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INTERNAL BYLLETIN NO.223 o JINUARY 198
Resolution on the Labour Party 0.0!"‘..0."0'0........ Carolan

Parts of a draft document on women secssssessrscccsces Parkinson/ﬁasgr A

Introductlon 1o Carolan resolutlon
This, in its political content, is the same as the resoluxlon I wrote during
the November NC and read out. The NC decided to disouss and vote on it at the
Januery NC. The politiocal p01nts have, however, been expanded. » ‘
I remind comrades that the purpose of the resolution was to bring out '
explicitly and sharply the oontroversial points in Cunliffe's resolution at
the November NC and ocounterpose to them the views that underlie the.
approach of Hill, Kinnell, Gardiner, Parkinson, Colllns, myself, ard I believe,
Levy, and the proposals we argued for.
In fact Cunliffe's document merely codifies views expressed repeatedly
in the discussions by other comrades, too — if, that is, I have understood them
properly. I have posed the issues sharply because I think the future of the
organisation depends on our decisions about labour movement works but I.do not
intend to caricature anyone's views, or foist on anyone opinions or nuances they
do not hold, If the views attacked in this resolution are not really views held
by anyone on the NG, then they should have no difficulty in voting for the
resolution, perhaps with amendments to make the balanoce more to their likinge.
The only way we will meke any progress in this discussion -~ even progress
towards clearly defining our differences, if important differences there be -
is for the ocomrades who objected to the initial proposals of Kendall and myself
(IB 21 ) either to vote for the resolution (amended as necessary) or to counter—
pose to it a developed alternative. Cunliffe's resolution is so far the nearest
they have come to that,.
This resolution should be read together with Kendall's and my resolutions
in IB 21, The full text as it stands is not suitable for voting: relevant

passages will have to be selected as a basis for votlng to summarise the gist
of it. i

To be distributed with this I.B.: 'Women's Oppression and Socialist Revolution',
by Cunliffe. o .
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The Labour Party is not a nere aspect of the work of Marxists, It
is the nass political novenent of the working class, organically
tied to the bedrock organisations of the working class, the trade
unions., It shares a vast comnon affiliated merbership with the
trade unions, 7 nillion trade unionists have full Labour Party
rnenbership rights if they choose to exercise then,

The LP is for now and the foreseeable future the pivot of
nass working class politics in Britain. Therefore it is central
to the work of the "'SL, which sets itself the task of renovating,
reorienting, and transforning the existing labour noverent, trade
union and political wings alike. S

Always and everywhere we advocate, promote and prize nost
highly the mass self -controlling direct action of the working class,
on the trade union and also on other fronts, all the way to soviets
and to the working class seizure of power, éut it is to engage in
netaphysical hair-splitting to posec abstractly - as various
sectarians do, sonmetimes basing theriselves on good quotes fron the
Connunist International (or even fron "F and the I-CL) ~ the

question: which 1is rmore inportant for us, what is our no.l priority,
the trade unions or the LP,, '

The British labour novenent now is indivisible, The LP in the
final analysis is controlled by the TU blook vote., The recent
setbacks for the broad left cane fron the unions - on the issues
at stake we had won the CLPs, Conversely, the performance of .
Labour in governrient (1974-9), and the efficiency, seriousness
and nilitancy (or the lack of any of these qualities) in 'Her
Majesty's Opposition'!, has in turn nassively affected the options,
the clinate, the expectations and therefore the nilitancy and
conbativity of the trade unions, right down to the nost basic shop
floor level, Right now, 1if the LP were to fight the crusade we
have advocated (withdrawal fron collaboration, riobilisation,
pledges for what it would do when re-elected, etc.), even on the
basig of its present linited oxr puddled politicg, it might
radically change the clirate on the shop floor and call into
being a storn of militant working class struggle.

A different, nore nilitant LP, even while formally renaining
within the confines of refornisn, would have secured a different .
working class response to the slunp and Tory onslaught after 1979,

Therefore, for now, there can bhe no sense in which for us
the LP is counterposed to TU work or TU work to the LP, Marxists
do labour povernent work. Central to the role of Marxists in the
labour noverent is to work to break down the barriers artifidally
created by social denocrats on one side and by right and left
trade-unionists and syndicalists on the other, between the political
wing and the trade union wing of the labour roverient (the linking
up of the unions and LP in the struggle for labour novenent deno-
cracy, for e anple).,

Neither, therefore, for us, can the LP be counterposed to
the struggle on the shop floor, nor, especially, to the struggle
for leadership there., Nor can the shop floor be counterposed to
the LP, The LP is the vehicle for - developing our TU work into
nass working class politics in the next stage ahead, and for
transforning passive refornisn into the fight for reforms and for
transitional denands, Zithip that, by linking trade union and
political aspects, and by our agitation and propacanda, we rust
fight for revolutionary working class politics, and build the next
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stage of the revolutionary party by rooruibing individuals and
rniore or less snall groups to the -SL,

The only possible conflict or clash between LP and TU work
for Mar ists now would be in allocation and deploynent of our
resources, This would have to be discussed and resolved concretely
in terms of an assessrment of the choices and costs and. perspectives
for the work in any given situation. To try to pose any conflict
over resources, or to e trapolate fron such a conflict, in
general political terns or in terms of a general and abstract, that
is a netaphysical, seeking to know which-is no.l or 2 in our list
of priorities, is to introduce political confusion and disorienta—
tion into the orga nisation.

R

The notion that one can only relate politically to refornist
workers who are also factory workers/trade unionists/militants
with direct and fully labelled Trotskyist propaganda iriplies a
dual-labour-novenents conception of the trade union and political
wings of the British labour novenent, 7e reject it as out of
touch with reality. '

As a consequence of this, we rejéct the notion that while
a broad paper not bearing our stanp and not necessarily fully
controlled by us nay suffice for LP work, a party paper fully under
our control, openly flying the flag of the ~SL and regularly
and directly e horting people to Join the "SL is’ irreplaceable for
TU work, o - o '

This position inplies that there are two labour novenents
qualitatively distinot fron each other in their concerns, in their
poclitical and ideological level, in their approach to industrial-
struggle/politioal/social questions, and in the way nenhers can be
brought into the "SL and set to work for its perspectives,

The approach even inplies two, parallel, larxist organisations:
one operating on the political refornist terrain with the broad
group, broad paper approach, which takes as its goal to develop the
Marxist organisation within the work of the broader left, while
the other operates on the trade union terrain, presenting the full
party face, identity, etc. and recruiting to the "SL by way of =
involvenent in trade union struggles and full Trotskyist propaganda.,
How would the two approaches, the two labour noverients, the

two Marxist organisations, interact, ennesh, and flow together?

of disparate trends, which would paralyse the organisation and
prevent it doing its central ideological/political work — linking
the elements of the three fronts of the class stfuggle’(ideologieal,

political, econonic) into a coherent working class strategy against
the bourgeocisie and its state, ' _

They could not: at best you would have an incoherent federation

Thus we see that a dual approach to the sebarate wings of the
labour novenent would inescapably irply bringing the separation

betwgeq trade unionisr: and Politics into the Marxist organisation
itself, ' , }

In the world in which we have to work, the 1ndivisibi11ty of
the labour rnoverent neans that even very niliiant workers vote
Labour, if sometimes with gritted teeth, They look to Labour as
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the governnental alternative (and tend to look awvay fron governnental
alternatives when they despair of Labour: in the '60s and into the
170s that neant a primary reliance on direct action). Our task is

to develop perspectives and ways of political organising that overcone
the trade un;on/political_reformist division, and focus the normally
passive (i.e., voting only) nass refornisn of the trade union rank and
file on the task of energising, transforming, reclaining and renova-
ting its own industrial and political labour noverient, and turning

it into a fighting organisation, even if initially on the level of the
fight for reforns and against counter-reforns,

That is, we nust politicise the trade unions, in our sense. It
is nearly always wrong to talk in terns of a necessary sequence of
developmen? towards revolutionary politics by way of known stages:
however, right now it is, I think, indisputable that if the existing
refornist rovenent could be made to fight for its own reforns, that
would be a treriendous advance frorm where we are at. In terns of
ideas we can put and demands we can nake with a wider imnediate nobi-
lising power than our own full prograrne, this is very inportant,

Such is the approach o6f the Transitional Prograrme, and it is
what separates the 7SL fron all nere trade union routinisn and
syndicalisn on the one side, and fron the sincere 'hard left' in the
LP on the other. ' _

Therefore, while we take into account the differences between
the staple activities of trade union/shop floor nilitants on one
side and exclusively LP nilitants on the other; while we recognise that
it would be absurd to pretend that the TUs are the LP, and vice
versa; and while above all keeping in nind the latent power directly
at the disposal of the trade union and shop floor rovenent e
when it deploys and generalises its fighting force, the "SL neverthe-
less uses the sane political approach in both the 1P ana TU arenas,

If it is true that in certain circunstances it would be reaction-
ary and cutting against the logical developnent of the class struggle
to focus on the prospects of a refornist Labour governnent, and not
on developing the direct action/soviet potential of a general strike,
for exanple, we can still nake no S7P-style general fetish of the
industrial raw naterial of working class politics to be found at the
point of production. Te recognise that in the historical perspective
of the struggle for power (as distinct fron a syndicalist or purely
point—-of-production perspect1Ve) a large-scale political nobilisation
now, even on refornist or linited objectives, could be of trenendous-
1y rore inpoftance to the political developnent of the working class
than routine activities of the trade union novenent — and would in any
case, as noted above, react back on those activities.,

It is only on the level of nass n»venents, of general strikes .
which overflow the nornal channels and boundaries of trade unionisn
and routine politics, that 'trade union' direct action can reach a
higher level than nass political action, even on refornist politics,
by the working class within the e isting bourgeois political channels.
e reject the S7P view_ that routine trade union action as such is
working class politics, Our task is to develop the potential, Part of
that work is to draw trade union nilitants into the struggle in the
refornist labour noverient on all fronts. It is their own novenent to
which, typically, even keen industrial nilitants relate passively in
the style endenic to reformist labour rovenents. 7e draw then into a
struggle to nake it fight for their interests.

This reans the same political approach to the Lp ana TUs, the
sarie political perspective, the sane broad techniques of organising the



)

»

4
left and militants-(with ohvious Aifferences of detail)i

In practice the ’SL glxead% uses the sane broad anproach in the
TUs ag the Marxists do in the LP - what are the LAC or ihe T&G Broad
Left but the same 'broad' approach that we use in a different way

with the broad paper? Confusingly and incoherently superinposed on

this conmon TU practice are a series of residual conceptions, prejudices
and hankerings about party, paper, and identity, derived fron the
propagandist_and viciously sectarian approach of the SLL/"RP, (The
SLL/"RP dian't, after the nid-'60s, engage in LAC-type bodies or

broad lefts, either, but on the contrary spent nuch energy and -
newsprint on denouncing and where it could disrupting then (for ex-—
anple its approach to arguably the rnost inportant industrial conflict

of the '60s, the struggle after 1966 against the reorganisation of

the ports). It operated through a trade-union annexe of the 'party',
nodelled, thoush remaining in the unions, on the party-front unions

that the CP created and ran in the Third Period. You had to agree with

‘the SLL to participate in it).

-3 -

It would be of advmatage to us to be able to function freely in
the existing labour novenent under oUr own nane and banner, and with’
naxXinur non-sectarian distinction from all conmpetitors, The relaticn-
ship of forces between us and the refornists decress that we cananot
do this, - ‘ : : -

To nevertheless do it for TU work would imply dualisn - one
practice for the unions, another for the LP, (Cr rather, one pratice
in the LP, and in the Tﬁs a corresponding -praciice plus, superinposed
on it, a different, propagandist, practice). It would generate huge -
practical problens, It would enforce, in effect, a division of the
organisation into two contingents. TU nmilitants recruited by the ,
propagandist and (in_the circunstances),sectarzan aprroach would either
be sectarian on the LP or have to be radically re--educated to be able
to work in the LP, Instead of a unifying and dymanic political approach
to the whole labour rnioverient, we would get a rnore or less sharp o
disjunction in the organisation between TU activists and LP activists,
and the possibility of routinisn- and accormodation on both sides, i.e.
the inner collapse of 'the party' into a series of constituencies,

How to make the struggle in the political wing of the novenent
interesting and accessible to non-political TU nilitants or to nili-
tants who consider the LP a waste of tirme, is fundanentally a problen
of how to convey to then what the analysis, policy and perspective
of the "'SL for the labour novenent are - that is, how to convey to
thenn what the VSL ig, Badges, nanes, profiles and banners will not
suffice or substitute for the work of convincing people about our
ideas and perspectives, On the other hand, the use of badges, nanes,
profile, banner and a propagandist 'Trotskyist' rhetoric in such a
way as to convey an inpression that we belong to the sectarian tribe
of revolutionary-party-proclaimers, flagwavers, etec, who pose in
effect as an imnediate alternative to the eXisting nass political
labour novenent - that would contradict our actual perspective, which
is to renovate, reshape and transforn the ex*isting novenent, and to
build the revolutionary party within that struggle. It would convey
a false inpression of what we are, and introduce a set of rassive

incoherences and contradictions into our work.

- The badges/banners approach can only be coherent if it is linked
to 'building the party' as an SLL/TRP-S7P style sect rmore or less
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counterposed to the political labour novenent - and logically (though

less so in the case of the S7/P) sectarian even in the struggle at TU
level. . : , : U

The avoidance of jargon in our press; a proper balance between
LP, TU and other coverage and the elucidation of the links between
then ard the lMarkist organisation; naking the issues discussed in the
paper, including LP affairs, accessible and interesting to. not-very-
political trade unionists whor: our factory nuclei relate to and
organise -~ these are very inportant natters that can nake the
difference between ruining and developing our work, but for us they
are technical questions of good and bad journalisn, not questions of
TU ys. LP orientation. They can only be discussed nieaningfully and
without nystification if technical questions are not confused with
questions of differing political concepts, perspectives, and .
orientation, o .

-4 -

"'e consider central to our work the task of organising the LP
and TU left and the nilitants for the struggle and for class-struggle
issues and politics in the LP and in the I} generally. (Concretely
now, when it 1is ey tremely probable that the left offensive in the LP
will be resuned after the election, whatever its outcore, to abandon
that work would be political suicide for the Marxists).

Such organising is our technique both for forwarding the
interests of the broad novenent and sinultaneously for building
a revolutionary party inside that riovenent,

e reject a propagandist 'learn socialisn fron the blackboard'
approach to the existing mass-labour noverent, and the fetishisation
of the 'party' label and the 'party press' that goes with it, as a
species of voluntarily-chosen self-isolation and self-rerioval fron
the necessary political processes through which the novenent nust .
go 1f a real prospect of the.socialist revolution is to be opened up,

. "‘e stand asainst political confusion a~nd class collaboration

in the novement, both on the level of ideas and of practice, and
whether with its right face or left nask., e counterpose to them our
own prograrre, ideas, and proposals for action. But we do not seek
artificially to differentiate ourselves, propagandistically, on the
level of point-scoring or arbitrarily anticipating possible or certain
future differences: that, essentially, is the nethod of propagandisn
and sectarian self-isolation, and of counterposing the revolutionary
party to the processes of the mass labour noverient.

Our nodel is not that of the blackboard and a pupil-teacher .
relationship of the revolutionaries to the working class, as favoured
by sectarian propagandists, Our nodel is the class struggle; our
belief, that workers learn in struggle as well as by propaganda,
and that the nasses of workers in the broad labour noverent will
only learn in struggle - TU, LP, and other struggles, Our work with
the left in the LP and unions is to organise it and draw it into
struggle for goals we have in cormion with it, and on that basis of
evperience in struggle, to seek to develop groups and individuals with
our propaganda. The propaganda 6n which we recruit new "SLers will
necessarily include explanation of our view of the necessary develop-
ment of the existing labour roverient and of the TSL's own place and
role within that. - ,

e see the necessary and irréplaceable'politicai and ideological
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struggle for'Marxism with the reformish Ieft and with the oentrists ‘
and seni-centrists.as situated;with;n the common gtruggle on. liﬁited
goals, for so long as the brogder 1eft~engaaes in struggle ‘and for
so long as we can hope to draw it into struggle. )

Therefore we will apportion our: resources accordingly. -
reject the notion that our first priority nust ge a ’pa:tglpress .
as inplying the situation we are in ngw, a fundanentally propa-.
gandist. appéo%%h.and a sectarian trajectory for us away fron the LP,
Consideriﬁg .the extrerely. ‘open Egllgiggl-oharacter -of the press we
in faet have, the extrane ‘concern ‘for a 'party press' is. either .
blind a-politieal fetishisn, or else a neans of expressing and .
advocating different politieal perspectiVes, methods and orientation
from those ‘we are now working on, .

In_practice there has been not one 1ssue of the olass struggle _
over riore than 4 years now. on which .aur broad .paper. approach has . .
stopped us giving out our full progranne, (Cdnrades should not
attribute to the character of our main press what are 1n faot
differences of political position .or. emphasis anong us).. :

‘ Political ccnditions being. favourable to it, we.rust continue
to have as our nain publication a broad paper. like the.present one
or a replacenent, supplenented with a legs frequent propaganda—
theoretical SL publication. s J,fmjtu'

’

4 The party press exists to serve the party, not the party to
serve .the press, As Marxists we reject all nystification and .
fetishisation, especially the fetishisation of foms,. ‘and not least
the fetishisation of the forns of our press. The press.is a tool
and nust be designed to do a job in a given situation, It nust be
redesigned and nodified when our work - building the revolutionary
party within the existing noverent - denmands it. To .reshape :our
entire work, or to deliver ourselves and our future into the hands.

.of the agents of the class eneny in the labour, novenent, because of
an inflexible cormitnent to the nane, style, balance, frequency
or inprinmatur of a publication would. be absurd formalisn. . .

Therefore we will not, except as a transitional neasure for a
short tine not exceeding a: ‘few nonths, opt for an -illegal press .(in.
LP terns). This would 1np1y, for us as it aid for the SLL in the
early '60s, abandoning a focus on. organisinh the left, It would . -
saddle us with a publication that could not be sold in the LP except
to close contacts -~ and could not be sold openly in, the TUs either,
for fear that nilitants would be. reported to the LP, The paper would
be larpely’unviablei In. a short while the contradiction would force
us to choose. between the paper ‘and LP Wwork, . o .

Our paper would be a nillstone round our necks, While at the
sane tine we would have no publication that could be freely and openly
used in the work in the LP - or in the TUg!

The perspective of an. 'illegal' paper for an indefinite. period
is therefore either a proposal for. an utterly sterile and tokenistic
use of our resources, ‘with nuch of our substance sacrificed on. the
altar of. the 'party. press'' to the detrinent of our actual work in the
novenient - or, a half-developed: perspective of doing gomethins else
than the work in the labour noverent with the illegal paper, and L
therefore with the organisation ruch of whose resources would go to
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producing and circulating it. Thése who have not yet learmed fron
the bitter experience of the SLL.in the early and nid. '60g are ‘here
faced with the choice .of gropingly, roving towards a repeat of. that

.

eXperience, or of learning fron.it now,

: o o -6 -

o 7é.do~not'preach“passivityfto,theispediaily-oppréséeq,%hdrg,7
that they nust wait until the nass .of workers are with then, Te ..

support and advocate nilitant women;  blacks, and gays acting against.

their oppression. e recognise that many aspects. of dppréssidn‘can..-
be changed and lessened by nilitant activity. -

Te work im antoromous grouns of woren, vouth, blacks and other
oppressed. Sonetings we initiate these autononous noverientse. e in
no circunstances subordinate the struggle to the”nq:p_fqrp oprhe:_,

existing labour novenent, or to its backwardness.

Nonetheless, the idea that the working class 1s central to =
our perspective of socialisn inplies that we nust ultinately '
relate these novenents of the oppressed to the working class -and to
general working class politics, therefore to the existing trade union
and labour novenent. Ariong other things, this neans to relate then
to, and actively draw then into, the strugzgle to transforn that -
novenent into a noverent for the emancipation of the working class
and of all the oppressed,

The worien's, youth, black and other novenents are not
sufficient to thenselves: they cannot secure their own liberation
ercept. as.part of and in alliance with the working class and its
labour novement. Therefore, ‘as well as direct, usually sectional .
struggle, on issues of .special oppression, they nust be won to
the fight against backwardness and oppressiveness within that

novenent,

“inning the specially oppressed to that fight 1s also vital DL
for the noverent as a whole., The hold of refornisrn depends se_ri%ﬁs_lg on
relezating’ the nocet oppressed to paSSivtéyéoﬁdﬁ?gﬁ 13 shgpe from the Tlasa,
specially oppressed for the fight within the rovenent is vital
for the revolutionary transformation of that rovement.

The role of the TSL 1s to be'the“brgénisatibn that 6&d;”‘ .
integrate disparate forces into' a coherent working class based - .-
strategy for the overthrow of capitalisn and: of all the nanifold . .

oppression of class society in general, -

- Thus to counterpose work anong the specially oppressed to
LP work is as senseless as counterposing TU work to LP work, It is
doubly so in the present situation.of the Marxist organisation,.
where -1ts wonen's, youth, gay, even black work is heavily inter-
twined with LP work, . S ‘

-7_ P
. A test, by conparison, for our conception, is the policy
developed by Trotsky and his Anerican co-thinkers for the industrial
unions that cane into eéisténcé‘in the USA in the rnid-'30s, .They
advocated that the new US trade unions, sore of which were using

serii-revolutionary tactics 1ike the sit-down strike, should go on
to organise a Labour Party structurally nodelled on the British
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Labour Party, with anr open valve and free flow of rienbership between
the TUs and party. The Trotskyists organised caucuses throughout the
unions for the Labour Party - while;, of course; developing and building
their own organisation, making propaganda, and doing-what they could

to ensure that the novenient for the Anerican workers' party would be
possessed of class-struggle and revolutionary politics.,

The broad general policy would allow the mass US labour
noverient to develop., 7ithin the struggle for it the Trotskyists could
build the revolutionary nucleus, A revolutionary party could be built
not in sectarian counterposition to the necessary developrient of the
real labour novenent, but within it, -

The US conmrades were absolutely right and in the direct line of-
nethod and approach fron the Comrunist Manifesto and Frederick Engels'
attitude to the development of a broad labour party (the ILP) in the
UK in the 1890s, , ~ |

If the Labour Party Aid not exist in Britain now, then we would
have to advocate that the unions create .one. e could not (1like the
SLL in 1967, proposing that the NUM should affiliate to the SLL
because the -Labour govemnent was closing pits) propose that the
unions affiliate to the ¥SL, or, like the SDF in 1900-0I when the LP
was taking shape, ultinatistically denand that the union nasses riove .
fron bourgeois politics or political indifference to our full politics.,
e would of course try to convince everyone we could to accept our
full politiecs and to fight for then by joining the TSL,

The fight now to turn the nilitants and the broader layers of
trade unionists we reach towards the concerns of the political wing
of the trade unions, towards the fight to make the LP an instrunient
of the working class, is the eguivalent of the fight for the LP in
the US trade unions of the '30s and later, "e build the 7SL not as
a sect, battening on its points of difference with the working class,
but as a real vanguard, posing perspectives to our class for its
own developnent and building our organisation inside the struggle for
those perspectives,

- “hat sense then would it make to use 'banner', 'flag' and
"build the revolutionary party' proclanation techniques to recruit
factory workers to the WSL? I doubt that we could do it. But if we
did, then we would find that like the TRP and S7P we would not hold
ther: for long, because we would not be able to zive then a
perspective for struggle in the real noverent in which as trade
unionists they live, and by whose development or lack of it they
stand or fall in their nost basic concems. Anyway, no sooner

would we have them than we would have to start the struggle to re-
educate then,

This absurd scenario is inpliéd in the idea that we recruit
trade unionists by direct and fully labelled Trotskyist propaganda)
and not by the sare broad labour noverient approach we use in the Lbi

-—8—

“That then is the role and function of the 7SL? e carry the
prograrnie and the overview of the necessary developnment of the labour
noverient, and the political perspectives derived from then. Flexible
and 'diplomatic' on questions of organisation and tactics in
relation to the labour noverent and oppressed groups, at the sane
tine we nake no concessions on questions of principle,
definition. progran, or political analysis, to then or to pseudo-
Marxists and kitsoch Trotskyists.
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e try to put ourselves in the pivotal position (which in fact
the broad groups can give us) to link the different fronts of the ‘
class struggle and the novesents of the oppressed into a working class
strategy. Failure to do this would be not revolutionary 1ntransigence '
but a forn of capitulation to the existing refornist leaderships.

Our nethod is that outlined by Trotsky on the trade union
question, and linked by hin to the general approach to the e isting
labour novellent:

"It is necessary to establish this firn rule:! self-isolation
of the capitulationist variety from mass trade unions, which is
tantanount to a betrayal of the revolution, is inconpatible with
nenbership in the Fourth International,..

"Under the influence of the betrﬂyal by the historic organisa-
tions of the proletariat, certain sectarian noods and groupings of
various kinds arise or are regenerated at the periphery of the Fourth
International, At their base lies a refusal to struggle for partial
and transitional denands, i.e, for the elenentary interests and needs
of the working nasses, as they are today. Preparing for the revolution
neans to the sectarians, convincing thenselves of the supexiority
of socialisn. They propose turning their backs on the 'old' trade
unions, i.,e, to tens of nillions of organised workers - as if the
rasses could soﬂehow live outside of the conditions of the actual
class struggle! They renain indifferent to the inner struggle within
refornist organisations - as if oae could win the nasses without
intervening in their daily strife! ...

"The cleansing of the ranks of the Fourth International of
sectarianisn and incurable sectarians is a prinary condition for
revolutionary success",



P.RT OF i DRAFT DOCUMENT ON WOMEN — The first part of this document has not been

nroduced yet due to illncess afflicting
Comr~de Collins -~ but it will follow soon!

The modern women's movecment was born in the radical furment of the late sisxticse.
It emerged in the first place in the USA amongst the civil rights movement and
the anti-war movement. The movement in Britain was influenced both by the US
movement and the increased expectations of women workers becoming a greater
part of the workforce because of the boom. As women workers went on strike at
Fords for equal pay, the increasing numbers of educated women, frustrated in
their search for proffessional jobs and politiciised by the radical atmosphere
of the universitics, was another influence.

The movement consisted mainly of two elements; the radical feminists, who Had
the perspective of waging a sex war and socialist women who still identified
with the class struggle, tut were disillusioned by the sexism of the left, as
well as its complete and utter failure to take up the fight against women's
oppression at all. The radical feminists, originating in the 'ISA, disting-
uished themselves from reformist feminists, but were completely antagonistic
to the male left - their critique developed into an anti-left stance. Their
theory rests on the idea that women are an oppresscd sex—class. Women's
biology and the natural division of labour led to male domination over women
and this has since formed the basis of all class oppression. They are anti-
capitalist only insofar as they se: the evils of capitalism as stemming from
males.

The modern women's movement differed from carlior movements in that it originated
from a radical, implicitly anit-capitalist, current. The early feminism of

the 17th and 18th centuries denoted the demand that women share in the inalien-—
able rights that were supposed to be the fruits of the bourgeois revolution,

ie that women be accorded the status of human being. As such, then, feminism
was a limited but progressive bourgeois democrsitic movement. As the working
class movement developed and began articulating its own demands, a class
polarisation arose within the women's movement. This was clearly expressed in
the Russian and German women's movement as well as the suffragette movement in
Britain. Thesc movements actually involved bourgeois women, who demanded their
rights as human beings, but were not prepared to see thesc extended to

woking class women when it threatcened their privileges as members of the
ruling class. Inaall the Huropean women's moveménts a split occurred with
proletarian women organising their own scprrate movement which went beyond the
demand for female suffrage and took up issues relating to their vosition as
workers; issucs such os equal pay and maternity leave,

Although in the USA a bourgeois wing of the women's movement did develop -

NQY (Natlonml Organisation of Y} omen), and indeod came to have an important
influence,; such a phenomenon did not occur in Britain. The RBOC and such like,
government attempts to derail the equal pay and equal opportunities campaigns,
have not become nart of the women's movement. They have given some cover to
trade union burnaucrets, but have not been able to halt the influence of the
ideas of the women's movement on the Labour movement.

Interesting glimpses of the debates that went on in the German and Russian
Social Democratic Women's orgonisations are given in the Cominterm These on
Women, wherce there had clesrly been somme discussion on how best to organise
women and there was a recognition of the need for special methods. Clara
Zetkin, in recollections of a conversation with Lenin, refers to discussion
groups of women, which would scem to bear some resemblance to consciousness
raising groups in the women's movement today, discussin% issues like sex and
marriage relations, Lenin did not approve, rightly if that was all they were
doing, but clearly the women's organisations were doing a lot more than that.
So,; while there wis a clesr division between the bourgeois and the proletarian
women's movements discussion by no means stonped there,

N -
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Another important festurc of the re-birth of the current women's movement was
the leap in understanding about the nature of women's opnression. While
continuing the fight on cqual pay, child-carc frcilities etc, the movement

began to explore a previoulsy rolatively untouched ~re: - the issue of sexuality.
The ‘curly women's movement had scen the questions of a bortion and contraception
in a rather Malthusian manncr, in terms of mnonulation control. The emphasis now
has shifted to the right of womsn to have control over their own bodies - that
is onc of the 7 demands of the currcnt women's movement. This nolitica
explor:tion of the 'personal' side of women's lives encapsulated in the slogan
'the personal is »nolitical' was both a strength ond a weakness of the WLM, The
CR groups that sprang up everywhere brou ht women to understand that their so-
called personal problems had a material bassis. Disatifaction with scexual
relationships, violent busbands, chilcare, dependence, lack of confidence in
political meetings - thcse were common to all women, but having set the battle
ground for combatting this ideology, sections of the LM retreatcd into 'life-
style' politics sceing change coming simply through 11v1ng a dlfferunt life-
style anf hoping to change attitudexs that way. :

Different currents in the WLM

The carly ULM organised arounf six (now 7) demands, did not casily contain
the two diverse currents - and, after the intial founding conference, the social-
ist women began tomorganise a scnarate conference from the radical feminists.
Although these conferences ddd not continue for long, this particular current
has continued throughout. The Vorking Women's Chartcr Campaign, and later the
Socialist Feminist current round Scarlet Woman came from this origine

Life-stylism/cultural foeminisms Having sct the battleground for combatting
ideology, the slogan the 'personal is political! was turned on its head +to
depoliticise the fight, counterposing changing life-styles, attitudes and
personal rclations to the strugelc to change society and for material improve—
ment of the lot of all women. We have, rightly, charact rised this as reaction—
ary, utopian and cletist, offcering no way forward for the mass of women.

Under the pressure of the prescent crisis this position becomes even more un—
tenable and many feminists have understood this and have moved to a class
orientation and activist politics.

Socialist feminism: This current which formed itself coherently in 1976, sct
out to devise a political theory which went beyond the clear inadequacies of
radical feminism and the shortcomings of socialist theory on women's oppression.
This scarch for a 'third force'! led to a sterile emphasis on developing theory
outside of practise in the class sbruggle, or for that matter, in the women's
movement whore there was an imnlicit acceptance of the radical feminists and

a fecar of doing anything that would split the women's movement, or hi-jack it.
The SF however did useful work in raising socialist ideas, espgcially on
anti-imperialism.

An organised SF current disappesred just prior to the electlon of a Tory govern—
ment and there hes been a general move in to the Labsur Party along with the
'fragments' of the revolutionary left.. As with other currents in the women's
movement, the stark rcality of the Tory attacks on women faced many women with
the fact that developing theory was impossible outside of political practice.
However, while rccognising the imn rtance of the calss struggle and the nec-
essity to relate to the labour movement, most have not abandoned their ideas,
and, indced, it is many of these woken who have be:n central to the development
and regencration of the women's organisation in the Labour Party.

Revolutionary feminism/separatism: As mentioned above, this current now forms
the core of the 'old' WLM, although it does not definitively shape it. Spare
Rib and Outwrite are clearly influenced by radical feminism (a 'softer' version
of rovolutionary feminism. Spare Rib claims to spesk for the women's movement
and other influences have been brought to bear on them, notably the socialist
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- feminists, eg the current conflict between Palestinian women and Jewish
feminists had forced them to confront some of the tenets of radical feminisme
Women's Fightback has contributcd to this debate with articles on Palestinian
and Iranian women. This is important not only for internatinnal solidarity, but
alsoto intervene in the heated discussions going on in the women's movement now.

The Left and the Women's Movement

The failure of the left to take up the political issues raised by thc women's
movement, accepting the bourgeois ascription‘of them as personal concerns oute—
side the politcal sphere, left the field free for our ideological competitors a
and has resulted in a situation today where the left is in a position of tajil-
ending the women's movement in a whole number of areas other than the economic
eg dome stic violence, rape, campaigns against sexism. We criticised the ING
for immersing itsclf in an opportunist fashion in the women's movement but we
ourselves did not'discover' the women's movement until it was already beginning
to fragment and sections were orientating tow.rds the labour movement.

In a practical way the development of Wemen's Fightback was an attempt to
relate to this phenomenon, to give le~dership with the campaign to reorientate
the labour movement, and, in a real sense, to link the struggles of the women's
movement to the strugegles of women workers in an attempt to forge a new women's
movement based on the working class. But this move is still in its early
stages. The general disorientation of the revolutionary movement, the loss of
the Leninist understanding of the need to take up the strugele not only on
the economiw front, but also politically and ideologically, affected not only
the question of women but all political vractice.  Qenuine difficulties in
formulating class demands and action around questions that were primarily social
and ideological ones and seemed to cut across class divisions, the difficulty of
disentangling vested interests in male privilege etc, in a situation which
implied an attack on all men as memn, has meant that we have lost a lot of
ground ro the radical feminists. Many analyscs have not been made on class
lines., We are now faced with a situation which makes it more difficult to
intervene as revolutionaries, and in explaining out positions we have to spend
a lot of cnergy distinguishing ourselves from the assumptions in the women's
movement that now accompany fighting around these issues.

In the past two years this has consumed a lot of the energy in the WSL women's
commission. We are still having the arguments within the WSL and this conflicy
has had an important effect on setting back our work and the development of our
analysis of the so-called 'feminist' issues. It has resulted in an inadequate
response to campaigns which have made a considerable impact over the last two
years — the question of rape and domestic violence as taken up by Women Against
Violence Against Women and Greenham Common and the women's peace movement.
Grecnham Common has managed to mobilise 35,000 women in the fight against

nuclear disarmament, meny of these mobilised from the labour movement - witness
the number of coaches organised by Labour Party women's sections and TU branches.
That managed to cause a major debate in Parliament, yet we find ourselves incap-
able of recognising and congratulating this fact and can only reply to this mass
movemetent born out of the actions of a handful of women, by saying you can't

do it without the trade unions. We should not blame the women for the lack of
sufficient labour movement support, we should be the best fighters for that
support in the labour movement. We would not say to (we do not in fact) unempl—
oyed organisations, hang on all this is a waste of tike unless you get real
support from the labour movement. We don't say to the WU disband, you're a
diversion! Greenham Common has given :a real sense of power to women who normally
would feel impotent politically, yet we scem incapdble of recognising the
inspiration and vitality that the Greenham Bommon Camp has aroused in thousands
of women. The National Abortion Campaign started out in a similar sort of way -
from a2 small group of women in the women's movement, managed to grow to a mass
campaign having such an effect on the labour movement thet the TUC was ceventually
forced to call a national demonstration against the Corrie Bill. That was

,
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and still is; a unlque OVent, end will remain so as long as we contlnue to sneer
at similar movcments

This whole set of feminist issues is important for revolutionaries to take up -
huge numbers of women have begun to question the way society is organised through
being confronted in their lives with apparently insoluble contradictions. The
argument that these questions are ultimately only soluble in the frame work of
a socialist society is no justification for not fighting around them now as a
way of drawing into strugszle thosc who are slaving under an intolerable burden, n
not just in their public life but alsc in their personal life. The difficulties
in finding a way of orpanlslng women round these issues in line with a prolet-
arian class orientation is no excuse. Especially as the deepening crisis places
a hideous burden on working class women as incrcased economic dependence leads
to greater pressure both in terms of domestic workload and increased vulnerab-
ility to male violence and abuse. A&s Cunliffe points out quite rightly in his
document:’ _ ‘

", .. Indded with meny woking class women with whom we make contact,'pmrt of our
political task is to meke them aware of the ways in which they are oppressed as
women, explaining to them why thls is the case, anu nersuading them of the need
to fight such oppression.” pl2.

The communist nprogramme must be ablé to provide a complete alternative prolc—
tarian view, must be able to offer the most oppressed sand downtrodden of our
class a way out of their subjection, or it provides no alternative to the
bureaucratic elitism that so often masquerades as sccialism on the left.

llass working class based women's movement or mass communist women's movement?

Abstrect talk of 2 communist women's movement now either imagines a mass growth
of communism among women only, or else a mass communist movement in existence of
men and women., It proclaims communism without being ablec to expalln it concretely.
The slogan for a mass communist women's movement , thercfore, becomes disorient—
ating and mcaningless. To use such o slogan would be to limit the work we can do
now. A mass working class based women's movement sums up our proletarian
orientation, methods of strugsle and what forces we want to organise., Such a
movement though could only achieve its ends, as with other working class
movements we try to build, if led by communist politics, but that is pointed out
in the course of strugsle for immediate and transitional demands, not counterposed
to immediate strug-le. ’

The Present Crisis and the IMightbacke

Our position of building a mass working class women's movement is now even more
correct. The decpening copitglist crisis and the election of a Tory zovernment
consciously pushing a backlash in attitudes to women as an aid to its industrial
strategyof dismantling larpge arcas of the public sector has seen working class
women at the forefron of thb fight to defend johsand services. WYomen are better
unionised than cver before and less prepvared to be pushed around. This arises
both from the independence gained from being part of the workforce and also from
the genceral ideas of the WLM which has affected the thinking of women far beyond
the numbers actually involved in the WLM. However the position of women in the
unions dees not reflect their increased membership. The turn to the class of
women's movement activists plus the upheavals within within the Labour Party

means that feminist concerns are playing an ever importent role both in the
reorient ation of the Labour movement and the fightback egainst the Tories. A
fightback which is not merely onc of defence of jobs and services, but «. ¢
<, an offensive on = whole range of issues eg the nature of the Health
Service and its care of women's health, childbirth, demands for women's health
centres, defence of Council housing, improved provision for battered women and
single parents. . The fighthack of worklng class women in Lee Jeans, St Mary's
the Liverpool,typists, Plcssey, Rulecan show the protential, as does the
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fraogmentotion of the WIM and rcorientation of seetions of it to the working
class. The crisis in the Labout Party and trade unions, the moves to demo-
cratise them provide tremendous possibilities for realiseing the slozan of a
mass working class women's movement. )

F HR KRN NN N R KRN R

AN ATTEMPT AT AN ASSHSSMINT OF 3YWiRS OF WOMEN'S FIGHTBACK .

The Labour Movement Fightback for Women's Rights, Women's Fightback's official
title, was set up at a conference in March 1980. The first conference was
attended by almost 500 women (and 20 men). 270 were delegates from their
organisations; 35 from trade union branches, 9 from trades councils, 45 from
Labour Party branches, 13 from Labour Party women's sections, 9 from LPYS branches
and 3 Labour Club dclegates. The London Co-op Political Party, NOLS, CLFD

and the then Labour Women's Advisory Committee sent representatives. There
wore many active trade unionists with especially big contingents from NALGO,
NUT, CPSA and TGWU Actts. ASTMS and the NUJ sent representatives from their
women's rights/equality committees. 32 women's proups and 8 Women's Voice
groups sent contingents. '

Of those who filled in the questionnaire, 145 women were active in Labour Party
politics, and 120 said that trade union work was their main activity, while 220
were mainly involved in the women's movement. Many, however, were active in
both the women's movement and the Labour Party, and even more were both trade
union and women's movement activists. There was also a good represgentation of
women from all over the country.

The aim of the conference was to gauge the respnsc to a proposal to set up

a campaign for women's rights which would form a bridge between the labour
movement and the women's movement. Nothins of this sort had been done for
decades. Yet the response surprised evorybody. Clearly, a substontial section
of the women's movement, broadly speaking, the socialist feminist current, saw
the mecd for a labour movement orientation and rcsponded positively to launch-
ing a campaign which would co-ordinate the work of existing groups and cstab-
lish a link, dialogue and common action between the women's movement and the
labour movement.

One of the first things Fightback did as a campaign was to put out a leaflet
'Calling all Women' to mobilisc women for the TUC day of action on May 14 of
thet year. The purpose being to declare that since women were ( and still are)
in the front line for attacks from the Tories - we in Fightback must make sure
that women are in the front line in the overall fightbasgk against the Tories.
4slo, for the locrl and national marches, Fightback put out a leaflet ( the
open letter against sexist slogans) criticising the use of sexist slogans by
trade unionists azainst Thatcher. The lenflet explained why, and was part of a
campaign pursued ever since by Fightback, to make the labour movement habitable
for women.

This le. flet was harshly criticised particularly by trade union bureaucrats
(and ILrthur Scargill) but also by some sections of the left, on the grounds
that these sorts of slogans were simply & bit of fun ( for the men) and senuinely
showed how disgusted they were at the Tories., But that argument gave Fightback
acgood opportunity to show just how discriminatory ngainst women trade unions
are, and has resulted in campaigns on union democragy, for positive discrimina-
tion, provision of creche facilitics ah meetings, meetings held in work—time so
that women can attend etc.

Women's Fightback was always conceived of as a campaign - a campaign that would
be based on local groups, which need mot necessorily be Fightback arouns; they
could be LP women's scctions or existing women's grouns affiliated to the
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national campaign (that meant they would teke the paper to sell and have
delegates to Fightback bodies). It was conceived of as a broad camprign that
did not opcrate as the women's section of Workers' Action. Though obviously,
we ﬁSEZd to recruit women to the organisation, that was not its only purpose.
All WA women were expected to be members of Fighthack and to be the driving
political force, best organisers and so on, but it was clear from the start
that not all members of Fightback would be potential members of a revolutionary
organisation. It was considered important to form such a broad-—based campaign
because there was a genuine need (amply displayed by the response to the first
conference) for it in the unions in terms of establishing a womens' right to wo
work, and the basic right of women to bd included in what was then, and still
is, a male dominated political arena. There can be no revolution with half

of humanity‘excludedéfrom the molitiocal organisations of the working class,

and that doesn't just mean the revolutionary organisations - it means the
Laboub Party and the trade unions too. :

The second Fightback conference was the policy meking one, held in June 1980,
That was where the poiicy as printed in the paper Was decided. The conference
voted for a policy based on direct action, solidarity as women and workers, and
for maximum mobilisation for. all actions against the capitalist system that
exploits and opprsses us. This was adopted in favour of a policy put by WP
which consistes of their full programme, effectively putting an ultimatim on
the women at the conference to agree with their polities or push off. The
Fightback policy was also adopted in favour of a policy put by the IMG which
wanted rcforences to capitalism and criticism of TU leaders excluded on the
grounds that they mizht alienate the mass of women, This conference was not:
as big as the first onc conmsisting of around 200 women, but did reflect a
greater committment to the campaign on the part of the women who were therd.
That was where the decision for a regular monthly paper was taken and the
first Stecring Committee elected. (which included the 3 women who are writing
this document) - '

The major foous of the Fightback campaign was agreced as being to defend and
fight for a women's right to work - by highlighting the threat to maternity
rights in the Employment Bill Prior's), by arguing against any attempts to
push women or part-timers out first, and by educating the labour movement as
to why women's right to work is central to women being able to funetion as
equals in all arcas of scecidl and politieal life. MNotions werc also carried
pledging to fight all outs ~ and rate rises, and a lobby of the TUCG was
planned and carried out in the autum. It was also a successfuk confercnce
in that it brought together forces from the labour movement and the women's
movement who would not normally meet and discuss policy.

1980 was also the yearthat Labour Party Women's Conference started to dramatica -
ally incrcase in size. And Fightback was there. In fact Women's Fighthack ahd
started oPfganising for a women's voice to be heard in the LP before the CLPD
decided to set up the CLPD Women's Action Committee, a campaign to win constit-
utional changes in favour of women in the LP. Fightback's role in the recent
battles at women's conference and at national LP conference is broadly recog-
nisedend has provided us withhuge possibilities in the LP of leading the LP
women'sorganisation. Fightback has held two conferences for women in the LP.
The first was a huge success, with the organisational backgroundwork being
laid for resolutions and campaigns to get representation for women in the LP.
The conference was also important as the discussion in the workshoos at the
conference produced 'our' demands, they were formulated on the basis of the
experience of the women at the conference. Afterwards Fightback drew up a
document outlining our programme of demands and this was circulated to women's
sections all over the csuntry, and in many cascs acted on.

The second conference, held in November last yoar was & flop with attendence of
only around 40 women. It was hardly built for and poorly advertised and undoubt-
edly the LP Women's Organisation hes received a demoralising setback as it made
no headway at all at this year 'sannualLP conference. A kinder assessment is
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He also sqys tpat ?he papcer needs to be made more attractive to working class
women, bhe implication being that very little is now. ﬂ

Since when have campaigns against deportations and immigration controls

againgt rent and rate rises, for democracy in the labour movrient, for nésitive
discrimination in favour of women, against Toxic Shock Syndrome and taﬁpon—
related discases, against the monopolies that control nroduction of tranquillis~
ers that cxclude women from social life, lot alon political activity, against
d?scriminatory benefits, for child-care facilities under our control, fgr abor-
tion and contraccption, against hospital closures and cuts against rape and
violence against women, for a woman's right to a decent job, against sexual
harrassment at work and loads more... since when have these campaigns not

been in accordance with WSL political positions? And since when have these

not becn issues thatdo not concern , or are not attractive to working class
women?

It hos also been apparent that ¥SL members have shown a marked reluctance to
write articleswhich would presumably put the nolitical nositions Cunliffe

declares have been missing. Despite repated requets for contributions and reports
of what's going on in their arcas very few have responded, and when they hav e,
have generalyy managed to miss deadlines. Articles for Fightback do not have

to be long, in fact its better if they're short; reports can be sent in on

what your women's sections doing, what cuts arc being made and how they're being
fought, , short interviews with women in local campaigns, what the local council's
doing, all sorts of things -~ the paper would be vastly improved if there was more
feedback,

Bhere has not been sufficient emphasis recently on women's economic strugcles
in the paper, when they're there, they're usually on the back page. ind that's
something the WSL women who work on the paper consistently fight on (if RL
had her way there would be even fewer) but, again, we must have the reports we
can't do them all in London.

There has been criticism of Fightback for being too'feminist'. That would seem
to mean that there are too many articles on issues not directly to do with the
labour movement. But, consider, the labour movement has a tendency not to
discuss or publish material on women's history or culture or sexuality - that's
one of the things we're trying to change. But who does discuss these issues?
The women's movement. Does that mean therefore that working class women cannot
be interested in discussing these issues too? Of course not., In fact, working
class women probably have a greater interest in discussing and confronting rape
ancd violence against women than middle class women. '

The paper was never meant to reflect the WSL line. If it was, Fightback

would never have been set up in the first place -~ it would not be a broad-~based
group - it would be, or have been, the pure, sterile shell that WP intended it
to be at the first policy-making conference. It is a peper for reports, analysis,
dicussion, controversy, reviews, intcrnational solidarity and carrying the
policy of Women's Fightback a lot of which is also ours - .a live paper,; and

we should write for it in that spirit. We don't only raise our politics by
writing articles though, w e should also do it by strugmling alongside

women on the ground, raising our demands in the course of strugsle.

What the paper lacks, we can correct, but only if we decide to commit ourselves
as a whole organisation to the camapaign. We can't just insert things, where
the paper is being produced at the last minute, it is no solution, and is also
the method of RL who is now profoundly hostile to our organisation and who will
have to be challenged from a position of strength. We must build that position
of strength, by building Fightback, not by running away from it.

Parkinson and Fraser
January 1983.






