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TROTSKYISM AND THE WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT

Trotskyism is a bourgeois trend in the left-wing movement, by which I
mean that despite what is often the quite contrary intention of its
propagators, it serves only the bourgeoisie, as I shall show tonight.

1, It departs from and attacks the principles of scigntific socialism
which is the essential weapon in the armoury of the working class
(the proletariat) which guides and unites it to enable it to seize
and maintain state power, to build socialism and advance to communismg

2, It attacks {"~ tccialist stales where the correctness of these . «v
principles of scientific socialism has been and continues to be proved
beyond doubt.

3. It attacks all those who attempt to put forward RE5%arian ideology
and does everything possible to try and silence themj;

It promotes and glorifies the ideclogy of the bourgeoisie, not only
by suppressing and vilifying proletarian ideology, but also by
active epcouragement of bourgeois ideologys

The feature of Trotskyism which makes it particularly dangerous to

the working class is that all this anti working class activity is

carried on in the name of Marx and Lenin, in the name of socialism

and in the pretence of ;aying the interests of the working class at heart.

Insofar as= . Trotskyism is able to attract some part of the workers to

its ranks, it is able to split the ranks of the working class and

divert a part of them from the path of liberation. More than thatg

sooner o:--later, the Trotskyites will fight on the side of the bourgeoisie
to try and suppress the rising proletariat.

The reason we say this is not that we have any personal grudge against
Trotsky, or any of his followers, but simply because historical facts
and our own experience in the women's movement have proved this to

be so: before dealing specifically with the role of Trotskyism in

the woments liberation movement, 1 would like to say something very
briefly about the ideological basis of Trotskyism which will help

put their role in the women's movement into clear perspective.

What is the theoretical basis of Trotskyism? In my opinion this is
to be found contaired in Totsky's so called 'Theory of Permanent
Revolution', The title is misleading because it implies that those
who opposed this theory of fpermanent revolution', as did Lenin and
Stalin, sought only ?impermanent' revolution, which is not of course
the case. No, according to Trotsky, the only revolutionary class in
Russia was the working class: the peasanftry according to him could

not be a reliable ally of the proletariat. The impending reveolution
in Russia (this was before 1917) would not be a bourgeois democratic
revolution but a socialist revolution, i.e. Czarism would be replaced
not by the joint democratic dictatorship of the proletariat and the
peasantry, but by a "workers'! gcvernment®. In other words, it would
be a government of the minority against the overwhlming majority.
Further, it would be the function of this government to attack all
bourgeois property inclucing the property of small peasants. This
would bring the "“workers' government" into hostile collision with the
peasantry, and the revolution (thanks to Trotsky) would be in danger.
However, the Russian proletariat in daring to seize power would have
stimulated the European proletariat also to assume state power. The
victorious European working class would then come to the assistance
of the Russian working class, thereby making the revolution in Russia
'permanent’',

It is clear from this that Trotsky had no faith in the ability of the
working class to lead the peasantry, no faith in the revolutionary
role of the peasantry, and, according to him the revolution in Russia
could not survive, let alone build socialism, unless the victorious
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proletariat in Europe came to its assistance.

When after the October Revolution the revelution in Europe did not
materialisc, Trotsky simply lost his head. He could see only tuwo
courses of action open to the Russian proletariat in the absence of
succour from the European proletariat. Both coursesy; alternately
advocated by Trotsky, were counsels of despairs either capitulate to
the bourgeoisie, or send the Red Army into Europe in the hope it might
be able to start off the revolution there after all. The latter
course is simply the impetuous adventurism of someone who feels the
situation to be hopeless. The only result of such action would have
been that the bourgeois states would have been rendered invaluable
assistance in their attempts to strangle the young Soviet state.

The cause of revolution would have been retarded and not advanced:
the Red Army had trouble encugh defending the revolution against
foreign interventionists at home without spreading itself all over
Europe.

However, with this theory of 'permanent revolution', is it surprising
that Trotsky, when the European revolution failed, could advocate

only capitulation or reckless adventurism? With this theory of
'permanent revolution' is it surprising that Trotsky expressed the
view that socialism could not be built in the USSR and devoted all his
energies to opposing the building of socialism in the USSR? This
more than anything else shows the real essence of Trotskyism - its
opposition to the building of socialism, no matter how camouflaged

by 'revolutiocnary' phrasemongering this opposition might be.

Trotsky from time to time asserted that the revolution in the Soviet
Union was 'degenerating'.. One thing is certain, that had the above
theoryof 'permanent revolution® been put into effect there would

have been no revolution, let alone the chance for "degeneration®.

In actual fact this "degeneration" referred to by Trotsky was nothing
more and nothing less than the successful building of socialism in the
USSR under the correct and glorious banner of Marxism=Leninism and the
correct lsadership of the Bolshevik Party headei by Comrade Stalin.

It was the habtit of Trotsky to describe anything which did not fit
ipto his theory of ‘permanent revolution' as "degeneration". Trotsky
might as well have descrited reality as degenerate .because reality
certainly did not accord with Trotsky'!s 'Theory of Permanent Revolution'.
All this talk about "degeneration" was only a reflection of the
extreme despair of Trotsky's petty-bou-geois intellectualism and his
inability to amerd his theory in confomity with reality.

However, the prole.ariat of the Soviet Union,; heedless of Trotsky's
theory, went from strength to strength in the building of socialism,
and Trotsky's views were being daily proved wrong. Trotsky got more
and more desperate. To try and prove that he, Trotsky, was right

and the Bolshevik faith in the ability of the working class to lead

the peasantry in the building of socialism was wrong, he from exile
organised sabotage and wrecking activities in the railways, mines

and industrial plants intended to undermine the faith of the working
class in the revolutionary leadership of the Bolshevik Party. In

these eff orts he and his organisation entered into direct links with
the German and Japanese Fascist governments, who promised to put
Trotsky in power in the Soviet Union once they had conquered ity

on the understanding, of course, that capitalism would be restored.

One of the ecrimes committed by Trotsky's organisation was the murder

of Kirov (a prominent Bolshevik) and the investigations relating

to this murder uncovered bit by bit the whole counter—revolutionary
organisation led by Trotsky, Bukharin and Zinoviev. The conspirators
confessed to their crimes publicly in the famous Moscow Trials#* with the
result that Trotskyism was thoroughly discredited in the working=-class
movement and went into decline.

*The questions of The Theory of 'Permanent Revolution', Socialism in

One Country, the lMoscow Trials,and others, are dealt with in depth by

the Association of Communist Workers in a series of Public Meetings on
Trotskyism or Leninism held in London in 1972, These have been published
by the Association of Communist Workers under the title 'Some Questions
Concerning The Struggle of Counter--RevolutionaryTrotskyism Against
Revolutionary lLeninism,! e



Unfortunately, memories are short, and when the working-class movement
was weakened as a result of the victory of the restorers of capitalism,
Khruschev and his followers,in the Communist Party of the Soviet Union,
and in the NMarties of Eastern Europe (other than Albania), facilitated
by the untimely death of Stalin and other staunch Bolsheviks, then
Trotskyism was allowed to rear its ugly head once more and gain ground
in the working—class movement.

Let us now turn to the specific role of Trotskyism in the women's
liberation movement to see how all this is reflected there and is
substantiated. In this introduction, most of the references I shall
make will be ta the International iarxist Group (IMG)/ Socialist

Woman (the front of the IMG in the wecmen's liberation movement ),
because these are the Trotskyites who have been most active in the women's
movement, The International Socialists (IS) are also referred to,

but their activity commenced relatively recently, more as a reaction

of women in IS to the male chauvinism to be expected in a petty-
bourgeois organisation such as IS than from any principled stand

on the question.* So divorced is IS from revolutionary theory on

the question of women®s oppression that it even puts forward the
reactionary idea of ‘wages for housework': in this way, rather than
clearly demanding the right for women to participate in economic,
social and political life in every way on an equal basis with men,
they are demanding a perpetuation of domestic slavery. The Socialist
Labour League (S.L.L.), the other major Trotskyite organisation,regards
the women®s movement as diversionary®* thereby demonstrating how far
they are removed from socialism, But in essence all these Trotskyite
organisationmshave ag their basis the theory of 'Permanent Revolution',
and therefore cannot but be oppcsed to genuine working-class politics.

Trotskyism and “the Family?,

Trotsky, as we have seen, belisved that it was not possible to build
socialism in a single backward country and , since the liberation
of women depends on the building of socialism, that women could not
be liberated in backward Russia, It is of course true that women
can only be liberated where there is socialism, therefore by denying
that women were being liberated in the Soviet Union, Trotsky was in
effect claiming that socialism was not being builts this formed
part and parcel of his general attack on the building of socialism.

The liperation of women consists of their obtaining the right to
participate in social production, indeed in every form of economicy
polfical and social life on equal terms with mens this in turn depends
on the domestic responsibilities which tie women to the home being
socialised so that women are freed from the confines of the kitchen

to take their rightful place in society on a equal basis with men. The
'destruction of the bourgeois family'! does not mean, as Trotskyites and
other vulgarisers of Marxism would have us believe, promiscuity.

#See for instance Kathleen Ennis in her article 'Women's Liberation

and the Revolutionary Party! in IS Women's Newspapsr no 3¢ "The women's
groups in IS developed in opposition...partly because many women were
sick of being semi--passive members of the group, considered only fit
for typing and any other odd job going%.

#*As to the incorrectness of ignoring the women's movement as 'diversionary',
see our article 'Why.a Women's Movement® in our book'Questions Concerning
the Emancipation of Women and the Proletarian Revolution,!



It means that marriage will no longer be on the terms that the woman
will be a domestic slave, economicelly dependent on the man and with

no right to an independent economic, social or political life, but

will be a voluntary union on the basis of equality of the partners.

As Trotsky beliepwd that sod alism could not be built, he equally
necessarily also believed that the social services necessary to the
liberation of women could never be provided (e.g. creches, kindergartens,
public dining-rooms etc.). He closed his eyes to the fact that throughout
the 1920s and 1930s, particularly after collectivisation, these services
improved enormously and relentlessly in quantity and quality from

year to year, and attempted to 'prove! that socialism could not be
built, and therefore women could not be liberated, by showing that

the job had not yet been completed. This simply won't dos if a job

is being done and enormous progrcss is being made, the fact that

there is still work to be done is not 'proof that it can"t be done',
The fact of the matter was, and Trotsky could scarcely close his

eyes to this, that Soviet women were participating in social production
in ever increasing numbers(for instance, between 1929 and 1937, the
number of women workers rose from 3,304,000 to 9,357,000, an increase

of 283.2%), were playing an increasingly important role, no longer
confined to unskilled jobs or women's jobs, were being drawn more and
more into the Party and into all spheres of government, were, in short,
being liberated. In Trotskyite tradition, in defence of the ‘Theory of
Permanent Revolution®, all these advances, the envy of working women

the world over, were denigrated and belittled: for instance, in
Revolution Betrayed he sneers:

"the number of children in kindergartens* rose during the five years
1930-1935 from 370,000 to 1,180,000. The lowness of the figure for
1930 is striking, but the figure for 1935 also seems only a drop

in the ocean of Soviet families. A further inve stigation would
undoubtedly show that the principal and, in any case the better part

of these kindergartens appertain to the families of the administratiocn,
the technical personnel, the Stakhanovists, etCoo.”

So, in five years kindergarten places more than trebled! This hard-
fought for and s.bstantial improvement is "a drop in the ocean” as

far as Holy Trotsky is concerned, though it was a "drop in the ocean®
that no capitalist country could match, particularly when you take

into account over 4 million children looked after in seasonal kinder-
gartens! One .might ask whether Trotsky really believed that there
would have been even more kindergartens if only the ‘Theory of Permanent
Revolution! had been followed and there had been capitulation to the
bourgeoisie? Trotsky wanted every goal of socialism to be achieved
overnight or not a% alls as far as he was concerned the steady building
towards those goals was not socialism at all,

Not content with belittling the achievements of the Soviet people,
Trotsky goes on to insinuate that the kindergartens were a preserve

of the privileged, though even he doesn't presume to offer any evidence
of this! For the truth was exactly the reverse: wherever there was

a shortage of nursery or kindergarten places, "further investigation®
(to use Trotsky's term) shows that preference was always given to the
lower paid workers whe needed these facilities most,.

The next opportunity Trotsky took to launch an attack on the building
of socialism in connexion with the liberation of women was on the
questicrn of abortion. Abortion, being damaging to the health of

women, was always seen as an evil by the working class and its government.
The decree passed in 1920 legalising abortion was passed in recognition
of the fact that conditions were so bad that many women were forced to
have abortions because they were simply unable to provide the bare
necessities of existence for their child. Given that situation,

the very least that should be donme is to ensure that the abortions

are carried out in the best conditions possible., However, by 1936,

as a result of the magnificent achievements of the Soviet workers and
peasants in the building of Socialism, conditions were greatly altered:

*Kindergartens were pre-school institutioms for children from 3-6 years
of age Dee



there was full employment, there was free schooling for all, there were
social facilities for care of pre-school children (where preference for
places was given to the mothers who most needed them in any area

where there was a shortage), plus after-school and full holiday-care
facilities for all who wanted them. In thesz conditions the right to
'abortion on demand' was unnecessary and was replaced instead to permit
abortion on health grounds only.

Trotsky's wrong !'theory of Permanent Revolution' dictated that these
imprgved conditions were impossible Ebecause socialism could not be
built in a single backward country such as Russia had been in 1917,
therefore Trotsky ignored reality and drew a picture of women in
desperate want, driven to abortion by their miserable conditions of
existence, being herded into prison by the “gendarmes of Thermidorean
reaction" which had, according to Trotsky, introduced the legislation in
order to 'increase the population' and frehabilitate the family'.
Trotsky ‘'overlooked' certain pointsg

1, The only pcssible reason for wanting toc increase the population

would be to increase the labour force. Yet the effect of increasing

the birth rate (even if it were possible to do this by decree, which it
is not)without providing all the social facilities necessary for the care
of children (the existence of which facilities Trotsky denied) would

be to pull women OUT of production and thereby decrease the labour force.

2, The Soviet government knew very well that you canmot increase the
population by making aborticn illegal for it had already observed in
1920 that legislation did nothing to prevent abortionj it was eccnomic
conditions which drove women to abortion legal or illegal, and it is
only an improvement in economic conditions which can lay the basis

for the ending of abortion.

3. The rate of increase of population of the Soviet Union was over
13 per 1000 population per annum, three million more people a year,
the highest rate in the world at that time, and the Soviet Union
certainly had nothing to worry about on that score.

4, Not only were there considerable social facilities for the care of
children in 1936, but the decree itself provided for immediate escalation
of these provisions,

5. The decree provided for jmprisonmsnt of persons performing the
operation illegally and those who incited women tc have abortions, i.e.
mainly a minority of men who wanted to avoid financial liability for
children, and not for the imprig'‘cnment of the women themselves.

Of course it would have been very nice if the Soviet government could
have taken entire financial responsibility for every child the day
after the revolution, but it could not. This was one of the goals
towards which the Soviet people were working, as the cost of schooling
and medical care were taken cver by the State, meals were subsidised,
various cheap facilities were provided, grants were given to mothers of
large families, but in 1935 there was still some financial responsibility
of parents for children. It was hardly 'liberating' for women to be
forced into unnecessary abortions by fathers (a minority it is true,
but insofar as they existed at all extremely harmful to the cause of
women's liberation) more concerned to saye a few roubles which they
could easily afford than with the mother's health. The draft decree on
abortions was discussed far and wide by the workers and peasants of

the Soviet Union and was over-whelmingly approved by them, and they
after all were the ones best in a position to know whether or not

the conditias in Russia were ripe for the ending of indiscriminate
abortions.

Trotsky also claimed that abortion had been made illegal in order to
“rghabilitate" the family, i.e. to reintroduce the damestic slavery
of womens this is why he and all Trotskyites present the right to
indiscriminate abortion as a "hallmark of socialist relations®; if
this 'right does not exist, according to the Trotskyites, then there
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is no socialism. This is how the Trotskyites find themselves marching
arm in arm with their petty=bourgeois class brothers, the neo=Malthusians
condemned by Lenin in an artide in Pravda no 137, June 16th 1913* who
protest against the miserable conditions brought about by capitalism

not by fighting to overthrow capitalism but by bowing down under them

"as the representative of a class that is hopelessly perishing, that
despairs of its future, thgt is depressed and cowardly, There_is nothing
S0 bo done.ss 1f anly SHErEODLRRCToR00 DREdLeR toodb iy SRE OB s ation
such is the cry of the petty bourgeois." Lenin pointed oét that this

was not the attitude of the working class whose children would "fight
better, with greater solidarity, with greater consciousness and decisive~
ness, against the prevailing conditions of existence which are mutilating
and destrcying our generation®.

The next focus for Trotskyite venom are the laws introduced in the Soviet
Union in 1944 relating to marriage and divorce. Trotsky died in 1940,
but his followers carried on his feud against socialism, In 1917 all
bourqgeois marriage and divorce laws were scrapped. Provision was

made for marriage, but in theory it made no difference to the obligation
of parents to support their children whether they were married or not.
The right to divorce was introduced as an essential factor in promoting
the emancipation of women; taking away all legal right of a man to
gnslave his wife, who was now tied to her husband only so long as

she should wish it.

However, in practice, unless the father was married to the mother, it
was ofter difficult to get from him his contribution towards his
children's upkeep. The fact is that the contemptuous and uncomradely
attitude towards women and children developed over generations cannot
be overcome by a decree., Only over a period of time by women seizing
the opportunity to fight alongside men in the building of aociali sm
and disproving the old myths of women's inferiority, together with
patient reeducation and increase of the cultural level of the masses,
can old customs and habits be totally eradicated., In spite of the
liberating laws, some men could not regard women as anything other than
sexual objects, and without the constraints of bourgeocis marriage,
refused to take any responsibility for wife or children after they
had tired of the wife, which might be very quickly when there was no
basis for the relationship other than the need for sexual gratification.
Since the State could not, as we Have seen, immediately bear the full
cost of rearing every child, this led to the mothers having to bear the
load on their own, and in exceptional cases sven to child vagrancy,

2
Whereas the Soviet government was not going to force anyone to stay
married who wanted to separate, it was necessary to ensure that fathers
contributed financially to the support of their children in practice
and not just in theory. Since in practice maintenance claims could
only be enforced against unwilling fathers if the marriage of the parents
was registered, henceforward these claims could only be mede at all if
the marriage was registered. The fact of the marriage made it clear to
all that these obligations were owed by both parents and not just by
the mother, but by no means entitled the husband to enslave his wife
as had been the case in bourgeois marriage. Nor did this affect the
right of either party to obtain a divorce (obligations in respsctof
children's maintenance of course always continued in spite of divorce).
The note of the marriage on the husband's (and wife's papers) made it
impossible for either to disappear, marry someone else and wash their
hands of their earlier responsibilities. The State did however undertake
graater responsibility for the children of unmarried mothers, who
now bad the choice of either a state grant or of handing their child
over to be brought up entirely at state expense.

These provisions,designed to foster a responsible attitude towards

women and children ,uerehailed by the Trotskyites as a restitution of

the bourgeois family in all its glory! As cap be seen from the above,
nothing could be further from the truthsg in fact state responsibility for
children was increased!

#*This article by Lenin “The Working Class and Neo-Malthusianism''is
reproduced in our book 'Marxism and the Liberation of Women', p. 52
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With respect to divorce, the decree of 1944 made it obligatory for
parties seeking a divorce to appec “before a Comrades! Court (composed

of friends and neighbours), which would try and effect a reconciliation,
so that if the divorce was being brought about by old feudal or bourgeois
attitudes of either party, attempts could be made to reeducate them

to a proktarian outlook, Of course, if there was no basis of affection
on which the marriage could be revived ;, or i# it was not possible to
eradicate the old bourgeois and feudal attitudes which led to the
breakdown, or if either party for any reason insisted on his or

her divorece, then it wasusuzlly granted.

Thus the new divorce procedures were a step towards raising the

cultural level of the peoplz, to enable "socialist relations" to be
achicved. Yet this acain is presented by Trotskyites as a 'restoration
of the bourgeois family®.

The'solution' to all these problems offered by Tretsky and his followers,
we must remember, was capitulation, and not any more effective way of
bringing about "socialist relaticns%, although many Trotskyites today
may have forgotten the fact; indeed it is doubtful if rank and file
Trotskyites ever get to know it., The important <thing in a Trotskyite
organisation is not to teach the facts, but to teach its members to
hate working-class ideology and to despise and patronise the workirg class.
CCTrotskyizm's HeRLESLLANS that the bourgenis family was being restored
in the Soviet Union, tlying as they did in the face of reality, soon
led to its arbitrary support for indiscriminate abortions, for its
condemning motherhood itself as freactionary', as being, according to the
Trotskyites, merely parti and parcsl of the resurrectics of the bourgeeis
family. In this connexion, see Red flole Yol,l no 5 “Lenin - The Third
International and Women's Liberation®s

“There is all the same, an uncertainty about how specific the women's
movement really is. This is shown in the first conversation that

Zetkin had with Lenin on this subject, during the course of which

Lenin saids 'there are nct a few points of contact between women's

and ycuth movements. Our women comrades must work systematically

with the youth, That is a continuation, extension and exaltation

of motherliness from the indivicdual to the social spherze®. Lenin is wrong
here and this must be szid, particularly when one locks at the legal
system of the 'socialist' countries where women are consistently

lumped together with youth...¥

This glorification of abortion for its own sake and its denigration of
motherhood made Trtskyism the natural ally of those feminists who
believe that women bzve inferior status in society because they have
children, i.e, because of their biological functions, and not because
they have been subordinated in the interests of' private property.
These people's idea of !liberation' is the ability to "controel our

own bodies*, and nothing else., Like all petty bourgeois they see the
future as hopeless, which attituce is reflected in their fear and
hatred of motherhood, The Trotskyites attract and encourage all these
petty~bourgecis attitudes., They have acdopted the slogan 'control of
our own bodies', They are incapéle of combatting bourgeois ideology
and putting“forward the proletarian view because to do so would lessen
the impact of their attacks on the Soviet Union and the bullding of
socialisme

Thus modern Trotskyism attacks not just tﬁS“FSﬁEii but also motherhood,
the proletarian family and all stable family relationships., This means
it can recommend only one thing -~ promiscuity,

It attracts all those who have fallen for the bourgeois line that all
troubles stem from an inadeguate sex life and the ‘solution! lies

in promiscuity. Modern Trotskyism has adanted itself to accommodate

all these petty—bourgeoic ideas, as we sau from the support given by

IMG members to the feminist Street Theatre Group's proposals to stage at

the March 6th Demecnstration a production designed to ‘break down women's
sexual inhibitions®, Further in Red Mole Vel 1 no 10, “Women's Liberation®,

e



Jo O'Brien writess

"Contraception would appear to release women from the need to be
sexually faithful, sexually abstemious before marriage, and (}) to
release them from the automatic acceptance of monogamy®,

This means that, according to Red Mole, it is not only 'monogamy' (bourgeois
marriage) from which women are to be liberated but also the "need to be
sexually faithful": in other words Red Mole demands the 'right' of women

to be promiscuous,

1S also demand this fright': in IS Women's Newsletter no 4, Sheila

Rowbotham is quoted, presumably approvingly, attacking Pravda for having
denounced " 'free love' along with c¢ll disorderly sex life® as bourgeois

and for having claimed "that the enemies of the people fa ve introduced the

'foul and poisonous® idea of licuidating the femily and disrupting marriage".
(quotes are from Sheila Rowbotham). What is this other than advocacy of

“a disorderly sex life" (promiscuity) and an attack on all stable relationships?

Again in an article in support of the Gay Liberation Front (Socialist Woman
Summer 1972) IMG urite:

e should be free to develop with greater individuality, and to do this

the stereotype sex roles must be smashed. Many people are alarmed at attacks
on gender roles and see only chaos or total conformity as a result. As far

as we can see there would be greater individuality and more freedom for
cxperimentation., By openly rejecting the rocles of oppresscr and oppressed,

gay women and men fundamentally challenge the sexual chauvinism that capitalism
uses to divide the working class”,

It is not surprising that these champions of a "disorderly sex life" find it
necessary to suppress for instance what Lenin had to say on the subject of

the Glass of Water theony of sexual promiscuity, even when allegedly

giving a summary of plus extracts from,Lenin’s Conversations with Clara
Zetkin¥ let us remin? our libercarian 'Marxists® of some of what Lenin had to
say s

“the revolution demands concentration, increase of forces. From the masses,
from individuals., It cannot tolerate orgiastic conditions such as are normal
for the decadent heroes and heroines of D?!Annunzic., Dissolutencss in sexual
life is bourgeois, is a pnenomensn of decay. The proletariat is a rising
class, It does not need intoxication as a nmarcotic or e stimulus., Intoxication
as little by sexual exaggeration as by alcohol, It must not and shall not
forget, forget the shame, the “ilth, the savagery of capitalism. It receives
the strongest urge to fight from a class situation, from the communist

ideal. It needs clarity, clarity and again clarity., And so I repeat, no
weakening, no waste, no destruction of forces., Self-control, self-discipline
is not slavery, not sven in love...® (My emphasis).

Thus it can be seen that the libertarian ideclogy of the Trotskyites is
thoroughly bourgeocis. But needlesc to say all this thoroughly bourgeois
ideology is dressed up by the Trotskyites in revolutionary phrasemcngering
and even given 'theorecical justification'. One of the clearest expressions
of this theoretical !'justification®’ is set out in an article entitled

"Myth and Reality® (Socialist Woman March/April 1971) by "A Socialist

Teacher®s

"One of the main indoctrination agencies of bourgeois society, if not the

main one, is the nuclear family; the grouping which nestles close tc the

child and unwittingly ensures that the bourgeois values absorbed already

by the parents, will be the root of the child's consciousness of the world.

The basic tenets of the capitalist society, competition, the isolation of

units to work against each other (divide and rule), the acceptance of hierarchy,
with the dominance of thz father over the mother and the power of both

parents over the childreng the fundamental importance of the family and the
placatory role of the mothesr; all are accepted as the natural order of things.
And the key to the indoctrination procedure is the mother who acts as the
mainstay of the family. It is she who transmits the values of hard work and
conformity, it is she who could act as a brake on the husband (for example
urging caution rather than action); she is the one who has the responsibility

: i S i of

#See Red Mole Vol 1. no L, &bove refyrred, to.
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for the co-ordination of =zi1 the various tasks of the family. The family is
the unit of child rearing, the unit of consumption, the unit of production
of use values in the form of housework and, fundamental for the exploiting

class, thc developer of attitudes.®

Thus, instead of demanding that mothers transmit proletarian iceology,

our "Socialist Teacher® ‘teaches'! us to demand the abolitiom of mothers, a

task which is impossible. The idea is that stable relationships cannot

but transmit bourgeois ideclogy. Judith White writes in “The Family in
Capitalist Society® (Socialist Wemen July/August 1971): "Unlike the Stalinists,
we do not pretend that the nudlzar family can somehow be turned into an
instrument for revolutient.

These attacks are not simply on the bourgeois family but on all stable
relationships. The clear implication is that if childrem were not in
contact with their parents, the bourgecisie would have a hard time in
transmitting its ideology, becausc somehow the relationship spontaneously
generates "the basic tencts of capitalist society®. This is absolutely
ridiculous. No, if you were at all interssted in displacing bourgeois
ideology, tigen you would be concerned uith

bringing the workers to understand where their interests lie
by popularising nroletarian ideolog, among them, including among the mothers,
for in this way mothers will also be brought to transmit proletarian
ideclogy., It really is not nece@§§§ySPSPugmgﬁHl?gaogﬁohtion of mothers!!!

However, this exbtraozdinary ‘thuoczy' explains for instance Jane Porter's
denunciation of measures taken in tne Soviet Union in the 1930s to encourage

private families to adopt orphans, and her conviction that(despite the
drawing of women into public industry, thereby ending their dependent status,
despite the increasing social services to talle over household chores, and
despite freedom of divosce) Y“ithe policies of the Soviet bureaucracy towards
the family developec in response to two major needs. 0One was the need for
increased labour, the birth rate had to be forced upg and secondly the
family was neeced as a hold on youth. UWhere the hierarchical structure of
the family has broken down and disintegrated, childrenm and young adults
would be developing with an independence and sclf-confidence that would
run counter to the interests of the bureaucracy, which needed to keep
control over the workers. Diccipline had to be imposed from an early age.
The family and the education system were the means by which this could be
achieved®.

jec ity waer that the ¥higrarchy" within the family
£t with the clear understanding that the Trotskyites

But when the obj
was disappearing,
i v impoztant that all relatively stable family groups

consider as pyimaril

should go, and, findino that they have not gone and are esven encouraged,
come to the conclusion that "higrarchy? is to be reintroduced. Thus they
turn the fazcts on their head tc *fit their theory's,

We might in passing note Jene Porter‘s petty-bourgeois hatred of discipline
as such, a total anathema to the petty-bourgeois intellectual whose style of
life in this society leads them to accept as ‘eternal truth! that 'freedom'
consists of the meximum of free play for their fipdivicuality?!, quite the
opposite of the working class whose whole strength lies in organisation,
which presupposes disciplipe -- more on this subject later)

Of course the natural con. ion from their view of the 'family' as the

m in agency for tiie transmission of bourgeois ideology, which indeed spontan-
eously generates bourgeois ideology, is that to revolutionise the masses

we have first to destroy the family! In actual fact,however, the tendency
under capitalism is for ’'the family', indeed all human relationships to
disintegrate as they are subordinated to the needs of capitalist productioen.
Thet extended 'feudal family has been shattered by the need for mobility of
labour, and even the 'nuclear' family is being split up both because of

the prevalence of bourgeois indivicualism and because they are unable to
withstand the economic pressi=ez put on them under capitalism. Actually

we should be =an:~ding cend/Ole disintegrating pressures of capitalism

on all human relationships, including the'family'. Yet the Trotskyites

have now substituted the family fox the bourgeoisie as the target for

attack on the pretence that to attack the family is to attack the bourgeoisie,




Nothing could be further from the casec, but I shall say more on this later.
This is a very satisfactory conclusion for the libertarians and for the
bourgeoisie of course, which sees threats to its class rule being diverted
safely away, and all in the name of Marx}

Another extraordinary conclusion which follows from their libertarian theories
is expressed by Judith White in Red Mole na 423

"Women's liberation has a place in this process - it is in a sense a late
outcome of the youtH radica]ivation. Nqny of the people in uomen'“ liberation

thu m,olez than uorklna cless unmcn“ (Hv cnpngslc)

Well, there we have it! According to Red Mole, it is the petty-bourgeois
intellectuals who form the leading revolutiorary class! And why? Because
the petty oourgeoisie “"have much more access" to Ythe experience of loosening
family ties", i.e. sexually promiscuius behaviouri!?

These are in fact the conclusions of Herbert Marcuse, who, parading as a
"Marxist",diverts youth away from revolutiocnary activity to encourage instead
sexual licence, libertarianism, much to the delight of the bourgeoisie

which is happy to see revolutionary potential squandered on a task (destruction
of 'the family') which is impossible, which by associating the proletarian
leaders Marx and Lenin with such nonsense creates a wedge between the
revolutionaries and the working class in general which has no time for
libertarianism. In any case the bourgecoizie does neot have to rely on the
family alone or even mainly to sprecad its ideologys: it controls education,
mass media, sozial services, the Trotskyites, the revisionistsand Herbert
Marcuse, What more does it need?

The Trotskyites and Engels

It is not surprising in view of this emasculation of Marxism by the IMG
and other Trotskyites that they attack the great scientific socialists -
aluays of course in the name of Marx and Lenin, Stalin and Mao Tsetung
who led the masses of the Soviet Union and China to prove the correctness
of Marxism-Leninism are of course attacked as ‘bureaucrats' and worse¥,

However, at the present time in the women's movement it is Engels who is
exciting most attention from the Trotskyites. Of course it is Engels'

work "Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State" which sets

out the Marxist analysis of the oppression of women, clearly and convincingly
estatlishing that the liberation of women depends on the ending of the

system of private ownership of the means of social production and the
establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariats it really demonstrates
the true nature of Trotskyigsm to see and hear all their attacks on Engels' worko.

Those who accept the Marxist amalysis of the oppression of women, supported
as it is in Engels' work by an overwhelming body of evidence drawn from
investigation of a multitude of primitive societies investigated at first
hand by Lewis forgan and others, and who try and popularise the farxist,

*The Trotskyites would do well to study the works of Stalin and Mao Tsetung

on the guestion of bureaucracy: in particular they might find embarrassing

the call Stalin made to youth to "organise mass criticism from below® in

order to overcome deficiencies in Party mork (see Stalin: The Tasks of Youth =
International Publishers).
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proletarian and only correct analysis among women in order to enable them

to understand what is the real cause of their oppression and who it is that

they must fight, that the path the liberation lies only in supporting the
working-class struggles to overthrow the bourgeoisie, are decried as 'doctrinaire':
we whall see who is doctrinaire in this regard:

Margaret Coulson of IMG writes in Vol 1 no 4 of 'International':

Drawing from the anthropological works of Lewis Morgan, Engels tried to
interpret the trends in human history which gave rise to this exploitation.
Engels' work has been criticized because of the almost exclusive emphasis
he places on economic and property relationships and because Morgan's work
is not longer considered reliable by many contemporary anthropologists,

but it does provide the beginnings of an approach which has yet to be more
comprehensively developed. (My emphasis = ER).

Quite clearly, according to this 'Marxist', relying on "eccnomic and property
relationships™in explaining women's oppression is incorrect. What is the
alternative, we might ask? The only alternative is to lay emphasis on

women's biological functions as the cause of their oppressicn, for if women's
inferior status is not due to "econcmic and property relationships" then it
must be natural! Such is the "Marxism" of the International “Marxist"Group.
What Margaret Coulson really means is that Engels' work has "yet to be more
comprehensively® distorted by bourgeois feminist 'interpretation'.

The Trotskyites' concern is to undermine proletarian ideology by gossip,
slander and encouragement of every backward anti working class trend from
feminism to libertarianism and gay liberation. They can certainly not aoffer

any serious (real) criticism of Engels! works there are airy references
in passing to "new tasks" (unspecified) and discoveries of "modern anthropo-
logical research" - e.g. "Morgan's work is no longer considered reliable" etc -

(again unspecified) which apparently render Engels obsolete.

Hazsgl Watkins in Socialist Woman Oct/Nov 1971 "The U.S. Women's Movement"
demands "an ecxtension and even a revision of certain of his zﬁngelsl7
ideas" (again unspecified). This reminds us of what Lenin had to say
about those who demanded in general terme the 'vreedom to criticise' Marxs

"Thus, the demand for a definite change from revolulionary Social-Democracy*
to bourgeois social-reformism was accompanied by a no less definite turn
towards bourgeois critizism of all the fundamental ideas of Marxism. As
this criticism of Marxism has been going on for a lona time now, from the
political platform, from university chairsy; in numerous pamphlets and in
a number of scientific works, as the yarger generation of the educated
classes has been systematically trained for decades cn this criticism,
it is not surprising that the 'new, critical?® tendency in Social-Democracy
should spring up, all complete, like Minerva from the head of Jupiter.
The content of this new tendency did not have to grow and develop, it was
transferred bodily from bourgeois literature to socialist literature."

(What Is To Be Done ? )
The Trotskyite demand for fresdom to criticise Engels (Engels is not a God",
quoth M. Coulson of the IMG at the WNCC Conference held at Skegness in
October 1971) is nothing but a demand to substitute opportunism for prolet-
arian ideology, Jjust as the demand for the 'right to criticise' Marx was a
demand to substitute opportunism for Marxism. The Trotskyites want to
substitute their hodge podge petty-—-bourgeois notions for Marxiams this
is why "Engels is not a Goed" as far as they are concerned.

In particular with respect to libertarianism, Engels is something of a
thorn in their side: he sees homosexuality as a perversion of human nature
basically related to and caused by the inferior status and seclusion of
women in class society. For instance;in 'Origin of the Family'he sayss

u,,.the degradation of the women recoiled on the men themselves and degraded
them too, until they sank into the perversion of boy-love degrgdﬁnz both
themselves and their gods by the myth of Canymede"‘/yT%mpqro%skyl 8s’ 6n the

¥ At the time Lenin was writing Social-~-Democracy meant proletarian ideology.
Howsver after the brtrayal of.osocialism by the revisionists of the Second
International the term Social--Dcmocracy bocams, and still is, 353001ated with
reformism, social-chauvinism and soc*ﬂ1~rasclsm 0
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other hand, who as we have seen have substituted 'the femily' for the bourgeoisi€
as the ememy we must attack, regard all homesexuals as highly revolutionary
becausetthey "do not fit into the 'normal! heterosexual categories accepted

by this society" and therefore present a challenge to 'the family'. 1In

actual fact, such homosexuals as promote homosexuality, as do the GLF, are

more the natural allies of the bourgeoisie uwhich, in maintaining the

inferior status of women and contempt for them, establishes the conditions

for the development of homosexuality.

Further, Engels has no time for theories of promiscuity., He shouws that
human society developed away from promiscuity becfore class society arose
because of the need to avoid in-breeding: tribes which did not develop the
"sexual exclusiveness" so hated by the Trotskyites and cvery other petty-—
bourgeois intellectual, were weakened by in-~breeding and wiped out. What
unsavoury conclusions for the champions of libertarianism and promiscuity,
who are shown up to be reactionary beyond the point of absurdity.

Engels moreover took the view that after monogamy had taken on milder
forms(because of contact with the custems of Germanic tribes who had not

yet developed to the monogamous family and male domination) a very important
development took places

"Thig, for the first time, created the possibility ofor the greatest mor@&l
advance which we derive from and owe toc monogamy..., namely, modern individual
sex love, previously unknown to the whole world,.."

"Our sex loye differs materially from the simple secxual desire, the eros,

of the ancients. First, it presupposes reciprocal love on the part of the
loved onej in this respect, the woman stands on a par with the manj; whereas
in the ancient eros, the woman was by no means always consulted. Secondly,
sex love attains a degree of intensity and permanency where the two parties
regard non—-possession or separation as a great, if not the greatest,
misfortune..."

"'Since sex love is by its very nature exclusive - although this exclusiveness
is fully realised today only in the woman ~ theii marriage based on sex love
is by its very nature monogamy. We have seen how right Bachofen was when
he regarded the advance from group marriage to individual marriage chiefly
as the work of the womenj only the advance from pairing marriage to monogamy
can be placed to the men's account, and, historically, this consisted
gssentially in a worsening of the position of women and in facilitating
infidelity on the part of the men. With the disappearance of the economic
considerations which compelled women te tolerate the customary infidelity
of the men - the anxiety about their own livelihood and even more about
the future of their children - the equality of woman thus achieved will,
judging from all previous e.perience, result far more effectively in the
men becoming really monogamous than in the women bacoming polyandrous®.

"What will most definitely disappear from monogamy, however, is all the
characteristics stamped on it in consequence of its having arisen out of
property relationships. These are, first, the dominance of the man, and
secondly, the indissolubility of marriagg..."

Thus the Marxis® view is that it is a) subordination of the woman to the

man and b) indissolubility of marriage which will disappear, but not
"sexual exclusiveness" or the "degree of intensity and permanency" of the
relationship, or marriage itself., No wonder the petty-bourgeois libertarians
hate Engels, as they hate all proletarian ideology. There is clearly nothing
in common between Marxism and the petty-bourgeois self-indulgence they try

to palm off on the working class in the name of Marx.

Trotskyism and the Working Class

It is this petty-bourgeois ideclogy, it is this anti-[larxism that the
Trotskyites are attempting in the name of Marx to introduce into the working-
class movement and it is to this end, and to give credence to the idea

that they are "Marxists", that they try and establish contact with the working
class: they go among the working class to try and pcpularise libertarianism and
homosexuality, to try and get working-clacs women to overcome their "prejudice"
against abortion (instead of arousing their indignation at the miserabe
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conditions under which they live under capitalim which forces women to
seek unwanted abortions which the ruling class, adding insult to inmjury
then makes it difficult to abtein). UWhen they fail in these tasks, they
then 'discover! that it is the petty-bourgeocis intellectuals and not the
working class whioh is revolutionary!

As they go they try to sow distrust among the working class for the essence
of Marxism, by denigrating the socialist countries, denouncing the giants

of revoluticnary thougnt, spreading distorted intezpretations of Marxism
which rob it of its proletarian class content, encouraging backwardness and
anti-communism. This is the interest of the Trotskyites in the working
class!

One can search in vain for any a:tempt by the Trotskyites to educate the
working cless in preletarian ideologys one of the main tasks of a genuine
Marxist in his contacts with the working class through struggles of various
kinds is to try and elevate class--consciousness to an understanding that
the proletariat must not be content to defend itself against attacks on
its living standards but that it must organise to overthrow capitalism and
stablish the dictatorship of the proletariat, a task of which the Trotskyites
are well aware. But in practice their activities among the working class
are confined to latching on to their economir struggles (e.g. the
night cleansrs campaign) and interfering in the jobs which the working
class can very well do fos itself, One will never find in any of their
articles on the Equal Fay struggle or the night cleaners' campaign any
attempt to explain in 2 convincing manner to the working class the necessity
for overthrowing capitalism. The justification usually given is that the
working class is too !' skuard tno unde v*d“ tihis either means that the
working clase is too upid to understand, which thank goodness it is not
otherwise we should ha forget the e olution, or that the working
class is under the influecnce bourgecis ideology. Thus the justification
for not putting forward proletarian ideclogy is..,that the working class
is under the influsnce of bourgeois ideology! The working class must,
according to the Trotekyites {and all other bourgeois 'Leftists' for that
matter), spontaneously gravitate somehow towards proletarian ideology
before they are 'at the stage! when the Trotskvites etc. will put forward
proletarian ideology.

Let us remind the Trotzskyitss of what Lenin had to say on this subject in
What Is To Be Done °

W,..,all subservience to the spontaneity of the labour movement, all belittling
of the role of the ‘conzciou:z element!, of the role of Social-Democracy¥,
means, whether ore likes it 2r not, the orowth of influence of bourgeds
ideology among the workers. AXL those who tallk about fexaggerating the
importance of ideolany!, ebout exaggesating the role of the conscious
elements, etc., imagine that the purc and simple labour movement can work
out an indepecndent ideclogy for itself, if only the workers 'take their
fate out of the hands of the ieaders'. But this is a profound mistake."

This is exactly what the Trotsky.ltes put forward when they imply that
bourgeois ideoclogy will be overcome if only the workers establish '"grass
roots control at the point of productiocn®. But the Trotskyites are not
likely to be interestcd in what Lenin had to say on this score because

they know all this already but simply do not want to popularise proletarian
ideology, only tc promote  bourqeois ideology: there is cectainly no
difficulty in finding bourgecis propaganda in their publicationss for
example in Red Mole for 8th-22nd of March 1971 “"Liberation of Women is a
Revolutionary Task', Branka Magas writess

"This withdrawal of women irom the labeus market is always accompanied by
an ideological cnslaught that has Loen vividly described by many women
writers, Betty Friedan in her Feminine Mystigue described the situation

of women in premmar Unjtoﬁ Statoq, Dﬂ F!(;a'_l\lo:i.r’-~ Second Sex is a landmark
in the history of Although not a Marxist,
she_succeeded_be to th1n prpvwouq mrlters on_this subject /I.e. Engels

in_capturing the esscnce of bourgeois_ ;ggg;ogy in relationship to women.

#See note page 11 as te the meaning of focial-Democracy in this context.,
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Much work still remeins to be dones thc classical Marxist tradition has
not provided an adequate theory of the role of the family in the social
formation of the role of women in society." (My emphasis = ER).

S50, according to Red Mole, the bourgeois feminist Simone de Beauvoir
''succeeded better" than Engels "in capturing the essence of bourgeois
ideology in relationship to women" and Ythe ciassical Marxist tradition
has not provided an adequate theory of the role of the family in the
social formation of the role of women in society®!!! This is houw the
Trotskyites denigrate proletarian theory and praise the bourgeois feminism
of Betty Friedan and Simone DeBeauvoir.

Their bourgeouis feminist propaganda is manifested by the fact that there

is very rarely any reference in Socialist Woman to Trade Unions without
dubbing them 'male-~dominated', Male-domination and “bureaucracy" are

blamed for the anti-working-class stand taken by the Trade Unions on many
issues. The clear implication is that if the trade unions were not male--
dominated but were female dominated then they would discard bourgeois
ideology! The fact of the matter is that bourgeois ideology can only be
displaced by increasing the understandino of and promoting proletarian
ideology among the working class, so that the Trotskyites, by promoting

these bourgeois feminist ideas, are actually contributing to the perpetuation
of the anti-working-~class stand of the trade unions! The Trotskyites

also counterpose to the bureaucracy of lhe trade union leadership "grass

roots control": what this means is that instead of demanding that the
bourgeois anti working class leadership of the trade unions be replaced

by proletariazn leadership of unions, the Trotskyites are demanding that

there should be no leaders. In this way they try to deprive the working

class of organisation and leadership which is essential to its struggles,

and thereby to weaken it, This is how the Trotskyites conduct class struggle -
on the side of the bourgeoisie.

Another example of feminZem of the IMG is furnished by the cartoons sometimes
published in Socialist Woman, e.g. in May/June 1971 where a cartoon appears
with the following caption: "Women's oppression is women having to stay

guiet while men run the world; women's liberation is women working together
to shape the world", (i.c. men rule the world, hence the trouble in the

world - which is thus blamed on men not im@gg}g}igm), Another example,

a comic strip frem Socialist woman of Oct/Nov 1971 which is reproduced
opposite.

What could be better designed than this to promote hatred of women for men,
so that they fight men, all men, instead of joining with men in the struggle
of the working class against the real oppressor of women, the bourgeoisie!

What kind of Marxists arc these that they stifle Marxism and promote
feminism? They are sham Marxists,

In order to dress up their bourgeois social-democratic policies as revolutionary;
the IMG have had to lock for a new definition of reformism: Socialist

Woman (March/Apzil 1972) carries a review on a Handbook by Leonora Lloyd

called "Women Workers in Britain®, In this review they urite:

"The wide range of statistics...reveal that no reformist solution will

solve the pmblem of unegual pay. Women's inequality at work is structurally
determined by an economic system which has always used women as a reserve

pool of cut-price labour, Hence the necessity for linking the struggle for
equal pay uith the right tc equal work, and the enormous rift in opportunities
cannot be legislated away.

"But if women must fight for their rights, where is the struggle to take
place...The answer to that is to be found in the history of the fight for
unionisation, and by consideringuggee@goblems of unionised workers and

what can happen when the statc/Eompfe'ely smashing the power of the unionsy
2.9, Nazi Germany.

“Therefore, women must find a way to make the unions fight for the demandSee."
(My emphasis -- ER),

So we can see how the Trotskyites have redefined reformism. They confine

the term "reformism™ to the reliance on Parliament to bring about reforms.

To rely on economic struggles to bring about reforms within capitalism

(instead of organising for the purpose of overthrowing capitalism) is not
- 14 -
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“ragformism" according to the Trotskyites. This is how the Trotskyites try
to dress up their reformist activity as revolutionary.

The IS are every bit as reformist, yet also claim to be "socialists". For
instance in Woman's Voice no 1, in an article entitled "Why Women's Unionisation",
they reply to the feminist Selma James who had in her pamphlet 'Women,

the Unions and Work! attacked Lenin for advocating a ‘'trade union consciousness'!
in What Is To Be Done? One would have thought that as 'Socialists! IS would
have pointed out that in What Is To Be Done? far from advocating 'trade

union consciousness', Lenin shows that 'trade union consciousness' is
insufficient and must be replaced by revolutionary consciousness. Instead

IS does what? It defends trade union consciousness, which it glorifies

with the descrition "organised political power"!! 1In this way IS renders

Selma James more profoundt IS then plumbs the depths in a comic strip
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appearing in Women's Newslsetter no 6 where a night cleaner is portrayed
chantings "Jingle Bells, Jingle Bells, Jingle all the ways every day is
Christmas When you work the union way" — i.e. all the workers' problems
can be solv~d through trade union struggles ~ according to IS,

As can be seen, there is no difference between IMG and IS as far as out and
out reformism is concerned,

Trotskyites sad the WNCE

Finally I would liks to refer to the Trotskyites!' latest major effort at
sabotaging the woiner’s movement,; which was their attempt to dismantle the

WNCC, the organisation which is holding this meeting. Any genuine Marxist
would have been fighting to stren,then the WNCC for the following reasonss

for any liberation movement to be successful it must be guided by a revolutionary
theory. With relaticn to the women's movement this mcand that it is no

good jumping thoughtlessly into all kinds of activity without having first
ascertained what is the causc of women's oppression, ancd who is the real
enemy against whom we must fight., It is only on the basis of a correct
understanding of these bssic questions and full agreement thszeon that

there can be any question of ccordinated =nd effective activities. Therefore,
any honest fighter for women's iiberation, and any Marxist worthy of the
name, would, in the present situation of complete confusion on these basic
questions, be demanding prolonged and cerious digcussion on the basis of
equality of groups with a view to arriving at, and convincing women of,

the correct axfwers, and thereby providing @ correct orientation for our
movement.

The IMG Trotekyites, in order to maintain the pretence of being Marxists or
socialists pretended that they considered this theorerical debate of great
importance, though the ambiguous terms* in which they express themselves

are worthy of note, see the Socialist Woman editorial July/August 1971¢

"The women's movement is realising that to be effective it must organise
national campaignsj it is also recognising that to be effective such actions
must be backed by a certain /¥ 7analysis of their problems /7 Jand how to
tackle them. They must bDe able to provide an explanaticn for new members,
and a cause of their oppression for them to aim at. Thie cannot be done
on a hailf analysis or a half truth,"

But in actusl practice vhe TMG did everything possible tc undermine the
theoretical debate which alcne could lead to a corrsct analysis being
adopted by the women's movemant as a whole, culminating in the leadership
given by them to the feminists and Gay Liberation Front at Skegness for

the purpose of defeating ‘the debate. Their undermining of the discussion
of our urpcent theoretical problems took the following formss

1, They have been pressing for a centralisation of the WNCC, i.e., majority
decisions and the establishment of a centre and various committees to

carry out wozk {I0W -- BEFORE theoretical questicns ars resolved. The
purpose of this was to destroy the equality of groups which was the only
basis cn which groups of all trends could remain together in the WNCC

for a ganuine debate invoelving a maximum of women to be carried out., By
forcing out and suppressing minorities, the Trotskyites hoped to seize
control of the WNCC for the promotion of bourgeois politics.

2. They have consictently and flagrantly disregarzded the standing orders
cf the WNCC, e.g. in order toc secure control in conjunction with the CPGB
revizionists of the March 6th demo. so as to exclude proletarian politics
from the platform and promote feminism, libertarianism and reformism in the
name of the WNCC - see our article ‘On the March 6th Demonstration' in our
book ﬂQuestions Concerning the Emancipation of Women and the Proletarian

#One of the thirgswhich makes Trotskyism hard to combat is their looseness and
ambiguity of Jlanguage which is in fact only the outward manifestation of their
eclecticism and absence of principle, Their aim is that while what is said
should appear revoluticnary, it should in fact axpress the outlook of the
petty~bourgecisie., In other words, it must be Left in form and Right in
essence. For instance, nobody would disagrees that "there must be an end to
bourgeois family relations therefore it is only by seeing how they approach
this question in practice and by doggedly nursuing them through every twist and
turn that we can pin thsm down and see that what they mcen by this phrase is
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Revoluti n,

3. When responsibility was given to members of Oxford Socialist Woman Group
to convene a WNCC meeting in September 1971, they did nothing to organise
it until the very last minute, in an attempt to prove that the WNCC could
not work, They then tried to put the blame on Oxford Women's Action Group.
4. At Skegness, where in October 1971, the opportunity for an extended
discussion of these pressing theoretical guestions was organised for the
first time nationally, they, in conjunction with the revisionists of the
CPGB and their fellow Trotskyites from the IS, on the basis of encouraging
every and any kind of backwardness (petty—bourgeois hatred of organisation,
hatred of men, lack of seriousness and anti-communism) gave a lead to the
feminists and the GLF to disrupt the conference to prevent those who were
serious from continuing the business for which they had come: it is ironic
in this connection to recall theirz pious comments on the Dolle Minas
conference in Holland with respect to the behaviour of petty~bourgeois
elements at that conference (Red Mole vol 1 no 6)3

"These /the petty-bourgeois elements/ started shouting down serious speakers
trying to contribute to an analysis of the problems and work out a programme
and a form for the organisation, saying things like 'down with programmes,
what we want is action'.., ¥

Very reminiscent of the behaviour of the Trotskyites at Skegness, is it not?
When it comes to silencing proletarian politics within the women's movement
(or anyuwhere els;), nrinciples to which lip-service is paid are totally
abandoned in practice.

The Trotskyites know that without the eradication of mistaken understanding

of the cause of women's oppression, without the general intmduction of
proletarian ideology, any activity could not be anything other than misdirected,
a diversion from our real tasks and a succour to the bourgeoisiey yet,
pandering to the petty~bourgeois impetuosity in the movement which wants
action, any action now, the Trotskyites dishonestly slander the revolutionaries
who seek to promote debate of essential theoretical problems with a view to
establishing a correct orientation on the bacis of which our activities

can be effective in achieving our aim, women's liberation, by alleging that

we are against all activities., It is only by such dishonest distortion and
concealment of the true facts that the Trotskyites can hope to hide the
bankruptcy of their policies.

We wjll state our position on this matter quite clearlys we are against
activities which are a diversion and a succour to the bourgeoisie and we

are in favour only of activity which will help achieve women's liberation,
and this is WHY we consider the question of a correct theory to be so urgent!

We think it will be clear from this what is the orientation of the Trotskyitess:

They adopt as their hero -- Trotsky, whose lack of faith in the working class
and whose petty--bourgeois impetuosity led him to formulate the incorrect :
'theory of permanent revolution?!, deny the ability of the working class to
build socialism in one countryg whose petty-bcourgeois vanity prevented him
from correcting his theory when the facts proved him teo be wrong and led

him to a campaign of vile slander and abuse against proletarian leaders,
proletarian organisation and proletarian ideology; who became the chief
agent of Germain and Japanese Fascism for organising wrecking and sabotage

in the Soviet Union ~ this is their heroil

Then in the name of Marx and Lenin they attack all principles of scientific
socialism, all proletarian ideology and actively promote bourgeois ideology.
(In the women's movement we have seen in particular the baseless vilifiCation
of Engels and the glorification of De Beauvoir and Betty Friedan).

quite different from what genuine socialists would mean. Thus on a super-
ficial reading one might suppose therc was a good deal in Trotskyite literature
which was 'revolutionary', but this is mo more than the Curate's egg could have
been said to be “very good in parts®. 1In Trotskyism, as in the rotten egg,

it is what is votten and not what is Mvery good" which determines the

essence.
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Since the experience of the working class in the Socialist countries has
proved correct the glorious principles of Marxism-~Leninism, has proved that
the working class can seize ownership and control of the means of production
and organisec production in the interests of the many and not for the sake of
the private profits of the few - in short has proved that the bourgeoisie
and the bourgeois mode of production can and must be overthrown -- the
Trotskyites (again in the name of Marx and Lenin) slander and vilify

these countries in a desperate attempt to ensure that the British working
class should never follow their glorious example.

The Trotskyites encourage feminism, libererianism, anarchism and every form
of petty—bourgeois backwardness on the principle that the masses are backward
and therefore, in order to be one viith the masses, we must encourage
backwardness.

Finally, the Trotskyites do everything in their power to silence the revolution-
aries in the movement, including,as we have seen, trying to dismantle

this organisation, the WNCC, the only form of national organisation for

the women®s movement which, at the present stage of theoretical confusion,

will enable us to develop into a force capable of achieving the liberation

of women!

We hope that we have been able to do enough to prove to women wno wish

to fight for their liberation, and that o the whole working class, not to
be taken in by the fine phrases of the Trotskyites who are nothing but
aTrojan horse in the working-class movzment.

Introduction given by Ella Rule on behalf
of the Union of Women for Liberation

at a WNCC public meeting in London in
September, 1972,
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THE PROLETARTAN APPROACH TO THE QUESTION OF ABORTION.

Those feminists who regard women's biological functions
(childbearing) as the cause of women's oppression,rather
than the interests of private property, n“turally see theilr
liberation in terms of ability to put an end to their
childbearing role rather than in ending the system of
private ownership of the meauns of production, the real

basis of women's oppressica end of all oppression,

These women therefore regard abortion as crucial to liberation
rather than seeing it as an evil, harmful to women's health,
which is necessary only for so Long as women are driven %o

it by sheer poverty. In bourgeois society this will always

be the case and it is utter hypocrisy for the bourgeois

ruling class to refuse wemen abortions. However under
socialism when the working class controls the means of
production. it is able to do away with destitution and want.
and thus do away with the need rfor abortion, except on health
grounds .

However the feninists lhiave been supported in their erroneous

(@

thinking by the pseudo-Marixists, She Trotskyites and the
revisioniste, whose wain aim is to uncermine proletarian
ideology and ciganis2tion, which is why they denigrate the
achievements of the Joviel people in the building of Socialism
in the USSR: for nstence Bebtty Underwocod writing in the
Morning Star dsscribes aberiion as the oniy safe method of
contraception. These pseudo-Marxicts have the gall to cite
Lenin in support of =he suggestion that aboxtion is liberating,
whereas Lenin had w.de it clear in his article 'The Working
Ciass and YNeo-M2lthusianism’ that he regarded abortion as

a necessary evil under capiftalism, which it was sheer hypocnsy
for the bourgeois ruling class to refuse. These pseudo-
Marxists present the ending of the 'xight'! to indiscriminate
abortions :n the USSR in 1936 ac iproof! “that the CPSU(B)

had 'degenerate dé' lnqig%u of the proud proclamstion of the

pe: £
Soviet y,r.rr;mha they had succeeded in doing away with

misery and wantu.in the USSR.

We present the material which fellows in order to put paid
for ocnce and for 211l to all this feminist thirking, and to

expose the netuce of the Trciskylte and revisionist distortion

of Lenin's pr: ition:
do better listening L”,L}?h is said by a 1ife long revolutionary
like N. Krupskey a/%haﬂ vo wkat is said by such life long L5
Tevisionisis as Betty Underwoed. UNION O F wOoM EN
-19- FOR L\BERAT|0N

we beliieve that working class women will
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A STRONG SOVIET FAILY

'The Few Low on Tother 2and Cl
rcfmco urlttop OJ . S. Krupslkaya.

1a", 1936,
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fter videspread discussion ot nectings »nd in the press of
the draft decrece "on the prohibition of ahortions, increased material
assistance to young mothers, the establishment of government aid for
large families, the extengion of the network of rﬂtcrnitv hones ,nurseries
and kindergartens, incrcescd penalties for failuze to poy a2linony, and
certain alterations in the divoxrce l§‘°"5 this decree Lih certain
additions 2nd amendnments, has been nasgced by the Central Erecutive
Comnittee and the Council of People's Commissars of the U.5.3.R.

The carrying out of this decree will ent2il great cipenditures
on the p‘rt of the Soviet stote. Put our Union of Soviet Socinlist
Republics has become so strong that it can afford to take then upon itself.

Why does the govermment undertale these large ermenditures?
Because it considers the measures comprised in the decree to be of
great importance in remoulding pegple's personal lives, in actually
emancipyting the worldng women,/establishing proper family relntions.

It was just because the law now zdonted is of much great
importance that it was first put up for discussion by the people.

bsuch discussion ig of the greatcst immortance. In the first
place, the universal discussion of the draft decree has called it to
general attention, his brouzht it home to the broadest masses., Lveryone
mode his suggestions. Of course, only a S”lll/numhegf these sugrestions -
the most importzint, the most essential could be included in the decree.
But these suggections rnised o number of scrious questions which will

help in the éuvrylnf out of ‘the decree.

Pcople J%vjln” ﬁn tncnPoonle s Commigariats of Tusticc, Health
and Tducation Uill/ @ed 5423 Mt e sugcestions from various strata of
people, in order to be able to carry out this decree in the nroper

Soviet Wy, as Lenin irould have vanted it carried out, ~s Stalin demands.

The universal discussion of the decrec will help ite correct
applic tion. The univers:l discussion of the decree will osrouse public

2ttention and holp to c t3011". nabllc conur01 over_ thlv worl.

Lenin cpoke mony times ~bout the neccosity of draving every cook
into the vork of governing ths strtc. The universsl discussion of the

decree teaches the masses to govern., In order to govern, lnoiledpe of the,

qgijq; 1n ,_hond 1 e Cﬂil« . nd the discussion of the decrece furthers
this kno"lod"e, 7ills the decree with livingypractical matter. The
dizecussion of the decree made it possibhle to accumulate quontities of
practic:l material about the living conditions ~nd personal life of our
working people. The subcommittces of the Soviets will thensclves be able
to engage in organicing everyday life on 2 new basis, without entrusting
this work to their burcous. The ~orlk of the cubcommittees of tl
in the remowlding of evcryday lifc will noi._ become much rorc ox
and 1 t“roufhg01nb.

The problems dealt with in the decree vitally concern 2very
family, , nd they prticularly agitate the women.

liomen took an especinlly active part in the discussion of the
decree,; and, of course, this is of extreme importance.

It is common knowledge that Lenin attached enormous imnortance
to the matter of cmancinrting women, furthering their enlightenment ~nd
drawing them into socinl vorl.
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A great deal of work to this end has been going on all the time,
but Lenin's principles could be properly applied only after the
necessary prerequisites for their realisation had been crcated.

Ten years n2go, could the state have assigned such funds for
the maternity homes, nurseries, kindergartens? Ten years ago, would
it hove been possible o srrange such widespread discussion of the decree,
to draw the villages into the discussion? Would the peasant women's
voices have sounded so loudly at that time?

Especially heated discussion w:.s provolked by the cliuse on the
prohibition of abortions, which 1 d been lecgalised in 1920. Loolking
over some old articles of mine, I found onc in which I de:lt in detail
with the question of abortions. The article s printed in the
Kommunistka, fo. 1 - 2,for 1920. It was called "The War and Childbirth".

"The war', I urotc in that article,; "has brought the country to
the extreme of poverty and ruin. And ﬁovcrtv as a rule is the grave
of 211 humon relations. Poverty forces vomen to sell their bodies, forces
women who are not prostitutes making =~ trade of it, but mothers of
families, who often do it for the sake of their chlldren, for the sake

of their old mothers,"

The Soviet lows have changed the nature of marriage, transforming
it from the purely commercial deal that it often was before the
Socinlist October Revolution into 2 union on the basis of mutual
sympathies. But the Civil War, constant evacuations, the brealk-up of old
habits that were established in the course of centuries, mode marital
ties very unstable.

Thisinstability of marricse and the material hordships — the Cival
War, the ruined state of the country, the food shortige - led to the fact
thot in many casce the entire burden of rearing and trainingher child
fell on the mother alone.

"o . is onc to help the mother, bre2ling under the burden of
childbirth ~nd the rearing nd unbringing of children®™'I urote in my
article. "The wsver is clear — the state must not only undertoke the

protection of ... mother and child, must not only care for women during
DTQ n*ncj and cqgﬁ} ‘ﬂ}d n; confinement Lut mast set up tens of
aou Hids é?eﬁﬁyacgi(l hc§ opffﬁr@ﬂgr Q&.Oglﬁs ond foody where they
wvoul d 11vc, develop and study under conditions ten times better thin
even the mo=t loving mother could provide for them by her owm unrided
e fforts."

The Soviet government did away with the old homes that took the
children away from their mothers forever; At shut down the "establishments
for the manufacture of angels" vhich had existed under the old regime and
had in reaxlity becen institutions for concealed infamticide. It set up
children's homes, kindergartens and nurseries, but at that time 211 this
wae but & drop in the ocean.

The siturtion was €€ noc1111y F‘ve in the countryside, where the
lulaks were active in agitating aghins Hrserics. In 1919 we still used
to receive petitions cigned with cros oé by illiterates, hegging that the
children should not be »nut in the nurseries; not be tallen aay from their
narents forcver. Children's homes vere often materially exploited by
atcachors" vho had no conncction vhat -evex with pedagogys with the
teaching and raising of children.

So in 1920 this matter of abortions became acute. Up to that
time abortions h-ad been punishable by law. But the nenalty~sddscended
not on thoge vho compelled iomen to have ~bortions, nor on those who
rerformed l%&p%%ong under ertremely insanitaxy condltlono,ﬁnd by
nethods vhich for o long tum?ﬁL$€11red the he:lth of the vomen concerned -
it whs the womn who wre hcld/ cgnonsible. At that time I wrote:
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"The fight ag~inst abortions must be carricd on not by perseccuting the
nothers, who rcsort °9 ?bgfté§§$toffgﬁ’to their own lives, but must be
direccted towards eliminating the social causes thyt have mrde it
necessary for women to resort to abhortions.

",..0f course, impunity with respect to alortions cannot rid
the mother of the depression produccd by an shortion. IHer whole
organism has, 8 it vere, entered on the pnth of childbirth, the
orgenicm hag begun to adapt itself to nouriching the embryo within it,
and the mother usually feels a2n interruption of thic »rocess to he 2
crime against herself and her child. The nervous cxcitcuent and yearning
that can often be. scen in the eyes of » woman vho has resorted to nn
rbortion are en%ug%o show ot what price the mother buys hor freedom.
"Tt was only bitter wont thrt compelled the vorking women to
re ject mothcrhood.

"Inmprovement of gencral living conditions, 2nd : . prrticularly th
protection of mother 2nd child and the public education of children;
yill remove this madip causes vhich at the present time forccs women to
violate their natural instincts, renouncins motherhood, thot frcatest
of joys.

"Those vho rcally viant to remove from the order of the day =11
thesc horrible questions of infanticide, of albortions, of contraceptions,
must vork without pnrusc to build the new life in vhich mothcrhood will
tale the place due to it."

Pifteen yerrs have prsrcd since that article was written., How
the cuestion of abortionsappcars in - new lisht, Our country hrs hocome
rich, nighty nd prosperous. Our pecople are hetter cducated nnd more
enlightened. Women have beccome o force in the collective farm., They
have hecome active in gocial vork, Many of the romen ~re Stalhanovites.
They ~re studying hard., The Party -nd the govermment surround the
chiléren with public care. They malwe their childhood 2 hippy onc. It is
with good cause that millions of worlking women 2re so devoted to Stalin -
they see his solicitude for the vorking vomen,

Under these ner conditions the question: of the fanily and of
abortionsappears in a neu light., The new decrec will play 2n
extrcmely imnortant 00 part -in remoulding nconle's nodes of life.

It is ecgential tc carry out this decree on the widest possible
scale, to fight for good mrternity homes, nurseries nnd kindergartens.
There is much work =2head,
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EYTRACT FRON "FIGNTING TOR FRECDONM A INCTURE GIVES BY N.S. KRUPSKAYA
IN TH? INSTITUTE OF MASS RADIO EDUCLTION, 1936/7

"...If a collective farm voman's husbind beats her, 211 the
members of the collective farm will gather to discuss the incident and
condemn the man, But this happens only in cases of crude despotism,
whereas fanily relations are o subtle thing. In the period of transition
from capitalism to communism the survivals of capitalism sometimes
assume new forms as "protective colouring"s the old is sometimes
resurrected in new forms.

Under copitalism it wag characteristic for family relations to
be based not on love, not on mutuzl confidence ~nd respect, but on
material considerations. These fanily relrtions were supplemented by
an utter lack of responsibility on the part of the man tovards women
rith vhem he vould live without marriige. The Soviet laus hive done a
great denl to destroy the basis for family relations of this linds the
freedom of divorce wnd the alimony lar have done much to make family
relations more vholesome. But in some cases we still have survivals of
capitalism in the form of an irresponsible attitude on the part of &
man tovards motherhoods; nor is there always the necessary concern for his
children. This irresponsible attitude somctimes assumes the disguise of
a struggle against the old family relations, vhich in actual fact serves
to conceal an irresponsible and uncomradely attitude towrarde the woman.
She is told to have an abortion and that's that.

During the transition period from capitalism to communism there
arc many Toctors hindering the elimination of this irresnonsibility. The
12w on the nrohibition of abortionsvhich was put up for popular
discussion had as its aim to help in climinating this old, frivolous,
irresponsible attitude towards women. The 1av on the prohibition of
abortionsincrexscs the responsibility of the fathcr and improves
conditions for expectant and young mothers and for mothers of large
families. Large numbers of maternity homes, nurseries and kindergartens
intended to incrcase public core of mother and chilé are now being
built. The number of permanent nd seasonal nurseries is to be doubled
by Jan 1st 1939, the number of permanent ldndergartens is to be trebled,
and seasonal playgrounds are to be nrovided for a2ll collective farm
children, «s"

EXTRACT FORM "TIE WIFE — HER SOLDIER HUSBAND!S FRINND AND CCMRADE', SPEECH
DELIVERED AT A CONFEREICE OF WIVES OF RED ARMY COIMJIANDERS BY M. KRUPSKAYA,

"..eA11 of us know the great role of Comrade Stalin in this work.
‘nd let me say that our work, the vork of furthering the enlightenment
and arousing the activity of the masses of vomen,was nlso led by him.
Comrade Stalin has time and ogain stressed the important part nlayed
by women in 21l spheres of gocialist constﬁgction, particulerly in the
collective farms; he has constantly givcn/:xhaustive and very clear,
specific instructions on methods of organising vork among vomen.

Take » look ~t the whole history of our vomen's movement. At
first we had the Vomen's Organisntions. In their time these Women's
@rganisations fulfilled n very important function. But vhen the scope
of the vork become grester, when it beocame necessary to start a truly
mass movement, they proved in~decuate. Other methods of developing
this movement nrose, »nd the movement became closely linked up with the
entire work of socialist construction.

I should like together with you to express the deepest
gratitude to Comrade Stalin for what he has done to further the
enlightenment of women, to develop their activity in social work, for
What he has done to make women active builders not in word, but in deed..!




THI DECRLE OF OCTOBER wifs 18%h 1920, which 15:5_6_1}}53]»31}_03}1_19_‘1}_‘ in the
Sovict Union.

~ )

Quoted. from 'Protection of Motherhood in the B.5.5.R.' Wy Esther Comis.

n g 4 v o :
'During the last decade the number of women who terminate their

pregnancy prematurely increases lboth with us and abroad.

The legislation of 21l countrics struggles against this evil
by punishing both the woman who is guilty of abortion and the operating
physician,

This method of @trugcle has been ineffectual. Abortions were
necessarily made in secret and the woman very often became the victim
of mercenary ignorant persons who traded in this secret operation .

_ As a result 50% of women fell ill of infections after abortions
and 4% of them died.

The workers' and pemsants' Government realizing the dangers
.of such a situation has undertaken a campaign against secret abortions
anong iorking vomen.

It foresees that this prenorenon will gradually disappear uith
the building un of cocialism,.

But until now the surviving traditions of the past 2nd the heavy
economic conditions of the present compel a good many vomen 1o have
recourse to this operation., The People's Commissariat of Health and the
People's Commissariat of Justice are convinced that methods of repression
are completely useless in this case.

In order to preserve the health of women and the interests of
the race from ignorant and greedy quacks these two Commissariats decree:

1) The operation lmowm as abortion mzy be lawfully performed
free of charge in Soviet hospitals vhere the conditions guarantee a
maximum of insury,

2) 411 persons who are not licensed doctors are strictly
prohibited from performing ~bortions.

3) The aidwife guilty of performing this operation is deprived
of the right of practice and is liakle to punishment by the Pecople's
Courts of Justice.

4) The physician performing abortion in the cource of his private
practice with 2 mercenary purpose is liable to punishment by thec People's
Courts of Justice.'

" The legislation governing a2bortions permits the oneration of an
artificial terminution of pregnancy by physicions in a hospital environment.
The principal aim of the above mentioned decree was the struggle with
illegal, underhand and secret ~hortions and their congequences which every
year gave rise to tens of thousands of women's discases and crippled a
countless number of women,

The decree on rbortion was supplemented by the section 140 of
the Penal Code of Laws.

'The performance of abortion with the cousent of the mother
but by persons without medical training or by persons with this training
but in unsanitary surroundings is punished by a forfeiting of liberty
or by compulsory l2bour of a year or by 2 fine up to a sum of 600 roubles.
If thie operation wxs performed under the above mentioned
conditions but as 2 trade or without the consent of the mother or has
caused her death it is punished by forfeiting of liberty for a term of
not more than five years.'
5 (Penal Code of Laws. Scction 140)

"The ’enal Code of Laws gllows every oman to rcsort to abortion
but she must first p2ss through a consult:tion for women where she is told
wvhether there is any contraindicstion to ~bortion for her, The physician
of the consultation having taken into consideration the social and house-—
hold conditions of the applicant tries to persuade her to give up abortion
and he freguently succeeds in doing so.
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Abortion is permitted only during the first threc months of
pregnancy,

The legislation of artificial a~bortion deprived it of its
underhand character, considerably diminishing thereby the dangers
connected with it.,

The legislation controlling ~bortion mide it possible to study
this important phenomenon openly nd thoroughly ac well from the medical
28 the socinl »Hoint of view. An obligatory registration on gpccial cards
of the crces of abortion of all such omen 8 had rcecived due permission
(introduced in 1924) waz useful in thic respect. The vomen cntering
into hospitnls with symptoms of miscarriage (abortion out of hospital)
are nlso registered.

‘n extensive statistical study of mrterils concerning abortion
in the U,.5,%.R. we undertilen by the People's Commissariat of flealth
in comnection with this legnrlisation. It led o the following conclusions:

The legrlis~tion of ~bortion has resulted in the stopping of
the secret abortions.

'e may sce this from the following t2ble.

Out of every 100 women who had recourse to abortion in loscow,

the operation was performed out of hospitals

In the year 1923 by )G,9ﬁ of women
1 1924 by 43 2,~ '

s 1925 by 15,5% A
i 1926 by 12,2% u

i 1932 by 10,0% 0

Prec and legal abortion performed in special gynaechological
hospitals by experienced physicians hrs made it possible to considerably
roducc the complications after 2bortions ~nd to liquidate 2lmost entirely

the mortality after abortions

In the U.5.3.,R., there is one case of death to 20,000 abortions.

In iloscow where the statintics on 2bortions are very exact the
proportion is of one case of denth to 23,000 abortions.

The 1lc¢ clisation of zbortion hos not affected the birth-rate in
the U.S.5.R¢ The number of births is constantly on o high level of 40
pro 1,000 of populztion.

In other countries where 2 penal system as regards abortion is
applied this system hrs been poirerless to stop the rapid fall of the
birth-rate.

The annu2l growth of the nopulation in U.H.5.R. is of 3 millions.

vt the same time an extensive work of enlishtenment on the
question of 2bortion is being carried on with the purpose of rendering
clear the hirm of abortions. Pamphlets are published on this subject,
conferences nre held. Some good films have been made and widely
circulated throughout the U.L.S5.R. Prevention of abortions and birth-
control is carried out in the U.5.5.R. nrincipally at rooms for sexu
hygiene at consulttions,

In this way the prescription of contraceptive means is individu-
alized through being adapted to every given case., It is performed under
regular medical supervision ond control and thus it has become an
important agcnt in vomen's health =nd in the prevention of 2bortions

liany reasons which compel women to resort to ~bortion do not

xist in the U.S5,5.,R. Rising standard of living in the working class,
the building of lodgings for workers, the extension of the network of
creches and birth control in ~ddition to these will gradually make away
vith abortion,"
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IE DECRIE OF 1936, which prohibited indiserimincte dortion,

froms "Mursery Schools in Soviet Russia", Foreign ILongurge Publishing
iTouse , 1936

The liew Laws

" On June 27th, 1936 this latest decision of the Central
Executive Committee and the Council of Pcople's Commissars was published.
As this crucial decision will have a tremendous influence on educational
vork with parents and children in the near future, we nre particularly
fortunate in having it reach us in time to e included in this book.

Pithout quoting this extensive document of exceptional impor-
tance in full wve cite only the introduction...

DECISION OF MIE CENTRAL EXBCUTIVE COIMIITTIEE AD THE COUNCIL OF PEOPLE'S
CCIMMISSARS OF THD U.5.5:R.

The October Socialist Revonlution which laid the foundation
for the abolition of 211 class exvnloitation, for the abolition of the
classes themselves, at the same time inid the foundation for the complete
and final emcrcipation of women,

In no country in the world does woman enjoy as complete
cquality inall branches of political, social and -mily life as in the
U S.H.R.

In no country in the world does woman, as 2 mother and a
citizen wvho bears the great and reeponcible duty of giving birth tc and
bringing u»n citizens, enjoy the same respect and nrotection of the law
in the U.5.S.R.

Tovever, the economic brealdown of the country vhich toolk
place during the first years after the Civil War and the armed interven-
tion, and the inadequate cultural level of the women inherited from the
pre-revolutionary epoch did not enable them at once to mike full use of
the rights accorded to them by the law and to perform, without fear of
the future, their duties as citizens and mothers responsible for the
birth and early education of their children., In this connection the
Soviet power p :mitted on Wov, 18, 1920, the practice of abortions
(aztificial interruntion of prognincy) for women so long 5 as the
People's Commissariat of Health and the People's Commissarint of
Justice wrote, "the moral heritoges of the nast and the difficult
economic conditions of the present still force o section of the women
to submit to this operation., {Code of Laws, ¥o. 90, p. 471.)

na
as

Buck in 1)13 Lenin wrote that class-conscious workers are
"unquestionable enenice of neo-linlthusianiswm, this tendency for the
philistine couple, pigeon-brained and sslfish, who murmur fearfully:
lay God help us to keep our own bodies and souls together, as for
children it is bect to be without them.!

But thile rebelling againct abortions as a socizl evil Lenin
considered the mere legislative hanning of abortions cle2rly inadequrte
to combat them. Morecover, he nointed out thot under conditiont of
capitalism these laws only reflecet the "hynocrisy of the ruling classes"
as they 'do not heal the sores of capitaliem but mace them particularly
/?ﬁ%}ﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁW)P@§§1&3§F€%¥ed masses." (Volume 16, pp. 498-499.)

Only under conditions of socinlism, vhere cxploitation of man
by man does not exist and where woman is an cqual memb-r o society
while the prozressing improvement of the materinl well-being of the
toilers constitutes = law of socinl develonment, is it possible seriously
to organize the struggle agrinet 2bortions by prohibitive laws as well
as other means.

The abolition of capitalist exploitation in the U.H.5.R., the
growth of the materinl well-being and the gigantic growth cf the
political and cultural level of the toilers make it possible to raise
the question of 2 revicion of the decision of the People's Commissariats
of Health ~nd Justice of Iiov, 18, 1920,

~%aie
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essary mytericl provision for women ~nd their children, state

&lieto.ilrgf families, the utmost development of the netiork of
maternity Komes, nurseries, !ldndergartens egislati st~Dblichme F
2 minimum of su;s “hic;lthé 5i;ﬁziuoitfncﬁiizo;u%%tife eStlﬁlivhmcnt 2

e ‘ ) f g L ot pay for ite unkeep
when husbond .nd wife live wmart, on the one h-nd, znd prohibition of
abortions on the other, coupled with an increase in thc-wcnalty for
willful non-payment of the means for the mrintenance of the children
avarded by a court, and the introduction of certrin chonges in the :
legislation on divorces for the puinose of combating o light-minded
attitude towards the family and family oblignations - such are the roads
which must be followed in order to solve this imnortant problem
affecting the entire population. In this resznect, the Soviet Government
responds to numerous statements made by toiling romen.

In connection with the abowve, ~nd taking-into congideration

certain remarks made by citizens during the discussion of the draft,
the C.E.C. »nd the Council of People's Commissars of the U.5.S5.R.
decide.”

PART IX o II
BIRTH A#D CH

AID BY THi STaT TO WOMEN GIVIHG
I HTUG STAT . ATD TO LARGH FPAMNILIES.

5 In order o ingpve the nat nosition of mothers, both worki
o)

2 erial =

. increase the allowang Ssne 3 <3 4} ins:
women and emvloyees Do ST RS or&éﬁsnﬁf Qﬁﬁ%ﬁf’%ﬁﬁﬂYﬁhgéﬁT5§§§ orh R SUTAnCS
the myrpose of procuring the necessary articles of infant care, from

32 rubles to 45 rubles.

6. To increase the allowance issved to the mother for nursing the
infont, from five rvbles to 10 rubles a month.

7. In relation to mirsured toiling women - members of co-operative
artels and enterprises — to establish that the said allowances be issued
by the co—operative mviual aid funds on the some basis.

8. To abolish the limitation fizmed by the code of labour laws for
women employec. (Article 132), making them eywal to working women in
regard to the length of the lesve accorded prior to and after child-
birth (56 deys prior to ond 56 days after childbirth).

9, To establish a criminal penalty for refusal to employ women for

reazons of »nregnascy, for reducing their wages on the sane grounds,

providing in the law the obligation of precerving for the pregnant woman,

while tronsfer.ing her to lighter work, her former wages based on earnings

for the le.st six months' work. ¢

10. To establish a state o llowance for wothers of large familieg - for
those having cix children, an ennual allouance of 2,000 rovbles for
five years for each subsecuent chilé from the day of its birth, while
for mothers having 10 children one state allowance of 5,000 rcubles

o the birth of each svbsequent child and an annval allowance of 3,000
roubles for a period of four years following the child's first birthday.
To extend this article of the 1 algo to those families who at the
moment of the publicution of the law have the regquired number of
children,

1

PART IV . ON MHL BXTHBNGION OF THH LTWORK OF NURSLRIES,

14. To double by Jan. 1, 1939 the existing network of nursery beds for
ch?ldren in the cities, state farms, workers' sevtlements and on the
railways, increasing their total number to 800,000 beds by putting
into service;

In 1936, in addition to the 34,000 beds provided by the 1930 plan

100,000 new beds
S e ot o b o a0 (B1019)
A R T e A DB S B0 SO0

Total 400,000
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15. To double by Jan. 1, 1939, the existing network of nursery beds
both in permanent and seasonal collective farm nurseries in rural local—
ities, increasing .the number of beds in permanent nurseries by 500,000
and in goasonal nurseries by four milliom beds, including:
In 1936, in addition to the 70,000 beds in permanent collective farm
nurseries scheduled by the 1936 plan s.cececoecccocscsss 100,000 beds
in seasgonal nurzeries in addition to the one million beds according

® Daa 1ENE TR 6600000600080000 a0 0EG e i T, 500,000 beds
In 1937 in permanent collective farm nurseries..... . 200,000
IMESCasonalBMNUTSCRIEB elololelcis e eislolels siolsisslslo ois e soce | 19900,000
In 1938 in permanent collective £irm nurseries...... 200,000 .,

A NESCaSOoNAENNRSCTACH e fole ole s sle ois siss cisioie v s sooesse 29000,000
The People's Comanissari.ts of Health of the Union republics and the
ter: itory, province and district executive committeces are to supervise
the development of the above network of nvrceries.

16. 1In cities and in industrial centres, eginning Jan. 1, 1937, work
in nursery schools is to be in two shifts, to last 16 hours a day,
including the rest days. :

17. To instruct the Pcople’s Commissariats of Health of the Union
republics to securc the appropriate personnel for the newly opened
institutions by allotting 15 million roubles in addition to the approp-
riations made for the training of the intermediate medical personnel.

18. To instruct the People's Commissariats of Health of the Union rep-
ublics to bwild évring three years so as to complete by Jon. 1, 1939,
an additional 800 new dairy kitchens in the citics, industrial and
district centres for the feeding of 1.5 million children wnder three
years of age and to open:
In 1936 - 30 kitchens of the first category (a2t an estimated cost of
83,000 roubles cach).
100 kitchens of the second category ( at an cstimated cost of
65,000 roubles cach).
In 1937 - 70 kitchens of the fimt category.
200 kitchens of the second category.
In 193¢ - 100 kitchens of the ifirst category.
300 kitchens of the second category.™

Part I of the above decree, (translated from Italian translation
in "Codice Sovietico delle Leggi sul Hatrimonio, la Famiglia e la
Tutela” by Mario Mattewcci, published by Capriotti Xditori, Rome 1947 )

PART I vl. Abortion, in view of the undeniazble harm which it causes to health,
is forbidden, whether in hospitals or in special nursing homes, or in
the private houses of doctors or pregnant women. Abortion may be induced
only when continuation of the pregnancy puts the

pregnant woman's life in danger or threatens to

cause serious injury to ner health, or else in cases of severe hereditary
diseases of the parents, and then it may only be effected in hospitals
and in maternity homes.

2. If an abortion is performed outside a hospital, or in a hospital
but in contravention of the above, the doctor who has performed the
operation ig liable to a term of imprisonment of between one year and
two years. If an abortion is performed in unhygienic surroundings, oT
by a person who is not medically gqualified, the punishment shall not
be less than three years' detention.

3. UWhere the woman is induced by some other person to undergo abortions !
that person shall suffer detention for two years. l
i
|
;

4. Pregnant women who undergo abortion in contravention of the above,

shall be punished by public reprimand, =nd, if the offence is repeateds
by a fine of wp to 300 rowbles.'

- 4y =
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VR WORKENG GBABE ARG NUOMA SYBYEEANS N
by ViI: Lenin;

At the Pirogov Doctors' Congress™much interest was aroused
and a long debate was held on the question of abortions.
The rcfort was made by Lichkus, who quoted figures on the
exceedingly widespread practice of destroying the foetus
in present-day so-called civilised states.

In New York, 80,000 abortions were performed in one year
and in France there are as many as 36,000 every month. In
8t. Petersburg the percentage of abortions has morc¢ than
doubled in five years.

The Pirogov Doctors Congress adopted a resolution saying

that there should never be any criminal prosecution of a
mother for performing an artificial abortion and that doctors
should only be prosecuted if the operation is performed for
"purposes of gain".

In the discussion the majority agreed that abortions should
not be punishable, and the question of the so-called neomal-
thusianism (the use of contraceptives) was naturally touched
upon, as was also the s cial side of the matter. Nr.
Vigdorchik, for %Qstance, said, according to the report in
'Russkoye Slovo'™, that "contraceptive measurcs should be
welcomed" and Mr. Astrakhan exclaimed, amidst thunderous
applause:

"We have to convince mothers to bear children so that
they can be maimed in educational establishments, so that
lots can be drawn for them, so that they can be driven to
suicide!™"

If the report is true that this exclamation of Mr. Astrakhan's
was greeted with thunderous applause, it is a fact that does
not surprise me. The audienne was mde up of bourgeois,
middle and petty bourgeois, who have the psychology of the
philistine. What can you expect from them but the most banal
liberalism®?

From the point of view of the working class, however, it
would lardly be possible to find a more apposite expression
of the completely reactionary nature and the ugliness of
"social neomalthusianism" than Mr., Astrakhan's phrase cited
above.

..."Bear children so that they can be maimed... " For that
alone? Why not that they should figh% better, more
unitedly, consciously =and resolutely than we are fighting
against the present-day conditions of life that are m iming
and ruining our generation?

This is the rodical difference that distinguishes the psycho-
logy of the peasant, handicraftsman, intellectual, the petty
bourgeois in general, from that of the proletarian. The
petty bourgeois sees and feels that he is. heading for ruin,
that life is becoming more difficult, that the struggle for
existence is ever more ruthless, and that his position and
that of hi's family are becoming more and more hopeless. I%

is an indigputable fact, and the petty bourgeois protests
againgt itt.

But how do%s he protest?

% P%;°€°V Congresses - Congresses of Russian doctors convened
sir ee Ruspian Doctors' Society in memory of the great Russian
gafgeon anfl anatomist N.I. Pirogov. In this article the

ence is to the XII Pirogov Congress, St Petersburg, 19313,

E.GERuSskoye Sllo= i 7 5 X ! : 3
in Moscoy 1885/1917? llbefaégbgurge01s newspaper which appeared



He protests as the representative of a class that is hopelessly
perishing, that despairs of its future, that is depressed and
oowardly. There is nbthing to be done.:. if only there were
fewer children to suffer our torments and hard toil, our
poverty and our humiliation - such ig the cry of the petty
bourgeois. ’

The olass-conscious worker is far from holding this point

of view. He will not allow his consciousness to be dulled

by such cries no matter how sincerc and heartfelt they may

be. Yes, we workers and thc mass of small proprictors lead

a life that is filled with unbearable oppression and suffering.
Things are harder for our generation than they were for our
fathers. But in one respect we arc luckier than our fathers.
We have begun to learn and are rapidly learning to fight -

And  To Tight not as individuals, as the best of our fathers
fought, not for the slogans of bourgeois gpeechifiers that

are al ien to us in spirit, but for our slog=zns, the s}qgnns
of our class. We arc fighting bettor than our fathers did.
our children will fight better than we do, and they will be
victorious. "

The working class is not perishing, it is growing, becoming
stronger, gaining courage, consolidating itself, cducating
itself and becoming stecled in battle. We arc pessimists

as far as serfdom, capitalism and petty produgtion arc con-
cerned, but we are ardent optimists in what concernsg the
working-class movement and its aims. We arc alrcady laying the
foundation of a ncw edifice 2and our children will complete

its construction.

That is thc reason - the only reason — why we are uncondition-
ally the enemics of neomazlthusianism, suited only to unfeeling
and egotistic petty-bourgeois couples, who whispcr in scared
voices: "God grant we manage somehow by ourselves., So much
the better if we have no children."

It goes without :saring that: this does not by any means prevent
us from demanding the ur.cnditicnalannulment of all laws agains®
abortionsor against the distribuiion of medical. literature on
contraceptive measures,etc. Such laws are nothing but the
hypocrisy of the ruling classes. These laws do not heal the
ulcers of capitalism, they merely turn them into maelignant ulcer:
that are especially painful for the oppressed masses., Freedom
far medical propaganda and thé proteetion of the clementary
democratic rights of citizens, men and women, are one thing.

The social theory of neomalthusianism is quite another. Class-
cons :ious workers willi always conduct. the most ruthless struggle
against attempts to impose that reactionary and eowardly
theory on the most progressive and strongest class in modern:
society, the class that is the best prepared for great changes,

Pravda No. 137, June 16, 1913 Collected Works, Vol. 19
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32, Newell Road,
Hemel Hempsgtead,
Hertfordshire.

10t*n October 1972,

ATICH, GROY

liational Women's Conference'.

lie have received a notice inviting ve to attend a ‘national women's
conference’ in London ifovember 3rd=5th. We <hall not be attending or
sending any representative to this so-called 'national women's

conference’;

Before the wvomen's sovezent can hope to advance one ztep towards
the liberation of women, it mwuzt be clecr about (a) what iz the
cause of women'sz ovpreszion ond (b) which is the cneny against
whon  we aulbt fight. Without a correct wnderstending of and
agrecment upon these fundamental queations, it will natvrally be
totally impossible for the movement bte plan activities which bring
women any closger to the ending of their oppression. Yet it is well
known that there igs extreme confusion on theise basic guestions
among the women in the movement.

Az 2 resvlt of owr exanination of the development of the oppression
of wowen,; we in UWL arc¢ convinced that it was the institution of
private ownership of the means of mocial production which caused
and causes the oupre sion of women, and that the eneny we must
fight ic ouvr Imperialist bourgeois ruling class which denies us

the right of participating in econoiric, cocial and political life

on on equal footing with men solely in the interests (a) of wain.
taining its clasgs rwle and (b) of keeping vp its profits,.

MTerefore we are convinced that while the Imberialist bourgeoisie
rules, there will be no tiber.tion for women; it im only when the
working cliass rules that women can achieve liberation. Only when
the vorking class rules are facilities (creches, il.undries, public
dining-rooms) set up permenently,on a mass-scale and 2t prices
everybody con easily atford, vhich free women from domestic slavery.
Thiz has been confirmed by the experience of vomen in every Socialist
covntry (e.g. China, Albania, Horth Victnan, North Korea, pre 1350
U3SR) »

Yet the majority of the woen in the movesent have not had Ghe
opporbvnit  to comsider these very basic guestions: whob is the
caune of women's oppression and who is the eneay we must fight. In
fact they have been dis couraged fom considering they &t all
carefvlly, with the resvlt that many women still wistale the effects
of their oppre.sion for the caunse, which lead:s them to an incorrect
identification of the enemy we unst fight, e.g. all wmen,; or ovr
biological functions, or the'patriarchal family'. Others spread
further confusion by paying lip--service to the idea that monopoly
capitalizm/Imperialism is our cnemy, but in practice divert activity
against men, our biolosical functions or the’patriarchal fanily' etc.
Activities base! on such gross wisundergtanding of their situwation
at begt divert women from fighting the rcal eneny, at worst are

of direct ousisbtance to the urgeoisie in promoting divisions

among the working class so that they fight aisong themselves instead
of ageinit the bovrgeoisie. Becausc this confusion and lack of
underztanding helps the bourgeoisie, the hourgeoisie is anxiouSto

perpetuate thein,



For these reasons, we in UWL have becn pressing throughout our
participation in the moveanent that these theoretical tasks must

be given the most wrgent priority, hence our mupport for the WNCC
which, becausc of the principle of eguality of groups, is the only
form of national orgenisation which can provide a forum for a
thoroughgoing debate of theze fundamental questions: it is only
in swch an organisation that the vicus of different groups and
individuals have to be considered on their merits rather than on
apparent numer.cal support. e say 'apparent’ support deliberately,
fr it is only after a thoroughgoing and prolonged discussion that
women will become awarc for the first time of what exactly is the
line that they have been 'ﬂupaortlng'. 'Numbers® have no meaning
until & high degree of understanding of the issuves being debated
has been reached by all participants.

Yet this 'national women's conference' which is being called is

being set up in opposition to the UNCC as a forum for all those
friends of the bourgeoiszb,such as the Trotskyites and the revisionists,
who wish to perpetuate the existing state of confusion, rather than
to bring an end to it as we arc endeavouring to do in the UNCC. The
Trotskyites, revisionists and feminists, whose politics are o hundred
per cent bourgeois, are concerned to cnsure that the vomen's

movement never progresses beyond the stage of theoretical confusion
and mistaken understanding of the cavse «f owr oppression and of

the enemy we .wst fight, becavse this confusion and mistaken
understanding helps only the bourgeoisie. These people have sct

up this ‘conference' in opposition to the {NCC in order to draw
women away from the forum where proletarian -~ anti--bourgeois

polities have a voice; albeit only one among many. The object of
this'national women's confercnce’, apart from 'that of attempting

to popularise ané pass off as ‘revolutionary’® the thorouvghly
petty-bourgeois, anti-men and anti--organisational theorics of Selma
James, is to try and set up a 'national' organisation run cntirely
through comnittees and “offices" for control of which the Trotskyites,
the revisionists end the feminists will vie with each other, mobil-
ising such numerical 'support! (of the kind basced on lack of wvnder-
standing) as they cen muster. Whichever cliques succceds, the

effect will be to give burcauvcratic control of the movement for

the promotion of bourgeois politics, theorctical debatc abridoned

in favour of a flurry of trendy 'activities® of a kind vhich

promote only the interests of the bovwrgeoisie, disintegration of
national organisation as uncuccessful cligues withdraw with their
followers, thorough suspression and isolation of any person or

group presuming to put forward prolcetarian politics.

It is clear therefore that this 'national women's conference?, far
from advencing the cause of wvomen'’s liberation, can only sct it
back, is Sntended to try ond deliver the women's movement straight
into the hands of the bourgeoisie, the enemy of women's liberation.
For this reason we refusc to support this so-called fconference'
and we would warn any woman who is honectly concerned with fighting
for liberation to have nothing to do with such a fraud.

e call vpon women to fight to increase their own understanding of
the cause of their oppression, of whom and how to fight. Ue call
upon women to reject the philistine view that theorctical problems
can be ignored, for we ignorc these at our peril. UWe call wpon
women ‘to give active support to the WNCC, the fromton which the
cause of women's liberation is being advanced.

Yours fraternally,

UNION OF W MGEN FOR LIBWRATION

(Letter circulated to all known Women's Liberation £ronns) .
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WOMEN’S NATIONAL CO-ORDINATING COMMITTEE

presents

FOUR PUBLIC MEETINGS

on

Feminism and the Women'’s Liberation
Movement : the role of the Gay Liberation Front in
the Women's Liberation Movement April 22nd 1972
Revisionism and the Women'’s Liberation
Movement June 24th 1972
Trotskyism and the Women’s Liberation
Movement September 9th 1972
Marxism - Leninism and the Women’s
Liberation Movement October 28 th 1972

between 6:00-10-00p.m.
at
The Laurel Tree
Bayham Street

LONDON NW.I

Just off Camden Road. Nearest tube station is Camden Town

Organised by : WOMEN'S NATIONAL CO-ORDINATING COMMITTEE

/o W.N.C.
/o W.N.C.CTreasurer ~ 32 Newell Road, Hemel Hempstead, Herts.
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THE W.N.C.C. AND THE WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT

The women's liberation movement has arisen because an ever increasing number of
women are becoming aware that, because there is no basis in nature for their inferior
status in society, their oppression is not inevitable, that it can and must be ended,
For this reason they are attractec to the women's movement, but mostly have no clear
idea as to how their liberation is to be achieved, only that it ought to be., The duty
of any women's liberation organisation is to work out a correct strategy and tactics
for the achievement of liberation — i.e. to work out how women's liberation is to be
achieved ~ and then put that strategy and tactics into effect. At the moment there
ere a wide variety of theories held by different groups o individuals in the movement
as to a) the cause of the oppression of women and the enemy to be fought & b) the most
effective way of achieving our aim. Since all thesc thoeries conflict with each other
it is clear that they cammot all be correct. It is equally clear that if the women's
movement is to fulfil its duty to the women of this country it must ascertain which of
these thoeries is correct and corresponds with women's real interests. To do so we
must first find out what these theories are, and cxamine diligently whether in past
experience and practice they have been proved successful or unsuccessful, and we must
debate and discuss in depth these theories with a view to discovering which is correct,
i,e. which we shall adopt as the basic guiding theory of the movement, upon which we
shall base our strategy and tactics - our plan of action., When this thorough-going
examination and debate has taken place, then is the time to adopt a policy for the

s :
movement, and form a national unified organisation on the basis of that agreed policy.

The question of the correct theory for the liberation of women is ABSOLUTELY VI
the success or failure or the present women's liberation movement depends on it., Ve
must therefore undertake the task of examining the various theories of women's libera-
tion extremely seriously and in a scientific and workmanlike mamner, In order that this
essential debate take place it is necessary to provide a forum in which the different
policies put forward can contend on an egual basis and in such a manner as to enable
as many women as possible to follow and participate in the exposition, examination,
criticism and debate of these different theories. Such a forum is the Women's
Hational Co-ordinating Committee (V.N.C.C.). The W.i.C.C. ig a federal organisation
Vhich any end all vomen's liberatiorn groups arc welcome to affiliate to and participate
in on the basis of the equality of all affiliated groups. It publishes a bi-monthly
Journal, "Women's Struggle”, to which any group or individual in the movement may cont-
ribute. Copies of the terms of reference of the W.N.C.C. and of "Women's Struggle"
éiéﬁgeﬁgrbg§§§)°r {5 pex anmun incl. pép) ave aveilabe from the U.NN.C.C. Treasurer

g . T tions for publication in "Women's Struggle” should be sent
to‘the Treasurer at least two weeks before the date of the next meeting of the W.F.C.C.,
which is the publication date for "Women's Struggle',priority being gi&en to contribu-

tions sent in by affiliated groups in the event of shortage of spaée.

g The current series of meetings is being organised by t.c W.N.C.C. as its contribu=~
E}on to the mos? pressing task facing the movement at the present e: the search for
the gorrect policy on the basis of which we can build a national united movement, a
genuine mass movement capable of making a contribution to the liberation of the women
of Britain, G?oups and individvals are invited to make contributions at these meetings;
all such contributions being published in the succeeding issue of "Women's Struggle"
(subaect to availibility of space, as above), Any person attending these meetings
vwho needs overnight accomodation, if from outsideiLondon oxr créche facilities
should contact the W.N.C.C. Trer urer at least one week’beiorehund, i possibie.

Organised by '.}.C.C. °/o W.N.C.C. Treasurcr,
32,Newell Road, Hemel Hempstead, Herts.
(Hemel Hempstead 55456)
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WOMEN'S NATIONAL CO-ORDINATING COMMITTEE

presents

e

[

SOCIALISM AND THE LIBERATION OF WOMEN
a series of public meetings

i
|

% S ] g e e BB
. Women in the Socialist U.S§.S.R.
| December 9th 1972

Women in Socialist Korea
February 10th 1973

Women in Socialist Viet Nam
April 14th 1973

Women in Socialist Albania :
June l6th 1973

Women in Socialist China
September 8th 1973

between 7-00 ~10-30 p.m.

The Enterprise
Chalk Farm Road

London NW.I.
opposite Chalk Farm tube station

Organised by’ WOMEN'S NATIONAL CO-ORDINATING COMMITTEE

/s W.N.C.CTreasurer 32 Newell Road, Hemel Hempstead, Herts.



WOMEN'S NATIONAL
WOMEN'S NATIONAL CO-ORDINATING
COMMITTER

TERMS OF REFERENCE

Adopted unanimously at W.N.C.C. meeting, Sheffield, June 27, 1970.

|
i

Recognising that at the present stage of the development of the women's
liberation movement in Britain, a united rational women's organisation
with common programme does not exist. But in fact there are many
women's groups in different parts of the country with differing concepts,
approaches and objectives regarding women's liberation. )
Recognising that only by involving the masses of women and building a
united, national women's organisation with common objectives i ] KT
be possible to effect a basic change in society to realise women's
liberation.

In view of the above, it is agreed that the Women's National Co-
Ordinating Committee is based upon the following principles:

1. The C.C. should be open to all women's groups and organisations
with two representatives each.
The independence and equality of all groups is recognised.
. The C.C. shall take necessary steps *to disseminate information to
prom ote better understanding of the viewpoints of various
groups and their activities and facilitate towards unity and
broadening of women's liberation struggle.
4. Upholding the principle of democracy and equality, the C.C. shall
take all decisions by mutual agreement.
| 5. No decision shall be binding on any group which does not agree
‘ with it.
6. To promote unity, step by step, the C.C. will help not only
mutual discussion regarding the women's problems and role in society
but will positively encourage united action among then on issues )
about which there is agreement. 3
7. If a number of groups, by mutual agreement, decide to take united
action on any issue, such a decision is not binding on others who
are not a party to it.
8. Real co-ordination, to be effective, should not only be in words
but also in deeds if a united women's liberation movement is to
be achieved.
9. To promote the aims of women's liberation and to achieve better
understanding of women's problems, the C.C. shall periodically
organise national conferences and help local conferenres of women.

vl N

Group Name:
Contact/Secretary, Name:
Address:

Tel. No.

We wish to affiliate our group to the W.N.C.C. and enclose the annu al
affiliation fee of £1. We agree to work in the W.N.C.C. in accordance
with its terms of reference; we understand that as an affiliated group
we have the right to send two delegates to all W.N.C.C. meetings and

to participate fully in its functioning on the basis of the above

terms of reference. j

Signed: ]

Cheques/ P.0.s should be made out to Women's National Co-Ordinating
Committee . and sent to Maysel Brar, W.N.C.C. Treasurer,

32 Newell Road,

Hemel Hempstead

Herts, (Tel: 0442 55456)



