League for Socialist Action/
Ligue Socialiste Ouvriere

Discussion Bulletin 1972-73
Contents

SUBMISSION TO THE 1973 LSA/LSO CONVENTION ON

WOMEN'S LIBERATION

A COUNTER DOCUMENT

By Pat Schulz, Toronto Local, East Branch

Number 32 March 11, 1973 70 Cents

For Internal Circulation Only



SUBMI'SSION TO THE 1973 LSA/LSO CONVENTION ON WOMFN'S
LIBERATION -- A COUNTER DOCUMENT k

e P.C, Praft 3esolution on ‘lomen's Liberation datcd
Cctoler 22, 1972, is totally inacequate, in my opinion.
for scveral rcasons, First, it does not factually assces
anl cvaluatc our past experiences. In the two years since
our last convention we have allotted considerable personnel
and political priority to women's liberation work and it
is imperative that we realistically examine our efforts .
and our achievements. In the one instance where leading
comrades: attempt-to-assess one of our projects, in the

TWC document, I-disaqree with that assessment.

Secondly the P.C. document fails in any way to prepare
our forces for intervention in any areas of women's li-
beration work other than abortion. Day care and on the
job issues are not assessed as to existing activity,
programmatic questions, organizational forms, etc. There
i1s a listing of demands on pages 8 and 9 of the P.C. docu-
ment plus a page on Quebec women that includes some material
on their role in the mass strikes. But on day care, no
analysis; and on women at work in English Canada, no analysis,

Thirdly the document deals only with the positive attri-
butes of the abortion issue - there is no balanced assess-
ment of the advantages and.disadvantages of abortion as
an issue, and single issue mass action coalitions as an
organizational form. Much of the motivation for aborticn
work is based on false premises.

This document will provide some of this missing mater:al,
refute some assessments and motivations, and criticize Lome
of our past activities. It will be organized as follows:

1. Considerations determining the importance of aboxrtion
work relative .to other issues of women's liberation, and
single issue mass action coalitions relative to other organi-
zational forms, '

2. Outline of our past experiences with abortion
work; (a) in the coalition, (b) on campus in a co-lition and
in wemen's studies, (c) an attempt to e¥prain our limited
results,

3. Labour Challenge's coverage of, Vlomen's Liberation
over three years, : :

4, Coﬁmenfary on the TWC document.
5. The RCT 'position
6. Conclusions

This document does not contain an examiration of day care
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as an issue. I hope to write such an examination shortly.

1. Considerations Determining the Importance of Abortion
Work Relative to Other Issues of Women's Liberation.

The P,C., document cites a number. of reasons for the primacy
of the abortion issue. I shall list each one, and comment
on it, Page numbers following each quotation refer to the
amended P.C. document.

(a) "...abortion law repeal is the issue capable of
mobilizing masses of Canadian women in action,.."
(page 12) Where is the proof for this supposed

statement of “act? To date we have seen mass sentiment

in favour of abortion law repeal as evidenced by the

success of the petition and the referenda on campuses,

Comrade Linda B. in a conversation with me defined a mass

movement as mass sentiment which takes on some organizational

character - so by her definition we have a mass movement.

I would define mass movement at this time to mean a mass

sentiment which permeates the population so profoundly that

it is expressed in actions and organizations that qo beyond
the intervention of our forces, limited as they are.

For example, I would consider the anti-war movement in the

United States to be a mass movement. While we provided

both the political and organizational leadership, that

movement de2loped, on campuses, in the army and in the
moratorium phenomenon, an expression far beyond the inter-
vention of our limited forces. By that definition we do
not have here a mass movement for repeal of the abortion
laws, The P,C. document concurs: "But the organized
campaign is not yet a mass movment in size. The coalitions
in Quebec and English Canada still include a relatively

narrow range of forces." (page 15)

That raises a related question - what is the support
for the coalitions? I would agreé with the P.C. statement
above on that question. We can muster at best a few hundred
persons to any given conference or demonstration and
then only after a considerable campaign and the involve-
ment of all our own forces in the action. In addition
the coalition has a very narrow organizational base and the
bulk of the day-to-day work is carried by our comrades,

I disagree with the claim that we have "a large
movement" (page 14) or that the two coalitions are "concrete
proof that women can unite in struggle and that they can
build a powerful movement when they do so." (page 15

What is clearly required is a factual report of the
state of the abortion coalitions, outlining membership,
mailing lists, attendance at demonstrations and meetings,
financial support, day-to-day work and the degree to which
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our comrades are involved in each instance. See section 2(a)
of this document or this material. -

.. Certainly I would contend -that the case has not
been made to date that "abortion law repeal is the issue
capable of mobilizing masses of Canadian women in action",
This statement therefore is a prediction of the future
possibiljties -of the abortion issue and the coalition as
an organizational form. What are the document's bases for
this prediction?

(b) ©""Mass action coalitions-around sinqle issues are

the key organizational form for drawing broad numbers of
women _into struggle" (page 9) T

Why is this the case? Surely the union movenent has in

the past two years drawn far more women into struggle than
the abortion issue. Usually they fought around demands

that struck at particular issues of job discrimination- -

and womenfs low paid position in the work force. The P.C,
document points out on page 3 that 60% of the 200,000 public
‘workers-involved in the massive strikes in Quebec were women,
That's 120,000 womenh, comrades, drawn into struqgle

through another organizational form. If the strike or
union form of struggle, with attendant meetings, picketing
and other support activity were inherently inferior to
single -issue mass action coalition work, the union form

of organization could then he properly downplayed. -But what
Marxist can seriously suggest this, since women workers'
consciougsness of job discrimination, property rights,

'the role of the state, courts and police are all

raised,at least to some extent, through union organi-
zation and struggle. In add.tion women gain some insight
into the role of union bureaucrats and some feeling of

their own strength., Women workers stand at the key
economic-communication-education nerve centers of modern
capitalism. Surely then we must concede that this

union mode of struggle is by no means trivial or secondary.
It is’worth noting that the percentage of union members

who are women is rising. In 1962 it was 16.4%. In 1969 it
was 21,2%. 18.7% of all women workers are union members,

<42 . OnTthe University of Toronto more students have been
drawn into struggle around a co-operative day care organi-
zation than around abortion coalitions, The day care’
struggle there has involved a sit-in and more recently.an
occupation lasting many months., The organizational form
here limits participation generally to students on this
campus, Because mdst day care struggles are directed
against universities or municipalities, they are limited

ol
- -

1, Data supplied by the. Ontario Government's Women's Bureau.
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to members of these communities and are not coalitions as
we use the term.

Perhaps what is really meant by "key organizational
form" is that single issue mass action coalitions are the
form which most facilitates our intervention. We choose
the issue, the program, the organizational form, the activi-
ty level etc, But this form has certain disadvantages, not
intrinsic to: the form but dependent on the particular
circumstances, Where, as in the abortion coalition,
the other forces are meagre, we have to carry the burden
of maintaining the cozlition organizationally. This is
a very serious drain on the movement, limiting our inter-
vention politically both on this issue and on other issues.
We may then also find that the impact of the group on
women generally is limited, our influence in the feminist
movement not extensive, and the number of women in the
coalition whom we can educate and recruit very small.

Where the coalition is very bhroad, our political inter-
vention is facilitated, since all our forces are not tied
up in organizational work. 3

Intervening in already existing organizations such as
unions or day care committees, poses a different set of
problems. We have teo. take: the situations as they develop,
around,issues not-of our chc-sing, at what may be a low
political level and in organizational forms that may limit
our participation, But there is one very basic advan-
tage to.these organizational forms. Already existing
struggles involve women (arid men) already committed to a
fight around what is for them an important issue. That
means we have an audience and some orgdanizational support.

We have to mecet these people at their level, work out with
them the most ceffective strategy for that particular struggle
and then try to implement the strategy. 1In that process

we will hopefully assist that particular strugaqle, generalize
and politicize it, make some connections and put down

some roots in the outside world, develop a periphery for

the Trotskyist movement (perhaps even recruit some

members), circulate our press, and develop some skills in
intervening 1.1 struqggles not structured by ourselves.

(c) A coalition unites women around a sinqgle issue, If they
disagree on .other feminist issues they can still become
involved in the feminist struaale. (paqe 9)

Of course day.care.and on the job 'struggles do exactly

"the 'same thing. On the other hand, the task of revolu-
tionaries is to raise consciousness; that is to assist

in the process. of generalization in which opposition to

the ‘status guo on one issue, becomes opposition on many

issucs and finally becomes opposition to the system as.a
whole. .In women's liberation, that means taking consciousness

-
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around a single issue, generalizing it to consciousness

on women'’s oppression as -a whole, all the while linking

it up to other struggles of the working class, ‘and putting
forward a socialist analysis and programme in order to
develop rounded revolutionary Marxist consciousness.

In our attempts to give the movement a "struggle" perspec-
tive we seem to have reversed the process and to be

saying "forget Women's Liberation as a whole; the key
strugglc - the only struggle is abortion."

The original P.C. document said on page 23 "Abortion
is not just one issue among many. Without contral of her
body, ‘womagn is-1ittle more than a slave..."(my -~phasis).
This was changed in ‘the amended version to read on page
25 ",..the abortion struggle is not in competition with
other struaales of women. Women will struqale around many
questions and_revolutionaries support all actions of
- women for their rights." I agree with the amended version
but the amendments are not sufficiently far reaching. While
the document pays lip service to ~ther issues the reality
is that in the past year (1972) almost all our women's
liberation work has been around the abortion issue. (I will
deal with this in more detail in the section of this
document dealing with Labor Challenge coverage and TWC,)

The ratio in terms of woman-hours of abortion work relative
to other areas is, I would speculate in Toronto,about 100
to 1. And while Toronto (for example) is now assigning
women to other areas of women's liberation work, the U, of
T. comrades have once again been instructed to form an
Abortion Action Committee on campus. We have not taken
women concerned with a single issue and broadened their

~ view. We have reversed this process.

. We have done so on the grounds of developing a
struggle perspective and obviously a strugqle perspective
has to be concretized. (It is noteworthy that the 35,000
women demonstration in New York in December 1970 was multi-
issue and that the Women's Place newsletter is urging all
organizations and individuals to participate in a multi-
issue rally at city hall on March 8, International Women's
Day). We cannot carry a strugqle type campaiqn for
women's liberation in general. But struqggles can be waged
around a number of demands, including at times day care and
on the job issues. Concretizing a struggle around a single
issue should not mean narrowing women's liberation to
abortion exclusively and either explicitly belittling
other issues or intervening in other struggles only or pri-
marily to raise abortion.

Secondly many women come to women'’s liberation not
on a single issue but around a more general development
of consciousness., This general interest in women's
oppression is attested to by the circulation of the vast



amounts c“ literature referred to in paragraph 2 of the P.C,
document. How do we meet and mobilize these women? I would
suggest by our involvement in the existing women's liberation
groups such as the Women's Centre and Women's Studies Courses.
Toronto Women*s Caucus was an important experience for

our movement in this area with which I will deal later

in the document; it was an experience in which we

mobilized women in demonstrations around a number of

issues, as well as utilizing the opportunity for education
and propaganda.

(d) "Lack of control of her own reproductive processes is
so_fundamenta’ to her oppression in all areas" (page 10),
Comrade Angus ..n.her Reply to the RCT puts it another way.
"The repeal campaign is based on an objective need of
virtually every woman." (pbage 12) On the one hand it is
impossible to imagine a woman who at some time has not
worried about the possibility of an unwanted preqgnancy.

On the other hand, many women, particularly since the advent
of the pill, and the increased availability of abortion
and sterilization, do not feel that unwanted preqnancy

is an emnipresent problem. My experience in an office
where ages ranged from ° to 30, was that many women
seemed to feel they had this problem under control. Some
of them took subs to the Velvet Fist and came out
occasionally to meetings of TWC but they saw abortion as

a secondary question not affecting them personally. Job
inequalities, on the other hand, affect almost all women
at some point in their lives and many women for most of
their‘lives. The day care Issue is a long term problem
for thousands of parents-where both-parents work or would
like to work if day care availability gave them the option.
In Ontario alone during 1970 there were 135,000 children
under six whose mothers worked: at the same time there
were less than 10,000 places in full day care, private and
municipal.* So while lack of control of her repro-
ductive processes is both oppressive to women and an excuse
for oppression on the "~b and at school, for many women
day care and on the job issues are more long-term constant
problems,

In addition, High School teachers in the movement
have pointed cut that birth control is far more relevant
to high schools than is abortion (probably because students
lacking sexual experience would look to prevention and
pregnant women ysually leave school) and while general
women's liberation groups are tolerated, abortion groups
would probably be impossible. :

1., Information supplied by the Ontario Day Nurseries Branch,
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(¢) "Abortion (is) the key struqqle of the feminist
movement at this time". (page 10) Throughout our
movement abortion has been characterized as a "struggle”
issue while other issues arec not. The TWC document refers
to the controversy in the TWC as a "drift away from
action an’ toward inward-turned armchair feminism"

(page 7) and as a question of "mass action or personal
liberation". (page 9) As I point out in my comments
on thc TWC experience this is not the case., The issue
there was abortion exclusively or a broader perspective
for women's liberation. Is abortion the only struggle
issue? .

Both day,care and abortion are issues which some tenc-
enci.c. within the women's liberation movement have tried
to solve on a self-help basis. Both abortion referral
work and co-op day care centres have absorbed the
energies of ‘many women and no doubt diverted some of
them-from a struggle perspective. Only the equal pay for
equal work issue has no self-help aspect. But both abortion
and day care can also have a struggle perspcective - abortion
around recpeal of the laws and day care around demands for
its provision by the state, company and university. _
I will deal with the day care issue in a later document,

Af) "Scientifically this control (of her own reproductive
processes) is now within reach, blocked only by reactionary
laws". (paqge 10)

The basis for restriction on abortions is very clearly
ideological, that is it rests on the philosophical propo-
sition that women are inferior as a sex, The issue poses
clearly two concepts - that 'a woman's right to determine

the direction and quality of her life is more important

than the existence of a foetus and that a woman should

have the right {to free sexual expression without

reprisal. This issue, which could be substintially resolved
by the simple enactment of a law taking abortion out of

. the Criminal Code, -most clearly expresses the ideoloqy

" or bald "philosophical" rationale underlying the oppression
of women - the idea that they are inferior. This issue
therefore probably cuts across class lines more than day Y
care or on the job issues. This is not to say that abortion
is not a working class issue as some women's liberationists
do. Cleaxly abortion is less available to-working class
women than to middle class women. But the ideoloqical
implications ‘of .abortion ‘make it an issue more likely to
attract middle class women than day care or on the job
struggles. It also attracts women who have more time to par-
ticipate in political activity than the day care issue does.,

Day care alzo qgenerates some ideological opposition
(there are 3till people who belicve children should be
looked after by mothere in homes) but the main block to
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day care is _economic. Parents can't find it or afford

it and subsidization is opposed on the false grounds
either that the nuclear family should bear the respon-
sibility or that no money is available. Thus cither
working class children get inferior care while their
parents work or women providing day care in their homes
are underpaid - another example of the super-exploitation
of working class women. t

The equal pay for equal work issue and equal
opportunity for education and jobs aqgain runs into strong
undercurrents of ideological opposition (women don't
"need" as much money as men or aren't as committed to the
job or aren't as capable of absorbing abstract ideas etc,)
but.again the basic problem is economic. But are issues
that have heavy economic¢ content,.that relate directly to
the class structure of our society, as well as having
ideological implications, necessarily inferior to purely
ideological issues? The day care question profoundly
poses the whole question of social priorities in our
society and the socialist concept of society's
responsibility for children. The free twenty-four day care
demand challenges the whole basis of the nuclear family,
The issue of cqual pay and opportunity brings women into
a 'struggle against the boss and the trade union bureau-
cracy and in an alliance with the more militant trade |
unionists. Flowing from this the white collar trade
union organiz: campaign now finally getting off the
ground in Toronto i~ a very important development in which
we must become invo ved.

(g). "The ruling class and its supporters have chosch to make
abortion the issué around which to push back the entire
feminist struggle."” (page 10)

The recent U.%, Supreme Court decision certainly dis-
proves this, While that decision is a victory that is
neither total nor directly and immediately applicable to
.Canada, it is certainly substantial. Furthermore it was
won without “lc t.e 37 nassive campaign we had predicted
would be necessary to win this fundamental right., "The
only way this victory will be won is by the combined efforts
of masses of women in a united campaiqn. There are no shorter
ways of winning," (Comrade Angus in her Reply to the RCT, pg.l3),
First, Right to Life organized a campaiqgn that at times'
exceeded ours in size., The picture projected by some.com-
racdes of a bourgeoisie frightened by massive social unrest,
which included a rapidiy expanding movement on abortion, is
unreal, The Nixon government just won a sweeping electoral
victory., It has just pulled oif a major political coup in
Vietnam, An anti-warprr - ~.nn many times as large as the abor-
tion movement, lasting rfor many years, with an impact felt
in all layers of American society, only partially won its
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demands, We cannot then explain the abortion victory
solely in tcerms of Nixon's fear of protest. Certainly
the campaign had substantial effect on public opininn and
ne doubt somc offect oan the decision, but as an armanized
mass-action pressure Agrnup it was scarcely off the
ground. :

The explanatinn of the g wvernment's action, ‘or
at least that of its more astutc and far sighted com-
ponents, must alsn lic both in its asscssment of the
importance of the issuce, (that is the compatibility of
freely available abortion in the U.S. context with the
maintcnance of sexual oppression and capitalism), and in
its concern about risin-q unemployment and risinq costs
of welfare,  housing, health and cducatisn. Tn illustrate
this latter.point, I would citc the Report of the
Commission cn Population and the American. Future, set up
by thc Presidentland Conqgress and chaircd by John D.
Rockefeller 3rxd. It stated "After two years of concen-
trated cffort, we have concludcd that, in the lonq run,
no substantial benefits will result from further agrowth
of the Nation's population, rather that the gradual
stabilization of our population through voluntary means
would contribute siqnificantly to the Nation's ability
to sclve its problems. We have looked for, and have not
found, any convincing economic arqument for continued
population growth. The health of our country does not
depend on it, nor docs the vitality of business nor the
welfare of the averare person...(and) population qrowth
of the maqnitude we have cxperienced since WWII has multi-
plied and intensified many of our domestic problcms,, . "
(page 8). Their concretc recommendations included the
following: "Present statc laws restricting abortion be
liberalized alonqg the lines of the New York State statute
«.o"; that "funds for abortion services" be provided by
the appropriate governments and that abortion costs
be includcd in health plans. They estimated that if the
New York law were applicable across the nation the birth
rate would decline by 1.5 per 1,000 in the first year,

The point of this is to refute the suqrestion
that it was our campaign-and our campaign alone that
achieved this victory. If that is not our line, why
do articles on this development in our press, not mention
other factors. Arothor country in which these population
control factors cut across repressive ideolony is Japan
whcre abortion is freely available and women clearly

1. Dated March 25, 1972 and available in the Queen's
Park Lenislative Library.
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remain terribly oppresscd. (The summer 1972 issuc of
Spokeswoman carried an item on Japancse cabinet discussions
to partially restrict abortion).

But the U.S., Supreme Court decision creatces a need
for rcassessment for another reason. We chose abortion as
the major fo.us of our women's liberation work not only
because the issuec per se is important but because we
thought it would project masses of women into strunnle
against the state. Had that happened and had we then
won a victory, the lesson would be clear. Only throuqh
mass strugglc aqgainst thc state can women win major
victorics. But since this major victory was won without
that type of mass struqnqle, surely the conclusion for
many womcn active in women's liberation work will be:
we can win victorics through educational campainns,
through bourccois courts, through influcncing the exist-
ing capitalist parties. That mass action is not necessary
may well be th~ir conclusion.

Further it could crcate reformist illusions inside
our own party. If such a fundamcntal tool of oppression
as restrictive abortion laws can be overturned by a
campaign of this type, does it not logically follow that
other profoundly oppressive aspects of capitalism can be
easily changed, by relatively short-term and small
campaigns? We must look at thesc other factors.

I am not opposed to victories. I welcome the Supreme
Court decision as any feminist is bound to do. I think
the victory poscs the necessity of re-cxamining our
characterization of thc¢ abortion issue. Its transitional
character is now called into question. Furthermore it
requires us to cxamine the task of revolutionaries, 1Is
it to almast sinqle handedly take on the struqqle for
abortion law rcpeal - a reform that in the U.S, did not
launch masses of womcn into struggle? Or is it to parti-
cipate with other women in struqqle on a number of issucs,
no doubt winning some victories but the totality of which
can be gained only in a socialist society?

Conclusions on the limitations of abortion law repcal
coalitions. :

Abortion law repeal has not mobilized a mass
movement and may be granted before it ever does. It has wide-
spread sentiment behind it and little orqganizational steam
apart from oursclves. We have put cnormous organizational
work into it and in practice stresscd it to the point of
denying the validityiof other issues. We are conscquently
rclatively isolated from women's liberationists working
in other arcas., Aborti:~ 1s not the only struqgqle issue,
Single issue campainns, where we have to carry the bulk
of the ormanization, enable us to pick up some women on the
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one issuc Lut inhibit our generalizing on our oppression,

These cexclusive campaiqns cut us off from women who are
intercsted in other aspects of ‘women's liberation, Lack

of contro} of ‘one%s body is not "the fundamental factor"

in women’s opnzession as the original P,.C. document sujgests,
Childcazre and on the Job factors are at. least as important,
Ideologizal issues are not per se superior to issues with

a heavy cconoiaic content and single issue "mass action" o
drganina o, ad: nos necessarily.the bestoorganizational form,

Iy jencue! ounded conclusions will -be found in
Section ¢ or +h

S decumnent.  Before drawinqg those conclu-

sicns I wilil crzalne our work on abortion, our press
coveranc, “C erperience and the RCT position.
2(a, ‘Abo.ion Coalition Work

A chronciogical outline of our work on abortion with numbers
:70lved whezc I have fiqures follows: :

May 70 .. Abortion caravan - one comrade involved in
dctual caravan - we played role in organizing
rallies in some cities. Final rally in Ottawa
S5C0, wemen, g

June’70 - TWC founded

Nov.'70 - Saskatoon Conference

Feb,.!71 _ Ottawa demonstration of 350 plus solidarity

T actions elsewhere

May 7] Cross country demonstrations, 7 cities involved

from 20 women in Saskatoon to 250 in Vancouver,

1 Ontario coalition founded

! Cross country demonstrations

Feb. 172 Ottawa injunction case - small demonstrations

*T2 Spokeswoman founded y

"2  Winnipeq conference, 250 women, Canadian

.+ -nalition founded...-.: - -

Mav -, ~03S “ountry demonstrations

Oct. *72  Rally around election campaign

In addition cie coalition carried a petition campaign that
got 93,500 zignitures and campus comrades organized referenda
on scveral. carsiises. A c-oss Canada conference is projected
for this March.

Since Cztober '7i1.the maintenance of the abortion
coalition has Leen our primary work in Toronto in women's
liberaticn, The activities of the coalition have been
outlined abzve., The orcarization of the Canadian and
Ontario orfice wil: now be examined.

.CTe 1S ain active mailing list of 300 to 400, including
organizations, Between 20 and 50 of these women are prepared
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to do somc work when asked. Attendance at the weekly
meetings fluctuates from 20 to 40 when a major project is
on to 15 to 20 in periods of relative inactivity. Five to
ten women are rcjularly around the office - that is they
may come in o.ce a week to work. The women who come around
the coalition are feminists before they meet us, who essen-
tially come to the coalition becausc it gives them a chance
to act on their ideas. Two organizations have been consis-
tently represented and given support, the YWCA and the United
Church. Women around the Status of Women Committec remain
in contact also. Turnover among the women is heavy in
terms of level of activity but contacts tend to consis-
tently show up at conferences and demonstrations.

Activitics that Ao beyond the coalition throuqh these
supporting qgroups include their mailing some coalition material
to 2-3,000 women, circulation of the petition, frce facilities
for meetings, and the setting up of meetings for our speakers,
(appro§imately 12 meetings for the YWCA and 6 for the United
Church).

The Spokcswoman has come out three times, an April May
1972 issue ipress run 4,000 approximately), a summer issue

(5,000) and then a February '73 issue (3,000). They were
eight, twelve and four panes respectively. The paper pays
for itself, all copies are sold, and the sub base is 300,

It is now projected as a mobilizer to come out as a builder
of a conference or demonstration rather than as a periodical,

The group is financially sustained through donations:.
from organizations; the United Church has given nearly $1,000
and is considering another$l,000, nnd tha YWCA has given
about $100. ‘As well, individual women make substantial
donations. In the last 10 months the group has raised and
spent $5,C00, of which approximately $1,000 came from
literature sales and the Spokeswoman. Tours are self-
sustained; major expenses are telephone, salarics, office
supplies, publicity for activities, ctc. Rent is free.

What do we put into the qroup? For most of the past
year two comrades worked full time for the coalition (one
paid, one unpaid). The paid comrade is owed about $700 in
back pay. At present due to the upcoming conference four
comrades are there fulltime; two paid and two unpaid., Nine
comrades have major assignments to the area. Six to eiqht
comrades attend the weekly meetings when they are small;
ten to fifteen when they are larger.

During periods of intense activity a League or
Youth full timer spends considerable time on the coalition;
and one full time leanue comrade puts out all leaflets and
posters. Almost all the work on thec Spokeswoman is done by
comrades (league staffers with the exception of Comrade L.




-

Angus) and about $300 is owed the movement for technical
work. A substantial portion of the attendance at any ‘
@ nference or demonstration is our comrades since branch
mobilizations arc called for these occasions.

In both branch and fraction me. tinqgs the criticism
has been made that the weekly meetings of the coalitiod lack
educational and political content. Comrades have stated
that it is impossible to bring contacts down because they
are so boring, even though the same contacts are willing
to comc to largc meetings of a political character or
to demonstrations. While therec have been consistent
reports that an educational program would be started,
onc comrade estimates there hayc been at the most ten
educationals in the past year and a half and the other
comrade estimates fiftcen to twenty. Among the topics
given were "Women and Sexuality" including the family,
"Right to Choose versus Population Control" as a reason
for abortion law repeal, the "Riqht to Life and the Catholic
Churct"; "the Suffranist Movemcnt", and"the Early Birth
Control Movement."

It would seem to me. that our organizational commit-
ment to this area, particularly in terms of full time
comrades working on an unpaid basis, is very heavy. We
are carryiny a major part of the ormanizational load -
with, I would sugaest, insufficient returns to warrant that
type of investment., ' '

For other sujgestions reqarding thec operation of the
coalition see Section .6, Conclusions.

2(b) U. of T. comrades experience in abortion work and
women's studies for the year 1971 - 1972

~In 1970 - 1971 comrades ornanized a U, of T. Womerls
Caucus. The following ycar, in line with the movement's
general policy, we formed instead the U. of T. Women for
Abortion Law Repeal.. Comrade K. Curtin led the Aroup with
one or two othcr comrades present at most meetings. Six to
cight activists attended hour-lonn weekly ormqanizational
meetings throughout the year. Because classes restricted
time in the day time and the women scemed not to be available
for eveninng meetinas, educationals were non-existent., We
had literature tables, (orqjanized by an independent) for at

1, Data was obtaincd from two comradcs, Rana-s in fiqures

usually represent differences in their estimates. Both
are lonq time activists in the coalition and supporters
of the orijyinal linc¢ or the amended line of the P;C,
document.
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least six weceks (3-4 times weekly) and we did petition

work in the dorms at least twice, We had the referendum
passed with a strong majority (69%) althounh we did very
little work around it because our comrades were tied up
with a crisis-in SAC elections. In spite of petitioning
and 1lit tables we not no one out to the Ottawa demonstration
except our hard core of activists. We held a debate with
an- anti-abarticn Catholic student and qot. out 50 people.

We debated Right to Life before a larae theolony class, We
tried to get a debate with-the new-left women over the
primacy of abortion but they wore not interested. We
didn't get'to know the abortion law repeal women well,
personally or politically. At least a couple of them were
socialists of sorts but the limitations of the issue and
the orcanizational form restricted us. None of “them came
around our movement,

We tried to raise the abortion issue in our Women's
Studies Courses but were not very successful. Two of us
(comrade K. Curtin and myself) were in a course "Women ‘in
the 20th Century", a1 d comrade Curtin was also takinqg a
"Women's History Course". The format for the 20th Century
course was infrequent larce asscmblics of 200 women and
weekly discussion qgroups of 15 to 20. The discussion qroup s
were led by new-left women, concerned with such educational
concepts - as salaries based on necd, team teaching, student
course duternination, student self-evaluation etc., as well
as women's liberation: The women in the course were largely
young, full time students, and quite unpolitical, By
Christmas some were still Unconvinced that women were really
oppressed and there was little discussion in the class
around methods of overcoming oppression. As comrade
Curtin cited in her youth documecnt, one student joined an'- .
abortion demonstration from a class of 20 and at the class~
ornanized Women's Festival there were no displays from
women's groups.-because thc new left teachers wished to avoid
a conflict atmosphere. 1In spite of a hard fight we lost ;
this vote. There was an abortion workshop at the festival
at which five comrades failed to convince the five non-
comrades of ‘the primacy of abortion work. They anqreed it
was important, but not primary. We cot no contacts from
this experience although one YS sub was sold and rencwed.

We became known as women's liberationists on campus but no

specific gains were made. Fxpcriences elscwhere do not always
duplicate this experience; it would seem there is considerable -
heterogeneity in the courses. Comrades should examine the

youth documentation for a more rounded assessment.

I would urge, on the basis of my abortion aqroup
experience, the formation of women's liberation qroups on
campus. Comrade K, Alcock's comments in the Y.S. documenta--
tion on the experience with the Peterborouqh Women's Caucus
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seem to me to validate from that experience, the formatian
of .7eneral qroups.- The decision of the Toronto youth aroup
in the fall of '72 was to do that on U. of T. I do not
uncerstand the reversal of that decision in January '73.
Thé U.S. Supreme Court decision and .the coming March
conference justify 'a meetinn to publicize the decision,
an-abortion debate, and leaflet distribution about the
conference but tryina to rebuild a sterile abortion coali-
tion is ridiculous in my opinion,

2(c) An Attempt to Explain our Limitcd Results

The P.C, document attempts to explain on panes 15 and
16 the recason for the limited success of the abortion
campaisn., Comrade Anqus on pane 14 of her Reply to the RCT
sums up the problems as follows: the existence of non-
strugqgle perspectives in the feminist movement, the
abstention.and opposition of other feminists, the inter-
national opponents of the women's struaqle who have ‘fccussed
their attack on abortion, and the problem of educating
women to take ac¢tion in spite of their socialization to
passivity.

It seems to me that one characteristic of abortion
actions is ‘that they are frequently the opening aun in the
Women's Liberation struaqgle - this has hoon true in
France, Italy, Germany, the United States and Canada. The
issue enables a small layer of radicalized women to come
tonether and have a national impact. They seem to be able
to best maintain their activity when they have either a
particularly opprcssive situation or a chance of success.
Both provide a focus for abortion work. In France it was
the recent prosecution of a very younq woman for having an
illesal "abortion. In New York State it was repeal and then
retention of the libceralized law against.a very real-attack.

~ In Canada we have an odd situation. We have a- '
liberalized law which makes abortion relatively freely available
for some women, Let us first examine the number of abortions
across Canada. .

Year .Number of Therapcutic Therapeutic Abortions as a %
Abortions of live births :

1969 \uq;28 liberalized laws
came into effect - no
fiqures available since

number neqliqible 0.0%
1970 - 11,152 3.0%
1971 30,949 - . B.3%

1972 (Jan.to June) 18,801 10.1%
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Secondly these fiqures vary sharply from proYince to
province. In order of availability for 1971! they are:

B.C, 22,0%, Ontario 12.0%, Alberta 9.7%, Saskatchewan 4,6%,
Manitoba 4.5% Nova Scotia 4.5%, Prince Edward Island 2.0%,
Quebec 2,0%, New Brunswick 1.3%, and Newfoundland .6%.

The women for whom it is most freely available are precisely
those women we are trying to mobilize (urban,<better edu~
cated women), with Quebec beinq the exception to this rule.
Uof T is'a case in point. I have been approached by young
women as I sat at an abortion table who pointed out to me
that at the U of T medical clinic one can readily make arrange-
ments for an abortion. One can point out that the situa-
tion is totally different for women in Quebec or in rural
Canada but it is rather an abStract proposition when one is
trying to bring these urban women out on a demonstration.

Pelrine points out that as of Auqust 1970 of 453
hospitals in Canada, 120 had set up abortion boards. She
also points out that from July 1970 to June 1971, 4,437
Canadian women had abortions in New York State. The Minister
of Justice of Quebec estimates there were between 10,000
and 25,000 illegal abortions in Quebec in 1970, So I am not
suqggesting that abortions are freely available throuqhout
Canada. Even where the boards exist, they constitute an
enormous injustice and infringement on the riqhts of Canadian
women., I do think however that the relative availability
of abortion in Ennlish speakinqg urban centres undercuts
the potential of the issue to mobilize women, particularly
on campuses where I think a specific problem must exist
to get a substantial mobilization.

3. Press Coveraqge in Labor Challenne.

Onc of the arguments used to justify our almost total
absorption in abortion is our lack of forces. If this is
the real reason than surely our press which should reflect
our political priorities and not our orqanizational
priorities, would carry material on all phases of women's
liberation. In order to assess our coverage of the various
areas, I skimmed through ‘the. last thrce years af Labour
Challenge measuring column inches of coveraqe.

1. The appendix to E. Pelrine's Abortion in Canada, -Paperback
Edition. : : :

2. For comrades wishing to examine press coveraqje more
closely, I can produce the issue by issue breakdown
althouqh I did no paraqraph by paragraph breakdown of
articles that contained material on several issues.

I either lumped them in the general cateqory, or if
they dealt primarily with one issue, into the cateqory
for that issue.
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LABOUR CHALLENGE COVERAGE OF WOMEN'S LIBERATION

Numbers are column inches., Percentages are percentaqges of total coverane within that year.
The year 1972 is broken down into two parts because the coverage chanqged markedly in mid-
year. Coverare of the general strike in Quebec which invdlved 120,000 women is not
included.in these fiqurcs because the strike was not handled in our’press in a way that
stressed the involvement of women. The key demand of the strike, $100. weekly minimum
wane is a demand that would particularly appeal to women who are of coursc at the bottom
wane level. One photo in Labour Challenqge shows a picket si~n that says "Femmes a Nous
Aussi le $100,00" which would indicate that some strikers certainly saw the women's liber-
ation aspect of the strujggle. In another episode an exactly equal number (17 of each) of
men and women went to jail which ajain indicates that women's liberation was hinh in the
consciousness of the whole movement., Our coverane of that strike was well over 400 column
inches, and comrades should take that into account when they examine: these fiqures.

Year ibortion | Day Care "On the Job General or .

Multi-Issue

# % # 7 # .k # ' %

1970 358 45 nil nil nil .nil 431 55

1971 913 64 nil nil 34 e 477 34
1972

Jan-May 717 88 nil nil 8 1 87 11

June-Dec 287 26 39 4 T2 7 686 63
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The trend in these fiqures is quite clear. In the
period between January 1970 and May 1972 our coverane
of abortion consistently increased until it reached the
ridiculous heights of 88% of our women's liberation
coverage. At the same time our coverage of more neneral
topics of women's liberation steadily declined. This
category includes theoretical material, book reviews,
women in political action, etc. Our coverane on day care
and on the job issues was essentially nil. Comrades
may reply that that is because nothing was happeninn.
I would answer that on two levels - that if absolutely
nothing was happening we should have at lcast carried
some material on the existinag conditions - on the fact
of our oppression - on the need for somethina to happen.’
And secondly I would contend that some action did take
place. Bell did go out on strike, as did Texpack.
European abortion events were covered but what did we
say about working women's strugales in Britain? Con-
ferences did occur where women's condition both as to
equal pay, equal opportunity and day care were discussed.
I read about them in the Globe and Mail. These statis-
tics on press coverane clearly prove that abortion was
stressed in our movement to the almost total exclusion
of other issues. We didn't "support all actions of women
for their riqhts" as the P.C. document urges - we didn't
even give them press coverage.

And if this is the political level of our leadership,
its reflection in the ranks of the movement was even
cruder. Women "struqgqgled around abortion" or they were
"living room feminists", Day care was a "reformist" issue.
And comrades who put forward these formulations were not
corrected by the leaders of our women's liberation work.
These misconceptions were allowed to continue. The P.C,
document in spite of the amendments does very little to
clarify the question. ’

The coveraqe in the last six months of 1972 is an
improvement in that there is at least some substantial
coverage of general questions. In my opinion we have
also to cover the on-the-job and day care issues at every
opportunity.

4, The TWC ' .perience

I hope that some comr~~e more intimately involved in the
TWC situation will document accurately our experiences
there. However; until such a document is written, this
brief refutation of the document Toronto Women's Caucus:
\ Two Year Experience In A Cross City Women's Liberation
Group by comrades Anqus, Dineen and Robertson will have
to suffice.
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Cross-city women's liberation aroups have certain
characteristics and problems which should be noted.
Women .come to them with two aims in mind. Trey want to
better understand themselves and their oppression and
they want to find some way to chanqe their situation
although they probably have no idea as to methods. When
these groups are led by non-revolutionaries they run
into a2 number of problems, They may boq down in life
style experiments, the exclusionism of socialist women's
groups, or blaming men for their situation. Even
if these obvious pitfalls are avoided, it is next to
impossible for non-revolutionary leaderships to educate
women year after year as to the generality of their
oppression without disillusionment occurring. Further-
more some method of overcoming their oppression has
to be posed, but actions taken without an overall
revolutionary perspective seem isolated and futile. Multi-
issue women's liberation groups are viable on a lonqg
term basis only when we lead them.

We therefore played an extremely important role in
TWC., We not only founded it but we sustained it in
almost every sense. When I first attended the meetings
in the spring of 1971, there werc usually at least half
a dozen-comrades at each meeting. We often mave the edu-
cationals, sparked the discussion, volunteered for work,
etc., That is not to say the other women were unwilling
to become involved; that is to say they were politi-
cally and orqganizationally inexperienced. They needed
leadership, encouragement, and confidence and many of
them responded very positively to their experiences
in TWC. The turnover was larqe but there were a number
of women who stayed and took on responsibilities; the TWC
document statecs that eiqght of them were recruited to our
movement, '

According to the document, TWC began to decline in
the fall of 1971. (page 7). This was certainly not
our analysis at the time - in fact as late as February
and March of 1972 comrades considered the TWC to be
flourishing. When the debate opened up inside our move-
ment on the Velvet Fist proposals, comrades who opposed
dumping the Fist predicted that doing so would lonically
be followed by our withdrawal from TWC. This was denied
vehémently by comrades who supported the change. They
maintained at the time that the Velvet Fist discussion
would not result in an end to our intervention in TWC.
That comrades Angus, Dineen_.and Robertson now recoqnize
their error, is indicated on paqc 8 of their document.
"We quickly discovered that the debate was much broader
and inclusive than we had anticipated. Althouah the dis-
cussion formally centered around the proposal for the
paper, in fact this proposal was only a catalyst for full
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debate over the direction and priorities of the women's
movement, "

I can recall qoing to a TWC meeting after the Velvet
Fist discussion and finding forty women there, including
many new faces, I heard an educational on the matriarchy,
based on Reed and Engels and qiven by a woman I had not
previously met and heard an anti-war report from our dele-
gate to the VMC - aqain a woman I had not previously met,
I was very impressed and I mdde some comments on the branch
floor to thic effect. A male comrade, somewhat confused
by the obvious dichotomy between our position on the Fist,
our gradual withdrawal of comrades from the TWC and my
report, requested contradiction or confirmation of my
impressions; one of our women's liberation leaders con-
firmed that TWC was indeed flourishing!

TWC declined finally in my opinion, for two reasons;
our withdrawal of forces from it and our insistence before
our withdrawal that it confine its activity to abortion
work. Comments are made in the TWC document about the
re: -nse of these women to Comrade Anqus's proposals on
the Fist, Let us examine the position she put forward
in a paper to TWC at that time. It is clearly one in
which abortion and abortion only should occupy our
attention, "...we have become aware of the crucial role
that the issue of abortion law repeal is playing; it is
now apnarent to us that this is the vehicle that is
broadening the women's movement out into all sectors of
society,...this strugqgle has become the battleqround on
which women®s right to struanle for liberation is beinq
fought, this makes the struqgqgle for abortion law repeal
a front-line responsibility for every feminist...It is
now evicent that the route to that (future mass) movement
lies directly through tTe movement for abortion law
repeal..."(my emphasis)®., How does this line correspond
to the portion of the P.C. document that states "the
abortion struggle is not in competition with other struggles
of women. Women will strugqle around many questions and
revolutionaries support -all actions of women for their
rights.® [paqe 25?? The women in TWC did not oppose the
abortion campaign - they had worked on it throughout 1971
as the TWC document outlines. What they did oppose was
concentration on abortion to the exclusion of all other
issues which is what comrade Anqus's paper demanded. of them.
We had convinced them a periodical was important, even
crucial to their work and now we wanted them to give it
up. Now we said: qive it to the abortion movement because
abortion and .oniy abortion is valid. No wonder they balked.
And no worder as we withdrew our forces and failed to provide
any initlatives except in the direction of abortion, that
the group then and only then lost interest, became inactive
and finally folded. .t

1. The Next Step in the Evolution of the Velvet Flet, A
Discussion Paper, by Lis Anqus, panes 1 and 3
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The fact that the group could not survive without
us is sometimes pointed to as proof that it was not a
viable jgoup. How long would the Abortion Law Repeal
Coalition survive without us?. Comrades point out that
abortion work was a key part of TWC's activity - that
without it, it would have had no focus. Certainly at
that point in time, extensive activity around abortion
was key., But why could we not have set up the coalition
and functioned in both groups. Comrade Anqus points
out in her reply to the RCT that "the assignment of women
comrades to the abortion campaiqn has bcen quite modest
across the country; by no means are all women comrades
assigned to this work." (pame 15) So we could have
carried both arecas. We had in the TWC a very important
vehicle for mobilizinq support for the abortion coalition
- we uscd it for that purpose for several months. Why
give it up? Because we mechanically, schematically,
and artificially imposed our concept of a coalition on
the women's liberation movement to the exclusion of all
other orcanizational forms-and abortion to the exclusion
of all other issues, And by so doing we narrowed the
support for abortion work and isolated oursclves,

The TWC document points out that we recruited eight
comrades from our abortion work in TWC. .That is when our
abortion work was consistently accompanied.by a general
analysis of women's oppression in class society., That
kind of analysis only takes place in general women's
liberation qroup meetinqgs heavily populated by Marxists,

How many women ‘have we recruited from .our abortion
work in the coalition? 1In Toronto; one woman to the YS
who left again in a few weeks, one woman who was in per-
sonal touch with the movement, qot involved in abortion
work and then joincd the Leaque, and one close contact,
Why so few? Listen in fraction meetings to comrades!
complaints as to their inability to bring contacts to
coalition meetings because they arc without educational
or political content. We kecp rcesolving to inject this
content. But it is clear why it is so difficult. The
subject material is essentially limited to abortion - and
there's a 1limit to what you can say at weekly meetinqgs
about this topic. So the educational content is very
low, the attendance is low and the recruitment is low,
And if the Women's Place is a substitute for TWC, why
have we done so little work there? \

Recruitment is not of course our only reason for
intervention in women's liberation work. Comrade Anqus
is riqght on when she says in her reply to the RCT that
it is "formalistic nonsense to divide that task (the task
of building the feminist movement) from the task of
recruitment - we cannot do ecither_nreperly without doinqg
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both." It is my contention that in concentrating on
abortion work as we have, and in isolating ourselves
from other arecas of women's liberation work as we have,
we have failed to do either properly.

And what about giving up the Velvet Fist for the
Spokeswoman? Did this change bring us biq benefits?
First, at least the Velvet Fist came out! From September
1970 to the spring-of 1972 about 13 8-page issues were
produced, an average of one every two months. Since the
founding of Spokeswoman we have managed 3 issues in 10
months and the last issue is four pages, with a poster
occupying all of the back paje. The proposal is that
it become a mobilizer only. But what 'was projected in
the Velvet Fist debate was a periodical which not only
dealt with the abortion issue, but with other women's
liberation issues as well. I don't know what happened
to that proposal. I could speculate that an abortion
coalition can't put out a periodical because there is not
enough to say about abortion exclusively, and that it
can't become a feminist periodical because forces in
the coalition are not feminists, However I'm told that
the forces in the abortion coalition are feminists. So
why no feminist periodical from them? Let's hear that
argument, What we have lost is the Velvet Fist, which
carried considerable abortion material, was put out by
independent women in addition to ourselves and preovided
a vehicle for our propaganda.

When we pulled out of TWC we were abandoning one
of our most fruitful areas of work in terms of; experience
for our comrades, abortion repeal work, viable inter-
vention in other arcas of women's liberation as they
arose and recruitment to our movement. The TWC document
says our intervention in TWC was a model intervention;
it was very ‘raluable until we decided to abort the whole
process,

In one.sense, when we withdrew from TWC and faile
to carry a consistent co-ordinated intervention in :
the Women's Place and in the Women's Studies Courses and
when we gave up one of our major forms of intervention,
the Velvet Fist, we abdicated our responsibilities to
the women we had been reaching and left them to the mis-
leadership of non-Marxists. No one else would put forward
either our revolutionary analysis or our concept of mass
strategy. Withdrawing into the abortion coalition to
talk to women already committed to the issue was a real
turning inwards in terms of the rest of the feminist
movement,




23
5. The RCT Position

The RCT document, Feminism or Scientific Socialism
has been replied to by comrade L. \nqus but I would like
to interject some comments into that debate. First on
feminism. The tcrm accordinag to the Shorter Oxford
Dictionary of 1933 means "advocacy of the claims and
rights of women” and has been used in that sense since
1895, The American Heritaqc Dictionary of 1969-1970
(just to get the U.S. version) is a "doctrine that
advocates or dcmands for women the samo rights guaran-
teed men as in political or economic status", The second
definition is a "mov.ment in support of such a doctrine',
It thercfore scems to me that the tecrm encompasses both
a bourgeois and Marxist analysis and programme. Since
this debate is not simply terminological it would facili-
tate coming to grips with the underlying issues if we dealt
with them rather than with the term, g :

‘The main issue in debate, the ability of feminist
issues to mobilize non-working class women, is summed up
well in the quote from E. Reced given in comrade Anqus's
reply (page ) which states in part: "On the one hand,
women are united in their condition as an oppressed sex
and share a common nced to get rid of disabilities
inflicted upon them by malc-dominated capitalist society.
On the other hand, women are divided according to their
socio-economic status, which gives them diverqing and con-
flicting intercsts. Both aspcects must be taken into
account,.." But this is.not the typc of analysis that
takes place in either the P.C. document or the RCT docu-
ment. In the P.C. document's discussion of thc class
composition of the abortion coalitions, the emphasis is
totally on the capacity of thc feminist movement "to
reach out to all women, reqgardless of class, race, ctc,
and unite thcm in struqqle." The RCT attack on the term
feminism stems, in my opinion, on a mistaken emphasis in
the other direction. The valuc of feminism lies in its
capacity to affect women both from thc working class and
the petit-bourgeoisie. Certainly the possibility of in-
fluencing, mobilizing and recruiting workina class women
now and in pre~-revolutionary situations is far greater
because of their double opprcssion as women and workers
and their feminist awarcness of this doublec oppression,
Feminism will have a profound effect on working class women;
we have seen the beqinninns of this already in the trade
union movemcnt, It will also bring to the revolutionary
struggle now and later somc clements of the petit-bourgeoisie
and it will neutralizc othcrs from opposinag the revolution.
(Those comrades interested in examining the importance
of winning segments of the petit-bourgecoisie over to the
socialist revolution might well take a look at Trotsky's
Fascism, What It Is, How to Fight It.)
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Certainly the impact of feminism on working class
women is, in the long term, more important. At the
present time, it is my impression that more petit- -
bourgeoise women are involved in women's liberation than
their propoxtion in the population would warrant -
although I cannot document that impression. The heavy :
involvement of university women, given the class composis~ .-
tion of our universities would tend to confirm that. (Let
it also be noted however that TWC was primarily composed
of office workers, nurses, teachers etc., all members of
the working classs. The problem for us is to maintain
a balance, drawing in women wherever we can but with somec
emphasis in a working-class direction. For example, when
we look for support for the abortion coalition let us
make an cxtra effort to get trade union endorsttion and
involvement because it injects into the coalition, in
a small way, a class influence. I think the RCT position
stems also from a criticism of thc way in which we
build the coalitions, a criticism I share in part.

Secondly the attack of the RCT on feminism stems
from an assessment of its impact on the movement inter-
nally. (pages 4 and 5 of Feminism or Scientific Socialism).
What they say in thcse two large paragraphs is true (be-
ginning "“ven...fractions",) What they neglect to examine
is the positive effect of women's liberation on our move-
ment. Prior to the existence of the feminist movement our
party was primarily a male party. We understood that that
was a problem and we tried to overcome it, but obviously
the party reflected society, and our capacity to overcome
that reflection was limited. Women were not only few in
numbers, but tended to concentrate on organizational work,
seldom.intervened in debates, practically never wrote
documents, scldom served on the National Committee, and
disappeared when they had children. To inject a personal
note in this, in my early years in the party, I always
felt that the decisions of the revolution would somchow be
made by a group of older men, named Cannon, Dobbs, Weiss,
Kerry, Hansen and Dowson. When the barricades were erccted
I would be in the soup kitchen and I vaquely hoped that
after the revolution "they" would find time at some point
to consider the problems of women. It was not until the
development of a women's liberation movement that the
socialist rcvolution became my revolution; that I felt it
would end my oppression as a woman, that work could be
done about that oppression now and that my :intervention
and that of other women revolutionaries was crucial to the
development of the revolutionary forces. That is the key
impact of feminism on our movement internally.

The situation that now exists in the movement is
part of this process - it is logical that women would first
take responsibility for the line in the women's liberation



-25-

field before they wouldl “feel enough confidence to broaden
their intervention. And while our line in the women's
liberation work is frequently confused and erroneous, it
seems to me it stems from confusions that pervade the
movement in 2ll areas rather than from the inexperience .
of our women leaders, ; .

Thizdly I find the RCI position on Socialist
Women*s Groupc ambiguous and in part ertoneous. After
taking what I feel is a correct position on page 9 of
their docunent they go on to add: "However, this does
not mean that we shculd be opposed to women's liberation
groups defining themselves politically particularly
along socialist lines. It would not at all be an
undesirablc or aitificial thing for such qroups to
arise out of the women's movement. It would be quite a
logical progression for women who radicalized through
the women's Tiboxation movement to see their further
intervention being necessarily a socialist one, thouqgh
not all of these women would be prepared to join a
revolutionary organization. . When such qroups do arise
we should participate in them as members of the LSA/YS."

It seems to me that this model of a group evolving
to a socialist position is static. First is there no
inflow of new wom2n necessitating a constant re-education?
Is the grcup reaching out for this and defining their
educational nrogram around bringing in and retaining new
women? The RCT may think it is possible for a group which
has defined itself and its membership as explicitly
socialist to re-cefine itself three months later to
encompass broad new clements from a hospital strike or
a high scho”l struggle, who as yet accept no ideology.
Women's memories are longer than that, or would the RCT
ignore oz cxclude new contacts of a women's liberation
group uniess thney toed the socialist line? And while
all the women may not be prepared to join a revolutionary
organization, we do not want a socialist women's group
to be a substitute for the full revolutionary programme
and party. I think that in light of these comments and
the position of the IMG on socialist women's fgroups, which
indicates the logical application of the RCT position,
the RCT has to clarify and correct its stand on this question.

6. Ccici:zions

Lack of full control of our reproductive processes
is certainly a profoundly important factor in the op-
pression of women. While recognizing this fact, we must
not, however concede ground to those who locate women's
oppressicn in our biology. Women have been oppressed, indeed
super-exploited under capitalism for hundreds of years.
Our prodictive ro'e includes supplying the bourgeoisie



-26-

with an expanding labor supply, a task which of course
includes both child bearing and child rearing. We cook,
clean house, provide clethinag and sex, etc., as sustainers
of the male labor force, and we frequently serve as

a large pool of labor directly employed by the bourgeoisic,
We do all of these tasks for remuneration (monetary or

in kind) that is notoriously inadequate for the hours and
intensity of work. Our role in the nuclear family is
used to justify the enormous job and educational discrimi-
nation we suffer.. This double oppression of women pro-
duces, super-profits for the bourqeoisie. All the above
forms of our oppression are basic and profound. Even if
every child werc indeed a wanted child, capitalist ex-
ploitation through the medium of the nuclear family and
flowing from that through on-the-job exploitation, would
all remain,

Historically, in the long process of building the
forces to make a .socialist revolution in this country,
which includes the process of building a mass women's
liberation movement, it is my considered opinion, that
abortion will be one issue among many. It is no more
important to the oppression of women than is lack of day
care, lack of educational and job opportunities, and equal
pay for equal work,

. We have a strateqy for approaching that whole process,
of building a mass women's liberation movement, a mass
action strategy. What does that mean? Briefly, it means
that winning our goals is not possible through changes in
life styles, through co-operative movements, or through
education, communication, or moral persuasion of the ruling
class, but through a strugqle, involving large numbers of
women, prepared to take over society. They will be working
class women, in their majority, allied with working class
men, although women's oppression as a sex will give us
some allies in the middle class and neutralize others. At
this time, that mass action strategy mcans we encouraqge
women's struggles which are posed against the bourgeoisie,
whether in the state, in the office, factory or hospital, or
in the university.. It means we strive for mass involvement
in those struggles, and it means we want a form of
struggle that clearly poses a refusal to operate within
the bourgeois framework of politics; we want a power struggle,
That can mean mass demonstrations, or strikes, or sit-ins
or perhaps mass attendance at council mectings etc, We can
use many other techniques to build that kind of struggle
and get publicity for it, but that is the essence of our
action.

Wherever we have some combination of an issue that
is fundamental to women's oppression, combined with democratic
or transitional demands directed aqainst that oppression, and
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a form of struggle that is within the framework of our
mass action strategy, then we have a struggle that is
an ideal one for us., That can mean a strike at Bell
Telephone, a sit-in at a University over day care, or

The only valid reason for emphasizing abortion work
in the past was because there was more motion around it
and because it was more difficult to initiate day care
struggles ourselves and impossible to initiate union
struggles. But already that situation is changing, It
is only a matter of time until thesc issues too will be
expressed in strugqles equalling and going beyond the
abortion struggle.

But a mass action strategy is not enough - on two
counts, It is not enough in the women's movement because
many women have first to be educated on the need for
struggle, before they are prepared to join such a campaign,
"That kind of education can take place around forms like
Women's Studies, the Womcn's Place and TWC, and throuqgh
papers like the Velvet Fist. We have to reach them and
educate them there first,

Secondly a mass action strategy will only lead women
to revolutionary conclusions Lf: it is accompanied by
consistent educational work that enables the partici-
pants to ceneralize and learn from their experience, both
as to their total oppression as women, and the cause for
that oppression, the capitalist system. In the initial
stages of the women's liberation movement, it was
necessary to concentrate on showing women the generality
of their oppression. Frequently women would sce the
problem in one area, but not be prepared to carry it
over to other areas and synthesize it. So Marxists for
example in a discussion on day carc would interject that
even when women could locate day care, they could not
afford it because of their position in the work force,
That type of limited, one issue approach by women is less
common now. The existence of a magazine like Ms, illus-
trates that a widespread consciousness of women's total
oppression exists, What does not exist is an under-
standing of the roots of that oppression in a capitalist
society and the need for a socialist revolution. Our
task therefore has changed in emphasis, It is to inter-
vene in an anti-capitalist direction. If we do not win
women to a socialist understanding, to a revolutionary
consciousness, our work in these strugqles is fruitless.
That does not mean that all women in the abortion coalition
have to join the League now, but it does mean that at all
levels of the feminist movement and to varying deqrees up
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to and including the recruitment of the most advanced women,
this educational process must be taking place. That is
the purposc of our intervention.

What arc my concrete proposals for our future work?

1. Our intervention in the abortion coalition has to change,
While there is contradictory testimony from the comrades as
to the degree of seriousness of the political problems in
the coalition, it is clear the situation is far from ideal.
If even our comrades find the meetings boring, because of
lack of political and educational content, it means both
that we are restricted as to the contacts we can bring

to the coalition and we are not educating the women with
whom we are in contact. If educationals cannot be obtained
from the comrades or other women in the group, perhaps
other comrades could he invited in on a quest speaker basis.
But there have to be cducationals. Perhaps too the topics
could be taken a little farther afield. Why not have
topics on other issues of women's liberation, on other
struggles when they occur, on the economic value to the
capitalist system of women's oppression and consequently
the reasons for the hostility to women's liberation, on

why that nccessitates a struqgle perspective, and on women
in workers' states. Perhaps the fraction in Toronto should
draw up such a list, and if thc comrades in the abortion
coalition cannot give them all, the fraction could work

out somec way to feed other comrades into the educational
process, .

2. I think our organizational committment to the coalition
is too heavy particularly in the area of full-time unpaid
comrades., When one considers that throughout the year,
during periods of inactivity as well as activity, we had
a comrade full time and unpaid in that office as well as
a full time paid comrade, whose salary was considerably
in arrears, that seems to me a huge investment. When one
considers also that many branches f our party in this
country make do with part-time organizers, (an enormous
handicap), it seems to me our allottment of forces has to
be rcassessed. I think also that six to ciqght comrades
going to weekly meetings is a large investment, if the
meetings are small and almost totally organizational. If
the mectings are educational and attendcd by a number of
contacts, six to eight comrades would be justified.

3. Our press intervention should change. We have failed

in this area on three counts; the character of the
Spokeswoman, the character of our coverage in Labor Challenge,
and the degree to which Labour Challenqe is sold in the
coalition. The Spokeswoman in three issues has had the
following material not bearing directly on the abortion

issue. One article on the Status of Women Conference, one
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on Margaret Sanger and birth control, .one book review
of a novel, and one on society's attitudes toward :
women's sexuality and how that underlies the attitudes
on abortion, - That is totalily inadequate. There is a
fine article by Gwyn Griffith of the YWCA on her first
experience on a demonstration - a qgood article for
attracting inexperienced women. Where is there an
article by a Marxist explaining why we participate in
the abortion coalition and how we see feminism relating
to the stiuggle for a socialist society or aren't
Marxists openly part of the coalition? We are all
aware of the importance of a press to any movement, and
the decision to transform what was projected in ‘the

TWC debate as an educator into what is now just a
mobilizexr is typical of our work in this area.

I have alrecady decalt with our coverage in Labour
Challenqge., Comrades have commented that both ouT press
and other literature arc not circulated adequately at’
the coalition meetings. In spite of frequent committ-
ments to change that, the complaint consistently recurs.
Both it and the problem of educationals stem from an
incorrect understanding of what we are doing in the
coalition,

4, We have to assign forces to other areas of women's
liberation work. Occasionally that has been done; the
situation varies across the country. In Toronto our
assignments are sporadic - for example no one has been
assigned to work in the Women's Place. Where comrades
do work in other areas, their work is uncoordinated and
the dircction of their intervention not clearly worked
out. The leaders of our women's liberation work often
seem disinterested in other arcas - for example we operated
almost completely on our own in women's studies courses
last year. All of our women's liberation work has to be
integrated and consolidated. This will mean amonq other
things that fraction meetings will have to he held on
some regular basis - in Toronto we have had two since
last Septemher.

5. We have to understand clearly and motivate accurately
and honestly our recasons for abortion work to other women.
Our abortion work has been incomprehensible to other
feminists because we motivated it incorrectly and over-
emphasized it while refusing to partiiipate in other situ-
ations.

6. We have to develop a programme around other issues in
women's liberation, particularly on union struagles and

day care, I hope to makc a preliminary attempt at day
care in this pre-convention discussion - but obviously this
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is a movcment wide task - to which comrades should be
assigned. They should follow developments in the
daily press, attend conferences and periodically
report this material in our press and branch meetings.
Working out this programme is a process in which we
must consciously intcrvene.

Finally, some comrades will disaqgrec with this
document because of its assessment of the non-primacy
of abortion., Some comrades may react to it by saying,
"Yes, I agrec with the document but I think this line is
the same as the 1line of the P.C. document " Then I
would urge those comrades to vote for this document.
And I would urge them to vote against the P.C. document
because: the amendments in the revised version change
our line without either critically examining our past
experiences or analyzing the reasons for the change;
the document incorrectly motivates our abortion work;
and it fails to develop a programme in other areas of
work. The P.C. document clearly fails to mce: the
needs.of our movement in Women's Liberation and must be
rejected,

February 20, 1973,



