of the Phalangist party. Women
were not struggling to change their
situation, but were struggling for their
oppression, for the strengthening of
the reactionary bourgeois state.

In the anti-Phalangist camp the
situation was different. Here, even if
the participation of women in the
struggle was more difficult — due to
the stronger oppression of women by
the family tradition and the Moslem
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religion — it was understood as part of
an anti-reactionary struggle, as a liber-
ation struggle. Because politics were
brought into every house, many
women tried to participate in the
struggle. But this was on an individual
level, because there was no point raised
in the programme of the progressive
front on the guestion of women. The
Stalinist and nationalist organisations
never dealt with the most elementary
democratic guestions of women, like
the separation of church law or Mos-
lem law from the civil law,

But because of the general upsurge,
women tried (o participate, first
through the traditional roles of women
— hospitals, cooking and so on.
Although this obviously did not
change the position of women it
permitted them to go out from their
houses. Going to a hospital was easier
than going to fight, especially if vou
consider that in the majority of the
nationalist organisations the head-
quarters were mainly male. It was
difficult for women to fight all the
traditions of the family and enter
them.

There were only political organisa-
tions to integrate women. Because of
the lack of organisation in the neigh-
bourhoods, women were not integra-
ted on the level of solving the problem
of the neighbourhoods. And, as their
position was sccondary on every social




level before the civil war, it was VEry
difficult for them to make this jump
during the war.,

However, women did gain new
experiences. For instance, in some
hospitals, women challenged  rules
which always required them to do very
routine work when men could do it
Even if they had nothing to do, the
men refused to do this work.,

The question of the armed struggle
is important, but it has been too often
assumed that this is the central ques-
tion. It is just a reflection of other
developments, Women can participate
in the armed struggle, without consid-
ering their role, seeing it as something
different from their own problems. [t
is only when the link between armed
participation and questioning  the
traditional problems of women is done
by women themselves tha they can
give participation in the armed struggle
its real meaning,

Women fought in some of the
nationalist organisations. Bul this was
qualitatively different from women
fighting in the left organisations. In
the nationalist organisations, it was
just an example of a few heroic
women, and the way they were looked
at in other ways did not change at all.

In the Communist Party the majori-
ty of women were still cooking in the
HQ — although the CP did train some
women to fight, the general trend was
to put the women in the kitchens. The
CP had the strength 1o challenge the
family in the neighbourhoods, but
instead they merely adapted 10 it.

I think that the RCG was the only
force to intervene around the women’s
question. Women in the RCG were
irying to organise and discuss with
other women in order to relate the
struggle to the problems of women.
We always had a section in our
publications on the situation of women
in the Lebanon. We met as women 1o
gether as this avoided certain problems
— for example that of the family.
When you meet with other women and
are trained with other women it's
easier than going to a HO where the
majority are men, and where the
women wouldn't feel at ease.

AS you can see, there was a consci-
ous integration of women into the
tasks of the RCG, an understanding of
the role of women in the fighting and
in the political work. Women were
involved systematically, like men, a
all levels. This doesn't mean thai
complete equality was achieved, but
there was at least a conseious attack on
the problem.

There was not a qualitative change
in the situation of women in the civil
war., This is a barometer for the
sitpation as a whole, This is why we
can speak of an experience of women’s
struggle but not a real step on the road
to women's liberation and revolution-
ary strugple.”

on the London meeting,

thai European
manmner.

The call for a conference of socialist
feminists was first pur out by two
tendencies in the French women's
movement — the Elisabeth Dimitriev
Circle and Les Pertroleuses. The idea
of a Conference which would bring
together socialist women from all over
Europe was seen as especially impor-
tant in the wake of International
Women's Year — a year used by
bourgeois governments internationally
to put forward their policies concern-
ing women’s rights. Lavish amounts
of resources and money were doled out
by these governments in the wake of
the growing movement for women’s
liberation. At the same time, the
international recession has prompted
some of the most savage attacks on
women's rights.

The idea of such a conference was
therefore to exchange experiences
about how socialists in the women's
movement have confronted both the
attacks levied against women as well as
the undoubted by-product of the des-
ignation of 1975 as  International
Women's Year. In Britain this by-
product cannot be underestimated: the
passing of the Sex Discrimination Act
and the full implementation of the
Equal Pay Act has in fact stimulated
growing numbers of struggles among
women,

How have we as socialists in the
women’s movement responded to this
increased awareness among farger sec-
tions of women?

And what lessons have we drawn
from battles we have fought — against
closures of nurseries, against attacks
on women's abortion rights, against
the rising unemployment figures
amongst women?

Just as important, what can we learn
from the mobilisations undertaken by
women in other countries, so that we
do not have to repeat their errors?

These were some of the questions
that were to be raised a1 the confer-
ence. To date, three planning meetings
have taken place to discuss the Con-
ference — in Paris, in Zurich, and in
London. In London a sharp, though
unclear political debaie took place
which made it apppear that the whole
project of an international conference
was in jeopardy. Four points were

EUROPEAN CONFERENCE

In November the third planning meeting for the European Socialist Feminisi
Conference was held in London.
movement in Britain, Spain, Germany, France and Holland attended. Women
from almost every other European countries have expressed interest in this
project. DODIE WEPPLER, & member of the British Planning Group reports

calling for setting the date of the proposed
Conference so that the debates that have been opened can continue, and so

co-ordination and exchanges can begin in & more efficient

Representatives from the women's

central to the differences that emerged.
First, whether the appeal for the
conference drafted by the French
women was restrictive and would fail
to attract many women who consid-
ered themselves to be socialists, Sec-
ond, il the Conference was to he
action-oriented or more theoretically
biased. Third, whether the proposed
session of the Conference on ““Women
and Work"" (although specifically des-
cribed as including both domestic and
waged work) would fall into the old
rap of seeing women's oppression
and exploitation as flowing solely from
her relation to the productive process,
Finally, the exact nature of the rela-
tionships between the struggle for
women’s liberation and the struggle
for socialism.

Many sisters at the planning meeting
in London argued that these kinds of
debate should be held ar the Con-
ference itself. However, the meeting
was divided almost exactly down the
middle (the French sisters’ appeal was
carried only by a majority of one
vote). The Dutch sisters — who had
previously offered to organise the
Conference in their country — an-
nounced that in the light of the voling
on the French appeal, they were no
longer prepared to do so. The delega-
tion from Britain, composed of sisters
who had responded to the many
appeals in the Columns of Spare Rib,
Wires, and other women’s liberation
newsletters, was the only delegation
where the votes cast were divided. This
might be an indication that the delega-
tion represented broad areas of opini-
on in the British movement, as well as
the heterogeneity of the socialist cur-
rent itself in this country.

Despite the lack of clarity in the
debate, held under grave time pres-
sures, it was unanimously agreed 1o
meet once again in Paris on 11-12
December. Hopefully the Paris meet-
ing will set the date for the conference
— which counld be a useful experience
in taking the fight for women’s libera-
tion forward on a European scale,
With a firm date, even more sisters
from Britain can be drawn into the
vital debates raised only superficially
in London, Further information about
the Conference from Barbara Yates,

20b Batoum Gardens, London W6,




ABORTION RIGHTS TRIBUNAL

‘The pro-abortion fight will not end
with the fribunal’

The following interview is with MARIA DUGGAN, activist in the women's
liberalion movement, an executive member of South Bank Polytechnic
Siudenis Union and the co-ordinator for the Tribunal For Women's Abortion
Rights to be held on 29 January at Central Hall, Westminster,

Why has the National Abortion

Campaign initiated the Tribunal, and
what is it about?
If we look at the developmenis in the
ahortion campaign over the last year [
think we become aware of ceriain
extremely important developments __
both for the campaign on the abortion
issue and for the many areas of atiacks
on women generally. To illustrate this
point, one only has to think aboul the
large mumbers of women that have
been made redundant, or the altempt-
ed closure of the Elizabeth Garrett
Anderson Hospital. These attacks on
the EGA are especially important since
this is a stale service provided specifi-
cally for women. We are beginning to
see, that in a generalised crisis sitoa-
tion, women are actually affected by a
very specific attack. Therefore the
allacks on abortiom provision are
simply a link in the whole chain.

The Tribunal arose direcily out of
the re-convening of the Select Com-
mittee. We have to undersiand the
enormity of the act of reconvening this
body. It is an anomaly in Parliament-
ary lerms (o re-establish a Select
Commitiee to consider a Bill that has
already fallen. The terms of reference
of the Select Commitiee were those of
the James White Bill, and to re-con-
vene it is just one aspect of a specific
ideological attack on women's rights
and issues which concern women. So,
when NAC and other pro-abortion
organisations boycotted the Commit-
tee, we became aware that there was a
need for an allernative forum in which
to preseni our particular types of
evidence — the sort of evidence that
would illustrate particularly the way in
which the atiack has been concentrated
on abortion rights. Al the same time,
within thai, we hoped we could build
up a picture which would inform us
more generally of the way in which
women have been coming under atiack
in the past year.

In motivating the Tribunal we have
to say Tirsi of all that it is going to be a
mass evenl. It's going (o be an open
event, based on the evidence that has

been campaigned for in the localities
by women and women trade unionists,
and other representatives of the labour
movemeni. The open nature of the
Tribunal is extremely important __ this
is our answer (o the biased, closed,
secretive Select Committee. We are
approaching il almost from the point
of view of a working class enguiry.
This will be our day of evidence, when
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Eor the rich — the option of the private abortion clinic is always available!

we will state our case for our right to
choose.

If the Tribunal is to be seen as an
alternative forum to the Select Com-
mittee, as you suggest, how is this the
case in terms of its structure __ for
example, what difference does it make
that it is organised primarily by
women?

First of all, 1 would like to agree that it
is an event that will be organised by
women especially, around their own
issues and it will be based on evidence
from the grass roots of the women's




movemen! and of the labour move-
ment. Therefore it will have an im-
mediate impact that goes well beyond
the walls of Central Hall. The sort of
evidence we are going (0 base it on will
be the ongoing experience of many
women __ throughoul their lives gen-
erally. It will include areas outside the
big cities, such as London, where often
the issues don't appear as polarised as
they do in the provinces.

Further, the fact that il is an open
evenl, and the philosophy on which it
was founded, indicate again the con-
trast between the Tribunal and the
Select Committee, We are saying, ‘We
have enough faith in our evidence, and
the way we can mobilise to present our
case to reach an informed wverdict
about why abortion is a woman's right
to choose.*

How exactly is the Tribunal being
organised?

It is being organised with the support
of the women's movemenl, the Nat-
ional Abortion Campaign, and the
various interested bodies among the
labour movement who are sufficiently
aware of the importance of the dem-
and, sufficiently aware of the ramifi-
cations of liberal access (o abortion for
women in this country, and interna-
tionally, for their own self-determina-
tion and their liberation.

The Tribunal is being organised by a
Mobilising Committee, which is an
open commitiee, meeting in London
every Tuesday evening at the London
School of Economics, Houghton
Street. It is open to all people,
although we try 1o encourage organi-
sations to send women as responsible
represeniatives,

There have been criticisms from the

women's movement about the abor-
tion campaign. Leaving aside the
allegation that the campaign is run by
men, how do you feel about the
criticisms that NAC is a non-feminist
organisation and that it concentrates
on a single issue?
As a representative of the National
Abortion Campaign | would like 1o say
thal we are extremely sensitive o these
criticisms — and [ think I speak on
behalfl of the whole campaign in saying
that. But my approach is different. 1
don't counterpose NAC 1o the
women's movement — I see it as being
part of the women's movement, work-
ing around one of its specific demands.
Also, I think that those who say that
the abortion campaign is not feminist
have to clarify what they mean by
‘feminist’, and what they mean by
‘feminist practice’. | feel that the best
thing which would enable us to take up
their criticism seriously, and help to
evolve a practice more n accordance
with what these critics would agree
with is for them to come and join us
and raise their criticisms within NAC
itself — both at the national level and
af the grass rools level,

With regard to the criticism of
concentraling on a single issue cam-

paign — well, yes, we do. To win this
particular campaign for the right of a
woman to have free access to abortion
is of the uwimost importance for women
in this country. Bul within that fight 1
think that NAC has never ever failed
to draw the links and 1o say why it is so
important for women's liberation. 1
think that through conceniraiing on
abortion, we have been able (o lay the
basis for raising consciousness about
all areas of sexuality and about a wide
range ol other related issues. In that
sense, | think that this criticism is
unfounded.

It could be said that NAC has
responded in the past purely in the
direction of Parliament, rather than
concentrating on self-help and the
self-organisation of women. Do you
think that this latter aspect would help
women more than winning legal ref-
orms or trying to stop restrictions?
Does the fact that the Tribunal has
been seen as an alternative 1o the Select
Committee signify a move in the
direction of the campaign?

Firstly, it is not possible to ignore the
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parliamentary situation. However, |
would say that we are not going to put
all our faith in Parliament 1o win
reforms for ws. This is why the
Tribunal is a correct initiatve, because
we are saying that we are not going to
put all our faith in 2 Select Commitiee,
but we are going 1o provide our own
forum for owr evidence. We are going
to draw in women from all over the
couniry who are working om and
campaigning around evidence __ about
women's lives and experiences. 1 think
thai this is important to reiterate this
becaunse in organising the Tribunal we
ar¢ giving the lie to people who say
that we are directing our energies
towards Parliament, not towards con-
sidering the experience of women
themselves. This  is an alternative
forum, with women in the forefront of
its organisation, and we must mever
lose sight of the aim of the Tribunal,
which is for a woman's right to
choose.

On the more direci question of
self-help I think that we have to realise
that NAC is a political campaign,
attempting to force the state into
providing women with the sort of
abortion facilities thai they need. So
for those who raise the plea that NAC
should concern itself with self-help, we
would reply that they could be accused
of trying to patch ap the situation,
instead of directing our forces against
the state, in order (o get those facilities
for all women,

However, | don't think thai there
really is that kind of crude counter-
position, because I feel that the evi-
dence we will gather from the Tribunal
will inform us about how women are
atlempling to struggle round the issue
themselves — and 1o develop the sort
of practice which will enable them o
carry oul self-help, il need be. But 1
think that the main poini of not losing
sight of NAC as being a political
campaign, altempling o force the
state into providing free abortion on
demand on the basis of a woman's
right to choose.

What can women in the women's

liberation movement do for the Tri-
bunal?
Firstly, 1 think that women in the
movement must support the Tribunal.
As an initiative, it is incredibly impor-
tant as it is concerned with a demand
that has come wnder concentrated
attack for the last two vyears, and
indeed is coming under attack again
because of the Privale Member's Bill
which is being introduced by William
Benyon. | would like to see the
women's movement involving them-
selves in the Mobilising Committee,
and more importanily 1o (ake the
lessons of the Tribunal back inlo the
localities o ensure thal the women's
movemeni is able 1o pul forward a
coherent, very direcl Teminist presence
in the campaign during the following
maonths. The pro-abortion fight will
nof end with the Tribunal.




crossroads

MARY FERRALI, an activist
and a member of the Internationa

in the Italian Abortion Campaign
| Communist Group [Italian section

of the Fourth International], explains in the article below the renewed
struggle for women’s right to abortion. In it, she takes up the
reactionary positions of the Italian Communist Party and the role of
the far left members of Parliament elected in the June elections.

Two elements have contributed to
relaunching the struggle for free
abortion on demand in Italy — the
explosion at the ICMESA (La
Roche) chemical factory in Sev-
eso, near Milan, during August,
which spread the defoliant dioxine
(tetrafenclc — used in Vietnam)
over the surrounding countryside;
and secondly, the parliamentary
debate on a new abortion law has
been taken up again at the level of
the Select Commitee.

The terrible pollution caused by
the multinational La Roche led 10
the evacuation of the entire pop-
ulation of the towns of Seveso and
Desio, but not before over Iwo
weeks had passed through the
criminal incompetence and blame-
shifting of the local and national
authorities, and notwithstanding
such obvious signs as wilting
vegetation and the death of all
small animals in the zone. One of
the reasons for this delay may well
lie in the connection the ICMESA
factory has with the production of
secrel chemical warfare arms for
MNATO.

Whiist debating whether to burn
the entire zone, or bury it under a
metre of cement, or wash it down
with olive oll and water, the
authorities took a census of the
number of pregnant women living
in Seveso and Desio, and hastily
revived a law passed 18 months
ago by the Corte Costituzionale
(equivalent to the British High
Court), and which had been app-
lied only very sporadically. This
law concemned theraputic abor-

tion.

When it was found that around
400 women were pregnant, the
Mangiagalli Gynaecological Clinic
in Milan was made available for
theraputic abortions in the first
three months of pregnancy. Of
course that part of the bourgeoisie
most in ditficulties from the pop-
ulation realising the disastrous
affects of dioxine on foetuses and
small children, suddenly discov-
ared that abortion was preferable

to women giving birth to deformed
bables, inexorable witness to the
horrors provoked by uncontrolled
industrial development in which
the only criteria is maximum prof-
it. The Vatican promptly objected
to such moral laxitude and threw
its forces into a shameful campai-
gn to deny the effects of dioxine
{in this they soon reached agree-
ment with the industrialists!) and
to deny that deformed babies
might be the result — or if they
did, that many Christian couples
would be happy to adopt onel

There was a subsequent line-up
of the medical profession on one
side or another, and the conseq-
uence of this stalemate is that to
date, only 25 women have obtain-
ed legal abortions at the Milan
clinine, and most of the pregnant
women in these two towns have
resorted to the usual backstreet
solution.

The main worry of the Vatican
can be summed up as ‘theraputic
abortion is the thin end of the
wedge and will lead 1o conceding
free abortion on demand’ — and,
to a certain extent this has proved
true, as many women from all over
Lombardy wanting abortions pro-
mptly knocked on the door of the
Mangiagalli Clinic, where the only
help they found came from the
women's groups who have picket-
ed the clinic.

The facts of Seveso have clearly
demonstrated the limitations of
theraputic abortion; in order to
fulfil the requirement that abortion
be conceded only in the case of
grave danger 1O the mental or
physical health of the woman,
those few women who have pass-
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ed the test have done so pretend-
ing to be crazy, going through the
humiliating experience of scream-
ing and throwing themselves on
the floor of the clinic on order to
salve the delicate consciences of
the medical and psychiatric pro-
fessions.

After the political elections of
20 June 1976, which registered a
noticeable advance for the Italian
Communist Party (PCl), the rev-
olutionary left entered Parliament
for the first time (with five seats)
after conducting a united electoral
campaign as 'Democrazia Prolet-
arla’. As one of the factors which
had .brought down the previous
government had been the disc-
ussion on the new abortion law,
the new government had to take
up the matter immediately with all
political parties presenting their
own proposals currently under
discussion in the parliamentary
select committee.

The Christian Democrats, after
much hesitation, have presented
an even more reactionary proposal
than the past legislation, placing
limitations even on theraputic
abortion, and maintaining the
concept of abortion as a crime,
although women are no longer to
be prosecuted for aborting within
the narrow limits conceded. The
Communist Party's proposal has
aroused, inevitably, the most in-
terest, and Is a masterpiece of
condensed ‘historical comprom-
ise' (the Italian CP's strategy of
alliance with the bourgecisie). For
the PCI, abortion is limited to a
number of cases, taking into
account, however, the social,
economic and mental condition of
the woman. The total number of
abortions carried out is not to
exceed 25 per cent of all opera-
tions in any one hospital, but no
abortions are to be performed
other than In public hospitals.
Abortion is free but only within
the first three months of preg-
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nancy — and all transgressors are
to be fined; minors must have the
express permission of parents: all
women requesting an abortion
have to undergo a medical and
verbal examination/interrogation
even though the woman ‘may have
the final say in deciding'. This
clumsy and bureaucratic pro-
cedure is designed to make abor-
tions ‘available' but difficult to
obtain, and means the continua-
tion of backstreet abortions for all
those women who cannot face
such a trial. The proposals of the
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A young Seveso victim
Socialist and Radical Parties per-
mit minors access to abortion,
and give women the right to
choose, but limit this right to the
first three months of pregnancy.

The new factor in this discus-
sion are proposals which have
come from about 30 women's
groups, which met and organised
on a national scale to work out a
law on abortion reflecting thair
experience in the “consultori”
(self-help clinics) created by the
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women's movement. These prop-
osals were taken up and presented
In Parliament by two of the mem-
bers of Democrazia Proletaria.
They have aroused ferocious at-
tacks, and have also been the
source of an ongoing debate with-
in the women's movement. The
main points of the proposals are;
free abortion on demand within
the first 22 weeks of pregnancy, to
be performed in public hospitals,
state approved clinics (and in
municipal birth control clinics in
the first 8 weeks of pregnancy).
No woman who asks for an abor-
tion after 22 weeks of pregnancy
can be refused as it is felt that
only the most severe problems
can lead a woman to take the
decision to abort after this length
of time, and also that, under
capitalism, a woman's right to
choose must be defended without
limitations.

The terrible effects of Seveso,
the general ignorance about con-
traception maintained by the re-
actionary positions of the Catholic
church, the economic and social
subordination of most layers of It-
alian women are all aspects which
contributed to the 30 women's
groups taking this stand.

The last aspect of the proposals
has been the object of attack from
all quarters — not just from the
most reactionary ones. The pro-
gressive paper Repubblica headed
its editorial: ‘The Slaughter of the
Innocents™ and the PDUP (whose
member of Parliament refused to
support the proposals) headed a
signed article ‘Abortion up to the
61st Month”.

In the women's movement
itself, the proposals have genera-
ted a great deal of debate, which
cannot simply be divided into the
category of those for and those
against them. The debate centres
on whether the organised womens
movement can really “translate”
its experience into laws, whether
it loses its autonomy in so doing,
whether it has, in fact, delegated
its battle to the members of
Democrazia Proletaria, thereby
limiting the influence of the pro-
posals to the far left. An important
discussion s also taking
place on whether abor-
tion and maternity are oblig-
ations or choices under the capit-
alist system; whether in a society
organised on a socialist and col-
lective basis the conflict between
a woman and the unwanted foetus
might not be resolved differently
and so on. An important confer-
ence on these themes is to be held
in Naples on 13/14 November,and
will be followed by a mass dem-
onstration in Rome on 20 Nov-
ember, called by the 30 women's
groups in defence of a woman's
right to choose.




panish women
chadllenge fascist
marriage laws

FOR THE PAST forty years Spanish
women have had to live under an
oppressive order carved out for them
by Francoism and the Catholic
Church. But today, as this old order is
crumbling to dust under the rise of the
mass movement, women are beginning
to fight back for their rights

One of the most repressive features
of Spanish family law is the law
relating to aduliery. In theory adultery
is a crime for both men and women;
but whereas a husband is only guilty if
he actually brings another woman into
the family home, any sexual act
outside of marriage by the wife is
deemed a erime. In a country where
divoree does nol exist, this means that
a woman is separated from her hus-
band is permanently denied sexual
relations.

While conviction for. the crime of
adultery requires a substantial amount
of proof, even the suggestion of an
‘indiscretion’ on the part of a woman
is enough to lose her custody of her
children in the event of separation.

Nor is this law an outmoded one,
gathering dust on the shelves — in
1075 there were 23 cases of adultery
heard before the courts.

Along with the fight for the rights of
divorce, contraception and abortion,
the Spanish women's movement 15
{aking up the battle against this unjust
law,and it is finding no shortage of
causes to champion.

In Barcelona a demonstration more

than 5.000 strong was held in support
of Maria Angeles Munoz, a woman
who is threatened with the loss of her
daughter after her husband — who
had deserted them several years before
_ returned to find that she had had a
child by another man. When the police
arrived at Maria’s home to take the
daughter into custody before the court
hearing, they were blocked by a solid
wall of Maria’s neighbours who refu-
sed to lel them pass. Since then they
have kept an around-the-clock vigil
to prevent a sudden raid.
The most recent news of this case is
that Maria and her daughter have had
to go underground in order to remain
together as they [fear an adverse
judgement by the courts.

“| am also an adulteress”

In Madrid, hundreds of women have
demonsirated and faced the fury of the
capital's special riot police in order to
chow their solidarity with F.C.G., a
woman who is on trial for adultery.
Her husband is calling for her to be
imprisoned for six years (the maximum
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penalty under Spanish law) and an
indemnity of £50,000 for his ‘loss of
honour’. He claims that he found her
in bed with another man — after he
and two policemen had broken down
the door to her flat — eightee i
after they had separated.



took me away. He took me home, sent
the kids out to the cinema, packed my
suitcase and took me to the station. He
got me a ticket for Valencia,

I called him from Valencia the next
day to say that 1 wanted to come back,
that 1 couldn't live without my chil-
dren. He forbade me to return or to see
or speak to my children ever again.

‘I came back to Madrid, went to live

P e = .f::'; with my brother, and started to look |
- :‘1;. - for work. 1 found a job, which [ lost in
e the first vear due to him and the

scandal he stirred up over me. Not
satsified with this, he turned up at my
house each day with the cops, and
wrote to all the members of my family
saying that he had detectives spving on
me,

*Was I not free even though we were
separated? And the most cynical thing
was that he was such a womaniser and
a drunk that he had often come home
in the small hours of the morning. But
listen, this didnt matter to me. The
only thing that mattered (0 me were
my children. [ would have done
anything to be with my children.

*The solidarity demonstraiion of
women in front of the court has raised
my spirits greatly, given a tremendous

e

ADULTERAS

o

2

Below, F.C.G. tells her own story, everything he asked me. When the boost te my morale. You cannot
and sketches oul the deep oppression copper asked him il he knew that he imagine how thankful 1 am for it
that still afflicts Spanish women today. could put me in prison with this Thanks to this | can remain calm in

“When 1 found out that they were accusation, he became frightened and the court.”

asking for six years imprisonment and
all that money from me — who barely

earns enough o keep alive — my
world collapsed about me. But later,
when | had time to think, 1 said to

myself, well, after having lived
through an eight year sentence, e R o et st
because that it what my marriage has WOMAN'S [}REA[}N{]UG{'{T
been, it"s all the same if 1 am thrown in P v Erar -
prison for six vears. It can't be any
warse in prison,

“Yes, my marriage has been hell
since the first day. | had known my
husband since | was only 14 years old.
He was nine years older than me. 1
married at nineteen. And | took him
seriously when, on our wedding night,
he zaid to me that he would have liked
me to be inspected by a doctor to know
of 1 was a virgin. Later he bécame
jealous about the period of our en-

1 gagement. He became jealous and he Hi
started to spy on me. S E Sy o

Ii ‘And money. he gave me the neces- T ey -.-r"g,'fr ’ :
sary amount each day, penny by penny Remember oll qur womergoir o it i%‘

' and weighed the food that | bought. If Reember all ur women over many fighving years (i) /1 by
there was just 20 grams short out of a Remember all our women for ther eriswmphs, and for therr tears |, 41
kilo of lentils or sugar he made me go A e AT aha . - ]

through the shame of taking it back. :
One time, after five years, | was so fed
up with it all that 1 tried 1o kill myself.
I took all the aspirins | had in a tube.
“We separated in July 1973, The day
before my husband gave me a terrible
beating. He was in a rage and insisted
that | confess to having deceived him.
He threatenad to kill me if | wouldn"t

j . : ; This giant three colour poster/caiendar celobrates the worid-wide struggle of women
confess at the police station to having for liberation. An ideal gift, it can be obtained from Jo-Ann at 97, Caledonian Rd,
1 done it. He took me there and accused London N1 for 65p plus 14p postage and packing. Ordor now!

me, and [ said “'ves' to everything,




WOMEN FOR PEACE .

OVER THE PAST FEW MONTHS the *“Women for Peace’ movement in the Six
Counties has caused a great confusion on the British left,and in the Women’s
Movement. Its endorsement by the Labour Government can be no surprise, since
over the last eight years, in harmony with the Tories, it has tried to impose the
‘peace’ of the army on the nationalist minority, But support, critical or not so
critical, for the ‘Peace Movement’ has also come from the British Communist
Party, and the Militant grouping inside the Labour Party, who view it as an
unclear but potentially progressive development. Similarly it has been seen by
sections of the Women's Movement as a step forward for women’s liberation. In
a recent article in Women's Report (Sept/Oct 76) we are presenied with the
following view of the ‘Peace Movement”:

‘... we get glimmerings of the existence of a separate women's consciousness
about the war in MNorthern Ireland and the sudden sprouting of a mass
movement... (and in conclusion)... few people can doubt the positive effect the
participation has had on the women involved.’

In our view, the ‘Peace Movement' represents a gigantic step backwards, right
into the arms of the Church, the army and British imperialism. To the extent that
it has the support of the left and the women's movement, it represents the latter’s
atiempt to separate the struggle for democratic rights, for women's rights and for
socialism, from the fight for national independence, from the anti-imperialist
struggle itself, Such a separation is a death blow to women's liberation, and to
the struggle for socialism in Ireland, leading only to an alliance with the Lord
Longfords and Brigadier Kitsons.

Return to ‘Peace’

The avowed aim of the *Peace Movement® is simply that of a return to *peace’.
But what was this peace before the war? The division of Ireland represented an
earlier peace, which was imposed on the backs of the lrish people after the
nationalist movement had been defeated. It was the terms of this peace which are
central to the Toots of the suppression of women’s rights in Ireland, and the 50
year suppression of the democratic rights of the nationalist minority in the
Morth, With partition the alliance between Church and state in the South was
confirmed, and with it the reactionary positions of the Church on abortion,
contraception and the exaltation of motherhood and the family, have dominated
women's lives, In the North an artificial state was created to protect British
investment and to reward the supporters of British imperialism in Ireland, the
Unionists. The condition for maintaining this state was the political and
economic disenfranchisement of the Catholic minority.

It was precisely because this peace, based on the artificial division of Ireland to
further the interests of British imperialism and unionist supremacy, involved the
systematic suppression of the democratic rights of the Catholic minority, that the
civil rights movement developed in 1968. National freedom and the elimination
of the Unionist state as a precondition for restoring the democratic rights, was
revealed by the response of the Unionists to this movement. From the attack on
the civil rights demonstration in Burntollet, to the pogroms against the minority
in the Bogside and Bombey Street, the intrinsic violence of the state as the
guarantor of Unionist supremacy was made clear. It was as the defenders of the
Catholic minority in their struggle for civil rights that the Provisional IRA
emerged. The way was open for civil war which threatened to engulf the South —
a development which would jeopardise Britain’s plans for the continued
economic subordination of Ireland. It was this aim of maintaining the conditions
for continued British domination which led to the intervention of the British
Army in the North. It is not possible to separate, therefore, the struggle for
democratic rights from the anti-imperialist struggle. This means also that a
movement for the liberation of women in the Six Counties must be based on an
anti-imperialist commitment.

Grim Situation

The position of women in the Six Counties is grim. For those who can work,
the average weekly wage is only 53 per cent of the male rate, which in turn is only
88 per cent of the male average in Britain. Unemployment has reached drastic
proportions for the Catholic minority — reaching as much as 50 per cent in the
Belfast ghetioes. But in the job creation scheme women have been heavily
discriminated against. Out of 6,864 extra jobs provided in 1972, only 622 were
for women. The Equal Pay Act as applied to the Six Counties is even weaker than
in Britain, since it allows for separate women's grades, which is particularly
accentuated by the high number of ‘women only’ jobs — the 20,000 women in
the textile industry for example. Similarly the Sex Discrimination Act does not
apply, nor does the 1967 Abortion Act, which means that it is practically
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The growth of the ‘Peace
Movement’ has been consis-
tentl uplwsad in the columns
of Red eekly. Here, Cath
Cirkit examines why this move
ment has attracted women intc

BELFAST, OCTQBER 1976

A LEADER OF THE 'PEACE' MOVEMENTR
OUTTO A MEMBER OF THE RUC AND SAYS

“We fully support the rule of law... the

Uister Constabulary and other security forc
the only legitimate upholders of law and ord

IRELAND UNFREE
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OR IMPERIALISM?

its ranks and how that has,
in reality, weakened the
struggle for women’s liberation
in the framework of the fight
against British imperialism.

i

BLOODY SUNDAY, DER RY, 1872

TISH TROOPS MURDER 13 CIVILIANS.

NEVER BE AT PEACE

et By ive Paacs Thyzagh Freecom Gtass., B Mayion B4, Landon N7,

impossible to get an abortion. Given the weakness of any socialist movement,
and the collaboration of the trade unions with British imperialism, and the
ascendancy of unionism, Catholicism has symbolised opposition to Unionism
and this has strengthened the hold of the Church and its reactionary positions on
abortion and contraception, together with its equally reactionary exaltation of
women as the defenders of the family, with all its pacifist and anti-class
connotations,

Subordinate

In spite of the heroic involvement of women in the anti-imperialist struggle
over the last eight vears, their role has been firmly subordinate. The specific
oppression of women in the Six Counties has not been challenged by the left, and
there has been mo systematic attempt at their organised integration: into the
resistance. This has meant that they have been forced to suffer the imprisonment
and killings of their friends and relatives and to face the raids and harassment of
the army in the isolation of the home. In these conditions, and without an
autonomous women's movement able to organise women against their
oppression within the framework of an anti-imperialist position, it is little
wonder that sections of Catholic women fall prey to the appeals of the ‘Peace
People’.

But has the *Peace Movement” anything to offer women? Its central slogan is
‘Peace’ — at any price. A peace on these lines will mean the strengthening of
everything which has made the lives of women in the Six Counties intolerable.
This is clear in the language of the Movement — the rosary and the hymnal —
which aims to split women from “politics’ (the left), while bringing them onto the
streets to defend peace, the family, and traditional values (the right). Unlike the
Women Together, an earlier 1971 version of the current movement, the latter
takes up no demands relating to women. Instead in the world of Mairead
Corrigan in a speech in Derry, the movement must be strengthened by winning
the support of strong men (the army?) to help win the struggle against violence.
Just as it aims to organise women into sujugation to the church, so it directs
them to an alliance with the Army and RUC as the defenders of peace. But peace
for the Army and RUC means the elimination of the IRA. The phone number of
the ‘Peace Movement’ is constantly advertised on Belfast Radio, with an
encouragement to people to give information to the *“Peace Movement® about
violent offences. The result, according to army official information, is that there
has been an increase in arrests as a result of anonymous tip-offs.

No Ambiguity

The role of the ‘peace Movement' is to capitalise on the exhaustion and
demoralisation of broad sections of the Catholic minority. The refusal or
inability of the anti-imperialist forces 1o organise women actively and fight on
issues facing women, together with the lack of an autonomous women's
movement as part of the anti-imperialist struggle, have made sections of
Catholic women the temporary tool of a movement whaose aim is to restore the
old peace — that of British imperialism — in the only way possible, through
smashing the IRA.

But already there are signs that its support among those women is being
eroded. The consequence of the '‘Peace Movement®, the greater harassment by
the Army of the Catholic ghettoes has led to a renewed rezistance., In October a
precjected peace march in the Falls Road was pre-empted by a massive turnout
organised by the Provisional Sinn Fein, More recently the establishment of a
no-go area in the Turf Lodge area has been achieved through the mass
involvement of women in the area, who have used the ‘Peace Movement's
‘whistle' technique to a good purpase — to mobilise for the occupation of the
streets against the army.

The lessons, however, from the success of the *Peace Movement’ miust be
learned,and the vital task begun of developing a movement for women's
liberation in Ireland which takes the anti-imperialist struggie as its starting point.

Here in Britain, we should not allow the ‘Peace Movement® to retain any
credibility. For sections of the women's movement and the left to be ambiguous
over the character of the ‘Peace Movement® is to aid the repression of the
minority in the Six Counties, and the deepening of oppression which the women
of the minority are facing. To defend women's liberation in Ireland, the women's
movement in Britain must campaign to expose the *Peace Movement', and give
active support to the ‘Peace Through Freedom' Committees. Similarly in Britain,
the fight for women’s liberation demands that we take sides, because behind the
‘peace’ supporters in Britain are those forces most active in attacking the rights
of women — SPUC, Lord Longford, and the Church,
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THE POWER OF
SISTERHOOD

A review of The Rights and Wrongs of
Women, edited and introduced by
Julier Mitchell and Ann Oakley, pub-
lished by Penguin Books, 1976.

Five years ago there were less than a
handful of bookshops in London
which could boast a section labelled
“Feminism’. 1 remember making the
pilgrimage 1o Compedium Books 10
purchase one of the new bibles; stand-
ing at the bus stop afterwards fumb-
ling through the pages with gloved
hands, rejoicing at the boldness and
vibrancy of the red-on-white cover
which bore the legend: Sisterhood Is
Powerful. This was the literature of a
voung movement, siill able to encap-
sulate its diverse political and social
messages between (WO COVers.

Today, the editors of a feminist
anthology have Lo take into account
not only the diversity of the Women's
Movement, but also the direction in
which it is going and the distinctions
which have arisen in the course of its
development. The strength of Sister-
hood [s Powerful lay in its atiempts to
identify the many facets of our op-
pression; it was sssentially a document
of the here-and-now. Literature, psy-
chology, sociology, politics and espec-
ially history were the repositories of
accumulated crimes against women.
Only the personalised narrative, the
living experience of individual women,
seemed free from the taint of male-
dominated ideology.

With the growth of women’s studies
in higher education, a different tradi-
tion began L0 emerge. Using the tools
of accepted disciplines, feminists —
mainly academically trained — began
to explore the place of women in
literature, history and other fields.
Juliet Mitchell and Ann Oakley situate
their new anthology firmly within this
tradition. The twelve essays they have
selected vary greatly in subject and
scope; but as the editors point out, the
volume is unified by the contributors’
commoi. conception of women as a
distinct and oppressed social group.
Most of the essays arc written from a
historical standpoint which reflects the
need to understand how the structures
which perpetuate women's oppression

tribution has an exciting richness of
discovery and interpretation, though
some are marred by styles reminiscent
of the academic dissertation. They
remind us too, that most of the
pioneering work in feminist theory is
being done in the universities.

ver for all the excellence of the
individual essays, The Rights and
Wrongs of Women is 2 slightly dis-
appointing book. Considered in terms
of its parts, it is clearly & valuable
addition to the women's studies litera-
ure. But considered as a whole, the
impression it gives is one of distance
from the movement which inspired it.
Looking first at the range of subjects
covered, we see that there is no
indication of several major topics of
debate within the present-day women'’s
movement. 1 am thinking of the
problems which have interested most
women's conferences and many study
groups over the past (wo years, such as
the nature and function of domestic
labour under capitalism, the impact of
the welfare state on the family, the
effect of equal rights legislation and so
on. This is not just an arbitrary list of
what feminists are discussing at the
moment. All these subjects are linked,
and the need to understand them has
sprung from the need 1o develop a
strategy for fighting sexism and win-
ning our liberation. In a sense, they are
the theoretical questions which have
emerged from our attempls at feminist
practice.

It is always easy Lo criticise ommis-
sions from an anthology, and it might
be argued that Mitchell and Oakley
chose deliberately to exclude essays on
feminist strategy. They themselves say
in the introduction that *‘none of the
pieces speak directly to or from the
practice of the women's movement'’,
and that the essays ““illustrate different
strands of thought within feminism,
but they do not offer a unified political
perspective’’. Since the Women's
Movement itself has no unified pers-
pective, it is nol surprising that they
are reluctant o impose one on their
anthology. All the same, there is no
reason to leave the question af feminist
strategy out altogether.

In fact, it is clear that the editors do

see their book as an intervention into
Women's Movement politics, though
rather differently from the way that 1
have suggested. Admitting that the
collection is rather conventional, they
explain that far from forging “'a new
concept of the feminist editor” they
have edited in a conventional way; this
was a result of their doubts about
certain trends within the movemernt,
connected with the concept of ‘Sister-
hood’. They are right to guestion the
concept, particularly as it has led to
illusions about the basis for ferninist
unity and the possibility for change in
social relationships under capitalism.
At one time, it seemed thal women
could form horizontal alliances,
spreading wider and wider until all
women had joined the movement, o
at least supported its aims. Sisterhood
was the concept behind this unity, and
sisterhood was powerful, precisely
because it can achieve this.

There are some important positive
aspects to the idea of sisterhood. It
implies a conscious recognition of
shared oppression by women; it isa
way of welcoming women to the
movement. 1f the concept is in crisis,
this must be a reflection of the
mMovement itself and the world around
it. In practice, the Movement has been
questioning the idea by secking other
bases for unity, notably campaigns.
These have gen¢rated their own speci-
fic problems and arguments. While
Mitchell and Oakley criticise some
women for interpreting *sisterhood’ as
separatism, others are asking under
what conditions we should involve
men and over what issues we should
fight alongside them. It is a pity that
the issues the editors raise in their
introduction are not fully followed
through in the essays they have selec-
ted.

The collection also raises questions
about feminist theory which are very
difficult to answer. Mitchell and
Oakley write; **... we believe that part
of the success of feminism will consist
in the rewriting of history, sociology,
psychology, economics and so forth
from a standpoint which is sensitive o
the situation of women as a distinct
social group.” This imphes a re-evalu-
ation of all academic disciplines. What
tools must feminist theory develop?
Wwill it be structured into sociolgy/an-
thropelogy/history/ psychology and so
on as the social sciences taught in
universities are? How will it be related
1o other intellectual traditions —
notably Marxism? Some of these
questions — and attempts al answers
— are present in The Rights and
Wrongs of Women: bul they are
mostly implicit and should be expan-

priginated and developed. Each con-
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ded. Otherwise, it is difficult to see
how feminist theory differs from using
the accepted categories of traditional
disciplines to explore the position of
WOmen.

Despite this, The Rights and Wrongs
of Women is a strong book, because of
its sense of feminism as a tradition.
This is shown most clearly in the essay
which gives the collection its name:
*The Rights and Wrongs of Women:
Mary Wollestonecraft, Harriet Mart-
ineau and Simone de Beauvoir', Mar-
garet Walters looks at the dilemmas
which faced these three women, who
tried to reconcile the contradiction
between the ideal of femininity and the
actuality of women's lives. Through
analysing not only their writings, but
also the way they tried to live out their
convictions, she succeeds in making
their problems real and relevant to us.
| also liked the essays by the two
editors: Ann Oakley on medical prac-
tice and Juliet Mitchell on the concept
of equality. There is a lot to recom-
mend this book. Next time you head
for the shelves labelled feminism —
less few and far between now — make
sure you buy a copy.

KAREN MARGOLIS

‘SCARLET
WOMEN’

Scarlet Women is a newsletter which
grew out of the discussion at the
“Women and Socialism’ Workshop at
the MNewcastle Women's Liberation
Conference. It aims to provide a
forum for developing a specific
socialist-feminist analysis: it also pub-
licises and coordinates activities org-
anised in the regions. It is linked with
the nationwide socialist feminist nei-
work also established at Newcastle to
help communication between sisters
involved in different women's move-
ment activities and campaigns.

30 far, two issues of Scarlet Women
have been produced by the Coast
Women's Group based in  North
Shields. They both contain very useful
information and interesting articles.
No | has an account of the Coast
Women's Group activities and the
problems they face; No 2 includes
articles on the Women and Science

Collective, the MNewcastle Regional
Women and Socialism meeting, and a
list of regional coordinators,

The nexst issue of Scarlet Women is
planned for December/January, and
contributions, local news or SUggest-
tions are welcomed. The Coast Group
has been paying for production and
postage out of its own funds, so it
needs donations and help with postage
COSLS,

To obtain back numbers of Scarlet
Women, put your name/group on its
mailing list, or send articles or dona-
tions, write to:

Irene Conkey,

Coast Women's Group,

5 Washington Terrace,

North Shields,

Tyne and Wear.

Please remember to enclose an 5ae, Or

send money to cover postage costs,

"THE DISPOSSESSED’

As an avid promoter of Evelyn Reed’s book,
Woman's Evolution: From Matriarchal Clan to
Patriarchal Family, 1 closely follow newspaper and
magazine reviews of her book. One in particular
fascinated me. In the Spokeswoman. reviewer Jill
Sellers writes a fine piece about Reed's book, but it’s
combined with a review of another book, The
Dispossessed by Ursula Le Guin. Le Guin is a noted
science fiction writer.

Neither knowing nor caring about science fiction,
I was nevertheless curious about what a science
fiction novel could possibly have in common with
Reed’s anthropological work.

It's safe to say that what The Dispossessed has in
common with Woman's Evelution is: next to
nothing. But, in its own right, Le Guin’s book is fun,
feminist, and intriguing,

The story unfolds through the space travel of
Shevek, a physicist from the planet Anarres. On
Anarres there exists an anarchist, egalitarian
society. With neither the profit motive nor a
repressive apparatus, social judgment and pressure
are the guiding principles.

Child rearing and education, as well as cooking
and cleaning, are arranged communally—though

Women are totally equal. They are engineers,
scientists, philosophers, and everything else as well.
It never occurs to anyone that it could be otherwise.

Shevek travels to Anarres’s twin planet, Urras, to
cooperate with scientists there in developing a
scientific theory he originated.

Urras is a planet containing various social
systems and forms of government. It is wrought
with wars, racism, and sexism.

Upon arrival in Urras, Shevek undergoes what
you might call extreme culture shock. The most
incomprehensible aspect of this society is its
treatment of women. Born and raised in a society
free of oppression, he cannot understand the
degradation of half the human race.

After several days at a wealthy university, full of
men, Shevek naively asks his fellow scientists,
“Where are women?"

An exchange takes place, the Urras men becom-
ing more and more horrified at the thought of a
planet where women are totally equal.

“Shevek saw that he had touched in these men an
impersonal animosity that went very deep. Appar-
ently they . . . contained a woman. a suppressed,
silenced, bestialized woman, a fury in a cage. . . .
They knew no relation but possession. They were

always voluntarily. possessed.”



We learn that Shevek’s planet, Anarres, was
settled by anarchist followers of Odo, a woman. The
anarchists had led a rebellion on Urras against
class society and, although unsuccessful, were then
allowed to leave the planet and settle a new one.

There are several competing social systems on
Urras. There's the nation of A-lo, a class society
based on private property and the pursuit of profit.

There’s the nation of Thu, revealed through its
newspapers: ““The Thuvian paper is much better
written but it reports only those facts which the
Thuvian Central Presidium wants reported.””

There’'s Benbili, “*a backward sort of country.
Always having revolutions.”

Within all these countries, however, are groups of
revolutionaries. Some are Odonians, some gyndical-
ists. and some are ... Socialist Workers. The
Socialist Workers in the nation of A-lo help n
leading a mass demonstration against the draft,
war taxes, and the rise in food prices.

But it's Odo’s theories about social relations in a

classless society, as practiced on Anarres, that
make the most interesting reading in The Dis-
possessed.

There is complete sexual freedom. “No law, no
limit, no penalty, no punishment, no disapproval
applied to any sexual practice of any kind, except
the rape of a child or woman, for which the rapist’s
neighbors were likely to provide summary revenge
if he did not get promptly into the gentler hands of
a therapy center.”

Within this atmosphere people formed a variety of
relationships, one of which was a “partnership.”
“Partnership was a voluntarily constituted feder-
ation like any other. So long as it worked, it worked,
and if it didn’t work it stopped being. It was not an
institution but a function. It had no sanction but
that of private conscience.”
This book is fun. Read it in addition to Evelyn
Reed's book but not, by any means, instead of it.
—Linda Jenness
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