
.AMENDMENTS TO THE' DRAFr INTERNAL STATEMENT ON THE HISTORY OF THE RCLB'. 

1. Page 2. after para 7. line 4, after Manchester, insert:­

"Class Struggle was increased to fortnightly publication". 

2. Page 3. after para 3 insert: -

"Also in hindsight a negative aspect of the increased pub­

lication of CS to a fortnightly , can be said that the decision 

wa~ pr&m~ture, short sighted and rushed. Adequate conditions 

were not laid or planned for its systematic sustained growth 

over a fairly long period of time". 

As I am unable to attend the Conference because it is my daughter's birth­

~ay, I wish these amendments to be seen as reference, if no other cde will 

put them in my absence . 

The reason for them is more of a reminder of the fundmental role of our 

political paper to industrial base building and broader mass work, rather 

than to debate that importance at this conference. I understand that we 

will be having a national conference on the role of our paper in the comming 

months. 

Class Struggle should be seen as an intergral part of the history of the 

League. It's ommission reflects the fact that it does not play a central role 

in our mass work, or that its production is underplayed as a important part 

of party building. 

Also the particular. decision to go fortnightly at that time, thouGh undoubteriy 

an enormous boost to industrial work;~resulted in some serious negative 

effects in the print production eel+ namly a left sectarian separation from 

district tasks and mass work, and even its actual publication has even 

been at risk, in the early part of the RS. This should also te summed up from 

a national point of v!ew at the forthcoming conference. 

SB. 19.4.80. 



Amendment. to 11Ristory of RCL11 
. , p+.us cz:i. tic i sm. of inadequaciis of .our line 

·o'n women'~ ~mancipation far ~tt,en:tion. of eo. ·. .. . .. . . ·. :. . .. .. . . . .. . . . . 
· .· ·Amel_ldment, to :be .J.ns.E?.rt·ed'· be'tween pci.ra.s ·-~ "the reasseosment" and "O n 

" • • • ~ ' l - , • . " ' • 

the particular· question _of. . finance~' on-:. P5·· .. 

"The que~tion. of . '!~Omen ' .. s _ ema..n,cipa~ion h~s been neglected: . tne · incorrec:t ' 
·· · _ . .., ·over..:..co~centration o:n ind~str-::\:.ai · WQI:'k n~g~tf?.d t~e .. i~portance of .women 1 s 

. s t~\:.tggle's ot~er than a:t the wor.kp.lace, and putting t lii8 right ·has not . 
. .. .,. · .. 

been an aspect of the rectification ca;npaign. It is ··vital .~.o 'str.engthen 

both the line and our practice on this issue." 

I am ·putting · this amendment to as to open the door to debate on this 

vi tal question. The need for it has been prov.ed to ID€ by the follo_wing 

facts: six months or s9 ago a ··comrade argued that Equal Pay legislation . . . 

should be opposed because . it had ·not imJ,roved ·women's position and simply 

meant that men got taken on instead of women -worse, only one other 

cde in the cell discussion could refute the argument; the experience 

of two non member cdes in Speke doihg battle with the SS has highlighted 

for me how inpractice women are often a t the nrefront of battles against 
)he state , be it housing corporation, education or the welfare system; 
the lack of leadership siven by CS on the i s sue of free and safe abortion 

(Corrie article contradicted by letter, with no comment) and the abysmallj 

economist article on iWWD. When I re examined what 1 s written int eh Manifesto, 

I find that all these errors stem from there~ 

-------------·--·· ----
Criticism of Manifesto, section on "Women's oprression" on ~G~ p 17 and 
divisions between Men and Women" p 23. 

Para 54: "oppress ed •••• because the exploiting class es have continually 

forced them to accept an inferior position" - not a thoroughly materiUist 

way of putting it: W's oppress ion has private property at its root, 
as does class society, and it is her exclusion from social production 

(total or partial) and her main res ponsibility for the family which 
consti utes her oppressio~rn~ui~iH~i±~ !~ tHe~~nf~M~~at~89~ o6a~la~®Hociety; 
the door to an idealist way of looking at how the ruling cl as s opress · 

women, as if they did it just for spite 

Para 55: How can you measure if women are mainly oprressed economicalLy? 

This is really a nonsensical sentence, but dangerous because it could 

(and alre~dy has) lead to us concentrating solely on Women's industrial 

stru6gles: that the down-playing of other forms of struggle has its roots 

in our line is shown to me by the pathetic sentence "Women also suffer 

political and social inequali tyl'. 

Although very general intone, the .- e paragraphs ne:gle et to s ay anyth.ing 

about why socialism lays be the basis for the complete emancipation ~ 



women, viz the materia~ basis which is the socialisation of housework, and the bringing 
of women into social production fully. 

Section D; "Divisions between men and women" - This whole sedtion has the tendency 
of downplaying the question of women' s oppression by only objecting to it because it 
divides the working.class. Also it carries the same idealist error criticised re para. 54: 
as if discrimination against women is something consciously practised by the bourgeoisie 
(which it is, I don't mean to deny that) rather than being an inbuilt feature of all 
class societies. 

Secondly it places male superiority and feminism on the same level, thqugh one . 
is the ideology of the oppressor and the other the reaction of the oppressed, and further 
fails to differentiate between bourgeois feminism ( of the 2We need more Women Prime Min­
isters") and the sort of spontaneous feminism that a lot of owmen fall into in response 
to their oppression. 

I apologise for the rougb and inaccurate nature of this criticism, butthought it 
better to get something down on paper to provoke further discussion rather than to 
wait longer and produce something better thought out. . . 

· Comra.d.ely greetings, RG, L' pool. 


