Report on Formation of New York City-Wide Women's Liberation Coalition,
October 28,1970.

After the large-scale success of Rugust 26 in New York, several
of the strike leaders approached members of the SWP and YSA with the
idea of continuing the coalition. Initial discussions were held, at-
tended by the August 26 strike leaders, leaders of New York NOW, Phoe-
nix Orgznization of Women ( POW: a group of Black and Puerto Rican
women from a2 complex of drug rehabilitation centers), women from Gov.
Rockefeller's office, women from professional groups, Women Strike for
Peace, women who are probably from the Communist Party ( there are no

ooen CPers in the New York women' S, liberation movement ) and the YSA

Our coal from the start was to 2id in callinc a mass meeting of
women to establish an on-going coalition, which would call another
action around one or more of the three strike demands of August 26:
free abortion on demand - no forced sterilization: free, 24-hour child-
care, community-controlled: equal pay for equal work and equal access
to education. We envisioned the structure of this coalition to be
similar to the old Peace Committee, the New York city-wide antiwar
action coalition, with action subcommittees, and a steering committee
composed of one representative from each group which supported the
coalition. We saw that the huge turnout on August 26 warranted the
establishment of such a coalition, to provide a focus of action for
the many women's liberation groups in New York.

Lt these initial meetings, some of the strike leaders began to
voice doubts about the three demands - whether they really related to
all women - and about mass action as a valid method cf strucgle.

Througch the actions of a small clique of about 25 CP members or
sympathizers, supporters of the Bella Abzug campaign and anti-mass action
women, the dlfferences took on & new form, that of attacking¢ the SUP and
YSa for "trying to take over the movement.' Ve were accused by these
women of wanting to ram through a2 coalition when there were " obviously
too mony issues that divided us". These attacks took the form of ban-
ning a coalition planning meeting from the New York Women's Center and
refusing to allow leaflets about the coalition's first meeting to list
the Vomen's Center as & return address. The Women's Center, which has
degenerated into a faction of the women's liberation movement in New
York and has lost the respect of broad sections of the movement, becanme
an organizing center of this anti-SWP and YSA campaign.

Despite these problems, we reached agreement to call a mass meet-
ing on October 12 to launch the coalition.

The October 12 meeting drew 300 women, by far the largest gathering
of New York women ever to plan an action. The women included members
of campus ¢roups, professional groups, NOW, Radical Feminists, YWLL,
lesbian groups, the YSA and SWp, 50 Black and Puerto Rican women from
POW and independent women. Tho meeting voted overwhelmingly to 1) es-
tablish & New York women's liberation cowlltlon around action, open
to all women; and 2) make the initial demands of the coalition the three
August 26 demands,



The strategy of our opponents in this meetin¢ was to claim that
we had too many differences to unite around anything. They also ques-

- tioned the non-exclusive nature of the coalition - a thinly veiled

opening cgambit to exclude the SWP and YSA., The vast majority of women
present were strongly opposed to both concepts and the meeting reaf-
firmed the right of zll women to be in the coalition., POW »nlayed a
key role at this meeting, speaking to the relevance of the three de-
mands to Third Vorid women, to the importance of non-exclusion, and

to the need to begin working on an action.

The second meeting of this coalition, held October 12, was attended
by 150 women, with a similar broad representation. It voted to call
& demonstration against layor Lindsay on December 12, calling for
frec abortion on demand, no forced sterilization, and for free, 24-hour
childcare, community-controlled. Our opponents had escalated their
red-baiting tactics previous to this meeting. A motion had been passed
at the VWomen's Center to exclude the YSA and SWP, as well as any i
political candidates or women who support any candidates, from holding
any positions at the Center and from distributing their literature
there. We and our allies answered by passing out a leaflet explaining
non-cxclusion at the second coalition meeting, which set the tone for
that meeting and isolated our opponents/{copy enclosed.) After the vote
for an action was taken, about 20 opponents walked out, claiming that
the meeting was nacked by the SWP.

The group which walked out reconvened at the Women's Center, where
they were met by members of the CP and others. These women talked
about building an alternative coalition, whose first and main "action"
would be to "exposc" the SWP and YSA nationally through the women's
liberation media.

Comrades must understand and be prepared to answer these attacks
on the SWP and YSA. At the same time, we do not want to make these
attacks the axis of discussion: rather, we want to discuss how to build
the women's Tiberation movement. Our sectarian opponents, the CP,
ultralefts, and assorted "community organizing is contradicted by mass
action" women, would like nothing better than to see faction-fighting
renlace the constructive work coming out of the coalition., This weculd
serve to validate their thesis that women are too divided to unite and
would clsc tend to demoralize many healthy women.

The chief attcks against us 2t this time are 1) that the SWP and
YSA want to "take over the movement;" 2) that we should be excluded
because we are from a "male-dominated" organization; and 3) that we
are anti-lesbian, because we do not allow lesbians and homosexuals
to join the YSA and SWP. Clearly these charges are a way of covering
up the real rcecason why these women oppose us--because of our politics.
They are opposed to us because we want to build a mass women's liberation
movement, through action, whereas they fear mass action and the
entrance of new women into the movement.

We must point out how the oppression of women affects all women,
and that to cut any woman off from participation means that we cannot
grow into the kind of mass movement necessary to win our demands. To
concentrate on differenees between us rather than on how we can unite
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is to put differences on other issues above the need to create a broad,
powerful women's liberation movement,

On the question of lesbianism we should point out that it is
the exclusionaries, not us, whe want to dictate who will and who will
net be in the movement. We support and defned the right of lesbians
to be part of the movement. The task of the coalition is to bring
as many women as possible into action, not to lay down membership
policy to each organization that wants to take part in the actions.

Many women new to politics may be initially confused by these
attacks on us. For example, some women in New York who agree with our
position on the need for mass action have been disoriented by the recent
attacks on us. We must realize that many new women will be entering
the movement having had no experience with socialists or communists
other than the attacks made cn radicals by the government and press.
Just as in the antiwar movement, we have to do an educational job
to explain to them what red-baiting is and how it is a diversion to
our real struggle. The best way to cecunter these attacks will be in
building the December 12 demonstration into as massive an action as
possible. In New York the coalitiocn has already begun to draw an
impressive number and spread of groups into support of the December 12
action,

Enclosed arc copies of some of the attacks on us and the statement
on non-exclusion, The Off Our Backs article indicates that our opponents
are attempting to whip up anti-SWP sentiment in other cities. In
addition, the Women's Center has mailed out distorted minutes from the
meeting which voted to exclude the SWP and YSA. We can assume that
wherever possible, they will use similar tactics to prevent the
development of broad, action-oriented wiomen's liberation coalitions,

Cindy Jaquith
YSA Women's Liberation
Viorlk Director
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At the October 12 meeting to 1n1t1ate an ongoing women's coalltlon
a number of women raised a question as to whether or not all women
should be welcome in the coalition. At that meeting the overwhelming
sentiment was in favor of welcoming and seeking the part1c1pat10n of
all women in the new coalition.

In contrast to this, at the October 15 meeting of the Woncn s
Center two motions were passed which introduce for the first time
in the yomen's liberation movement a policy of excluding some categories
of women from full participation in the Women's Center which h»s in the
past been open to all women. The motions which were passed stated
1) that no women who is running for political office or actively and
openly supporting any candidate for office in this system shall be.
allowed to be on the leading bodies of the Tomen's Center; and that
no political party or itsliterature shall have the use of the facilities
of the Women's Center; and 2) that no menber of the Socialist Workers
Party or the Young Socialist Allimice or any group that they "control"
shall be allowed to serve on any of the leading collectives of the
Wonmen's Centex.

While the undersigned women are not necessarily affiliated with
the Women's Center we do oppose any attempts to introduce exclusion
into the women's movement. In particular we want to ensure the
continued working of our new coalition as a group open to all women--
Democrats; Republicans: communists; socialists; anarchists; and
women w1th no political outlook; lesbians and "straight" women; Black;
Puerto Bican: Native American: Orlentml—nnerlc n: Chicana and whlte
women: _workingL women and housew1ves; union members and professional
women; high school women and retired women; Catholics; Moslems;
Protestants; Jews: and atheists; conservatives and revolutionaries;
in other words; all women,

This kind of unity and diversity, which we had on August 26,
is crucial to the type of movement which can bring our sisters
together in action and win our ¢goals.

Organizations listed for identification purposes only:

Harriet Zilner--Columbia Women's Liberation
Barbara Buoncristiano--Columbia Women's Liberation
Ivy Bottini-- [President, New York NOW]

Ann di Leo-- [Board Member, New York NOWJ

Cynthia Kanty--Phoenix Organization of Women
Betty Friedan

Ruthann liller--Sccialist® Workers Party



Reply to a letter from Alice Woznack, Washington,
D.C. ¥Y3A., Alice's letter stressed the gains made
through the August 26 demonstration and the

importance of unity in the movement.

ctover .25, 1970/0ff our backs

J <%

reflections on august 26

strength in change
Dear Alice,

We acknowledge ocur failure to ade-
quately report the events of August 26
across the nation, but in our hook it was
simply not a "fantastic success.” The
political dynamic of the coalition D.C.
Women's Liberation was involved with and
the politics of the day it created were
confusing and debilitating and painful to
write about. Our newspaper collective
wishes to meke this response to the pol-
ftics in your letter.

The analysis of your "Power in Unity"
echoes that of the coalition, revealing the
scma view of Arerican society and the same
set of priorities. We feel that coalition
was an energy sapping alliance with organ-
jzations that risked the intagrity of the
wemen's moverment by a timid procass of
organizing arcund the Yowast common da2no-
minator. At first rezding, your approach
$o the coaliticn and tha evenis of August
28th sounds 1ike a awmane egalitarianism. -
Tha coalition meetings howevor, shewed

§N.0.Y4. often willing to s211 out jarga parts:

of the 7emaiz scciety who wara not neodia
image wholascae; white, haterosgxual, mid-
dia class; and Y.S.A, aot giving them aay
eppesition.

Qur priorities include neither work-
ing for tae passage of an equal rights
aznerent nor seeing how many wemen we can

_get to wear our buttons.
becaise part of a political dynamic which
dictated "keeping the coalition together®
at the sxpense of black and poor women.

. Frequantly you refer to "our movement,”
insisting on its growth as "our® highest
ariority, but the experience of the coali-
tion made it seem that Y.S.A. women were.

lie unfortunately -

working towards the growth of Y.S.A. as
"our" highest priority. You back up your
claim of fantastic success with phrases
1ike, "thousands of people witnessed the
size and scope of our movement," "the
numbers of women we reached,” and "T.V.,

-radio and newspaper coverage which widened
our audience.”

Tha televisicn coverage
was notable mainiy for the smirking hostil-
ity of most of the male newscasters. At
baest their attitude wes something like,
"isn't that interesting, they seem to take
themselves seriously.” !Ye missed tha Today
show you refer to but we caught most of the
othar token programs staffed by women and
realized sadly that they wera pzopls we'd
never seen before and will never see again.
The networks allowed their female workers

. a harmless "ladizs day" and won't casily

Aliow them anything else. [f seems to us
that quantitative criteria are suparficial
in gavging the "success” cf the womoi’s
Tiboratiocn movemant. . o

In tha terms of the brutal,
saxist society in which we live,
wonan's liberation is a threat
and an outrage. 4hom w2 attract
thousands of women (official sanc-
tion) w2 can suspect either that
the content of what w2 are doing
has been diluted or that th2 es-

tablished purveyovs of reality

have legitimatized women®s lib-
eration. Tha mass media is a
uhole network of fantastically
cowarful sexist institutions
that are intent on projecting’
whatever image of us will suck
the strength and the threat
out of women's liberaticn and
fashion us into the plastic

American dream. America has for .
decades successfully defended herself
against radical onslaught not by ’
direct counter-attack but by gob-
bling up potential forces for change

. with official acceptance and the rhetoric

of 1iberalism. When you call upon the
mass media to publicize an event you are
bagging them to use you, to define you, to
pg% you in your place, to make you palat-
able...

The stand we're taking against tha
coalition politics is in the interest of
our movement's survival.. In our experience
women are’ not radicalized by the passive
process of attending a rally or watching
T.V. People get the impetus to change
themselves and the conditions thay live in
only when thair eyas are forced open, when
tihey are confronted directly with reality.
S50 now we will try to concentrate sur en-
ergies on how we understand and how we
respond to the world especially in close
persunal contact with othar women. . And
our strength will be reflected in the changss
we find in our daily lives,



Excerpt from article distributed at N.Y. Women's
Center meeting at which SWP and YSA were exclud
from decision-making bodies of the Center. The
author is a member of the Radicalesbians.

SUBVERSION IN THE WOMAN'S MOVEMENT: WHAT IS TO BE DONE?
by Martha Sheltey

The Socialist Worker’s Party

The Socialist Worker's Party is highly attractive to
male-oriented women who have swallowed the iine thst a
socialist revolution will automatically bring about the
liberation of women. Any careful examinztion of the status
of women in nations that have sireacy gone socialist will
give the lie to this pleasant fantasy. |n such nations, women's
roles are defined by men, and rsstrictions on political ectiv.
ity make it much more difficult for woman tg =chisve
liberation. When the Party decides that an increass in popula-
tion is desirable, heroic mother rmeda!s are awerded. When
women are needed in the factories, harcic workingwomsn
medals are minted. When women are needad to nurss soldiers,
as in the USSR after the Second World War, the madical '
profession is opened to them -at iexet on the lower levels.

The Socialist Worker's Party, whose moambershinis
75% male and whose leadership is almoest entirely ma's, has
moved with frightening success t3 infiltrate and tolic over
sections of the women's movement, They have moved full-
time workers into the women’s centars of Now York,
Boston, Baitimore and Los Angsles, attemoting to teke
over jobs, moving in SWP litaraturz and moving out faminist -
literature. Check it out sister, if you live in these cities,

The SWP has a policy of infiitration, which Is da2s-
cribed in their handbook — a handbook issued only to
loyal party members. | am attemnting ‘o ¢zt hold of this
handbook, which wes described to me by a disillusioned
ex-SWP woman, and will publish it as soen as posibls,

The SWP is also backing the Equs! Rights Amend- -
ment, a deceptive piece of legislation which will strip away
protections from working women. So this is 2 Sacialist
Worker’s Party?

At the Women's Strike in New Yeri, control of tha
speakers platform was in the hands of Ruthznn Miiler, a
long-time member of the SWP. A lesbian, who was attempst-
ing to telt her sisters in Bryant Park shout tho pig harrese-
ment coming down on gay woman in tha strests, hod to ost
permission to speak from Ruthann — ginc2 the Socializt .
Worker’s Party has 2 long term polic; of expsllina cay |
people from its membership, our gay sister found t!w a
humiliating experiencs,

SWP has considered ¢ay pecplato be csun*nr-revo!u-
tionaries and a “danger’’ to the party. Ssems like it’s bad
enough to be called a Commie without being ca'led a Commie
Pinko Queer to boot. Sorme of the-expetled gy poopls are
now in Gay Liberation Front; and sedly enough, com2 of
them are wistfully trying to get SWP to change its mind and
readmit them now that they have proved thay can be .
“revolutionary.” Maybe Huey’s £32al of aoprovel will cause
the SWP to have a change of heert.

It's difficult to plece one’s feith in 2 so-called venguard
— whether it’s a black vanguard or a white vanguard — when
the members can’t think for themenlyas, when they can’t

" even notice your oppressicn until.it is epalled cut in blood
on the streets and cleared by the Ceriral Committen,



