
Equal Rifhts an Ille Alli-Bakke le,ement 

·ST·AND FIRM. ON PRINCIPLE 
In the anti-Bakke novenent as in every other deno

cratic struggle, comnunists must ensure that work unfolq 
on a sound basis of principle. 

In this case, the starting point, f:rom which there 
can be no deviation , i s the policy of equal r ights-
no national privileges and no national inequality . 

Since ·the Bakke case also represents an at tack on 
the derrocratic r ights of waren , it is also necessary to 
raise the principle of the absolute equality of 
the sexes. 

If our leadership is not based finnly on principle , 
it is easy to limit the struggle of the rrasses for 
denocracy to the narrow practicality of bourgeois re
formism. If we fail to unfdld our \,.Qrk on the basis of 
principle, how can we distinguish our positions from 
the positions of the bourgeoi.he? Sq,pose for exarrple 
the bourgeoisie "overturns" the Bakke decision? What is 
the perspective of our struggle in that case? 

'llle criteria for evaluating the struggle in Bakke 
must be what best prepares the conditioos for the class 
struggle of the prnletariat. Irrperialism is reaction 
all cbwn the line and the derrocratic struggles of the 
rrasses can be rrobilized as a powerful force to weaken 
the irrperialist system and strengthen the struggle of 
the proletariat. We can build mutual confidence and 
solidarity anong the working peor;le ,both mm and womm, 
of all nations only if the whole T,JOrking class takes q, 
the struggle for equal r i ghts. 

It is the struggle for equal rights that exposes 
bourgeois hypocrisy about "reverse discriminatioo". 'llle 
call for equal rights is not a call for priyileges for 
any nation. Irrperialism rests on the sq,erexploitation . 
of oppressed nationalities and worren. 'lhe struggle for 
equal rights is aimed at the hrert of national and 
sexual inequality by attacking this oothle oppression. 
It is. a derrand that oppressed nationality workers and 
waren have every right and privilege, economic, poli.ti
cal and social, that white workers have. 'lllus it is 
not a struggle that calls on the laboring masses of any 
nation to give q> anything but inequality and national 
privilege. It is a struggle that prepares the condi
tions for taking exploitation out of our lives. 
Workers of every nation s~rt the just struggle for 
equal righ,ts, and particularly workers of the oppressor 
nation. No natioo is free that enslaves another nation. 
'llle oppressor nation working class must take the lead 
in the struggle for equal rights in order to prepare 
the conditions for its own emancipation fran 
exploitation . 

What are the tendencies in the anti -Bakke novemmt 
that undermine our firm stand on the principle of 
equal rights? 

Sorre forces talk a lot about "equal r.ights" but 
thet oonpletely oppose the re'-01 utiooaiy deirocratic 
con tent ef- the slogart ancf apply . it in a hiurgeois re
formist way which errphasizes fornal equality and ignores 
national oppression . 'llle stand of the CPI.SA against 

racism" and "poor edu:::ation" is an exarrple of that. 
Openly reformist in dlaracter , these forces praiote 
reliance on the bourgeois state thrnugh the courts, 
ci.vil rights comnissions etc. 

In the sane fashion , the National Conmittee to 
Overturn the Bakke decision isolates the qtestion of 
racism fran the qtestion of national oppression and 
writes: "racism ,against whites is no nore tolerable 
than when-practicised against minorities". 'lhis is a 
"reverse '9,iscriminatioo" line all over again . Putting 
whites and natiooal minorities onthe sarre plane, it 
obliterates the distinction between oppressed and 
oppressor natiooalities . Both racism and national chau
vinism are tied to irrperialism and represent the ideo
logical sq,erstructure erected by the bourgeoisie to 
maintain national oppression. ' 

I ,. 

Sare who identify the qtestion of national oppres- : 
sion still fail to take up the struggle for equal rights 
as a matter of principle. On the one hand there is a 
tendency to counterpose the national struggle to the 
class struggle. Ignoring the struggle for equal rights, 
this position says that since the source of national 
oppression is the capitalist system itself, what we 
need is to develop unity between whites and national 
minorities in order to overthrow capitalism. Since 
.there can never be full equality 1.11der capitalism the 
oppressed nationalities should throw their full 
energies into the struggle for socialism. 

'lllis trend forgets to ask what is necessary to de
velop unity between whites and national minorities. 
Staundl support for the struggle of oppressed national
ities for equal rights is the sole basis . Isolated from 
the revolutionary struggle (though not necessarily 
from the mass struggle) , opportunists do not appreciate 
the contribution the struggle for equal rights makes 
to preparing the conditions for class struggle of 
the prnletariat. 

Another dlauvinist tendency fails to recognize · 
the cxnnection beo.een the struggle for equal rights 
and the struggle for the self-determination of 
oppressed nations ahd 'make this connection a matter 
of principle. In failing to make this connection, they 
cannot identi fy the source of national inequality and 
end up talking about "hi.mm rights" and "equality for 
all". 'lhese concepts are easily used for all sorts of 
bourgeois demagogy about the rights of the individual 
and are a way to liquidate the fundarrental qtestion of 
the inequality of whole peoples as oppressed 
nationalities. 

In the sarre way chauvinists on the wanan qtestion 
fail to draw the connection between the struggle for 
equal rights and the second class status of worren 
caused by the condition of darestic slavery in the 
nonoganous family based on private prnperty. 

Proletarian revolution is irrpossible if commnists 
oon' t work to develop the derrocratic· struggles of the 
oppressed masses . Mutual confidence and class solidar
ity between -working and oppressed people of the 
oppressed and the oppressor nations and between the 
male and the female sex will not develop if we fail to 
take up the struggle for eqUp.l rights. We must defeat 
not only bourgeois reformists who seek only this or 
that reform and ignore the source of inequality, but 
also social chauvinists who pretend to use the "class 
struggle" to cover up their unwillingness to take up 
the struggle for equal rights. 

'lhe proletariat is a consistent, vanguard fighter 
for dem:::>cracy. As Lenin says, there is only one solu
tion to the national prol;>lem and that is . consistent 

.denocracy, "just as socialism cannot be victorious 
, tu;less it ~n~uce~ Cf"Pl~te denocracy , so the prole
tariat will be unable to prepare for victory over 
the bourg2?oisie unless it wag2?s a many sided, consistent 
and revolutionary struggle for demxracy." :, _ 

While great nation chauvini st errnrs are the main 
opportunist tendency in a struggle like Bakke , we must 
also oppose narrow nationalist and national exclusive 
tendencies.It is the duty of comm.mists of both the 
oppressed and oppressor' nationalities to put forth the 
demand for equal rights. , 

'llle tendency to national e usiveness seeks to 
limit the Bakke struggle to minorities only and to only 
this or that minority at that, and seeks national 
privileges, not equal rights. National privileges 
however c'b not benefit the laboring rrasses of the 
oppressed nation. 'lhey are atterrpts by the bourgeoisie 
of the oppressor nation to bribe the bourgeoisie of the 
oppressed nation into containing the national denocratic 
struggle. 

.USSR GRABS FOR GERMAN CAN.AL 

'lhis point can be illustrated by the exarrple of the 
special admissions programs under attack in the Bakk8 
case . We support those programs and demand that they be 
maintained and expanded . But special admission programs 
can function either as a tool in the struggle for nation
al privileges and national exclusiveness or in the 
struggle for equal rights, depending on the leadership 
of our struggle. If we are successful in overturning 
the Bakke decision and we have not connected the strug
gle to the struggle for equal rights, we risk prnnoting 
bourgeois reformism. If we have developed that struggle 
on the basis of a principled stand for equal rights , we 
have laid the foundation for continuing and broadening 
the struggle. Bakke itself is only a drop in the sea 
of national and sexual inequality. 

By equal rights we rrean the abolishrrent. of all 
form; of economic, political and national or sexual 
oppression and social exclusion in every sense of the 
word. By demanding equal rights we demand that all 
the oppressed nationalities and worren enjoy all the 
rights and advantag2?s of the -working class of the 
oppressor nation and other strata of the population. 
'llle significance of the struggle for equal rights i s that 
it attacks .both the main barrier to building the deno
cratic struggle of the masses and the class struggle of 
the proletariat, great nation dlauvinism, and at the . 
sarre t.i.rre the petty bourgeois deviations of national 
exclusiveness. By our fi:rm sq>port p:xmectin<j concrete 
demands such as the demand for special admissions 
programs to the struggle for equal rights and connecting 
the struggle for equal rights and self-determination 
to the claSs struggle of the prnletariat we create the 
basis for .class solidarity and mutual oonfiaenoe o·.,_.....,,..-- 
workers of all nations. It is in this way that we 
support the stand of the prnletariat for consistent 
denocracy. 
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llsinhua News Agency reported 
that the SQviet Union has recent
ly pemanded that the Main-Danube 
Canal., undergoing construction in 
West Germany, be "internati ona
lized". This call for "inter na
tionalization" of the canal, is 
.just one more example of social.- : 
imperialist interference in the 
internal affairs of a country. 

Most of the rivers in West 
Germany are• linked by canals. But 
the canal cut in 1846 to connect 
the cities of Bamberg on the Mai n 
river and Kelheim on the Danube 
river has gone out of use because 
it is too small for ·passage of 
1a·rge ships. But the Main-Danube 

· a-l ization" of the Panama and Suez 
Canals was a product of imperia
lism and based on unequal rela
tionships between oppressor and 
oppressed nations. 

The new czars go on to demand 
tha~ "all sections of the water
ways extending across the conti
nent from Rotterdam (in the Nether 
lands) to the mouth of the Danube 
where it enters the Black Sea 

within Wes~ Germany and entirely 
by the German people. Although 
both the Danube and Rhine rivers 
are both internationally used, no 
one has ever challenged Germany's 
exercising sovereignty over the 
canal. · Now that work is near com
pletion, the Soviet Union has 
stepped in with its demand for 
free use of the canal. 

try is not obl iqated to allow its 
waterway to be i nternationalized, 
even if the canal is directly 
linked to the sea. This i s the 
case with the Main-Danube Canal 
which is 171 kilometres long and 
located entirely in West Germany . 

But t he new czars have system
atically shown their disregard foi: 
national boundaries and national 
sovereignty . They are like a 
bully that tries ·to take what 
he wants even if it doesn't b e ,-
long to him . By putting the 
Main-Danube Canal on the same 
level as the Panama and Suez Ca
nals, the Soviet social imperia
lists demonstrate the same robber 
baron attitude as the old-line 
imperialists. · 

· Canal will allow for the easy 
, navigation of ships over 200 tons. 
For this reason the building of 
a ne~ large connecting waterway is 
important for the German people. 
The new canal will not only link 
two rivers but also provide an 
:easier access to the j,tlantic. 
The demand for "internationaliza
tion" by the USSR is a bo l d at
tempt by the superpower to extend 
its t entacles to the Atlantic . 

This outrageous demand is 
covered by the fact that both the 
Danube and Rhine are internation
al waterways. The social-imperi 
alists claim that the canal is a n 
"inter-oceanic connection" which 
must be " i nte'rnationalizect" like 
the Suez Canal and the Panama 
Canal. 

This argument further exposes 
the degenerate aims of the social 
imperialists . The "internation-
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must be open to vessels of all 
countries without discrimination 
and on the basis of equality". · 

But the real intention of the 
Soviet social-imperialists is not 
for equality but for hegemony. It 
is poking its nose into the af
fairs of West Germany in order to 
be able to gain easy reach to the 
Atlantic coast through the canal 
in pursuit of its hegemonic ambi
tions. 

Moscow 's aggressive demand has 
aroused indignation and concern 
in West Germany. A newspaper is 
quoted as saying, "Why does no
body hear that the Soviet Union i s 
ready to place . the White Sea-Bai
tic Canal,built in · l~33, under 
the same (internationalized) r e
gime?" 

The Main-Danube Canal, which is 
presently being redug and enlar
ged, has existed since 1846. It 
had been constructed entirely 

A canal is a cou~try's inland 
waterway. International law 
claims that a country ' s inland 
waterways are entirely within its 
sovereignty and under its juris
diction. It states that a coun-

Like all oppressor nations, to 
the USSR, the rights of other 
nations mean nothing. Like all 
oppressor nations, the USSR de 
sires privileges for itself it 
will not bestow · on others . But 
the aggression and expansionist 
strivings of the soc ial imperia
lists are going against the tide 
of history . The people of the 
world are awakening in opposition 
to the hegemonism of the super -
powers. _ 

The de ve lopment o f the USSR's 
war preparations will mean in
creasing aggression against the ·· 
second world countries. The case 
of the Main-Danube Canal is a 
clear example where the sovereign-

_ty of a second world nation must 
be defended· against the hegemonic 
ambitions of a superpower . 


