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Brown Shirts in Zion 
Jabotinsky—The Jewish Hitler 

ROBERT GESSNER 

The Zionist movement is a Jewish na
tionalist movement aiming at the establishment 
of a "Jewish National Home in Palestine." 
It dates back to the eighties when as a result 
of a wave of pogroms in old Russia a move
ment known as the "Lovers of Zion" was 
established. Political zionism, however, as it 
is represented by the present World Zionist 
Organization, dates back to iSgy when the 
first Zionist world congress took place in 
Basle, Switzerland, dominated and led by Dr. 
Theodore Herzl, a noted Austrian journalist. 
Dr. Herzl, and his followers as late as 1914 
were still striving to obtain a "charter" for 
Palestine from the Turkish Sultan. For this 
purpose Dr. Herzl sought the aid of the am
bassadors and cabinet members of the various 
rulers of pre-war Europe, the Czar, the Kaiser, 
etc. A Jewish National Bank was established 
in order to "buy" Palestine from the Turkish 
Sultan. 

Zionist "diplomacy" went on the rocks with 
the birth of the Young Turkey movement in 
igo8 and with the overthrow of the Sultan 
in igio. It was only during the World War, 
when the British government issued the Bal
four Declaration proclaiming Palestine a 
Jewish National Hom.e in order to win the 
Jewish masses to the Allies' side that the Zion
ist movement obtained a new lease on life. 
The British government, however, generously 
protnised Palestine to the Arabs as well. As 
a means of drawing in the Arab masses in its 
war against Turkey, England assured the 
Arabs that Palestine would be part of a 
United Arabistan. 

This double dealing has had its conse
quences in a number of racial outbreaks in 
Palestine. The British government, which 
still holds the League of Nations mandate over 
Palestine, is seeking to retain the balance of 

HE WAS an ordinary Brown Shirter. 
Sitting in a cafe in Berlin I asked 
him, "Why don't you allow the Jews 

to participate in this reconstruction of the 
Fatherland?" . His ordinary face showed a 
slight disgust at the naivete of my question. 
"Jews," he said, "are not Germans. Let them 
build up their own fatherland." 

This is what 300,000 of them are attempt
ing to do today in Palestine. Zionism is the 
nationalist movement of the Jews. A few have 
gone to await the second coming of Moses; 
they may be called Religious Zionists. Many 
have gone to make money at orange-growing 
or apartment-house-building; they are Capital
ist Zionists. Others have gone to live com
munally on farms; they are Socialist Zionists, 
and since these are the Socialist Nationalists 

power and to appear as the "protector" now 
of the Arabs, now of the Jews. It has been 
claimed by the Zionists that the outbreaks of 
August, ig2g, when numerous Jews and 
Arabs were killed, were to a great extent 
fomented by British age?its. The League of 
Nations recently made a blunt declaration that 
Palestine will never become a Jewish National 
Home under the mandate. 

A section of the Zionist movement—the Re
visionists—led by Vladimir Jabotinsky has 
been accusing the parent Zionist body of play
ing England's game in Palestine instead of 
realizing the Herzl objective: the establish
ment of a Jewish State. The Revisionists have 
been urging defiance of Great Britain. They 
aim to secure this Jewish State by force, 
through organizing the Jewish youth into 
fascist bands. Jabotinsky recently arrived in 
the United States in order to gain a favorable 
hearing for the Revisionist program. 

The Jewish members of the revolutionary 
movement have always fought Zionism as 
detrimental to the interests of the Jewish 
masses. A number of their reasons may be 
formulated as follows: 

Zionism is a tool of British imperialism 
which needs Palestine for its own purposes; 

Zionism is dispossessing the Arab peasants 
and is conducting a colonization by conquest 
with the aid of British bayonets; 

No nation can solve its problems by emig
rating to another country, even if Palestine 
were not so small and so thickly populated; 

Zionism draws away the attention of the 
Jewish masses from the problems of the coun
tries where they live; 

Zionism separates them from the masses 
of other nationalities; 

As a chauvinist movement it is a breeding 
ground for fascism.—THE EDITORS. 

of the Zionist Movement they may be partially 
described as Pink Nazis. The Nationalist So
cialists on the other hand are the Revisionists, 
or the Brown Nazis of Palestine. They be
lieve in the Jewish State 100 percent, with 
their own Jewish army and even, I might add, 
a Jewish navy on the Dead Sea! The Fuehrer 
of the Brown Nazis in Palestine is Vladimir 
Jabotinsky. 

Jabotinsky was born in Eastern Europe, 
where, it is said, "we have always for the 
past fifty years thought in terms of national
ism." The Zionist movement had its first 
following among Eastern European Jews, and 
today they remain the strongest adherents to 
the nationalist creed of Zionism. Jabotinsky 
was a member of Allenby's Jewish Legions 
that marched into Jerusalem after the depar

ture of the Turks. Today the young, stern-
faced legionnaires of Jabotinsky march through 
the streets and wear shirts, like their nordic 
brothers in Germany. In Poland I had seen 
them marching through the streets (sidt 
streets in the ghettoes) singing "Poland for 
Pilsudski, Germany for Hitler. Palestine for 
Jews " 

From the halo that his young legionnaires 
had painted about his head I had imagined 
Jabotinsky to be tall, angular, a Russian giant 
From his oratorical reputation I had expected 
long, expressive hands. Upon returning to 
America after seven months of observing Jews 
in Europe, Asia and Africa I heard that Ja
botinsky was on board the liner, en route to 
America for a lecture tour. I climbed to the 
first class for an interview. 

Jabotinsky is no Kerensky. He is a short, 
squatty, unattractive man. He has large, dark 
eyes, a snub nose, enormous lips with the lower 
one protruding and a jaw that acts like the 
lower lip. His face slants outward, like the 
Neanderthal Man's. 

He announced he would speak frankly, so 
that Revisionism would be made clear. The 
skin under his eyes contracted, his lower lip 
went out, the jaw stiffened. "Revisionism," 
he began, "is naive, brutal and primitive. It 
is savage. You go out into the street and 
pick any man — a Chinaman — and ask him 
what he wants and he will say 100 percent 
everything. That's us. We want a Jewish 
Empire. Just like there is the Italian or 
French Empires on the Mediterranean, we 
want a Jewish Empire." 

When I inquired into the method of secur
ing this Jewish Empire his voice became hard 
and determined. "We will take no no for an 
answer. In your universities in America you 
teach that a gentleman accepts no for an an
swer. Well, we don't." 

Jabotinsky's idea is to keep asking the Eng
lish to allow him to have a Jewish Empire 
until the English are so groggy from saying 
no that in a semi-conscious condition they 
will feebly nod their heads in consent. This 
logic is based upon the belief that English 
diplomacy is flighty, that is, saying no to 
everything and then coming around to yes 
when they have admitted their error. 

"After you've gotten the Jewish Empire," 
I continued, "what is it to be?" 

"Palestine is to be the homeland for ten 
or twelve million Jews." 

Palestine is, incidentally, a two-by-four coun
try, two hours wide and four hours long by 
auto. The 900,000 Arabs have been long com
plaining, and official England is agreeing, that 
the 300,000 Jews are making life an unbear
able sardine box. Land values have skyrocket-
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ed overnight. Dunams, vî hich are about one-
fourth of an acre, have already sold for as 
high as $5,000. Into this sardine box Jabotin-
sky means to stuff ten or twelve millions Jews. 
I asked what about the sixteen million in all 
the world. He answered that in the remain
ing four million he was frankly not interested! 
A Jewish Empire of ten or twelve million 
suited him. 

Jabotinsky's empire, like all other empirjss, 
has territorial desires. Jabotinsky's opposition 
to the Jewish Agency, which is the adminis
trative office of the World Zionist Organiza
tion, crystalized into the founding of the Re
visionist Party over the question of Trans-
jordania. Following the Arab riots of 1920 
and 1921 against Jewish colonization, Win
ston Churchill, then Secretary for the Colonies, 
wrote one of those famous White papers. To 
appease the Arabs he divorced Transjordania 
from Palestine and set it up as a mandatory 
territory by itself with its own parliament and 
ruler. The Jewish Agency acquiesced to this 
bill of divorcement. Jabotinsky, at that time 
an executive member in good standing in the 
Agency, refused to stomach this "betrayal" of 
his compatriots, and consequently launched 
himself against Dr. Chaim Weizmann, Ben 
Gurion and the other Agency Judases. 

Revisionism is not the proper title for his 
party, the Fuehrer believes. He explained that 
the question of a name came up at the hur
ried last session of his first world congress, 
when it was decided the last minute to call 
themselves revisionists because they were for 
a revision. But personally he believes the title 
should have been the Jewish State Party. I 
suggested Fundamental Zionists. 

"Yes, we are the pure Zionists," he answer
ed. "We go back to the first Zionists. Herzl 
was a Revisionist. He believed in the Jewish 
State." 

The German Fuehrer, to establish ancestral 
purity for his party; called Christ a nordic! 

The Jewish Fuehrer believes that since the 
time of Herzl, the nineteenth-century inventor 
of Zionism and the First Revisionist, there 
have been compromises, with the result that 
the goal has not been attained. "But I will 
make no compromises," he said. "I believe 
in the upbuilding of the Jewish State at any 
cost. If we must invest three or four genera
tions in this upbuilding then that must be 
done." 

"But in the capitalist economy, which as 
you know is the basic and ruling economy of 
Palestine," I asked, "which class of this three 
or four generations is going to be sacrificed in 
the upbuilding of a bourgeois society?" 

"It will be the workers," be admitted. "But 
if the Jews accept going to Palestine in the 
first place, then they must expect to starve, be 
ready to starve for the sake of the Jewish 
State. There must be no strikes, because 
strikes are monkey-wrenches thrown into the 
machinery reconstructing the Jewish State." 

Having heard Jabotinsky's plan to control 
labor, I asked about the sacrifices of capital 
for the sake of the fatherland. 

"Oh," he said, "capital and labor must suf

fer alike." He said this so glibly. 
On this point the Jewish Fuehrer agrees 

with the Italian Fuehrer. This cardinal point 
of Jabotinsky's Corporate Jewish State was re
cently accepted by the Jewish Labor Party. 
Those "Pink Nazis," known as the Histadrut 
or the Jewish Federation of Labor, signed an 
agreement with Jabotinsky. Histadrut, which 
has a monopoly of control over 80 percent of 
all Jewish workers in Palestine, is run by its 
majority party, the MAPEI or Socialist Zion
ist Party, which is affiliated with the Second 
International. The Revisionists are not mem
bers of the Jewish Federation of Labor, which 
numbers 60,000 workers; the Revisionists have 
about 1,000, who are in great demand by 
employers, having been forbidden to strike 
by their Fuehrer, The Revisionists break up 
strikes inaugurated by Histadrut workers; 
there is no love lost or found between the 
factions. The Revisionist youth learn their 
strike-breaking tactics in semi-military camps, 
often located beside a Histadrut agricultural 

commune. 
"I do not know why Ben Gurion [leader 

of MAPEI] signed the agreement," Jabotin
sky answered my question. "But to me it was 
a great advantage, because we are weak and 
a minority. The Labor Party by warfare 
could limit us, refuse us entry certificates for 
our immigrants [The Palestine Government 
controls Jewish labor immigration by issuing 
limited entry certificates to the Jewish Agency 
for distribution]. But the Labor Party has 
agreed to our principle of obligatory arbitra
tion in questions of pending strikes." 

Many of the young workers in Histadrut 
are disgruntled with this Ben Gurion peace 
treaty, claiming that he sold out just when 
they had the Revisionists licked. Undoubtedly 
the Brown Nazis have been given a new lease 
on life by the Socialist-Zionists, just as they 
were given a new lease time and again'by the 
Social Democrats in Germany. It must be re
membered that MAPEI is affiliated with the 
Second International. 

Is Jabotinsky grateful for his reprieve? 
"But," added the Fuehrer, "there can be no 
coordination between us." 

Jabotinsky believes the socialist ideology un
acceptable for Palestine. The "communist" col
onies are "interesting but too expensive," and 
are "too small and scattered to have any con
sequence on the economic structure of Pales
tine." He pointed out that of the 60 odd 
million pounds that have been invested in 
Palestine only eight million have been Na
tional Fund money. Private factories, not 
agricultural "communist" colonies, will allow 
more workmen to enter and find employment. 
Consequently, he believes in the system already 
in action, namely, capitalism. 

While in Tel Aviv I called on Jabotinsky's 
first lieutenant, Ben Horin, for an explanation 
of the tenets of Revisionism, since his Fuehrer 
was at that time not allowed to reside in the 
embryo Jewish State by the dictators of the 
more mature Empire of Britain. Ben Horin, 
who runs a news agency and who may be de
scribed as the Goebbels of the movement, was 
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even more outspoken than his Fuehrer on cap
italism for Palestine. "The capitalist is al
ways in the right," he said, "because he creates 
jobs for Jews." 

The divine right of kings had nothing on 
the divine right of capitalists in Palestine, be
cause they are, ipso facto, ordained by Moses 
to prepare the earth for the Second Coming 
of the Messiah! 

"The exploitation of labor," said Ben Hor
in, "is approved by the principle that it is aid
ing the establishment of the Jewish State. It 
is not a question of the standard of living of 
the Jews in the Jewish State, but of the num
ber of Jews in the State." 

The anti-labor ideology of the Revisionists 
stems from their common hatred of Commu
nism. Most of them left Russia for Palestine 
during the years of and immediately following 
the Civil War. 

In answer to my question of how he 
planned to assist the establishment of capital
ism in Palestine Jabotinsky outlined his plan. 
First, to demand of the British tariffs to pro
tect industry. [Palestine is a mandated coun
try free of tariffs although certain duties of a 
12 percent level have been levied.] Secondly, 
to demand a geological survey of waste lands 
to see what minerals are there for exploitation. 
Thirdly, to have the Palestine Government 
control all land settlement, instead of the 
Zionist Agency. 

Of the practical economic future the Fueh
rer was frankly stumped. "If the robot comes 
to Palestine we are finished. The robot will 
make the proletarians an obsolete class." 

"The robot?" I repeated, getting very con
cerned about this liquidation of the proletariat. 
"What do you mean ?" 

"Technocracy, the American brand," he re
plied. 

"Oh," I sighed, relieved. The Palestine 
proletariat were still safe. 

"If technocracy comes to Palestine we are 
finished, but I do not mention any of that 
when I make propaganda in my speeches. I 
am concerned only with the Jewish State." 

The American audiences of Jabotinsky will 
be spared a discussion on technocracy, but will 
not be barred from hearing the fascist re
frain, the magic cure-all: the Jewish State. 

"Where do 900,000 Arabs fit into the Jew
ish State?" I asked. 

"In the colonization of any country," the 
Fuehrer said sadly, "the native has always suf
fered. There can be no Arab state if there is 
to be a Jewish State. In the Jewish State we 
would guarantee them the same rights Jews 
are guaranteed in other states." 

A novel idea. The Arabs under the Jew
ish State are to be held hostages for all the 
remaining Jews in the Diaspora, the four mil
lion that Jabotinsky is frankly not interested 
in! 

The Fuehrer believes there can be no com
promises on the Arab question. "The dick
ering of Dr. Weizmann and Ben Horin is fu
tile," he said. "You can't buy off the Arab 
with backshish [an Arab word meaning a 
tip]. The Arab can understand reason only 
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when we have enough armed Jewish youths 
to lick him." 

After disposing of the Arabs as so many 
American Indians Jabotinsky attacked the 
English as idiotic. Inasmuch as they are too 
dumb to protect the Jews Jabotinsky proposes 
to do it himself. "If Palestine can be settled 
peacefully—all right," he said, "but I say let 
there be Jewish legions in the British Army 
in Palestine. I will supply the men and arms." 

Jabotinsky was quick to add that he was 
not anti-British. In all the years previous 
Jabotinsky has been notorious for his belliger
ent, uncompromising attack on England. Now 
he talks like any other diplomat. " W e have 
the same point of view as Britain, even if she 
doesn't know it. I t is best for her to have a 
highly organized, cultural society, obligated 
to her because of having received its national 
opportunity from her, residing on the borders 
of the Suez Canal." 

I reminded the Fuehrer that Palestine does 
not border the Suez Canal, but that the Canal 
is in an Arab national territory, Egypt. T h e 
Fuehrer made a gesture which was meant to 
sweep away boundary lines. Having disposed 
of the south I asked him next how would the 
expansion of a Jewish State in the north not 
come into conflict with England's oil pipeline. 

"Ah, Haifa," the Fuehrer began, "will be 
the largest port on the Mediterranean. There 
will be a new breakwater from Haifa to Acre 
—it will make a harbor as large as the Sol
ent." In his enthusiasm he pictured a new 
Jewish harbor destined to make shadows of 
Alexandria, Gibraltar, Marseilles, Genoa, 
Trieste, Venice, Naples and even Constanti
nople. 

Jabotinsky considers his Jewish State the 
sole protector of Britain's highway to her im
perial interests in the Indian and Pacific 
Oceans. England has no land on the Medi
terranean, he speculates, except Gibraltar, 
which will recede to the Spanish; and the is
land of Cyprus, which he claims England of
fered to give back to the Greeks after the 
war but they won't take it. In his new role 
of diplomat Jabotinsky forgets that there was 
a revolt in Cyprus to return to Greece, which 
the British suppressed; and he also forgets the 
existence of the naval station at Malta, and 
that the British have soldiers and airplanes 
already stationed along the oil line, and in 
Egypt are quartered i i , 000 Tommies, almost 
as many as the whole Egyptian army. Under 
the pretense of being England's Mediterranean 
watchdog Jabotinsky dreams of a Jewish Em
pire expanding into Egypt to take over the 
Suez Canal and exjjanding into Iraq in or
der to protect the highly valuable oil line. 

Jabotinsky's underhand ideology for achiev
ing his goal is no recent tactic. His hatred 
of the Bolsheviki drove him in 1921 to sign 
a pact of military co-operation with the White 
Guard, Ukrainian Nationalist and notorious 
pogrom-maker, Petlura. Jabotinsky told me 
that he "would be as proud today as I was 
then to sign such an agreement." 

T h e Fuehrer of the Jewish Brown Shirt 
Legions explained his signature as follows: 

Petlura had in 1921 15,000 soldiers in a Pol
ish camp waiting for French support in order 
to attack Soviet Ukraine. Slavinsky, Petlura's 
foreign minister, called on Jabotinsky who 
was in Prague at that time. " N o more procla
mations," Jabotinsky told him. " I or no one 
else will believe them. There must be some 
action, not words." T o protect the Ukrai
nian Jews Jabotinsky proposed to organize and 
arm a Jewish gendarmerie to follow in the rear 
of Petlura's army and after a Jewish town 
has been captured protect its population from 
pogroms. 

I pointed out that it had been Petlura him
self who had conducted the bloody pogroms 
on all of his expeditions into the Ukraine. 
" N o , " the Fuehrer disagreed, " I don't be
lieve Petlura himself was anti-semitic. H e 
came from a healthy, peasant stock. I t was 
his soldiers who got out of control." 

Jabotinsky was and is today proud of hav
ing signed a co-operative pact with a general 
who he admitted had no control over his 
own pogrom-rioters, while on the other hand 
the Jewish villages, that he purported to be 
the protector of, were at that time under the 
Bolsheviki who had already guaranteed and 
protected Jewish lives and property. At that 
time the Bolsheviki had been victorious on all 
the invaded fronts and had even signed a peace 
treaty with England. Stability was rec
ognized when France in the same year with
drew her support of Petlura. W h y then didn't 
Jabotinsky in his desire to safeguard the Jews 
support the Bolshevik Government at a time 
when it stood in the least possibility of being 

overthrown ? Instead he signed a co-operative 
pact with a non-existing government, the 
Ukrainian Nationalists, the leader of which 
was in Poland, not in the Ukraine. Jabot
insky obviously was more interested in over
throwing the Bolsheviki than in protecting 
Jews. In fact his plan meant the sacrifice of 
Jews. Can any one imagine a Jewish gen
darmerie following in the rear and not being 
drawn into battle, or not being forced to do 
so by Petlura's uncontrolled bandits? O r can 
any one imagine Petlura's pogrom-seasoned 
brigands being refused their prey by a handful 
of inexperienced Jewish youths, who had been 
placidly observing them while they drove off 
the defenders of the village? 

Jabotinsky, bcause he said he would sign a 
similar pact today and be proud of it, is more 
interested in overthrowing the Soviet Govern
ment than in protecting Jews. In answer to 
my question he said he was not interested in 
whether anti-semitism has been abolished in 
the Soviet Union. Nor was he interested in 
the Jewish colonies in Russia. H e counts out 
—for the present—the two million Russian 
Jews [I corrected him in that they are really 
three million but he insisted on the two] 
because he doubts if the government is eco
nomically sound. 

T h e Fuehrer of the Brown Shirted Legions 
of Judaism is in America because "Revisionism 
is the genuinest proletarian movement in the 
world in that it is the poorest." In America 
about one percent of the Jews are Zionists. 
W h a t fraction of another one percent will do
nate money to the Jewish Hit ler? 

"It's nice to know that the unemployed have their snow again. It keeps them occupied." 
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Women and Communism 
In the case of female education the main 

stress should be laid on bodily training, and 
after that on development of character and last 
of all on intellect. But the one absolute aim of 
female education must be with a view to the 
future mother. 

Hitler, Mein Kampf. 

Let German women breed warrior men and 
take pleasure in breeding them. Woman is to 
be neither comrade, nor beloved, but only 
mother, 

Spengler, Years of Decision.'^ 

The Soviet Union is the first state in the world 
in which the government authorities and the 
whole public are consciously working at the solu
tion of the woman's question. 

Clara Zetkin.2 

THERE is a specific dilemma involved 
in being a woman, and few ever solve 
it triumphantly. • In general it may be 

stated as a conflict between sex (with its bio
logical needs and social demands) and our 
humanity. There are certain powers and pos
sibilities latent, we assume, in every human 
being; they achieve clear expression, however, 
only in very highly conscious individuals. Im
portant among these powers is a capacity for 
impersonal creative living—by which I mean 
no renunciation of private and personal experi
ence, but a transcending of such experience: a 
conscious participation that is, in the processes 
of nature and history. Without doubt this 
relation to the world is an important condition 
—a rich soil, so to speak—for the growth of 
genius. But in women there has existed (ever 
since the development of property) a tragic 
battle between the demands of personal life 
and this capacity for impersonal living. 

The conflict has been sharpened rather than 
eradicated by our recent gains in freedom. 
Formerly only the woman of "genius" was 
aware of it—trying to reconcile her needs and 
duties as lover, wife, or mother with some 
urge toward a more conscious human develop
ment. But today the difficulty is wide-spread 
among cultivated middle-class women, who 
have a leisure and intellectual awareness not 
yet reached by working-class women. We have 
—theoretically—every political and cultural 
advantage open to our brothers. Neverthe
less it is still bitterly hard for us—whether 
we are geniuses or not—to find a personal, 
emotional fulfilment and at the same time live 
a creative social life. The dilemma still exists. 

As a result we have heard a good deal re
cently about the "biological tragedy" of being 
a woman. Women—so the theory goes—have 
at last been granted complete freedom to de-

1 Quoted by R. P. Dutt, Fascism and Social Revo
lution, p. 220. 

8 Quoted by Fannina Halle, Woman in Soviet 
Russia, p. 267. 
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velop. If such a life were really natural, 
therefore, women would combine some social
ly creative work "outside the home" with the 
functions of sex and motherhood. But what 
has been the case? To begin with, there has 
been no great flowering of genius in any field, 
in spite of all hopeful prediction. Individual 
women may have achieved, perhaps, at no 
tragic personal cost, a degree of genuine emin
ence; but such women are exceptions. Ordi
narily the division among us is bitterly dis
tinct: on the one hand a growing army of 
restless, unsatisfied women—sometimes neuro
tic, often emotionally sterile—^who do not, of 
course, admit that when they chose a "career" 
they chose ill; on the other hand an even 
greater army of those whose real talents— 
within the framework of marriage—are never 
used. So much for the bourgeois woman. For 
working-class women the" problem has a more 
deadly simplicity. Most of them have no 
choice; they are forced into productive work 
"outside the home"—but with heart-breaking 
results for their own health and the welfare 
of their children. These facts make an impres
sive case for the theory that our sex is a dis
ability: that "genius" is rare among us and 
a personartragedy when it appears; that for 
the vast majority fullness of life is to be at
tained only in marriage; and that married 
women ought never to be obliged to work. 

Now if we were content (in spite of our 
theoretical freedom) to accept the old restric
tions, women could be regarded as unfit by 
nature for independent (productive) activity. 
But we do not accept this doom as inevitable. 
In spite of a personal cost that is often tragic, 
thousands of women demonstrate what a vital 
urge drives them—married or single—into 
creative effort: in science, the arts, or the pro
fessions. On such a large scale the very pres
ence of desire indicates the presence of a 
capacity crying to be used. Quite as much as 
men, then, women need (for keen and con
scious living) to do some kind of socially pro
ductive work. 

As a matter of fact, we realize now that 
the root of our dilemma is social rather than 
biological. This becomes clear as we see wo
men everywhere stirring in discontent. Even 
the relatively free middle-class woman is com
ing to suspect that it is her status in society— 
not her sex in itself—that makes it hard to 
lead a balanced life. But the factor of social 
tyranny is laid bare, in all its ugliness, only 
by the plight of women in the working class. 
These women, who are usually married, have 
been driven (not by a need for wider arenas 
but by a simple hunger) into socially produc
tive work in industry. And what is the re
sult? Savage discrimination against their sex, 
although often they work better than men; 
and a vast complex of conditions making it 

impossible for them to do their necessary work 
without endangering their health and their 
children's welfare. In their case two brutal 
facts are clear: that women today are an ex
ploited group in society, and that the compe
titive wage-system offers them no hope of bet
ter things. The suffering of working-class wo
men, then, arises from the fact that they are 
exploited as workers and doubly exploited as 
women. It is also true—and I shall make it 
clear—that, for every woman in capitalist so
ciety, the suffering, defeat, and frustration too 
often involved in womanhood arise wholly out 
of our enforced status in society. 

The question of the status of women, all 
over the world today, is a bitterly living issue. 
Obviously this is so in Nazi Germany, where 
women are denied higher learning and degrad
ed into breeders of cannon-fodder. Not so 
obviously but just as truly is it an issue for 
us. For in our so-called "emancipation" (as 
I shall indicate later) we cherish only the 
husk, not the reality, of a truly human free
dom. But even this husk is not guaranteed 
forever. When we drift toward Fascism, we 
drift inevitably toward a degradation of wo
men. The reason is clear when we analyze 
our real status today—^historically tied up 
with property and the psychology of property. 

The continued subjection of women was 
necessary to early capitalism: there was need 
of the primitive family to bring up children, 
to support the aged and the unemployed, to 
consolidate property, and to perform those 
tasks of "domestic" labor that society could 
not yet conveniently take over. Hence women 
were forcibly compelled to marriage as the 
one honest way to get a living. (In this way 
society merely italicized the treatment it had 
accorded women since the age of barbarism.) 

At a certain stage in its growth, however, 
capitalist society had to take a progressive 
stand with regard to women. In the search 
for more workers to exploit, industry began 
to hire female labor. In spite of brutal dis
crimination against us (on the theory that we 
have no dependents) women have, neverthe
less, gained a foothold in the economic order. 
Political "rights" and cultural "opportunities" 
reflect this basic economic fact; they are im
pressive — although theoretical —concessions. 
To this extent, then, (and" because a thriving 
capitalism found it profitable) women have 
been set free. 

Now, however, capitalism is falling into 
decay: it no longer needs a large labor-army; 
it does, on the other hand, need to spread pov
erty—so that as many dependents as possible 
may live on the wretched pay of one worker. 
The political expression of this decaying econ
omy is, of course. Fascism—a reactionary and 
brutal dictatorship set up solely to preserve 
the profit-system. It is quite logical that 
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