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Editor
The Militant

14 Charles Lane
New York, NY 10014

Dear Editor:

Regina Dotson's article on the Houston gay rights conference (Militant, July 27) was
notable in that half of it was devoted to a rehash of the SWP's bizarre views on the
age~of-consent issue, and its vendetta gainst the North American Man/Boy Love Association.
It gives the false impression that NAMBLA was pushing to get thé conference to include
a demand to repeal or revise the age-of-consent laws in its approved list. There never
was any attempt by NAMBLA to include this issue--even at the Philadelphia conference.

It was gay youth who introduced it there, and on their own initiative, as the Militant
well knows. To view the fact that this demand was not included in the official march
demands at Houston as "an i rtant victory in the struggle for full human and - civil
rights for gays and lesbians how little the SWP cares about facts, and how
reformist its approach to gay liberation is.

More significant, in my opinion, was the fact that the Houston conference over-
whelmingly defeated a move to censor or restrict the banners that can be carried with
approval on the march. This is as it should be. Or is SWP now calling for censorship
of unpopular banners at gay demonstrations? NAMBLA will participate in the march, and
has endorsed it. That's more than the SWP has done; besides not endorsing the march,
it has actually tried to sabotage it in at least one instance--in New Jersey NOW, As
for labeling revision of the age-of-consent laws a "reactionary, antichild proposal," cne
can only describe this as a stupid lie reminiscent of Staliniem. The Militant's
attempt to link this position with sexual abuse of children by adults is not only
transparently crude, but dishonest and disgusting as well. NAMBLA's position, by the way,
is in favor of repeal of such laws, not mere revision-~though all our members, I am sure,
would support revision as a step in the right direction. We supported, for instance,
the lowering of the age to 13 in New Jersey (thanks to the efforts of the NOW Rape Task
Force and the N.J. Zoalition Against Rape), and we opposed the right-wingers, antisex
Brigade of mothers, and police who opposed it. Who . did SWP support? Was lowering
the age an "“anti-working class, reactionary, antichild" act by the legislature?

It is ridiculous for the SWP to pretend that it deserves any credit for the fact that
age~of-~consent did not surface in Houston. At most, SWP can take credit for lending
weight to the arguments of Anita Bryant, John Briggs, William F. Buckley, and company.

It can also take credit for lending its unwanted weight to ageist and reactionary attitudes
towaxrd cansensual cross-generational sex among same lesbians.

The April SN Militant article by Finkel and Zimmermann has had the effect in
several areas of discrediting the SWP in the lesbian and gay movement, I am sure
that despite your calumnies against the gay movement in that article, SWP's endorsement
of the October march would be welcomed. But I doubt very much whether you will be able
to quickly overcome the credibility gap your recent behavior has created. Certainly,
it does not augur well for a friendly reception for your 1980 ticket in the gay community.

The true facts are that in the past few months, certain lesbians have gone on a
reactionary, antisexual, and anticommunist campaign in New York City around the age of
consent and the rights of young people to have sex with whomever they want., I am conyinced
that they have done this partly out of anti-male attitudes quite common among leshian
separatists, as well as a desire to ingratiate themselves to the ruling class, Yet in
New York, this campaign has not gone very far. They failed, for example, to drive the
Revelutionary Socialist League and NAMBLA out of the CSLDC march this year., Any effort
to exclude NAMBLA from the October march would also fail,
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Is the SWP trying to revive this suicidal campaign? Clearly, it is on a campaign
against NAMBLA--a small group, to be sure, but one with growing support. It is obvious
to me and to many other gay activists, that this campaign is aimed also at me personally.
You may reassure your own members, some of them, that I am no longer a Marxist, but you're
going to have a harder time convincing the gay movement. I am convinced that your
campaign will not bear fruit--except perhaps to further discredit the SWP. Despite my
often controversial views (I have weathered anticommunist attacks without SWP's help, and
I can weather puritanical ones as well), and despite my socialist politics, I believe I
still have a bit more credibility in the lesbian and gay movement, and perhaps on the
left, than the SWP has.

You appear to be opening the door to a timid retreat from your previous sectarian
criticism of the march. Perhaps it is catching on too much for.you to continue to harp
against it. Perhaps your antigay criticisms have confused socme of your own members
to the point where the criticism needs to be toned down. Fine. But the reason you give
for abating your hostility~-you almost suggest that supporters of man/boy love have
suffered some kind of a defeat--is delirious. Furthermore, if you think that David
Thorstad or NAMBLA are going to be isclated or purged from the gay movement, I think
you're dreaming with your eyes open.

Finally, I would like to point out, on behalf of the 125 people who wmmmmsim attended
the SWP forum in New York May 11, that we are still waiting to see your feature on
all the sl letters you received in response to the Finkel/Zimmermann article,

As you may know, Michael Maggi promised this would appear soon., That was more than two
months ago.

Yours for gay liberation and socialism!
Yours for an end to sectarianism and slander!

i:z:2£4/rqf’1rz:;:;f;Lo<L_____——~

David Thorstad

cc: SWP NO
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Linking the left and gay movements :

by DAVID THORSTAD

The present wave of gay liberation is now
10 years old. A decade after the New York
Stonewall rebellion. which gave birth to0 2
new homosexual activism and militancy, it
may be worthwhile to assess the impact this
movement has had on the left.

How has the left responded to the new and
historic challenge of the gay liberation
movement? in three words: slowly, hesita-
tingly and unevenly.

Ten years ago. virtually no left-wing group
paid any attention to homosexuality. Most
leftists viewed it through the same hetero-
sexist glasses as did the bourgeoisie. Homo-
sexuals themselves, whether they were
active in the left or not, by and large did not
regard their sexual oppression as a political
matter.

But the new activism, tinged with political
radicalism. that emerged following Stone-
wall set into motion a broad on

m gay hbennon by the left be ex-

p d by anti in the
gay movement, though it exists, nor even by
exaggerated suspicions of radical groups.
The belief is widespread among gay activists
that leftist groups whose paths do some-
times intersect with that of the movement
are motivated more by opportunism than by
genuine commitment to sexual liberation. |
believe the failure of the left to make any
real impact on gay liberation lies elsewhere.
It lies in a refusal to understand that the
struggle for sexual freedom is an integrai
part of the overall struggle to overthrow
italism and to it with a society of
freedom for all. It lies, t0o, in the failure of
most of the organized left to overcome the
puritanism toward sex matters that has run
like a thread through much of the radical
history of the past century.
The left has far more to learn from homo-

bourgeois morality and homosexual op-

pression than anything yet seen. This move-

ment soon began to be felt in the political
arena, as well as others.

Once even bourgeois politicians began to
express some support for gay rights, some
left groups began to follow suit. Today. the

T list of radical and revol groups that
support equal rights for homosexuals is
much longer than it was 10 years ago. They
encompass most groups. with the exception
of the Communist Party and some '‘Maoist""
groups. This generalization, however, must
be tempered.

Virtually no leftist newspaper——with the
recent exception of the Guardian—makes a
point of covering gay liberation in every
S issue. Some, such as Workers World, Free-
dom Socialist, and the Torch—all papers
7 with limited influence—do cover the move-
.. menton a more or less regular basis. Others

do so periodically. But by and large, U.S.
R left-wing readers must still ook to the bour-
“. geois press or the gay press for information
. om this area of struggle.
How many Ieft-wmg groups regard gy
liberation as important emough to the

A

wee: Struggle for social change to allocate forces

to help build and provide leadership to the
~ movement? Practically none. The relation-

Is about gay oppression than the gay
movement has to learn from the left. But it is
mdlelreaofexphmmgtberootsofhomo
sexual oppressnon and in putting forward a

gy for ending it, that the
left has the most to offer. However. it is
precisely in this area that the left has made
the least progress during the past
decade. . ..

The theoretical understanding of gay op-
pression and liberation is still in a very rudi-
mentary state on the left. What advances
have been madu 1 this department have. in
-my opinion, been the result more of struggle
by h Ives (i g those
within left gmups) than by Marxist msxgh(
and understanding.

The most progressive positions on gay
liberation on the left tend to see it as a

- struggle merely for equal rights before the

law with heterosexuals. The gay movement
itself has tended often to define its struggle
in zuch terms—usually beczuse struggles
around such issues have proven useful in
sensitizing society at large to gay
oppression.

A MUDDY WINDOW

But this window on gay liberation is a
muddy one indeed. The view it offers

-~ obscures the fact that homosexzual behavior

"‘:I\lpofmostoftheleﬂhnﬂl h ized
» by abstention and occasional reportage, with
the exception of the Trotskyist. Socialist
Workers Party (which has just ended

~ another brief period of flirtation with the

ganized gay liberati ). Inter-
national Socialists, the Revolutionary Social-
ist League, and the Youth Against War and
Fascism.

- is not

- homosexuality, and the

g that affects only a minority
of persons who are defined as gay. Rather, it
is an inherent potential of the human animal.
If this were not 50, how would we be abie to
explain the universality of the fears about
deeply ingrained
hostility to same-sex behavior, including
within the revolutionary movement?

Both the gay reformists and most of the

The striking lack of organized involk

left appear to agree that homosexuals are a

1 social minority—usually referred to
as *’gay people’'—who are merely trying to
achieve equai status with heterosexuals. Ac-
cording to this view, some peopic are gay
and some people are smight. But to define
gay liberation in this way is to trivialize it.
The gay liberatior movement is struggling
ulti ly for d for ali. Cer-
tainly, it seeks to defend and d the

This page 15 reserved for opimons and
ysis from readers and left organiza-
tons Articles are encouraged on 4 wide

cty of subjects from many perspectives

d manuscripts (typed, triple-<paced,
30 werds or fewer) to Guardian, 33 W
St New York, N.Y. 1001 .

fashion can only be regarded as symptomatic
of a deeper failure to move beyond the
chapel mentality of inveterate sectarians.
The challenge of gay lib is not one
that can be easily dismissed. It is lot going
to go away.
After 10 years of renewed struggle,

rights of those persons who define them-
seives as gay. But the full impact of this
struggle is not limited to such a perspective.
All reputable scientific evid as well as
common sense, shows that human beings
have the capacity to express Jove and affec-
tion for persons of either sex. Yet the capacity
for same-sex love remains locked up and
stifled in our society. It has been shackled by
a taboo on homoerotic behavior. The
freedom of everybody to explore and choose
their sexuality freely iimnin casualty of this
taboo. the

Gay liberation will not be achieved until
the sexuslity of everybody hu been freed
from the se v

h uals have had only a small taste of
freedom. They have a vision—-not always
well-defined. to be sure—of a society of
freedom. But unlike many straight leftists,
they see their homosexuality not as the
result of something gone haywire some.
where, but as a gift to be cherished, to be

defended at all costs.
in the early 1970s, obe often heard a
slogan, **No revolution without us!"® Some
leftists have progressed to the point where
they are no longer horrified at the prospect
of homosexuals being part of the socialist
revolution. But most still seem content with
s routjnist and unimaginative approach to
mhng the revolution. Nobody believes that
uals will make a revolution on their

by the church, tbe family, the mte. and
other institutions that uphold the status quo.
This struggle has already begun thanks to
the women’s liberation movement and the
gay liberation movement. It can only be
achieved through a revolutionary transfor-
mation of capitalist society. Only a socialist
revolution will make it possible to pull
American morality out of the horse-and-
buggy ers and into the space age.

Yet the history of socialist revolutions in
the 20th Century shows that socialist revolu-
tion is not enough to .uanmee sexual
freed No i has yet
occurred in which homosexuals played an
organized part. One need only point to the
Russian, Chinese, deuban revolutions for

own. But some leftists still believe that a re-
volution will be made without homosexuals.
In this they are mistaken.

Solongastheypersmmtmsvuterm
and heter ist myopia, in this p
to bourgeois prejud in this refusal to
recognize that sexual oppression is a signi-
ficant aspect of the oppression of the
working class as a whole, they will be con-
demning themselves w 2 continuing role of
only marginal influence.

Marxists must champion the rights of al
the oppressed. We must anempt 1o link the
struggles of all the oppressed against their

\t and its hetero-
sexist dmnorshlp We must seek to make
our vision of the socialist future of mankind

id that an org mass

for h will be neces-
sary both before and after & socialist revolu-
tion, whether in the U.S. or anywhere else.
The singular failure itself of such historic re-
volutions to grant sexual freedom presents
the revolutionary left with a historic
challenge

The very left-wmg groups that busy them-
selves with cooking up arguments against
greater involvement in gay liberation—one
would have to say that they constitute the
majority of such groups—should ask them-
selves why it is that gay liberation has made
& greater impact on U.S. society (and is
having an inc i in Europ

the shared vision of the working class in its
eatirety. straight or gay. Yet. in all candor, it
must be stated that as we spproach the end
of the 1970s, our accomplishments in the
arena of sexual liberation have been meager
indeed. :

The Marzist method plwudes us with the

tools for understanding amd
'lexuloppreuion—nsvellnallothetfum

of oppression under class society. It is our
elementary duty to polish up those tools, to

strip our approach of all prejudices fostered
by the ruling class. Unless we do. our vision

- of freedom will be seriously tarnished.

Our gos! shouid be 10 wia the gay libera-
tion to Marxism, and the Marxist

lndo(hersocnenes)thunlltheus left-
wing groups put together.

A failure to respond to the challenge of
gay liberation in a revolutionary, Marrist

to gay lib The left has had

~lOyeautoptepnetoennyuutshmnc

task. l!remamstohe'eelwbthetu-ﬂil
will succeed.

.
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