32, Newell Road,
Hemel Hempgtead,
Hertfordshire.

10t%m October 1972.

OPSN LEPTUR T ALL JO'4i1' _LIDURATICH GROUFS

Dear Comrales,
res "lational Vomen's Conference’ .

lie have received a notice inviting ve to attend a Tnational vonents

conference' in lLondon Hovember srd=Hth. We ¢hall not be attending or
sending any representative to this so-called 'national women's
conference’s

Before the vomen's woverent can hope Lo advance one ztep towards
the liberation of wuowen, it muwit be clecr about (a) wvhat iz the
cavse of womenisz oppre.zion ond (b) which is the cneany against
vhon we auvt fight. Withowt & correct vaderstending of and
agrecment npon these fundament. ¢uestions; il 11l natwrally be
totally imposcible for the movement bo plen activities vwhich bring
women any closger to the ending of their oppression. Yet it is well
knowm that there is ewtreme confusion on these bhasic questions
amnong the women in the wovemens.

¢ 2 result of owr cramination of the development of the oppreussion
of women, wve in UWL zrc¢ convinced that it was the institution of
private ownership of the mesns of social production vwhich cauued
and causes the o pre zion of wosen, .nd that the eneuy ve must
fight iu ovr Imperialist bovrgeois ruling class vhich denicr us

the Tight of participoting im econonic, zocial and political life
on an egval foofing with wmen solely in the interests (a) of main-
taining ite class rvle and (b)) of keeping vp its profits,.
therefore we are convinced thot while the Imverialist bourgeoisie
rvles, there will be no tiber .tion T{or voaens it iz only uhen the
working class rules thabt women can achieve liberation. Only when
the vorking class rules are facilities (creches, louadries, public
dining-rooms) set up peramanently,on = mass-scale and 2t prices
everybody con easily “lord, which free women from domestic slavery.
Thiz has been confirmed by the experience of vomen in every socialist
covnbry (e.s. China, Albania, Horth Vietnan, YWorth Korea, pre 1y50
USSR) .

)

Yot the majority of the wo:en ia the movesent have not had the
opportunit; to consider these very bazic (vestions: whot is the
cau.e of women's oppresgion ond who is the encay ve must fight. In
fact they have beewn dis couraged Dom considering thoy =t all
carefvlly, with the resvlt that many wonen at1ll mistake the effects
of their oppre.sion for the caune, vhich leads them to an incorrect
identification of the enemy we tmet {ight, e.g. all men; or our
biological functions, or the?patriarchal femily?!., Others spread
further confusion by paying lip--service bto the idea that monopoly
capitali:m/lmperialism ig our cnemy, bwt in practice divert activity
against men, our biolorical functions or thelpatriarchal family’ etc.
Activities bhased on guch gross nisvnderstanding of their sitwation
at bezt divert uvomen from fighting the recal eneny, at worgl ore

of direct cusistance to the urgeoisie in prowoting divicions

among the vorking class so that they fight anong bthemselves ingtead
of ageinst the Dbowrgeoisie. Becanuc this confusion and lack of
undergtonding helps the bouvrgeoisie, the howrgeoisie iz anxiouSto
perpetvate thein,

D



For these reasons, we in UWL hove becn pressing throughout our
paerticipation in the movewment that these theoretical tasks must

be given the most wrgent priority, hence our support for the WNCC
which, becausc of the principle of equality of groups, is the only
form of national orgenisation which can provide a forum for a
thoroughgoing debate of theze fundamental questions; it is only

in svch an organisation that the vicws of different groups and
individuals have to be considered on their merits rather than on
apparent numer.cal support e say “Tapparent! svpport deliberately,

f'r it is only after a thoroug going and prolonged discussion thet
yomen will become cwarc for the first time of what exactly is the

line that they have been *svpporting'. 'Humbers' have no meaning
until & thigh degree of wnderstanding of the issues being debated

has been reached by all participants.

Yet this 'national wowmen's conference' which is being called is
being set up in opposition to the ICC as a forum for all those
friends of the bouwrgeoisie,such as the Trotskyites and the revisionists,
who wish to perpetuete the existing statc of confusion, rather than
to bring an end to it as we arc endeavouring to do in the HIICC. The
Trotskyites, revisionists and feminists, whose politics are @ hundred
per cent bourgeois, are concerned to ensurce thot the vomen's

movement never progresses beyond the stage of theoretical confusion
and mistaken understanding of the cavse £ our oppression and of

the enemy we .uwst fight, becauvse this confusion and mistaken
understanding helps only the bourgecoisie. These people have set

up this ‘conference! in opposition to the (HCC in order to draw
women avay from the forum vhere proletarian - anti--bourgecis -
politics have a voice, a2lbeit only one among many. The object of
this'national women's confercnce’, apart from that of attempting

to popularise and¢ pass off asg ‘revolutionary® theo thoroughly
petty-bourgeois, anti-men and anti--organisational theories of Selma
James, is to try and set up & 'national’ organisation run c¢ntirely
through comaittees and “offices" for control of which the Trotskyites,
the revisionists cnd the feminists vill vie with cach other, mobil-
ising such numcrical 'support! (of the kind baced on lack of vnder—
stanéing) as they cen muster. Hhichever cliques succeeds, the

effect will be to give burcavcratic control of the movement for

the promotion of bourgecis politics, thecorctical debate abrixdoned

in favour of a flurry of trendy 'activitics? of a kind vhich

promotc only the intcrects of the bovwrgeoicie, disintegration of
netional organisetion as wn.wecessful cligues withdraw with their
followers, thorough supprossion end isolation of wny person or

group presuming to put forward prolcetarian politicse.

Tt is clear therefore thot this *national women 's conference?, far
from advancing the cause of vomen's liberation, can only set it
back, 1is Thtoended to try ond deliver the women's movement straight
into the hands of the bourgeoisie, the cnemy of women's liberation,
Tor this reason we refusc to support this so--callcd tconference’
and we would warn any woman who is honcotly concerned with fighting
for liberation to have nothing to do with such a fraud.

e call vpon women to fight to increasc their own understanding of
the cause of tho1r onpression; of whom and how to fight. Ue call

upon women to re) cct the philistine view that thoorotical problems
can be ignored, for we ignore these at our peril. Ve call upon
women to give active support to the WNCC, the fromton which the
cause of women's liberation is being advanood

Yours fraternally,

UNION OF . MZN FCR LIBWRATION

(Letter circulated to all knowun Yomen's Liberation grouwps).
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It is clear therefore thot this ‘national women's conference'!, far
from advancing the cause of vomen's liberation, can only sct it
back,“TT~1ntcndor to try ond deliver the women's wovement straight
into the handsz of the Hourgooisie, the cnemy of women's liberation.
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Yours fraternally,
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(Letter circulated to all kncum Women's Liberation grovps).



