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Since the late 1260¢ the rebirth of the women's and leshign and gay movements
has given rise {e a renewed interest in sexual polities. A number of writers
within thess movements, and within the various left groups, made valuable
contributions on this guestion, particularly in unearihing the long lost works
of progressive sexologists, socialists and sexual reform campaigners. In writing
this pamyphlet we copsulted many sources but we would like to acknowledge a
specific debt to several hooks. Chapters one and two in particular owe a debt to
the following works: :

Vern L Bullough Sexual Varianee in Society and History (University of
Chicago Press)

Jeffrey Weeks Sexuality and its Disconteﬁts (Routledge and Kegan Paul)
Alan Bray Homosexuality in Renaissance England (Gay Men's Press)

Gay Left Collective Gay Left

dohn Lauritsen and David Thorstad The Barly Homosexual Rights
Movemeni (Times Change Press)

Eduard Bernstein On Homosexuality {repriots by Athol Books)

All of these books provided much valuable information but we 1é;aa,ke full
responsibility for the political analysis in this pamphlet.,

A 4

=clitor's note

In this pamphlet we have used terminoclogy relevant to the historical periods
under consideration. Thus, in dealing with the period prior to Stonswall we
have tended to use the terms homogexnal end homosexuality with reference to
both men and women, since these were the commonly aceepted terms at the
time. For the recent period we use our own preferred term; ‘leshians and gay
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men.







Introguction

tthe time of re-printing this pamphlet (laese 26
. of the Local Governmzent Bill, which sutisws the
‘wromotion of homosexuality’, is zbout to become iaw,

Tn recent months Lebour council after Labour couneil
save slung oot thefr dented shislds and heisted the
vihite flag.

In these circumstances the strategy that hag been
adopted, by Harringey snd others, to fight’ Clause 28 is
ane of capitulation. The ALA initiated method of at-
tempting to win, through court action, = narrowly
defined definition of ‘prometion’ is to concede defrat
hafore the fight iz begun. To rely on Tory judges to rule
favoursbly iz utopian. We kmow from caee after case of
leshian mothers having their children taken from fhem
that the courts are not on our side.

We must support individual councillors like Linda
Bellon who state they will defy Clanse 28 and we must
campaign for all Labour councillors to do the game, but
we must remain absolutely clear that the vecord of these
reformists is one of pell out after seli out.

The entire history of teft’ Laboar councils taking up
the cudgels on behsif of the oppressed has boen strevwn
with problems. In essance it hes heen n history of
‘gesture politics’, with little or ne real resources heing
pravided, Fer most of the councils concerned it has been
s cynical attemptéo provide Tefb eover” fox cits and more
cuts. )

In o situation where jobs and seyvices are being cutin
other couneil depertmentsitianoteonducive tobreaking
down anti-gay prejudice. This dees not mean calling for
cuts here first but opposing all cuts and calling for
growth budgets to meet the needs of all sections of the
eomnunity. Inn doing 2o we will be capable of winning
‘atraight’ trade unjonists te a defence of leshion snd gay
rights and toa policy of non-complianes’ with Clauze 28.
. Ttis an urgént necessity to begin now to lay the basis fov
nagaive campaign of defiance of Clanss 28 by the front
line unionsin logal governmenst and education. We must
win as many unions ss possibie, nationally and locally,
o a definite commiitment to non-compliance and defence
of any individusle vietimised asa vesultof opersting thic
policy, up to and including strike action.

However the main ohstacle to overcoms if we ave to do
thieie the isolation of the leshian and gay comnyumitisn
from the organiged labour movement. If we are to win
workers to tuke action in defence of vur vights we st
see, and convince them that Clause 28 is part of & class
wide offensive by the Tories. This e not the view of many

i the Teadership of Btop The Clauss’. Hiven soine on the
revalutionary lefi have attempled to stop the campaign
from turning to the lshour movement and srguing for
definnce. A leading supporter of the Internations] So-
cialist Ciroup, Jamie Gough, sttended = national Blop
the Cleuse’ moeting snd moved the deletion of nen-
corapliance from it's policy statement.

The camypaign is doomed {o failure unless it breaksout
ofits selfimposedisclation. Pick vp any leafiet produced
nationally by the ‘Stop The Clavse Campaign’ end you
would b forgiven for thinking that the hattery of anti-
nnion laws, the racist immigration laws snd the attacks
or workers gensrally that we've witneseed over the past
fow yesvs hadn't happened. The publicity for the 9
Januvary demn read: “Today its lesbian and geys, tomor-
row—block and minority ethnic peoplef Trades union-
istsf Women?, The factisof course the Clause represents
not the begimuing of an attack on workers rights but a
driving heme of the attack that was lennched by the
Tories tnn 197%, '

¥ j= only sctions like the threamtened strike by
Bradford teachers in defence of a eolleague sacked for
admitting he was gay end groups like "Trades Unianists
Ageingt Clavee 28" that shew a glimmer of bope in
defesting Clavee 28,

As we said in the intreduction fo the fivst jssue of this
pantphiet:

“There is o danger that, faced with the bosses onslought,
Lesbiane and gay men will sesk personal or separatisi
solutions o their plight end turn away from the labour
movernent. The lubour movemend itself will come under
pressure from the self-secking bureaucrats at the top to
ditch the progressive policiee on lesbian ond gay rights
thet Bave been adapted by botk the TUC and the Labour
Perty’

Unfortunately, maore and morve, thess predictions are
eoming true. And yet it is over move urgent to overcome
these wenknesses. To do so we nead a Marwist under-
gtanding of Tesbisy snd gay oppression and an action
programme to fight it. We need to have s balance sheet
of the strengths snd wealinesses of the Merxiat tradition
on the leshian and gy question and we need tobw srmed
against the false atrategies for liberation thet musgh-
roomodinthe 1970s under the infiuence of feminism and
scanomism, This pamphlet aime to meet these neods. It
ju & revolutionary communist strategy for lesbian and
gay liberation.

Workers Power April 1088







esbians and gay men are subjected to a bru-
tal oppression in capitalist society. Despite
gsome countries having legalised homosexual
acts between consenting ‘adults’ it private, op-
pression, diserimination and legal harassment
continue to exist on a massive scale. So much go
that millions feel obliged to conceal their sexuality
or to repress it. The submerged misery of these
- millions is incalculable. Against all who voluntar-
ily or involuntarily reveal their sexuality, a mas-
give barrage of repression is unleashed. Lesbians
and gay men face not only abuse and derision but
physical assault which can end in murder. At work
lesbians and gay men face the constant threat of
. dismissal and victimization and, if unemployed,
discrimination. In addition there is the routine
harassment by the police on the streets, in the gay
clubs, ' through entrapment and se on. Lesbian
mothers are systematically denied the custody of
their children. The ‘popular press’ keeps up a
constant campaign of vilification — an incitment
to ‘gueer bashing’ and a constant stoking of the
fires of homophobia. Why is there this monstrous
campaign of repression which unites such unlikely
bedfellows as the Pope, Ian Paisley and the Ayatol-
lah Khomeini? Homosexual acts have long been
condemned by certain religions — most notably
Chrigtianity — but the systematic oppression of
homosexusls as a distinet category of people sepa-
rated off from ‘normal’ society especielly in West-
ern Europe and North America began only some

two hundred years ago. That is, it is a feature of -

capitelist society. . = .
The justification for this oppression is that
homogexuality is not merely asbnormal but also,

and more importantly, ‘unnatural’. While the lev-

els of toleration that capitalist society is prepared
to grant hemosexuals have fluctuated, acceptance
of homosexuality, and therefore the recognition of
it as a perfectly natural phenomenas, has never

existed. Yet the sexval behaviour deemed natural
by capitalist society ~ heterosexual activity with
greatemphasison penetrative interasourse as ‘real’
sex —— is only one aspect; of human gexuality, What
makes it so suited to being deseribed as the only
aatoral form of sex ia ite veproductive function.
Now thisisextremely important for the survivalof
the species and has always been so. The ides,
perpetrated hy many radieal feminists, that pene-
trative heterosexual intercourse is imherently
oppressive to women ignores a fundamental bic-
logical fact of buman life. However, accoptanee of
the importance of reproductive sex is only half the
story. Because one thing is natural it does not
follow that everything else is vnnatural. Move-
over, the very word nedural, brings with it a whole
number of problems of definition. Human beings
have never taken nature as a folt aecompli, but
have always sought to either utilise or transform
nature. Our species has, by social means, repoat-
adly developed and transformed its own ‘nature’,
To understand the development of lesbian and
gay oppression it is necessary o dispense with
capitaliso’s categories of natural and unnatural.
in matters of sexuality. They sre srbitrary in the
extreme, ‘ '
Capitalism has existed for several hundred
years. In the thousands of years preceding
capitalism’s rise to world deminanee theve were
many different views of what was naturs] and
unnatural in sexual relations. Different societies
and even different strata within g particular soc-
oty confermed to whorsl codes that were peculiar to
themselves. What was perfectly natural and even

 sanctified for the pre-Columbian natives of Soulh

America seemed unnatural and sbominable {o the
Christian conquistadoves. The wide diversity of
moral codes in gexual matters throughiout history
is eloguent testimony te the uselessness of the
term noatural as sny sort of guide. Attitudes lio-
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vards sexual behaviour and moral eodes that
velate to it repeatedly change as a particular
scalety iteelf changes. Moral codes for regulating
sesuality are deternined by the needs of the class
ithat rules in 2 particular society. Theso codes ars
always in conformity with the social needs of the

dominant elass. The condemnation of homosexu- .

lity ag unnstural and the systematie oppression
+f homesexuals that this led to, arose from the

vocial needs of capitalist society and its ruling -

class, the bourgeoisie. Nature was called upon by
the hourgeeisie to validate an oppressive code of
sexual condoet, A cursory glance at history dem-
vnstrates that with its sexual morality, ss with all
o1 the other aspects of capitalist gociety that are
deemed eternal and natural, nature had nothing
whatsoever to do with it. The present hourgeois
wititede to homosexuslity is not eternal and his-
sy repeatedly shows this to be the ease.

ANCIENT GREECE

Ire Ancient Greece homosexual activity was not
vegarded ag nnnatural at all, Sexual love between
mren was glorified by poets, philosophers, senlp-
tors snd painters. Although there are recorded
examples of leshianism as well — the term itself
heing derived from Leshos, the name of the island
where Sappho, a poetess who celebrated the love
hetween women, lived — there is no evidence to
suggest that i was accorded any social approval,
Amongst males, homosexuality was not merely
tolerated, it was encouraged. After his failure to
reseue Burydice from the underworld the mythieal
soirgster Orpheus turned to the love of young.
males. His songs openly celebrated this ove. Plato
and Aristotle, highly regarded by bourgeois schol-
ars, both extelled the virtue of male homosexual-
ity. Atfempts by Christian scholarsto suggest that
such love wag a non-physieal, idealised love (henee
"Platonic’), do not square with the mass of written
#nd archeological evidence depicting in great de-
tail, and with obvious approval, the phyrical as-
pects of male. bomosexuality. Even before the
mvach publicised acceptance of homosexuality in
Greece, esrlisr examples of the social approval of
homesexuslity exist. In ancient Mesopotamia the
artiest legal codes dealt with many aspects of
~=xnal morality but there were no provisions for
e punishment of homosesuality. Indeed
wmongst the castie of priests in early Mesopotamis
Lurmesexval practice was commonplace, public
wid secepled. '

Hewever, nobody should imagine that Ancient
Tireece was & haven of sexual freedom, It was &
ctrongly patriarchal class society —based on slav-
ery., Whilet many of the free males of Athens,
tparta and Thebes conducted same-sex emotional
i sexual relationships women suffered terrible

oppression. The citizen’s wife was largely confined

1o her bousehold and severely punished for any

sexunal relations beyond those with her husharnd
necegsary for producing children. The family was
already an instrument of oppragsion. Other

., wemen were restricted to prostitution. The slaves,
“the great majority of the producers, had no 1ights

either political or sexual,
EMBARASSING FACT

The main point however, is that this society not
only functioned, it alse produced some of the finest
produets of the human spivit, giving birth to the
earliest forms of demaocracy, fo classics of tragic
and comic drama, ¢o philosophy, seulpture, archi-
tecture, mathematics and so on. And alt'this hap-
pened in a period when intra-male sexvality was
nof repressed but enceuraged: This society was in
no sense. docadent — that is falling apart as o
result of sexual customs, This embarrassing fact is
usually passed over in silence by bourgeois histo-
rians and moralists. Classical Greece was unususl
in the explicit honour and role accorded to male
same-gex Jove, It was closely related to the educa-
tive end military training aspects of the Greek
City-State, vesting on the exploitation of slaves
and the subordination of women. The 4deal’ rela-

Honship was between an older, mature man and 2

younger adelescent (pederasty, which Iiterally

_means love of boys’). This was supposed to aid the

education, moral as well as practical, of the young
and to bind together the male citizensaza military
force. This pattern has existed as well in other
warrior sacieties throughout history.

LEGAL PUNISHMENT

However, if this pattern was urasually highly
developed in Ancient; Greece, if same sox love wag
only tolerated in other societies, nowhere was it
treated as it has been for modern times with fear
and losthing, let alone subjecied to systermatic
legal punishment. Also, in Greece heterosexuality
and homosexuality were not counterposed. Men
were not thought of as being either homosexual or
heterosexual. Sex between men and women was
priacipally for the purposes of veproduction, while
sex between men was a source of pleagure. There
was, however, no question of invoking nature to
granf approval or disapproval foreither. Instonces
of homosexuality and heterosexuality amongst’
the gods and goddesses were, after all, legiomn,’

The rise of Christianity, in the late classics)
world and during the establishment of fewdal
Christendom, brought sheut a significant change
in attitudes towards homosexuality in Western
Europe. However, homosexuality was Iamped
together with other sexual sins deserving of spe-
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ciul treatment by the zealots of the early Christisn
church. Practitioners of homasenushiy, along
with fornicators, these puilty of bestiality, sdulter-

ers and more begides were the tarpeis of Chyisti-
anity according to Saint Paul.

PR@F‘GUN& CONSEGUENCES

Paul, ag part of hris plan to unify and centralise
the Chrstian church, stamped on the very eardy
geraally free aitibedes of Chuist's followers and
advocated an idesl of celibacy that had prefound
. conseguences for Burepe for centuries to follow,
¥or Pauline Christianily lust and debauchery
were major gins, prmj@hdb}e b pad amd the Iaw
and homosexuality tended to be vepmrded ag
Rpay tlcu}arlf shominable extonsgion of these %;115
Once again it is clear that the target of pod’s wrath
was g man guilty of a homosexual practice, vather
than a men guilly of being & homorenual, To
counter the sing of the flesh Panl preached celibacy
as the highest good for all. He wrole to the
Corinthians: ‘
1t Is good far ¢ man not to fowch o woran. ., . For
Fwonld thoi all men were even as myself’ :

QPPH SEEVE NOVFRS

He did conecade in the same letier that this ideal
mlght be beyend many and that, the best wity (o
evum. . 0’ wonld be to marvy. But marrisge
WAS Very muci socond nest. Ranforcing the op-
pressive norms of the famﬂy, visikle from thae

- eavbost days of class socidty, Faul tanght that
within marriage women had to acenpy a position of
total subservience to their men: _

‘Let ¢he wornei learn i silenve with wil subjee-
tion., But I suffer not @ woman to feach, notto usury
authority over the man, but ¥0 be in silenee.

Wheress paganism had witbessed ey cuitein
which sexuality was an infegral eiement of doo-
trina and indeed worship (fer{ahty rites}, Clodoti-
anity — af Jeast ag svsi.emdi,w—d by the third
candury Roman State Chareh . excluded . The
hlessed trinity, theholy farmily and the vivgin bivth
of Christ by Mary all excluded sex. Moveover, tlw
charch was ran by sn all male, priesthond,

For earlf Christianity sen isell was an exp as-
gion of sin, of the fall and of the devil. The sexual
impulse was, according to Saint Augastine, so
powerful that it desiroyed the capscity for rea-
soned thought. Therein lay ite danger. It was on
carthly pleasure that could divert the faithful
away from the pursuil of heavenly delights, And
women were the temptresses, the true daughters
of Bve. Thus in the earliest teackings homosexual-
ity wasnet seen as a major threat. Bulthe hostility
towards sex in general that was typieal of Christi-
amity meant that it would inevitably become a

target for persecution.

Trenically warninge against homosezuality be-- 7

came neceysary {or those clozed communities —

monks and nuns — who had chosen to live celibate

Hves. Saint Bag) was obliged to wamn young
ok 1o

.. fly from intimaie associgtion with comrades of

" your own oge and runaway from them as from fire.”

Saint Augustine found it necessary to uiter a
gimilar cavtion for nuns!

The love between you, however, ought not to be
earthly but spiritucl, for the things w’hich shame-
{ess women do even to other women . are o be
avoided.”

BRAZEN HY Pﬁ@ﬂi““

hs the chareh developed, dum;g the middle
sges, into 2 resjor power, running the alfzirs ofits
own vast foudal estotes and heavily influencing
the adffairs of all the kingdowms of Christendom its
attitude towards se'ma}iby hardened. By 1215
absolute celibacy was imposed on all clergy. Its
willingneas to condemn o tise stake those guilty of
astor those guithy of sodonyy-—usually along with
& variety of other erimes «— inereased considera-
by, Butthis hardening up on movality was accom-
panied by an inecreass in brazsn hypoerisy, Forni-
cation by the holy fathers of the lowest order and
the highest was commenplace. And in the monas-
tie corpmunities the sing that Easil and Augustine
had warned against were practiced, often without
veproof, s¢ lotg as discretion was maintained. In
other words o stringent code of sexusl morality —
trassggression of which meant death or dismem-

-herment - wag g weapon of goeial coercion used to
“terrovise and control the peassnt mosses. It is no

accident that the varions heretics burnt by the

chureh were often in politicr  rebellion againshtha -

papacy, and equally no accident that th eir charge

- shaets contained along with the sin of heresy the

ging of Toual and sadmny
In the later middle ages the sing of sodomy or

buggery do aynesy to have been more widely

punished than previously, It was at this time that

. the medievs! chureh furnished the world with the

concept of a sin against natwee. Homogexual activ-
ity was Hsted as such a sin by the leading Catholic
theologizn Sainé Thomes Aquinas. But it was in
the same category of heinous crimes as masturba-

- tiom, bestiality and . . . having heterosexual inter-
.course in

anything other than the migsionary
positiont In casesbrought bafore the law, however,

‘homozexusl activity tended to be regarded ason a

par with adultery. Prozecutions of sodomites were
normally ‘sex csges’ in which the accused would
stand charged of a host of other supposed sex
crimos. The idea of the sin sgainst nature became
move important in the sense of identifying an
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actttal breed of ‘unnatural sinnev/erininal ag
fendalism gave way to capitalism. Capitalism
appivopriated late feudalism’s idea of a natural
arder of everything on Earth oxdsined by god, and
natil it to sanctify its own particluar methods of
exyloitation and oppression. In turn this led to a
further qualitative development of western
sotiety’s attitudes to homogexuality. This process
of thangeis atits clearest in the case of the envliost
migfor capitalist, power, Britain.

CIVIL WAR

The civil war that erupted in Britain in 1642 was
a vlass struggle for political power between the
fortes representing the remnants of feudalism and
thiise who championed the eause of capitalism, the
bourgeoisie and a new social order. In the eco-
nomic and political spheres capitalism did
irfzmph over the old feudsal aristoeratic order
(though not without the aristocracy winning im-
poréant compromises that enabled it to survive ag
a- powerful factor in Britain), By the end of the
revénteenth century the changes in society were
heing reflected in changes in philosophy and
msrality, The natural order’ of late feudalism was
pregerved but was proved to be in accord with the
précepts of reason and empirical fact. One efament
nfthenatural order ofthings was the newly emerg-
ing bourgeois family. It was counterposed to the
likortinism of aristocratic gexual relations, and all
manifestations of sexuality that did not accord
with this emerging norm were held to be devia-
tiong from nature and from reason. There were
very clear implications in {higs development for
sotiety’s view of homosexuality,

A gocial relations began to be moulded by the

neuds of an economy geared towards production
for xchange, the market and money, an intensifi-
cation of the sexual division of lsbour took place.
Thure was a growing physical separation of the
‘heine’ from the place of work. The cld feudal
hoesehold as a unit of production itself was being
hralken up. As one historian of the period, Sheila
Rowbotham, cbserved:
‘Although many women still continued fo work
alongside their husbands their role in family pro-
dudtion came increasingly to be regarded as sup-
pleweniary. By the eighteenth century women in
the growing strate of “middiing people” were al-
ready being reared for the leisure and sensibility
toé associate with the Victorian middle class’
(H¥dden from History

Changes in the organisation of work nok only
eitected the legal and secial position of women but
also the dominant ideas in society about the dis-
tiriet roles of women and men, ‘

'The empirical philosophy of John Lacke, writing
in the 1690s, gained in popularity in Britain. He

taught that private property was the most basic

‘natural right’ for men. The bourgeois man should

be ‘free’ to accummmulate capital through his own
hard work and through the vse of his workers
labour. In particular he needed to be free of the
cares of the home, the organisation of domestic
life, the rearing of childven and so on. This affected
the way in which the bonrgeoisie viewed marriage,
It madified the institution te suit its own purposes.
In feudal times the peasant husbhand would have
sought a wife suited not merely to producing chil-
dren: and keeping house but also to helping in the
field, <

The aristocracy generally married for purposes
of property and to continue the family line, but a
mistress, not & wife, was ofien the object of the
Lord’s affeetions. Arranged marrisges were the
noym and custonis such as the land-owning Lord’s
right to sleep with a serf’s chosen bride on the first
night of her marriags prevailed into late feudal
timas throughout much of Eurepe.

BOURGEOIS IDEALS

Thae rising bourgeoisie, on the other hand, cele-
brated the ideal of the individual love match,
Marriage should be the result of a man’s Iove for a
woman—an idea embodied in the principal novels
of the eighteenth century in Britain, The bour-
geois family was private and demestic, It was not -
& basie unit of production, but a secial structure
which freed the male in the family to accumulate
capital and fo establish his influence in society and
politics. 4ffection was supposed to be the cement
thatheld the new farnily structure together. Asthe
Bolshevik Alexander Kollontai noted:

‘In praciice, of course, the bourgeoisie itself, in the
name of convenience, continually sinned against
this moral feaching, but the recognition of love as
the pillar of marriege had a profound class basis.”

The relevance of this for the way in which
homosexuality was treated was that any sexual
relationships outside of the hetercsexnal love
marriage were increasingly viewed as a threat to
the bourgecis family itself. Homoesexuality in
particular became an offence not, simply against
nature in the physical sense as had been the cage
m feudal tires, but also against the natural, that
ie bourgeois, family. Homosexuvality ceased to bs
simply the action of those overtaken by lust and
therefore prepared to ‘do anything’ as the feudsl
moralists had tsught. Rather, ag an aclivity in
dirvect contravention of the bonds of the love ma-
rriage, it eame 1o be viewed as the activity of &
distinet minority who were choosing to commit
crimes against the natural order of the world. .

In the period of the transition from fendalism to -
capitalism there occurred a series of moral panics

and large scale pergecutions aimed at ‘devil wor-
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Active persecution i the senth combieey
algo provoked o reaction from thone persecaled.
There je evidenes of organired resistance upioand
meluding the vse of viclonoe again et ine raiders,
by the users of the Mol v Houses in 726, OF
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thase targetied for attack was evident. The devel-
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g el individuals.
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homos&ma} rights’ rz?mpuj{rne?
‘thivd sex’

This view, thoujl: false, erislled male horosexa-

~ue“*vf=“ia:e ‘*

“eenality. i ebe

[

separated catezories v

des i,m etive divide. In o nutshell then, gender rolo

The wiiyins and nature of tesbian eud gay oppresslon ¥

ads to dovelop sn altevnetive enlivve and escape
frove the meral shrichuees of bouvgeols aomei,y Tha
saliure, which cmﬂuiaamiybﬁ described as ‘camy’
WHs fé)"trcrwif;r importent for the Mollies. In hde

Hearet History of the London Clubs of 17098 Bdward
Ward givon a elear picture of the Melly subeultore
which set Zhe tone for homoserual culture for
vesrs to follow. Ko wyote of tha Mellies:

They m:io;:za ull the smalt venities noturol to the
feminine sexio sueh arexient that rizc;uym “pﬂm’*
irelly, chatier, shriek mnd scold as women, o,o, aping
Hrevie oo well in other aspects.”

OF course the des of ‘auinr’ vwomen L.mfu
mes}.mma}i'&v = Lae supce-dmposed gf‘nd ar
roLag Hrab onp has developed concomitent
wifly its eexnal divizion of I=hovr, Bt it wag this
strict deznavesiion of e der roles "hat the Molkes
Were resporainy Lo Men wer: men and women
were wornemn. T iy wes not simply & biologieal fack
for capitalist snoiety, It had imp}ieaéions for gext-
;ﬂi ";f and beliavivor, Blvoe tha Mollios did nok feel

sthough they o e i bl hetororemal sev
‘.‘wx cuntety T it novts, thoy ac}opwa
e manoriey L\.‘,Shlm‘l e amengst
wonien atihel Jinthadswinsle there b
i elaay Ho}'n i rabwesy men and
WO e either seruality

5 i - or TI0sh

g;}rﬂ{:t. of g
Idmch of the T“i“
tieulay pander is
ponsbruelad, Fooe
Taidd

TBUChE S oL v sith a par
or than Dlologieally
wipner Wae Daeh 1t women are

- ,aiﬁ Yo o"? swo“ﬂ- vy of e,wder

VEHLOTE

zml aa. \vomrmn
ey, by gender ab

i fa’.‘l el

aﬁ. ,
] gy that msﬂms women
m.*@‘f*vm waen, Iothing at all.
; thought of as
“WoTne wm 2oIn vk J"s“; ¥a the ;}rod‘:}ct of &
s%cz,mrs'ael divigion oflz oy wiich arose in the eours ;(
: ol -develovment, Mersover,

[ labouy aver the centums

tieghave constiucted a eulture
el e ss e characteristios
wions amd secial behaviowr, are
warpased,

£
T

FESRTUNY i
i ferme of oor
totally eous

FRUNCTHVE INVIDE

hig ecemiar-pation steras from sosistly corn
strosted pender roles nob, to sny sipnificant de-
gyee, From wiclogw, T Srermonts the human po-
8 038 n.ma women from sgshmi-
ating the best elevnonis of both of the. rigidly
culine and feminine
eading vistis an extremely

- and thereby trone

G




¥ Lasbian and gay liberation: a cornmunist strategy

sre primarily produets of our seciety not of our
somuality, :

Tregpite all thig, however, and despite the ele-
srent of misogynistic ridicule that undeubtedly
~aists within the eamp tradition pioneered by the
Mollies, the male homosexuals of the eighteenth
contury were attempting to defend their sexuality
agatnst its stigmatization at the hands of capital-
isma and its moral guardians.

Towards the end of the eightesnth century and
with the development of industry the bourgecisie
congoldated itself in Britain as the ruling clags,
At the same time it brought into being the indus-
izinl working class and eventually the eonditions
necessary for the revolutionary transformation of
capitalism itself — large secale indusiry, Farming
developed on a capitalist basis, while the Enclo-
sure Acts, 1760-1 830, eliminated the peasaniry ax
@ serious social force within Britain, The thou-
aands who were driven off the land migrated {o the
towns and became free labourers — proletarians.
Capitalism was creating its own class enemy de-
spite itself.

Initially the bourgeocisie did not seek to impoese
its ‘tdeal’ family on the newly emergent working
2lass. On the contrary the requirements of capital
accumulation in the early nineteenth century led
it to ruthlessly break up proletarian families.
Child 1abour, the horrific exploitation of women
waorkers and the exacting toil of long hours at the
factory for men allundermined the reproduction of
z stable family life for the masses, However, as the
working class grew and began to organise as a
class and as capitalism’s needs for the reprodue-
tion of labour power became greater, the ruling
class’ ideas about the family were obliged to be-
come the ruling ideas for the whole of society.

Pressure from the working class for the protection
of family life (a progressive struggle) and the
bourgeoisie’s need to uge the family as a means of
regenerating and reproducing labour power Jed {o
the spread of the bourgeois family as the bedrock
social unit in society.

The process was accelerated towards the end of
thenineteenth century. Capitalism in Britain had
developed into its imperialist stage. This was
accompanied by significant changes in the coropo-
sition of the working class. A relatively bettor off
layer of skilled male workers came to politically
dominate the organisations of the working class,
This was the social basis for the development of
veformism, The *aristocracy of labour’ was ‘bought
off by the fruits of imperialism’s super profits.

BOURGEOIS FAMILY

It was in this period particularly, that the bour-
geois family was seld to, and adopted by, the mass

«f the working class. It was af one with the general

response of gkilled workers to the trade crises
{womeir ont first) and to their frade union de-
mands (the male family wage’ and the exclusion of
women from productive labour especially in the
gkilled trades). ‘ :

If the status of the bovrgeois was partly mesg-
ured by the leisare’ of his wife and daughters in
the eighteenth century, hy the end of the nine-
teenth cenmtury a similar attwiude prevailed
smongst the upper layer of the working class. And
it served as a powerful transmission belt for thig
bourgeois ideology to the rest of the class. The
¢ffect on atiitedes towards homosexuvality was
that the working class becams infected by the
bourgeoisic’s hostility to ‘unnatoral acts’,

The gystematisation of oppression was reflected
in legal developments.

Homoszexuals were the muest clearly identifiabie

deviants from the hovrgeoisie’s natural order.
They were sat apart from society ~ with even well
meaning sexelogists helping the process with their
theories of men trapped i women's bodies and
vice versa-— g & targel for repression, Al} that was
migging ~ given the difficulties of using Henry
VIIFs sodomy laws — were modern legal codes for
dealing with them. A Liberal MP, Henry Labouch-
ere, Turnighed the necessary clavses with his law
on indecency, in 1885, It stipulated:
‘Any male person who, in public or private, com-
mits, or ig o party to the commission of, or procures
or aitempis fo procire the commission by any male
pereson of, any act of gross indecency with another
male person, sholl be guilty of ¢ misdemeanor.’

Thousands of gay men have suffered af the
hands of the gross indecency laws ever sinee,
Presgure for their introduction had come origi-
nally from well meaning reformers to combat the
‘white glave’ trade in children for sexnal purposes.
The guardians of bewrgesia morality saw fo it, as
they have so often since, that this pressure by the
reformers was used to their own advantage. In 2
chimate of moral panic, they so shaped the law that
male homosexnals became the principal vietims,
along with prostitutes, of the moral panic.

The most celebrated homosexual victim of the
moral reaction that followed the Lshouchere
Amendment was Qsear Wilde, the author, His
case ig rightly famous not simply becanse of his
individual reputsation, but bosause # revealed, in
the starkest possible terms, that capitalism's cure
for those ‘suffering’ from homosexuality was two
vears hard labour. In society’s view homosexusls
were not merely sick men, they were eriminals.
Wilde himself had faced gay baiting from his
college days, At Oxford his forthright ‘decadence’
prompted the yahoos at his college fo try and
wreck his room (though Wilde's ‘effenuinacy’ was
no chstacle to him kicking these thugs down the
stairsh),
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sexuality often reinforced bourgeois society’s view
" of it as either an abnormality or an illness. Thus
Kraft Ebbing’s path-breaking Psychopathia Sexu-

alis (1886) billed itself as a medical study of the

‘abnormal’, Freud, similarly regarded homosexu-
ality as a disorder or perversion, But he rightly
opposed the idea that homosexuslity stemmed
from a woman being trapped inside a man's body

or viee versa, He believed that homosexuality was -

a confusion of choice in terms of sexual preference,
not a confusion of gender identity, Polemlmsmg
against the ‘third sex’ thesis he wrote:

normative approach to sexual orientation.

The ideas of the early sexologists and psychel-
ogsts were ignored by capitalism’s law makers and
moral guardians, Until the 1920s and 1930s that -
is. By then a more pliable breed of scientists than

_the great pioneers, were installed in the key

medical establishments throughout the imperial-
ist countries. . .

The views of the pioneers that homosexuahty :
was an abnormality were seized upon,-and their .
pleas for tolerance and understanding were ig-

. nored. Even those who sought to harmonise psy-

“The literature of homosexuality usually fails to

dzstmgwsh clearly enough between the question of
the choice of .0b J&Ct on the one hand and of the
sexual characteristics of the subject on the other . .

. A man _in_ihose character feminine attrzbute.s:

obuzously predominate . . . may nevertheless be

heterosexual. The same is true of women.'

This was a very important insight.
THROWBACK

However, Freud was a bourgeois liberal not a

Marxist. He did believe that the homosexuals

preference for same-sex love was a throwback to
the days before civilization, when bisexuality was
the norm. As such it was a problem, if not an
illness; a disorder, .if not a crime, He wrote:

‘Homosexuality is assuredly no advantage; but it is
nothing to be ashamed of, no vice, no degradation;

it cannot be classified as an illness; we consider it

to be avariation of the sexual function produced by
a certain arrest of the sexual development

In other words, the ‘sexual function’ is not dic-
tated by norms laid down by society but by an

independent, ‘sexual development’ which goes on_

in each individual. Psychological factors ean check
that development and thereby cause homosexual-

ity, because the proper endpaint of that develop-
ment for Freud was, and should always be, hetero-

sexuality. Freud did not challenge capxt,ahsm s

12

-sexuality as a deviation from -‘normal’,

chology and Marxism, like Reich, classified homo-
genital
based sexual activity. Tragically Freudian psy-
choanalysis was instrumental in getting homo-
sexuality listed with the World Health Organisa-
tion as.a recognised illness. Seience and morality
were brought into harmony.

By the beginning of the twentieth century most
of imperialist Burope and North America had
legally sanctioned the oppression of homosexuals
—male and in a different way, female. It took over
sixty. years for any generalised shift in attitude

.and law reform to take place. But the years of

tolerance that followed the 1960’s, were not only of

Jimited duration, they were of limited use. For

leshians and gay men oppression merely changed
into a different gear, Now even the reforms of the
‘permissive’ sixties are under attack as gay men
are blamed for the AIDS virus, and turned into
modern day lepers and aslesbians aresacked from
their jobs, denied their-children and all too fre-
quently, beaten up on the streets,

Capitalism has given leshian and gay oppres- .

",s‘ion alegal, political and in many respects, a social

form. It has made it more wide-ranging and thor-
oughgoing than ever before, but it has also
sparked resistance. That resistanee needs to be
transformed into a struggle, not only against

-oppression but also against the capitalist society

that nurtures and sustains that oppression.y




and Wentern Europe was accompaniad, as
we have ssen, by an emerging morality that
categorised homosexuals a8 deviants. Homosexu-
ality was no longer merely an instance of individ-
ual depravity. It was & way of life for a whole
number of people, especially men, and had to be
treated as & throat to socisty. The development of
the systematic social and political eppression of
_homosexuals did lead to the development of organ-
ired resistance. In 8 number of Buropesn coun-
tries movements and campaigns for homosexual
rights emerged. :

-The very term homosexuality was coined by &
Hungarian, Doctor Benikert, in the 1860s. Benkert
—himself a homosexual — wrote an open latter to
the German government in 1869 protesting
against the proposed intreduction of Parugraph
176into the imperial legal code. This Peragraph
rendared all homosexual acts committed by males
punighable offences, carrying heavy prison sen-
tences. Moreover, the introduction of the Para-
graph was especially worrying for male homo-
gexuals gince it was common knowlsdge that the

: I he development of capitaiism in Britain

2stio!

tries, 6ppmasiun;manifreuted it&élf in a variety of

other ways.

. The political basis of the early homosexusl

righte campaigne in Britain, and more particu-
larly in Germany, was bourgeois democratic. That
is to say that, the campaigns were aimed at chang-
ing specific anti-homosexual aspects of existing
law. In 1810 Neapoleon introduced his legal codu
throughout much of Europe, This code regardec
matters of sexuality, where consent was given, a«
entirely private. The code was not a reflection ¢/
Napoleon's own reputed homosexual inclinations,
ssbourgeoishistorians have argued. Ratherit was
a roal gain of the French Revolution of 1789 which
had inscribed on ita banner the democratic rights
of man, including privacy in all matters concern-
ing sexual preforence and behaviour.

However, the ideal of bourgecis democratic

- equality —— between men and women, botweo:

races snd hotween homosexuals and hetero.
sexaals — popular for the purposes of sumntoning
the plebian maases to struggle sgainst feudalism,

“moon came into confliet with the reslities and

German police had built up extensive filus on the

gaxual habits of numerous individuals, Benkert's
letter was significant in bringing opposition to
Paragraph 175 into the opsn. Iu that sense it laid
down a marker for future movements against the

necessitios of a world dominated by capitelist
axploitation and the remorzeless quest for ever -

. greater profite. As industry in Europe developed,

the effective expleitation of wage labour by the

. capitalists eventually necessitated the imposition

paragraph when it became law throughout Ger-

many in 1871, :

In Britain homoasxual acls between males had
been punishable by death until 1881, Bul the
change in law in that year, to make such activities
merely liable to prison sentences was designed to
increase not decrease pereecution. Triale for sex-
ual offences were more likely to result in convie-
tions ifthe death penalty was not the outcome. The
law on gross indecency between malos, introduced
in 1885, consolidated anti-hemosexual legislation
in Britain. Deapite the lack of legal proviasion for
the prosecution of lesbinns in meet capitalist coun-

of the bourgeois nuclear family structure on the
antire proletariat. In turn this family etructure -
militatad against bourgeois democratic rights for
wornen and homosexusls (male and femals). In
many Europesn.countries and in North Americe
this development led to the stigmatisation and
eriminalisation of all aspects of sexuality thai -
deviated from capitalism's heterosexual family
norm. Homosexuality, which as we have seen was
alroady classed amongst the chief crimes againet
nature, was inevitably a major target. Thus Parsa-
graph 176 stipulated: ,

‘Unnatural coupling undertaken between persons
of the male sex and between people and animals i

13



¥ Lasblan and gay liberation; a comimuniat sirategy

} o -
punighable by lmprwonment Civil righta can also
he withdrawn.’

Paragraph 176 and the Oscar Wilde trisl in
Brituin, which stressed the unnaturalness of hie
rrime, set the terms of reference for the early
roform campaigns, Humaniets, liberals and so-
sialigts of various hues conducted agitation
againgt capitalisi’s institutionalised oppression
s homoseruals. They reasserted a fundamental
et of bourgeois demoeracy; nemely that the
state has no business interfering with personal
matters so:long as théy do not hamn anyone.
Defonce of the Uranians (a terin coined by the
homoasexual rights campaigner, Karl Heinrich
Ulrichs and adopted by lesbians and gay men at
the time as their common title) centrad on combat-
ting the lagal discrimination they faced.

In Germany a long running campaign had as its
central fotus the demand for the repen! of Para-
graph 175, This defence of democracy was com-
pletely correct, and, for ite time, highly progres-
give, However, the link batween the oppression of
homosexusals and the development of the family
under capitalism was not understosd by the early
movement of Uranians or by the pionsers of Marx-
ism, Indeed Engels, who laid the foundations of
the Marxist anslysis of the family, did not see the
connection betiween the. stiucture of the family
ander capitalism, together with the ideology aseo-
ciated with that structure, sad the opp?%smn of

homosexuality. Worse, hiz idoalised view of -

hotsrosenusl love (& view influsnced by nine-
teonth century romenticiem) led hiw to condemn
homonexuality as an outrage againat the dignity of
man:

. but this degradation of the women [Bngels is
mf‘amng to prostitution in ancient Gresce - WP]
was avenged on the men and degraded them also
(il they fell into the abominable practice of sedomy
and degmded alike their gods with the myth of
franymede.’

Engels developed this attitude in ivolation from
sny exigting homosexual rights movements and
for once allowed a mixture of romanticism and
Victorian morality to cloud hia normally rigor-
cusly metorialist judgement. :

Desapite Engely’ individual viewpoint and re-
gardless of the itidividual viewpoints of the lead-
ers of the socialist movement, it was that move-
ment that took up the defence of homsesexuals and
the fight for their demoeratic rights as citizens,
The leader of the Universal German
Workingmen's Asisociation, Ferdinand Laassalle,
defended J B von 'Schweitzer, who was hounded
out of the legul profession because he was known
to be a homoeexual, Lassalle welcomed von
Schwaitzer a8 a leader of the Aswsociation. His

grounds for doing go shewed that early socialists

undeystood the demooratic principle at stake even

. if they did not understand the question of sexual

politics. Lassalle declared:

‘In the long run, sexual activity is o matter of taste,
and ought io be left up to each person, so long as he
doesn’t encroach upon someone else’s interests,
Though I wouldn't give my daughterin marriageto
suchk a man.’

Not that Schweitzer had expressed any desire to
marry Lagsalle's dauphier!

From the 1860’¢ on the working class and social-
ist movernent in Germany did not allow its primi-
tive views on the nature of homosexuality to ob-
ptruct its firm commitment to the demacratic de-
fance of homosexuals, Marxist and non-Marxist
eocialists became, from very early on, the most
consistent fighters for homesexual rights, proving
once again that only the working class remainéd
faithful to the democratic ideals that the bourgeois

revolution had espoused but that the hypoeritical,

psuny pinching bourgeocisie had long since con-

signed to the dustbin of history. Towards the end

of the nineteenth cantury the strongest party of

the Second International, the German Social
Democratic Party (SPD), won the acclaim of Ura-
nians everywhere by daring to challenge Para-
graph 176 on the floor of the imperial Reichatag.

Bebel, the great socialist leader, took the floorin |

1898 to ridicule the idea that homosexuals were a
tiny handful of perverts, He asserted, against this
view, and to the horror of the bourgeois deputies
all around him on the benches of the Reichstag,

that there were homosexuals everywhere: e
“The number of these persons is so great and

reaches so deeply into ell social circles, from the
lowest to the highest, that if the police dutifully did
what they were supposed to, the Prussian state
would immediately be obliged to build two new
penitentiaries just to handle the number of viola-
tionz against Paragraph 175 within the confines of

Berlin alone.’

Bebel's defence of homosexuals was grounded in
the SPD's fundamental coromitment to the demo-
cratic aspects of the socialist minimum pro-

gramme — the state should keep its snout out of .

people’s personal affairs. But while the party’s
position on democratic rights was unambiguous,
its attitude to homosexuality was more confused.
The basic position, which. wag way in advance of

Engeld’ attitude, was developed by Eduard Bern-

stein (later a leading revisionist within the party!)
in & series of articles in Die Neue Zeit in 1895, The
occarion for these articles was the Wilde trial in
Britain. Bernstein effectively and savagely at-
tacked the bourgeoisie for its mean and hypocriti-
caltreatment of Oscar Wilde, They had praised his

literary work up to the point that he was found
guilty of gross indecency. Then they banished .
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Buerything changed for fim, and the directors of
the theatres that had aequired his pleces —of what
is injured morality not capable? — remioved not his

.. pleces, but his name, from the posters.’

This example of bourgeois hypoerisy promptod

. Bernatein to attempt to develop an un&erstanding

of homosexuahty, 'derwing from scientific experi-
ence’,
The strength of Bernstein's analysis wag its

- unnatural, aé charged. by capitalist morality,
 Uging the method of historical materialism, he

: sxplained the way in which moral and soxual

views were the product of definite historienl and

.: -social circumstances. Bourgeois soxual morality
. was far from being the eternal and natural law
-+, that capitalism’s hired moral hacks claimed. In
w-fact it was a recont davelopment and at that time
wwas far from' being universal. Procissly becauas

attitudes to matters of sexuality are historically
conditioned the yardstick of what was ‘natural’

* was invalid. Bernstein arpued that the prevailing

morality constituted the ‘normal' and that there-
fore deviations from it were abnormal rather than
unnatural. Nature and norm wera different things
and nivst norms were, in any case, unnatural, As
Bernatein explained;: ..

For what is not unnaturall Our entire cultural
existence, our made of life from morning to nisht is
a constont offence against nature, againes the
original preconditions of our existence. If it was
only a question of what was natural, then the worst
sexual excess would be no more objectionable than,
say, weriting a letter — for conducting soclal inter-
course through the medium of the written word ig
for further removed from nature than any way cs
yet known of satisfying the sexual urge.’

Horzon, also writing in Die Neue Zeit, vefined this

_view and ascribed the causes of the ‘illness’ to a

l;‘-\'debunking of the idea that homoeexuality was -

By rejecting the idea that eame-sex love ﬁvaa in .

any way unnaturgl, and by showing that such a

confusion of gones at the earliest, bizexual phase
of the embryo This produced the person who had
a-woman's mind trapped in & man's body. This
concept vias embraced by wide sactions of the
homotexual community and extended to explam
lesbianiam ~ the mean's mind trapped in a
women's b%y The key, therefore, to understand-
ing thoillaend of homosexuality was science, Sexu-
ality, it was belioved, was determmed scientifi-

cally, Heorzen ar,;lwd

‘In my eaﬂmatwu it [ why people are homosexuai
or not — WP) is to be found in embryology in
caruuncticn wtth phylogeneticiem txnd anthropel

ogy."

This seientific debcarmamsm was, by and large,
accepted by the Uranian movement. The major

homoeerual rights movement, the Scientific
Humenitarian Cemmities (an mtemational or-

ganisation, but bagsd and at its strongest in Ger-
many) end its léading theorista conducted a great
deal of rebearch to scientifically prove the ‘third
gex' thedry. Tho committes’s journal was actually
cellod tha Yearbook for Intermediate Sexual Types.
All of this reflectsd the major boom in ‘seientifi-
clem’ in the late nineteonth and early twentiath
contnry,

Thiarpproach was much more ihdebtad to Soctal
Darwinism, essociated with writers such as Har-
hert Spancsr, than Marxism, Consequently, its
materialism wes corvuptad by &n overly evolution-
ict and biclogiat stance. The result was the devel-
epment of quack theorics sChomosexuality. Physi-
cal, biolegieal, genetieal and biochemical factors.
often took precedence ovar gocial and psychologj-
cal considerations. The influence of this ‘scient-
ificinm’ wae widesproad in the Uranian and social-
ist movemants (though one gay organisation the
Community of the Special, rejected scientific de- -

. tarminism only to replace it with mysticism),

type of love had existed in many different societion

at many different times, Bernstein made & revoly-

tionary contribution to the development of o

Marxist theory of sexual politics.

The weak gide of Bernstein's analysis was the;'

way its grasp of the causes of homogexuality, He
tended to accept capitaliem's catagories inzofar as
he believed that homogexusls did constitute a

Pionesr ssxologizts and homorzexual vights cam-

. pmgners like Marnus Hirschfeld and Kraft Ebb-

ing, fully endevesd this approach,
While many velid ineights were gained as .

';..result of the work of the early sexologists, the -

. Maorxiet movement made a major, if entirély un-

digtinet category of people by virtus of the fact that -
they suffered from an illness. In other words their .

sexuality was not and could not be the product of

free choice. As an illness homosexuality had tobs

understood, tolerated and sympathised with. He

wrote that cases of homosenuality ‘must not be

became widéspread amongst the socialist move-
ment and persisted for many years in its ranks,

Judged ‘morally but pathologicelly’. This view

derstendabls, mistake by accepting the ‘third sex’
theory as en explanation of homorexuality. This
theory fails to undoratand that gender roles, as
oppozed to gonder ites!, ave for the most part
sacially, not sciontifically moulded and that avigid

divigion batwoen homogexuals and heterosexuals
. entails the cramping of human sexual potantial

that is & necessary faature of capitalism's version

of family life, Nene of thie is to deny.that biologicel

digtinctions batweon ths genders exist and do
detormine certain diffevences. But there is no
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] ey . w
setantific proof, to dete st least, that gender dic-
tates a heterosezual norm for all people or that it
diciatos sl manifestations of behaviour that have
bacome associated with a particular gender
through the centuries.

Ilespite this theoretical weakness the impact of
Marxisim's essentially principled, democratic
stand on the homosexual question brought sup-
nort for the SPD from many Uranians and propa-
goted inside the working clags a high lsvel of
wierance, if not support, for homosezuale. In
Bevlin Magnus Hirechfeld circulated a question-
naire on sexuality which included questions on
homopaxnality amongst 3,000 students and 5,721
metal workers. Notone worker objected to answer-
ing the queationnaire. A gaggle of students, on the
other hand, brought Hirechfeld to court and had
- him successfully prosecuted for circulating an
‘inpulting” questionnaire. Throughout the trirl the

workers' movement defended Hirschfeld and the
SPD's paper, Vorwaerts, carried rogular articles
on the cage,

The Uranian movement did not fail to recognise
who its allies were. Thé bourgeois.parties in the
foichstaghad only words of hate for homosexuals.
The SPD, at the very least, spoke of humanitarian

“tolerance, In 1912, the Scisntific Humanitarian
Committes intorvened in the elections accord-
ingly. It published an advert which declared:
‘Third Sex: Consider this! In the Reichatag on 31

Moy, 1905, members of the Centre, the Conserva- -

tives and the Economic Alliance spoke against you
.. . but for you the oratora of the Left. Agitate and
voie accordingly.’ ‘

The support for tha left actually went further
than juat voting. In the Garman revolution of 1918
gay men and lesbians (who had been invelved in
the German women'’s movement before the war
and who had campaigned to get that movement to
take up their causes) organissd and fought to de-
stroy the rule of the Kaiser and of the aristocratic
Junker class, The homosexusl presence under the
banner of the Scientific Humanitarinn Commit-
tse, was visible in rallies, demonstrations and
street fighting. At a mass meeting at the height of
the revolution Hirschfeld called on an andience of
almost 4,000 to struggle not merely for a demo-
eratic republic but also for & ‘zocial republic’.

. 'The Committes’s petition on Paragraph 1 T8 was
actually presentad to parliament in 1922, but by
then the democratic counter-revolution led by the
right wing leadere of the S8PD meant that the
roactionary law was never repealed. However, a
greater degree of tolerance was won and
Hirachfeld wae able to found the Institute for

Sexual Beience, housing it in the palace of a Ger- .

man prince removed from both his oversized housa
and hie lofty social station in the course of the

revolution. The Institute, like Hirschfeld himaelf,
kecame & target of attack for the growing Nazi
movement and was eventually smashed up and
closed by Hitler's stormtroopors,

Cutside of Germany, too, socialists were in the

front ranks of those responding to the Uraniang’
call for a campaign for democratic rights for
homogexualy, In Britain the utopian socialist,
Edward Carpenter, campaigned for homosexual
rights and linked themm with the need for socialiam.
After the Wilde {riai and the witch hunt atmos-
phere it engendered, Carpenter had great diffi-
culty getting his work published. Only the press of
the working class movement would publish his
writings on sexuality. The Manchester Labour
Press published his book Towards Democracy,
which dealt with homosexuality ss well as a range
of other topics. The socialist Belfort Bax (a man
who belisved that males were the oppressed sex!)
was prepared to take a stand on the rights of
homosexuals to behave in private as they wished.
He argued that morality had nothing to do with:
‘... a sexuol act, committed by the mutual congeni
of two aedult individuals, which is productive of no
offepring, and which on the whole concerns the
welfare of nobody but the parties themeselves.’
Of course while adhering to this position many
socialists, lilke Blatehford, the editor of The Clar-
ion, still found ‘the whole subject nasty’. But that
put thern on the side of those who were ignorant of
sexusl politics rather than on the side of moral
reaction.

In the USA the anarchist movement and anar.

chist figures like Emma Goldmann {(who had met

fesbians while she was in prison) took up the
cudgels in defence of homosexuals, particularly in
the many states that had reactionary laws on the
guestion,

The work of Bebel, Bernstein and the 8PD (in
particular in the Reichstag debates on Paragraph

178 in 1898 and 1905} enlightened the socialist

movetnent internationaily to the democratic ques-
tions at stake in the defence of homosexuals,
Additionally it brought many Uranians to recog-
nise the need to identify their struggle for rights
with socialism and internationalism (the Commu-
nity of the Special adapted Marx’s old slogan to
read Uranians of the World Unite’). The parties of
the working class had been the only ones to re-
spond positively to the pressure for reform carried
out by the pioneer homoséxual rights movement,

The most, tangibls gain achiaved in the struggle
for homosexual rights in this period was aresult of
the victory of tha working class under the banner
of revolutionary Marxism (Bolshevism) in Russia
in Qctober 1917, In December 1917 the Bolshevik
government abolished all the Czarist laws that
forbade or restricted homosexual activity. Thia
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M }
was an encrmous gein and proof positive that
ravolutionary gocialism is the koy to destroying
capitalism's renctionary moral laws, as well as ite
other represeive laws. The wovld's first werkers’
state provided the only form of government pre-
pared to enforce on bohalf of homesesuals the old
democratic principle that the stato should not
interfere in private matters, Doctor Grigorii Bat-
kis, the director of the Mozcow Institute of Secial
Hygene, codified Bolsheviem's approach ina 1922
;mmphlet The Sexual Revolution in Russia. It
etated: .

‘t’l‘oncermrzg f;omasexwalaty, avdomy, end various
other forms of sexunl gratificatior, which are st
down in Buropean legislation as offenses against
public morality — Soviet legislation ireats these
exactly the same as go-called natural iniercourse,
All forms of sexual intercourse are private matiers.”
The open expression of homosexuality was toler-
ated to a far greater degree in poet-revolutionary
Russis than in the capitalist countries,

However, the revolution did net get much be-
yond the SPD's alroady esteblighed theoretical
understanding of homosexuality, The view that it
was a form of bodily/genetic disorder rathar then
a ¢rime, and should therefore be tolerated not
punighed, remained prevalent emonget Russia's
leading saxologists. The Bolshevik revolution had
croated the preconditions — working class power
— for the achievement of lesbisn end pry libera-

tion. The possibility for further theoretical and

proctical ndvences axieted. But this pogsszhﬁy
was not realiged. The enormous damocratic gairs of
1917 wan not built upon for one simpls regson ~—g
political counter-revolution was carried through
by the buresucratic caete that hed emargad in the
war-torn, desperataly poor and backward Sovief,
Union, N umerocus gaing made by the working
class and the oppressed through the revolution
were stolen from them by theburesueracy, headad
by 8talin, which had usorped political powér,
- Under the lesdership of Stalin in the late 1520s
-the Soviet Union became a degenerated workers'
state. That is, the potential for the tranaition to
aocialism on the basis of the post-capitalist prop-
arty ralations, wae blocked, An ever present den-
ger of economic collapss, thanks o the blinherad
and self serving policien of the buraaucracy, mesnt
that the country was in aii a faivly constant stats
-of crisis, Part of this process was a resctionary
. shift of position by the workers’ stats on the ques-
--tion of homogexual nghts
After leading the fibld in the defonce of homosex-
ual rights at various international medics] eon-
gresseos throughout the 18208, towerds the end of
the decade Soviet doctors, including Batkis, were
instructed to drop all mention of homocazuslity,
Their bureaucratic masters drew a veil over the

subject and kept it in the closet until the problem
of AIDS in the 19804 obliged Gorbachev to admit
the exiztence of howosszuality in the Soviet Un-
ion, The demooratic gain of 1917 was obliferatedin
1934 when, after the personal intervention of
Stalin, laws making homosexuality punisheble by
imprisonent were re-introduced,

Underlying this renewed stiock was nob, se
many modern leshian snd gay netivisis have ge-
serted, a historic incompatibility between social-
inmn :m& loghian and gay liberation. To éredit
Htalin in the 19305 as socialiat in the revolutionary
songe of that word, ehows a profound lack o
understanding ebout the nature of secialism. The
attack actually represented o retveat from secial-
imm ae a resolt of the bareaucratic counter-revolu-
thon, The mva!utionary perspective of removing
the opprensive aspects of family life through the
soeialisation of domestic tasks, child rearing and
so on, was ebandened by the Stalinist apparatas,
This wan no tactical and temporary vetreat die-
tatod by the appalling poverty of the young work-
ers’ republic and its inability to ba able to afford to
socialise domestic Jabour.

(n the contravy it was a conscious strategy

divectod at resurrecting as a noble ideal the bour-
geois moade! of farmily life, which every Soviet man
end women should follow, The woman weas ex-
pacted to carry oul domestic tasks as well as
working in o Soviet factory. This revival of the
bourgasis family by Stalinism wae designed to o
gasist the buresucrstic caste develop Boviet indus-
try end agricsliure in a manner that soerved iis
own narvow interests and bolatared its own privi-
leges, Just &g capitalism, in its defence of the
fomily, is obliged to opposs all thrests to the
heterogszual, nuclear norm go Stelinism was
abliad to do the game. T'o justify this the buresus-
racy propageted the theory that homossxuality
WaE & bourgaaim deviation, typical of degenarate
capitalizm in general and fagciam in particular.
Tha pro-Stalinist auther Maxim Gorkii summed
up the official Soviet attitude in the 1830z and
shawed the distance that separated the degsner-
ated workers' state and the Bolshevik government
of 1917 when he wrots;
In the fuscist countrigs, homosexuality, which
puina the youth, flourishes without punishment; in
every couniry where the proletariat has aude-
ciously achisved social power hommxmtity has
ééenddeclamd a social crime and is heavily pun-
inhed,’

Needless to say Gorkii's supposed paradies for
homogexuala, Nazi Germany, showed its real col-
curs by pinning pink triangles o homosezuals,
rounding them up and sending them to face star-
vation and danth in the concentration cemps.

K s no exaggoration to say that the combined
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rounter-revolutionary victories of Stalinism and
‘ascism eradicated the gaing that had been made
izy the homosexual rights and socialist movement
n the preceding forty years. The homosexual
righls movement, as an organised force, was de-
«troyed. Worse, within the socialist movement
itselfthe elimate of veaction led to very reactionsry
vigws on the lesbian and gay guestion taking root.

In May 1928 the German Communists Party
(P, the most advanced party in the Comintern
= matters of sexual politics, was able fo answer a
ouestionnaire on homosexual rights to the effect
that it had taken a stand for the repeal of Para-
draph 176 at every available opportunity’. Less
than five years later it had reversed its position.
Immediately prior to Hitler's rise to power the
KPD consciously adopted a policy of gay-baiting
the Nazis on the basis of the bourgeois deviation

“theory of homosexuality. The existence of some
well known gay men in the ranks of the Nazis
prompted the Stalinist KPD to equate Nazis with
homosexuality and describe homosexuality itself
as afilthy and corrupi perversion, Tragically this
viewpoint, which should have been consigned to
the dustbin, had a long standing impact on nearly
alt wings of the sdcialist movement.

In this climate of reaction the tiny forces repre-
senting the continuity of revolutionary commu-
nism — the Trotskyists — were unabie to develop
a Marxist theory of sexual politics. Their achieve-
ments in keeping alive the principles and practice
of Marxism were monumental, But, given the
terrible pressures they were under and the objec-
{ive tasks posed by the moves towards world war,
it is not surprising that sexual politics did not
constitute an immediate priority for the Fourth
[nternational. Unfortunately, however, the
Trotskvists did fail to make a clear statement on
the democratic prineciple of privacy in matters of
sexuality that was posed by the homosexual ques-
tton. The whole question appears to have been
dropped from consideration altogether.

After the war and Trotsky's death the Fourth
International degenerated into a centrist organi-
sation, Unable to comprehend the survival and
expansion of Staliniam all wings of the movement
ended up capitulating to it in one way or ancther.
By 1951 the political programme of Trotskyism
had been Hauidated by the Fourth Internationals
leaders; Pablo, Mandel, Healy and Cannon. Nos
surprisingly this degeneration hampered the fur-
ther development of a revolutionary perspective
ort homosexuality. The SWP{US) for example was,
in the late 1950s, prepared to engage in an elabo-
rate and diversionary debate on the use of cosmet-
ics by women, but unable to bring itself to say
anything on the question of homosexual rights.

Some of the degenerate fragments of the Fourth
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International were even guilty of emulating the

.KPD's gay baiting, During the Socialist Labour
League’sfight with Gaitskellin the British Labour
Party in the early 1960s, the League’s journal,
Labour Review, attacked the Labour leader for
appointing the right winger, George Brinham, ag
a youth officer in charge of the Young Socialists.
The right wing appointed him, fumed Lubour
Review in its Winter 1962/63 edition, despite $his
addiction lo homosexuality’. The “Trotskyists’
were outraged that ‘such @ man'had been allowed
near young people. The right wing, as agents ofthe
bourgeoisie, hinted the Healyites, were guilty, like
Oscar Wilde before them, of corrupting the youth.
This backward and reactionary view of homosexu-
ality persisted in the Healyite group until 1985
when Healy himself was expelled for sexual
‘abuses’ of women comvades. After his expulsion
rrumarous horror stories of Healy's persecution of
lesbians and gay men inside his organisation came
to light. Some other groups followed Healy's ex-
ample. A Groek organisation that had once been
part of Healy’s Intermational Committee, pub-
lished a document in 1980 on homosexuality and
referrved te it as a foul smelling subject’,

Nor was it only the International Commnitiee
that had a bad record on the leshian and gay
question, The USFI of BErnest Mandel, despite
making various adaptations to feminism in the
1970s and not condemning homosexuality in a
Healyite fashion, has refrained from ever publish-
ing & major document on the lesbian and gay
question that the British section had submitied to
a world congress. Its silence has never been ex- -
plained. The USFT's supporters in the USA, the
SWP, showed their fear of the lesbian and gay
guesfion in 1970, when they authorised the ban-
ning of known gays from membership of their
Young Socialists’ Alliance for security reasons’.
And in 1973 a call for an intervention into the US
gay movement was defeated at the SWP’s confer-
ence on the grounds that it would give the party an
‘exotic image’.

By and large, however, the revival of a leshian
and gay movement in the 1970s did lead to a
modest improvement in the positions of the major
left proups throughout the world, on matters of
sexual politics. Reactionary exeesses of the Hea-
lvite type were the exceptions rather than the rule.
But the period 1933-34 up until the end of the
1960s can justifiably be described asthe dark ages.
as far as Marxism and the question of homosexu-
ality is concerned. The homosexual rights move-
ment was smashed, Marxists were st best indif-
ferent, at worst reactionary, and lesbians and gay
men were driven underground or into the the
closet and individual isolation. ,

Capitalism’s long boom aftér the Second World
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War brought prosperity, relative class peace and
stability in the imperialist heavtiands. One vesult
of this was that welfare services expanded and

lessened the sirain on the family in terms of -

Jooking after children or elderly and sick relatives,
More women were drawn into the labour force.
This econondic developmént was accompanied by a
relative liberalisation in the field of morality,
The Timits of the liberalisation were very defi-
mite. A sexuality that contradicfed the estential
structures and norms of the heterosexual family
could be tolerated but never accepted. Persecution
was lessened but, not entirely removed. However,
e different social climate of the late 1950s and
1960s led, eventually, to the redevelopment of
various homosexual rights movements in the
imperialist countries. Socialists were obliged to
take a position on homosexuality, since in some
countries the capitalist state itself was discussing
_ proposals for reform of the law. In Britain, in 1957,
- the Wolfenden Commission of Enguiry into homo-
sexuality and prostitution, published a report
recotnmending that the legal persecution of male
homosexuals, providing they were over twenty one
and conducted their sexual activities consensually
and in private, should cease. The report’s propos-
als did not become law until 1967.

'Typical of the left’s response to Wolfenden was
an article by C Dallas in Socialist Review, the
journal of the group that later became the British
SWP. She wrote that the tolerance recommended
by Wolfenden would be the best help for ¢he poor,
the misfits, the abnormal’. Prison would only
weaken and emotionally damage the hapless and
effete gays: ‘
‘Besides its complete futility as a cure, prison life is
so degrading for a man who might be highly strung
and very sensitive, that it might cause permanent
mental damage.’

‘The old idea of the woman’s rnind trapped in a

man’s body is stongly hinted at by Dallas. She
concluded that only socialism could cure the world
of homosexuality, thereby accepting compietely
the idea that it was an illness, a disorder of some
sort: .
Tf nature then [after socialism -~ WP) producedan
abnormality, which it might do in @ small number
of cases, medical treatment would take good care of
i’ S

On the one hand Dallas’ attitude, like Healy’s to
date and that of Ted Grant and his Militant Ten-
dency for a long time, revealed that the Marxist
position on the lesbian and gay question had been

buried beneath mountains of ignorance and ob-
seurantism, On the other hand the beliel of Dallaz
and the others that homosexuaBlity was an illness
of some sort that required toleration and medical
help, did refleet an mherited wealkness of the
Mavxist position on homosexuality from the days
of the SPD. It took the development of a lesbian
and gay movementitselfio challenge the ‘sickness’
“theory in the ranks of the left and, in the 1970s, to
stimulate a reconsideration of ‘the homosaxual
guestion. '

By ‘the latter part of the 1970s centrist
Trotskyism had swung from its previous flawed or
reactionary theories on homosexuality te a capitu-
lation to the prevalent ideas amengst the lesbian
and gay movements. Many of the left groups in
Western Eurdpe and North Ameriea tried fo re-

- cruit lesbians and gay men by adapting {o the

autonomous movements instead of trying to com-
bat their, vsvally, petit-bourgeois and utopian
ideas. To have combatted these ideas the left
would have needed a distinet Marxist theory of
sexual politics and their relationship to the class
struggle. It failed to develop such a theory and, like
the autonomous movements themselves, was in-
capable of charting a road to lesbian and gay
liberation. The result of this failure was the frag-
mentation of the various lesbian and gay move-
ments to the extent that once again they have
ceased to exist as meaningful, organised cam-
paigns. The major forees elaiming to b Trotskyist
have ve-established the tradition of defending
lesbian and gay rights but they have been unable
to conneet, this defence with an overall programme
for working class power and lesbian and gay lib-
eration. '

In this context, and in the context of growing
moral reaction in Western Burope and North
America, the task for revolutionary Trotskyistsin
relation to the leshian and gay question is to
provide a communist perspective for liberation.
Marxism furnishes us with the means for doing
this. The Marxist tradition is richer than many

“lesbian and gay activists care to admit. It is incom-
plete in some respects and flawed in others.
However, historical materialism is the only basis

"upon which a theoretical understanding of sexual
peolitics and the oppression of homosexuality can
be constructed. Only revolutionary Marxism pro-
vides an action programme which combines the
struggle for democratic rights and the struggle for
real sexual liberation with the class struggle for
socialism. g '
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‘False strategies for
liberation

 he rebirth of a radical lesbian and gay move-
ment can be dated to the summer of 1969, A

i routine police raid on a gay bar in New York
led to the Stonewall riots. Inspired by the huge
street demonstrations by the mass campaign in the
UBA against the Vietnam war, by the street battles
by students in France and Germany and sick of the
incessant police harassment they suffered, gays
fought back with a vengeance, For three days and
nights gay men battled with the cops, Their action
set volling a whole new movement. Prior to Stone-
wall the campaigning for homosexual rights was
low key. Organisations were dedicated primarily to
iobibying people in high places and were dominated
by bourgeois liberals seeking limited reforms that
would help make their lives easier. Typical of such
groups wgs the Homosexual Reform Socdety in
Britain, set up in 1958 and geared more or less
exclusively to petting the then Tory governmment to
implement the Wolfenden proposals. The Society
was strietly non-pelitieal, and confined its activi-
ties to persuading potentially sympathetic MPs to
the need for law reform, This ¢lass collaborationist
approach was also followed by the Campaign for
Flomosexual Equality (CHE), which originated out
ol the North West Committee of tho Society.

To many activists back in the late 1960s and
carly 19705 CHE offered Little or nothing, It was
nariicularly dive on the question of lesbianism. The
sheer energy and militancy of the Stonewall riots
and the liberation’ moverment they ingpired, were
far more appealing to the younger lesbians and
gays undergoing a general radicalisation. The Gay
Liberation Front (GLF) was created, first in the US
and then in Britain as the radical alternative to
CHE. : o

Asagainst CHE s discreet pleas for toleration the
GLF advocated and practiced an unapologetic
pricdein gayness. Gay hiberation was viewed as first
and foremost liberation from self-oppression, from
tife in the eloset, The GLF's proposed means for
achieving liberation was for more and more gays to
‘come out’. If this oecurred on a sufficiently mass
scale homophobia would be challenged and over
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come. This strategy stressed the courage of the
individual — helped by groups of course — but it
placed no special stress or reliance on the lahour
movement and the working class. This approach
led the GLF in the USA and Britain automatically -
towards a separatist position. From feminism it
took over a radical eritique of the family. But this
eritique was largely Timited to the restrictions that
the family placed on homosexuality. The various
GLIF manifestos did not explain why the family was
the root of lesbian and gay oppression, what its role
and function was in soclety and consequently how
toovercome or bransform it, The GLF's tactics were,
as a result, individualistic and separatist. The use
of drag by gay men, for example, certainly chal-

Jenged bouargeois society’s stipulations concerning -

gender based dress codes bud did nothing to change
bourgeois society itself. Radical drag could never
have mass appeal as a means of struggle, based as
it was on self-expression and individualistic activ-

- ity Worse, it alienated many leshians in the GLF

who saw woman-deprecating mimicry at work
amongst at least, sections of the drag activists. The
importance of drag within the GLF revealed a .
fundamental weakness in its strategy. The indi-
vidualistic methods of struggle it proposed were a
reftection of its largely petit bourgeois social compo-
sition. And that radical petit bourgeois individual-’
ism led to dress, along with a host of other things
that constituted a particular life-style, becoming
more important than collective siruggle.
Gradually the campaigning pave way to theerea-
tion of a cultural scene — a life-style that lesbians |
and gays could live, within capitalist society, Of -
course individuals developing their own lives, per-
sonal, sexual,and social in a way that recognised
and celebrated their gayness was a necessary and
tetally legitimate thing to do. But it was not and
could not be a strategy for eliminating the root
canses of oppression. The rapid growth of gay cul-
ture — even of 4 ‘gay capitalism’ to cater for it —
whilst it made life better for many gay men and, to
a lesser extent, for lesbians, in San Francisco, New
York, London and Amsterdam — did not achieve
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the breakthrough of overcoming capitalist socioty’s
homophohta. Indeed as the liberal 1860s and 1970s
mave way to the reactionary 1980 — the decade of
derry Falwell, Ronald Reagan et al — it became
plain, even before the tragedy of AIDS, that a moral
counter-offensive was being launched. AIDS added
a moral panic to a developing moral veaction, The
tife-style "solution’ — available at its peak only to
those who could afford it and who livedin the larger
cities — has been proved to be a very precarious
buffer between the individual and hisorher oppres-
S101.,

Capitalism can and does intrud inte the life-

styles of lesbians by denying custoedy of their chil- .

dren, and gay men are imprisoned for ¢ottaging
underthe grossindecency laws. Life-stylism, as the
sesponse that eventually dominated within the
GLF, led to its collapse ag a fighting movement, It
had made important gains for leshians and gay
men. The GLF, along with the Women’s Liberation
Movement (WLM) and to some exterit inspired by
it, placed the guestion of sexual politics back onto
the political agenda. But like the WLM, its failure
to develop a collective response, a class response to
vppression, turned it in on itself and caused frag-
mentation to the extent whereby a lesbian and gay
movement, in any meaningful sense of the word,
ceased to exist. The movement was replaced by
numerous, and sometimes competing, pressure
groups. Aerimonious clashes arose from the fact
that individualism paved the way for subjectivism.

The self became the centre of everything and tri- ,

umphed over what had been the uniting features of
the movement — the common fight against oppres-
sion. Different people chose different life-styles,
waged disputes as to which were the best and
parted company. The key institutions of oppression
ceased to be central targets and were left intact.
One group toemerge out of the GLF and also from
sections of the left, was the Gay Left Collective. It
rublished Gay Left, the first issue of which campe
out in the Autumn of 1975. The Collective’s mem-
ers had been profoundly influenced by the class
nattles that had raged in Britain in the early 1970s,
Thesebattles had shown the real power and poten-
Linl of the working class. The 1974 miners’s strike,
‘o1 example, had led to the Tory government being
forced to call an election which they lost. Gay Left
was, imitially, a positive response to these develop-
raents. The journal attacked life-stylism as an in-
trospective retreat from the terrain of strugple and
as a failure to register the significance of the class
struggle for leshian and gay liberation. The first
issue scathingly eriticised the gay movement's life-
atyhism thus:
‘But the power structures of society were left com-
cletely untouched, and the lives of the majority of
gay people were left completely unchanged by the

sweel smells of incense, inspiretion and home-
baked bread,”

' Rejecting an individual road to iberation, the Col-

lective unambiguously declared:
‘Sexual oppression cannot be destroyed under capi-
talism.’ _ .
This development out of the gay movement was
extremely significant. It reflected the failure of
both the lesbian and gay movement and the estah-
lished groups on the British left to offer lesbian and
gay socialists (though the Collective was initially
all male) a perspective of struggle. None of the left
groups had provided a class answer to the lesbian
and gay question. So a small group of gay men who
regarded themselves as Marxists set out to try and
do just that. Many of the contributions o the
journal, particularly in its first year of existence
were very valuable. At a theoretical Tevel they
endeavoured to develop a class based theory of
sexual politics. At a practieal level Gay Left pro-
moted the building of gay groups in particular
workplaces and unions, unifying such groups in a
Gay Workers' Movement. However, a definite trend
away from class politics began to emerge, growing
stronger as the left itself fragmented in the early
years of the Labour government, As the 1970s wore
on the politics of feminism began to exercise a
greater influence over Gay Left than the politics of
Marxism. The absence of an authentic and influen-
tial Trotskyist organisation which took sexual poli-
tics seriously helped this process along. The em-
phasis of the journal began to shift away from
collective stiruggles and more and more to purely
personal struggles. The slogan ‘the personal is po-
litical’ came to mean that the personal, the way you
felt and behaved, was more important than politics
in the sense of taking collective social action. Even
sexual politics started to be defined in purely sub-
Jectivist terms. Gay Left began to replace rather
than supplement, the method of Marxism with the
methods of psychoanalysis as the key means to
understanding oppression. The turn away from
Marxism was signalled in an article in the fifth
issue of the journal entitled ‘Why Marx?. This
article argued that Lenin and Trotsky were, despite
everything they wrofe against it, guilty of econ-
omism, Economism is a tendency to regard eco-

nomic or trade union struggles as self-sufficient, as

the class struggle par excellence, and therefore
tends to denigrate political struggles or any issues
eriginating outside of the workplace, Econemism
believes in tailing economic struggles, not in lead-
ing them and Bnking them with other struggles.
Lenin and Trotsky were opponents of this tendency
not practitioners of it. In the Althusserian and
feminist jargon popnlar in the 1970s, however,
economism came to stand for the class interests of
the proletariat, which were compared unfavour-
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i v'w with 'ideological struggles’ waged by intellee-
* 31 on behalf of the oppressed. Indeed for many
. mists the working class (white, male and
e srosexual by definition) was enemy number
ar. . (ay Left took on board this false definition of
er-rnomism which denigrated the class struggle at
=4+ workplace, Instead of seeking to integrate the
g1t for leshian and gay liberation with the
- zeles of workers for better wages and condi-
s, for trade union rights, for jobs, the Collective
started to counterpose a concern for ‘personal poli-
tiee to the class struggle. Without at first realising
it Gay Left was helping petit bourgeois individual-
ism to make a comehack, Sexual oppression was
removed altogether from the field of class struggle
and taken upstairs to the 'ideological level'. This
meant that the fight for leshian and gay liberation
and the class struggle were increasingly seen as
totally distinct spheres of practice. Marxism was
auitable for class struggle but psychology was the
ey to understanding oppression: ‘
‘Psychoanalysis and the debates on ideology [de-
bates largely amongst Stalinists of the Eurocom-

munist stripe — WP provide & theoretical basis for

the continuing struggles of women and gays against

putriarchy . . . As gays our specific oppression is .

ideological, though as socialists we fully participate
ini the necessary economic and political siruggles
against capitalism. . -

The old critique of the GLF and the fragments

oming out of it to recognise the specific nature of
‘he family within capitalism and its importance to
‘he capitalist economic order was dropped. Instead
the Colleciive criticised itself in its first year be-
218k it had "probably overstressed the purely eco-
somiic aspects of the family’. And, the Leninist party
was abandoned in favour of the organisationally
and autoneomous movement; .
‘.. gay liberation is the self-defined activity of gay
neople fighting to gain control of their own lives and
destinies .., We believe an autonomous gay move-
\nent (and an autonomous women’s movement) to be
cesential, and reject any effort to subordinate the
moavement to any one political sect.’ ‘

So, liberation was self-defined by gay peaple as a’

shole, no matter what their class, their polities or
sheir beliefs. Gay Left had come full circle. By the
Tifth issue its principal contributors were lighting
“heir own incense sticks and baking their own
«holemeal bread.

The reason for Gay Left’s demise was its inability
(> develop Marxism on the question of sexual poli-
tics and break decisively with feminism. For that
matter it -also failed to develop a revolutionary
cvitique of the Teal economism on the British lefy,
embodied in the practice of the International So-
cialists/ Socialist Workers Party (IS/SWP), Jeffrey
Weeks, one of Gay Left’s regalar contributors,

wrote in the fivst issue that the failure by socialists
to tackle sexual oppression:

‘.. represents, above all, a theoretical failure to
grasp that ¢ ruling class perpeluates itself not anly
through the economic and ideological forms of ex-
ploitation and oppression, but also through the
character structures, the emotional formationsof its
members’ ' o

This ‘not only but also’ approach is simply not a
Marxist, materialist approach. The real guestion is
what relationship do the 'character structures’ and
‘emotional formations’ of individuals ‘bear to the
gystem of exploitation and class rule? For Marxists
the mode of production is the decisive basis on
which the family and consequently the general
patterns of individual psychology rest. Therefore
you eannot understand problems of individual
psychology — the existence of which we do not at all
deny — or the sexist and heterosexist conscious-
ness of most men and wome, without understand-
ing that cur sotiety is capitalist. Only on the basis
of this understanding can individual psychological
problems be tackled and sexist/heterosexist con-
seiousness fought. Any psychology, no matter how
vadical, that starts with fhe individual ratherthan
with capitalist society and its social relations, in-
cluding the family (and the sexist/heterosexist
norms that prevail within it) will end up offering
individvalistic and utopian solutions to the prob-
lem. The bourgeois family which, by is very nature,
oppresses women and homosexuals, can only be
replaced when its roots in the capitahst mode of
production are dug'up. The only class that has the
ability to do this is the working class. Therefore to
counterpose as separate tasks the struggle for so-
cialism and the fight to overcome character struc-
fures is totally false. The separatism it involves
confirms and reinforees the sexism and heterosex-
jsm of the existing reformist labour movement. It
hives off lesbians and gays into a utopian project of
psychological self-liberation. Feminism had al-
ready gone down this path. Gay Left followed.

By the second half of the 1970s feminism had
come a long way. The modern WLM was not, at the
outset, all that sympathetic to lesbians. When Jes-
bians in Britain left the GLF and turned to the

_women’s movement. they found not only an unwill-
ingness to accept sexual orientation as an impor-
tant question but also open hostility to leshiamism.
In Sisterhood is Powerfil one activist recalled:
When o woman showed up at a ferninist meeting
and announced she was a lesbian, many women
avoided her. Others told her to kecp her mouth shut
for fear of endangering the cause.’

However, the question of leshianism refusedtogo
away. In fact the opposite happened. The issue kept
being raised. In 1978, at a women’s conference in
Birmingham, a split on the issue of leshianism
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between radical feminists and socialist feminists
acenrred. The sphit was a sign of the fragmentation
that was wrackingand destroying the WLM. In fact
the origins of the split lay in an earlier period of
feminist history. The radical feminists had argued
at a national conference of the WILM in 1971 that
men were the enemy — all men. In their position
© paper, ‘Thoughts on Feminism’, they argued that to
achieve liberation women had to stop sleeping with
men; :
.. . a8 long as the Sex Act remains the norm for
sexual relations, we remain the habitual givers,
pawns in the male power game. And we will con-
tinue to be dominated by men . . . Aslong as we have
our closest emotional/sexual relationships: with
men, women’s liberation can be no mare than a
lobby.’ )
Seeing the division in society as being primarily
between genders opened the door to attacks on the
male working class (no different to male bosses
because of their shared anatomy) and left the radi-

cal feminists classifying the women of the ruling

class as, potential sisters in struggle. The whole
reactionary theory was encapsulated by Leeds
Revolutionary Women in 1979 who denounced the
masses of women who are heterosexual: :
Lvery woman who lives with or fucks a man helps
maintain the oppression of her sisters and hinders
our struggle.’ '

‘Such a position not swrprisingly split the WLM

“since it stigmatised its heterosexual members as
scabs. L oo
The radical feminist wing of the WLM held a
definite appeal for many lesbians. The GLF — an
alliance with gay men — had not really provided
the answers. The WLM was, to some extent, wary

of making lesbianism a major issue, Radical femi- -

nism seemed to be the only creed that took lesbian-
ism seriously. Vet its logic was extreme separatism

andbitter bostility to the 'male dominated working

class. It led to political lesbianism, Sexual orienta-
tion became determined by a strictly political con-
gideration -— men are the enemy. We believe that
peoplé should be free to choose their sexusl orienta-
tion for whatever reason they like. But we do
challenge the premise that political lesbians base
their choice on, the premise that all men are the
enemy. It is a premise that leads to disunity in the
face of the class enemy in whose interests sexual
+  oppression is perpetrated. It undermines the possi-

~bility of building unity between lesbians and gay
men, let alone between them and the working class
as a whole, '

Radical feminism identified the system on which
male power was based as Patriarchy not class
society. This justified the theory that all men op-
pressed all women and were therefore the real
enemy. It led to some horrendously reactionary
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ideas such as the control of the male population
through eugenics to keep it at the 10% required for

- reproductive purposes, an idea seriously put for-
ward at a US women’s conference. Socialist femi-
nism. did not dare challenge the false theory of
- Patriarchy and male power head on.

As a'result the socialist feminists found them-
selves, despite their formal split with the radicals,
adapting some of the most radical’ feminist ideas.
They saw women’s subjéction to men as being based
on ideological, psychological and sexual oppression
and articulated as an initial answer to this con-
sciousness raising. It soon became apparent that
only a tiny number of women could be drawn into
this process. Why were most women impervious to

it? Not because the principal terrain of struggle lay
. elsewhere for the mass of women,; said the socialist

feminists — echoing their radical sisters — but
because women were ‘subjected to the terror of
sexual violence. Sexual violence was the most
important means of enforcing male power. This
violenee was defined as being an unbroken chain
starting from verbal commments, through domestic
violence and sexual harassment at work right.up to
rape. Such a definition fails to recognise that all
acts of vielence take place within particular con-

texts, and while all, including rape, are manifesta-
_tions of the oppressive nature of human relations
- under capitalism, qualitative distinctions between -

sexist verhal comments, sexual harassment and
rape clearly exist and have to be made. They cannot

_be understood as a simple continwuam. Yet both
radical and' socinlist feminism argued that male.
.. power was exercised through an interconnecled
- slidingscale of violence. This wassummedupinthe

slogan; ‘pornography is the theory, rape the prac-
tice’. Hence the campaigns sponsored by socialist
feminism (amazingly, by the British SWP as well
during the height of its feminist Women’s Voice
tarn in the late 1970s) such as 'Reclaim the Night’

‘and the anti-pornography campaigns, As the tac-

tics and strategy of the women’s movement became
more and more anti-male and separatist, its base
became narrower and as a movement, even as a ‘
socialist feminist movement, it had virtually
ceased to exist by the early 1980s.

While. socialist: feminism and lesbian and gay
activists influenced by it, avoided the worst ex-
cesses of man-hating they did embrace the theory
that oppression stemmed from male power. Thus
while Patriarchy and class society were related,

. they were at the sume time distinct. To fight class

society you needed — eventually — socialism. To
fight Patriarchy you needed feminism — now. This
outlook permeated the positions of one of the most,
imporiant socialist contributions on lesbian and
gay liberation in the 1980s, Gay Liberation in the
Eighties by Jamie Gough and Mike Macnair
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Joghbeing arvegular writer in the publications of

- British section of the United Secretariab of the
ioth International — the USF1 —until it split a
- years ago). This book has influenced the Labour
eipaign for Lesbian and Gay Rights (LCLGR)
4, in some respects, must take responsibility for
spving that organisation floundering when the
-~ aratists and elass collaborationist Tiberals re-

.- mitly hijacked the Legislation for Lesbian and Gay

iiights Campaign. The book’s central argument is
“hat male power results in an alienated sexuality
for all, and that this is at the oot of lesbian and gay
appressivin In this analysis class society becomes a
secondary factor. The authors write:
“The repression of lesbian sex and of men playing the
“sassive” role are, then, based on male power and
the family system.’
snd again:

.. sexuality is arranged around o system of male
wonper,”

Systemsof sexnal order replace those of economtic
~cer as the bedrock determining eauses of sexual
anpression. Now, we do not deny that the ideology
. “male deminance has a profound influence on the

wy in which society, in its, majority, views and

creats homosexuality. It will take working class

«*ate power and years of education to lay the basis -

£+ eradieating this ideology. But neither the ideol-
sy of male dominance, nor even the limited bene-
f1t that many men do gain from the oppression of

women, should be confused with econommc and’

~ings relations that these things are based on. The
ideology of male dominance is not a reflection of a
roality called male power, but of the reality of class
saciety in which sexual order is arranged to suit the
r:eeds of the ruling class.

{iough and Macnair's false analysis is no mere

ueademic mistake, It leads to a class collaboration-
-3t practice and to support for the ideaof ah all class
irshian and gay movement. They argue:
“As with the women’s liberation movement, social-
ssts must support and help to develop the existing
sty liberation movement. To wait until there exisls
o uniformly “socialist” or “communist” or “‘working
cinss” gay movement is @ recipe for doing nothing
ahout gay liberation.”

That the authors put inverted commas around
‘e terms relating to class and class politics, but do
sot when they talk about the gay liberation move-
sent speaks volumes about their politics. The
working class exists, Revolutionary communism is
ite only politics that fights consistently for the
nistoric interests of that clags and for all oppressed
ivs capitalism. To downgrade them in the way
*gh and Maenair do is to abandon the terrain of
-iz4s politics. This is particularly true given that
‘1.cv counterpose to a working class perspective the
wisting gay liberation movement. Which gay lib-

eration movement? There simply isn't one in Brit-
ain, or indeed in most countries. There are numer-
ous disparate campaigns. There are class divisions
hetween different wings of the lesbian and gay
communities’. No matter, Gough and Macuair
argue, this 'movement’ i5 central, whereas class
politics are peripheral. In fact, as the experience of
those lesbians and gays who organised support for
the striking miners and printers discovéred, this
“movement’ — or more accurately the lesbian and
gay community in the larger cities — is splitalong
class lines in any case. Sections supported the
strikers, sections refused to. We say that it is
necessary to take the split further. Capitalism, not
male power, is thereal obstacle to sexual liberation.
The struggle for liberation cannot be separated
from the class struggle for socialism. If it is, it will
lead to the triumph of bourgeois and petithbourgeois
elements whose perspective is limited to piecemeal
legal reform within the framework of capitalism.
This was demonstrated in real life by the hi-jacking
of the Legislation Campaign atits May 1987 confer-

. ence. Tt was seized from the Gough and Macnair

influenced LCLGR by a motley alliance of anti-
working class liberals and feminists, whose radi- . .
calism’ was such that they saw fit to bait, in a
completely reactionary manner, bisexuals, trans-
sexuals, straight supporters of the campaign and
left groups, all in the name of autonomy.

A major reason for the triumph of feminist and
separatist ideas amongst lesbian and gay activists
was the failure of the centrist left to provide an
alternative. Indeed; hostility to even diseussing the -
lesbian and gay question on the part of the British
left groups, which were growing in size and infla-
ence in the early 1970s, drove many women and gay
men towards separatism. Later adaptations to
feminism — by the SWP, the USFI and others —-
merely served to bring the influence of separatist -
ideas into the labour movement. In the early 1880s
this meant these ideas being carried into the left of
the Labour Party. ,

The I&/SWP tradition in Britain reveals the real
errors of economism on the question of sexual
polities. Eeonomism is not a serious involvement
with the economic struggles of the working class
but a refusal to raise trapsitional demands or
political slogans within these strugpeles, 1t 1s not
active involvement—indeed a central orienation to
— work in the trade unions, but a refusal to raise
anything but the narrowest 'trade unior’ issues in
them. It is, in short, the tailing of the present
conseiousness of the mass of trade unionists in the
helief that this consciousness will spontaneously
develop into asocialist oneifthe struggles intensify
sufficiently. The ‘economist’ therefore’ tends te
exclude 'difficult’ questions which seem to bear no
velationghip to the economie straggle. The IS group
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took the question.of racism very seriously - pspe-
¢ially after the London dockers, a militant section
of workers, marched in support of Enoch Powell.
But the leshian and gay question did not (appar-
ently) threaten to split the workers in their eco-
nemie styuggle in the same way as racism did.
Therefore IS relegated it to a footnete. Indeed when
gay activists fried to raise itinside IS they got short
shrift — being accused of splitting the working
class over secondary questions, -

The issue of homesexuality was taken up for the

first time since Dallas’ articles of the 1950s (see
Chapter 2) in 1973. A gay activist, Don Milligan,
submitted an article on the GLF to Socialist Worker
and raised the lesbian and gay question at the
group’s national conference. The matter was re-
ferred to the incoming leadership who promptly
ignored the whole question. In the years following,
an 1S Gay Group was set up but the leadership
repeatedly obstructed its functioning. It was re-
fused advertising space in the paper and any offi-
cial status within the group. A conference on sex-
ism, planned by the Gay Group in 1973 was can-
celled as a result of pressure from the leadership,
Typical of the attitude of the leadership was a
response to the Gay Group’s request for a confer-
ence from the 'Publications and Trammg Commit-
tee’. It stated:;
TS5 does not take a position on what you describe as
“sexism”, and also contrary to your opinion we have
not found the issuetocause any concern amongst the
working class members of IS.’

In other words it was not the business of 18
members, supposed revolutionaries, to champien
the cause of the oppressed mside the working class,
This, alongside the IS/SWP attitude to the woman’s
question and to Ireland was symptomatic of its
deepand consistent economism. Not surprisingly it
led to many lesbians and gay men leaving, more
accurately being driven out of, the organisation.

It was only after feminism’s ideological impact on

society began o make itself felt inside the unions

and the Labour Party that the SWP, as IS had
become, turned its attention to matters of sexual

politics, It was prepared to adapt to feminism to-

cateh a few recruits. In 1977 Women’s Voice groups
were set up. In 1979 the SWP published The Word
is Gay. In both cases the politics of the existing
auntonomous movemenis werg tailed, not chal-
lenged. Just as economisin in the early 1970s led IS
to tail the economic struggle of the workers in the
hope of winning recruits, so in the later 1970s it
tailed the struggles of the sexually oppressed, like-
wise in search of recruits rather than 1'ev01ntmnm ¥
answers and a revolutionary strategy. For good
measure it ritualistically added the call for trade
union action on matters of sexual politics but it did
nol attempt to construct a Marxist alternative to
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feminism. When the remyuitment ceased and the
danger of losing members to the movements in-

© ereased, the SWP’s turn to feminism was abruptly
ended. Women’s Voice groups were wound up and,

during the Thatcher years, the ‘downturn’, as the
SWP calls the present peviod, the organigation has
confined itself to abstract propaganda on the les-
bian and gay question. If the working class cannot
fight on-the economic front how can it be expected
to take up other causes? Nothing, therefore, c}an be
done until the dark clouds of the downturn fade
away. Doubtlessly, if a renewed period of aggres-
sive wage struggles materialised the SWF would
revert to saying that the question of lesbian and pay
rights was a side issue or a divergion.

Militant, the other major group on the British left
claiming to be Marxist, has an even worse record.
Only since 1983-84 has il allowed the LPYS, which
it controls, to take a pesition on lesbian and gay
rights. Whereas the SWP chopped and changed its
position on the movements of the sexually op-
pressed, ignoring them one minute and tailing
them the next, and the British section of the USFI
(a tradition represented by Gough) consistently
adapted to feminism, the Militant stood firm in the
tradition of 1930s Marxism’ —that is, Stalinism —
on sexuality. For years it classified homosexuality
as a 'bourgeois perversion’. Gay baiting inside the
LPYS was encouraged and physical attacks on gay
men took place at the LPYS summer campsain 1981
and 1982. Those who raised the question of homo-
sexuality inside the LPYS were dismissed as
‘middle ¢lass’. Not only was leshian and gay rights,

~ in their view, 'not a working classissue’, it was not

even acknowledged as a legitimate democratic is-

L sue.

Militant’s attitude remamed unchallcnged until
lesbians and gay men within its own ranks organ-

-ised themselves unofficially. This, combined with

pressure from the Labour left, which had begun to

“identify the lesbian and gay issue as one of its

worthy causes, forced Ted Grant, the leader of
Militant, to put his 19305 outlook into the closet.
However, despite the change of position inside the
LPYS and the visibility of lesbians and gays in
Militant, the tendency’s position today is a long way
from Mm xism. Just as its answer to the working
class on most issues is ‘socialism’, plus a few re-
forms now, so for lesbians and gays all it offers is
socialisin in the millennia and the reduction, not
the aboliton of, the age of consent.

Against such distortions of Marxism one group
on the international left which has tried to develop
a serious programme for lesbian and gay liberation
is the International Trotskyist Committee (I'TC).
The British section of this tendeney, the Revolu-
tionary Internationalist League (RIL) published an

~ action programme for lesbians and gays. The ITC's
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iion in the USA, the Revolutionary Werkers
asgue (RWL) is distinguished for the importance

. atiaches to the struggles of lesbian and gay men.
“uay points made by the TTC on the realities of
«tian and gay oppression and its relationship to
e way in which capitalism structures and uses
A Tamily unit, are valid. The ITC have alse stated,
scmally at least, that their interventions into
savicus lesbian and gay movements are aimed at
winnihg them to a class position or sphitting them
on.a class basis. However, there is a crucial aspect
of their analysis of the 'specially oppressed’ that
undermines the ITC's elaim to to be the real Marx-
izts on this question. The RWL in particular have
long argued that the 'specially oppressed’ —blacks,
women, lesbians and gay men — are the people who
ssre most likely to be radicalised in an anti-capital-
isi. direction. Without any explanation the RWL
srrzae that the more oppressed you are the more
valical you are likely to be. Thus, they write that
women and gays ‘can be some of the most militant
cinss struggle fighters’. This is true, but it does not

fiow_ automatically from the fact that they are -

sppressed. The question of class interest plays a
vital part in determining whether they will be or
oot Moreover, it is without a doubt the case that

white, male, heterosexuals can be amongst the '

mingt militant class fighters. But RWL go on o
siress that the 'specially oppressed are the van-
¢rard of the soeialist revolution. Thus:

“he RWL has o special commitment to winning

militant lesbian {gay workers and intelleciuals to
the struggle for socialist revolution.’
wpecial, that is, in the sense of prioxitising les-
n m and gay work, and work amongst other sec-
timg of the oppres«ed over all other work, in
mnsmt of a vanguard of the oppressed, Despite
ineir prof‘essed class politics the RWL are drawn
aw%o blurring the class line amongst the oppressed
Uhey emphasise the separateness of the specially
:,431:\1'essed and, by compilinglists of which section is
snore oppressed than another and therefore reqixir-
ing extra special emphasis, they pass value judge-
arents. The most oppressed become the most highly
«ulized, the best potential vanguard fighters. And
‘o danger of this is that it counterposes sections of
the class to each other. It stresses special divisions
awer the need for elass unity. It is a strategy that
sisks reproducing capitalism’s own  divisions
~nongst the working class. A working class Jesbian
ir. ‘ixaly to have more in common with a working
¢i2s5 heterosexual, than with a lfe-stylist middle
¢ans leshian, Class interests will, eventually,
iv>umph over the fact of common oppression, Of
convse in the USA it is true that one section of the
srecifically oppressed, the black working class, is
¢y much a vanguard element in the class
struggle. Butb to generalise from this experience

and assert that this will be true for all of the
oppressed groups is not only revisionism, it also
flies in the face of reality in many countries.

The elevation of the revolutionary potential of
the oppressed and the role as foremost vanguard -
fighters assipned to them by the RWL pushes the

ITC as a whole towards an uncritical stance to-

wards the autonomous organisations of the op-
pressed. For the RIL, for example, gay activism in®
and of itself — regardless of whether it is carried

“out under Trotskyist leadership — is the vital

thing. They wrote of the Leshians and Gays Sup—
port the Miners (LGSM):
“The fact that it has only been due to gay activists
and not those from the left has been important.’
This misrepresentation of the facts (the organ-
ised left was the backbone of the LGSM campaign)}
was an attempt to justify the ITC's belief that the
‘specially oppressed sectors are the most militant’
and that therefore “ntervention lamongst lesbians
and gay men — WPl is an essenticl process in
mobilising the vanguard’. ‘
This oppressed vanguard theory ig carried into
the RIL’s Action Programme for Lesbian and Gay
Liberation. The strategy outlined in this document
is to ‘seek genuine unity with ull specially oppressed
people in the struggle for liberation’. The need for
this struggle to be rooted, above all, in the organi-
sations of the working clasgs, with self-organisation

-only as a tactical means of furthering the objeclive

of class unity, isignored by the RIL/ITC. The Action -
Programme is not a Marxist programme for the
whole working class on the lesbian and gay gues-’
tion. It is a charter for mobilising self-organised
lesbians and gays for democratic and civil rights.
For, although we are informed-that ‘our struggle is
a struggle against the capitalist class and the state
which serves it’, the programuime never makes con-
crete thelink between the struggles of lesbians and

gay men and the class struggle.

While we would agree with many of its demands '

they donot, unless they are actually linked with the
strnggle for revolutionary socialism, add up to
liberation. Indeed at one point the programme
leans towards the Geugh/USFI view that the fulfi)-
ment of democratic reforms via a Labour govern-
ment, actually equals liberation:
We must demand that the Labour Party implement
the demands for lesbian and gay liberation in this
programme, for civil rights at work in the fields of
housing, health care and education.’

Civil rights do not equal liberation. And what of
the revolutionary workers’ government, the
smashing of the state, the gocialisation of domestic
labour? The programme makes no connection be-
tween the fight for these things, which the ITC
claims to stand for, and the fight for leshian and gay
liberation.
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As against the ITC's view we beliove that an
action programme that links the struggle for demo-
cratic rights and civil liberties, the struggle for
sexual liberation and the struggle for socialism is

needed. Around it lesbians and gay men must
organise, on a class basig, with the clear objective of

- winning the working class as a whole to their
Cause. '
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"M he systematic oppression of lesbians and

I gay men under capitalism is not accidental.

5 Capitalism utilises the family as a social
vait for the reproduction, physical maintenance
and early education of labour power. As such, it
vortrays the family -— a monogamous, heterosex-
ual ¢hild produeing and rearing unit — as both
natural (it bas ‘always’ existed) and as normal
{anybody not conforming to this set up is ‘abnor-
wmt) To reinforce the family as an institution
c:pitalism has developed a set of sexual and moral
eodes which are stultifying for all, but are specially
«p-oressive for women, children, leshians and gay
. The Christian church, an anti-sex bastion,
va an important role in perpetuating and legiti-
mizing this morality. From the Nineteenth Cen-
fury on, medical science and psychology have re-
inforeed this view defining any but heterosexual
: elations as perversions, sickness or abnormality.
Tt ese ‘scientists’ do this despite the absence of any
‘value free’ evidence for their case. Sexual prienta-
tinn becomes, not a matter of free and imformed
chaice, bub a product of social conditioning. An
erclusive heterogsexuality is imposed on people
{+aen their earliest. days. Expressions of homosexu-

i
i

anty in people ave consciously fought by moral

teaching, social pressure and, ultimately, a bat-
tury of vepressive laws enforced by the capitalist
=late.

The ideological requirements of capitalism for
1.2 defence of its family provids the justification
{or the oppression of lesbians and gay men. The
imlated family household, despite being the only
redoubt of personal security for working class
neople in capitalist society, is also the ‘material
hasis for the oppression of leshiang and gay men,
ax well as women generally. As such, despite the
ot that theve are non-working class leshians and

ray en, the fight for lesbian and gay liberation is
« -lass question. Only the political triumph of the
working class over the capitalist class and the

creation of an entirely new social and economic,

order — communism — can create the conditions
whereby the family, as the basis for social oppres-
sion, can he transcended.

Thus, working class leshians and gay men — or
those who conscieusly and consistently identify
with the struggle of the working class — have a
material interest in fighting for real sexual libera-
tion. Middle or upper class lesbians and gay men .

~ can and have been won to struggles for democeratic

rights, for formal equalities under capitalism, for
public tolerance and so on. Indeed the existence of
gay men in the highest echelons of capitalist soci-
ety has led to periods of limited tolerance. How-
ever, bourgeois and middle class lesbians and gays
can, despite their oppression, afford to cushion
themselves from much of that oppression in a way
that working class lesbians and gays cannot.
Beingoppressed does not automatically mean that
Jesbians and gays of the middle or bourgeois class
are likely to be radical. Their stake in bourgeois
gociety is often an overriding factor. Working class
Jeshbians and gays may share aspects of oppression
with such elements but they have a fundamental
and irreconcilable class antagonism to them.
Therefore we are against any attempt to blur:

. class differences within a lesbian and gay ergani-

sation/movement. We are for the clarification of
such differences. Not in order to drive out people
from these class backgrounds for this reason
alone. But if bourgeois and middle class elements
will not come over to the side of the working class
then they thereby place themselves on the side of
the class enemy. Furthermore we are against any
tendencies to separatism. For this reagson we
oppose the eall for an autonomous lesbian and gay
movement, implying as it lhags come to do, auton-
omy from distinct politics, as well ag from distinct
parties,

Working class lesbiana and gay men have a
consistent, material inlerast in fghting the sys-
tem that lays the hasis for their oppression. For-
mal equality under the law means nothing to a




worker who does not have the material means to
go through endless court cases fighting discrinn-

nation. Only the abolition of capitalism will create ',
the material basis for the end of oppression, fora”

sociely in which sexual orientation becomes a
matter for absolutely free choice. While we as
communists fight for an end to all forms of dis-
crimination and while we defend all those at-
tacked because of their sexual orientation, we do
se on the basis of recognising that the lesbian and

gay question is not a separate question from the
class struggle requiring a separate programme”

and party, but a ¢lass question requiring a work-
ing class, socialist answer and a revolutionary
communist party. The fight against sexual oppres-
sion must be part of the overall struggle of the
working class against all forms of exploitation and
oppression.

THE NEW PERIOD OF CRISIS
Thepattern of sexual reform and moral reaction in

the major imperialist countries over the last thirty
five years demonstrates clearly the relationship

An action programme for lesbian and gay liberation ¥

circles {labour movement and kberal). The other
side of this time lag, however, is that the intensi-
fication of moral reaction (recognising that imited
legal and public tolerance did not eradicate moral
reaction but merely temporarily offset it} in the
imperialist countries came in the 1980s, almost a
decade after the opening of the new period of
cconomic - crisis. The imperialist bourgeoisie’s
first, and still primary, targets were the econonric
gains workers had made during the boom years.
Wages, jobs and services have all been under
attack —mounting in severity by the year — since
the early 1970s. The increased tempo of attacks on
the public sector has necessitated a new ideologi-
cal campaign aimed at glorifying the family. The
hatred of the moral reactionaries for the 1960's is
evidenced hy Tebbit’s fulminations against the
permissive decade. :

~ Inevitably lesbians and gay men have been

hetween lesbian and pay oppression and capital-

ism. The early 1950s wiinessed an enormous

expansion of capitalism — the post-war boom —

which brought with it material reforms for the
working class. In Britain the capitalisis were able
to afford to expand health, education and welfare
services to an unprecedented degree. The demand
for labour power in both industry and the expand-
mg service sector meant that women were drawn
into emplayment on a massive scale. The family
remained crucial, but capitalism could afford to
buttress it with expanded serviees rather than
economic coercion and ideological terrorism. '

These material reforms were the necessary
preconditions for changes in sexual attitudes and
actual legal reforms affecting the domain of ‘public

morality’. Capitalism could afford to be more re-

laxed about its own morality since economic erisis
was not undermining its ability to pay for welfare
services, nor tearing apart the fabric of famiily life,
Indeed the need for women in the workforce led to
an increased emphasis on the importance of
‘happy’ sexual relations as a means of cementing
the family unit. The 1950s saw'a definite shift in
attitudes towards sex particularly towards
women and sex.

1t took a further decade of pressure — largely in
the form of middle class lobhying campaigns — for
this more relaxed morality to produce changes in
the law with regards to homosexuality. Proposals
for legal reform in Britain had been recommended
by Wolfenden in 1957. They were not enacted unti
1967. Sexual reform lagged well hehind the eco-
nomic conditions that made it possible, Nor would
it have come without pressure from progressive

‘pinpointed as a threat to the family, Barly warn-

ings in Britain of the systematic gay-baiting that
was to follow, came when Mary Whitehouse suc-
cessfully prosecuted Gy News for blasphemy and
when the Callaghan Labour Government — as
part of its attempt to poriray Labour as the party
of the family -— carried out a vicious, hysterical
witch-hunt of the Paedophile Informalion Ex-
change (PIE). To broaden the enslaught paedo-
philia and homosexuality were Tumped together
by the popular press and gay men were portrayed
as would-be child molesters, The fact that PIE
stood four-square for consensual relations only
and against molestation and included hetero-
sexuals and homosexuals in its ranks was charac-
teristically ignored by the rabid press,

The arrival of AIDS in the 1980s in the USA and
Europe was the cue for the present backlash
against lesbians and gays, In the USA the Moral
Majority is on the offensive. In Britain reactionary
erusaders like Manchester Chief Constable James

- Anderton are beating the drums of anti-gay big-

otry. In France the right-wing Chirac government
+has attempted to ban a popular and widely read
gay magazine, And, as the economic situation
shows no signs of improving, these attacks are

‘likely to increase rather than go away. A Monitor-

ing of AIDS Victims Bill isbeing mooted, and AIDS
sufferers have been stopped and deported from
several countries while travelling in Europe,

For lesbians and gay men, therefore, the task is
to organise to fight moral reaction. The relation-
ship of capitalism and its crisis to the level of
lesbian and gay oppression reveals, above all else,
that the working class is not merely the ally of
lesbians and gay men, but the only force capable of
waging a successful struggle against moral reac-
tion and its insidious effects (increased physical
attacks, legal harassment, discrimination at work
etc). Lesbians and gay men must not organise a
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Hitback separ ately from the st ruggies of the:

S lung class and its organisations, The fightback

¢t be organised within these organisations,
“aning support for the struggle against oppres-

i, At the game time within the leshian and gay
srmunities’ support must be organised for the

copomic and political struggles of the working

Jsss. Lesbians and gay men must stand in the
rm 1t ranks of the labour movement as militant
‘tags fighters and. at the same time, win that
mnvcmentfo a militant, class fight for lesbian and
say liberation as part of a struggle for socialism.
I*hat such a clags perspective amongst leshians
snd gay men can achieve tangible results has beer
shown by organisations such as Lesbian and Gays
Hupport the Miners (LGSM) during the Great
Sivike of the British minersin 1984-85 and, alsoin
I’-itain, Lesbians and Gays Support the Printers
duving the 1986 News International str ike. In
hoth cases a class perspective of golidarity with
smvkers in struggle brought together, and gave a
s.arise of political purpose to, lesbian and gay activ-
‘Not since the decline and fragmentation of the
Heeia
tie=, class politics, been fought for so vigorously.
‘Ui result was not only real solidarity with strik-
v but also support from workers for the struggles
o? Teshbians and gay men, notably the progressive
v,f--:;-';ii;ics embraced by the NUM and the participa-
-1on of miners and their families in the 1985 Pride
i arch.
T'o build on such deve]opments leghians and gay
mon must organise within the labour movement,
. building union cauvcuses, united front
~zmpaigns,and when necessary and possible co-
svdinating all these activities in a proletarian
miovenent -— around a programme for social and
colitical equality and liberation, The programme
e advance now is largely orientated to thé British
sfuation; bui, we believe, it can be focused and

scdapted to other countries. It is a programme to’

rally leshians and gay activists to the class
siruggle and to rally the working class to the cause
f lesbian and gay liberation.

MAKE IT POSSIBLE FOR LESBIAN AND.
© GAY WORKERS TO ORGANISE OPENLY
- IN THE UNIONS

e trade unions are dominated by a bureaucratic
rruste — unacecountable and politically reformist.

. peneral its reformism is of the most staid,

‘rtmnary sort, It accepts as eternal the bagottod
“ittitudes of its members — themselves a product
apitalism’s daily ideological erusade in schools
v owspapers, the media and threugh the church. it
¢inan nothing to counter this ideology. On the
certrary its tendency is to oppose progressive

ralicies on the lesbian and gay question, The

defeat of this bureaucracy is something every
conscious worker must be cominitted to. Only the
defeat of the bureaucracy can clear the way to the
transformation of the unions into revolutionary
instruments for the struggle against explmtatmn
and oppression.

¥ Fortheright oflesbians and gay men tocaucus
inside the unions to prepare for full participation -
in the union and to develop the confidence 4o be

. able to come out in the unions,

an and gay raovement in the 1970s had poli-

¥ Yor union sponsored education courses f'or
officials, shop stewards and members on lesbian
and gay oppression and how to fight it.

¥ For union imeetings to be held in work time
with no loss of pay — a burning necessity for
leshians or (less frequently) gay men with children
and facing the resultant domestic pressures.

¥ Yor rank and file control of the unions:
through regular mass meetings to decide on ac-
tion; through making all officials subject to vegu- -
lar electmn recallable between elections and paid -
the average wage of workers they represent;
through union conferences made np of lay dele-

gates elected by the branches, '

" ¥ For the building of an anti-bureaucratic rank

and file movement in the unions, commiited from
the outset to the fight against lesbian and gay

_ OpPPression.

FIGHT UNEMPLOYMENT

Mass unemployment is a stark reminder of the
bankrupcy of capitalism. Amidst a world of plenty,
a world in which milliens could be put to work
producmg goods desperately neaded by the starv-
:mg poor of the imperialised world, the dole queues
in Britain, the USA, Germany and France con-
tinue to grow. Lesbians and gay men are affected
as much as anybody, by the curse of unemploy-
ment. We also face the additional threat of being
discriminated against and stopped from getting
jobs if we have already come out, as well as heing
victimised and thrown on the dole for ne other
reason than that the employer has discovered our
sexual preferences. What should be an entirely
private matter becomes an exeuse for vindictive
sackings. Teachers, social workers and youth
workers have been particularly affected by such
diserimination, normally charged with being a
danger to young people — a miserable piece of
prejudice that bears no relationship to the statis-
tical reality of child molestation or abuse (pre-
dominantly heterosexunal in character). Fighting
discrimination needs tobe seen as part of the fight
against unemployment.

¥ TFor the right of lesbians and gay men to come
out at work without fear of discrimination by the
employers on the grounds of sexual orientation.
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For full equality of opportunity for vacancies and
promotion for lesbians and gay men in all spheres
of employment, and for the necessary increase in
public spending on investment resources to fulfil
this demand,

¥ While discrimination by employers should be
made illegal, the working class must recognise
that, as with women and blacks, discrimination
against lesbians and gay men, mustbe fought with
direct action. Only this will stop the bosses exploit-
ing loopholés in legislation. For strike action to
defend lesbians and gay men sacked by the state or
the bosses. ‘

¥ For workers’ control of hiring and firing to

enforce an anti-discrimination, equality of oppor-
tunity policy. Workers’ zontrol over the bosses js
mnperative if they are not to abuse paper equal
opportunity policies. For 24 hour state funded
creche facilities to enable lesbian and gay parents
to get to work.

¥ Iight unemployment by catting the hours
(with no loss of pay), sharing the work (under
workers’ control) and nationalising, under work-
ers’ control and with no compehsation to the bos-
ses, firms pleading bankruptey or threatening
closure or redundancy, For strikes and occupa-
tions to fight for these policies.

¥ For an unemployed workers’ movement with
full rights of representation within the labour
movement. For the right of the unemployed to join
the union of their choice at reduced subs-rates,
For the championing of the fight against, leshian
and gay oppréssion within such & movement.

THE ONSLAUGHT ON SERVICES HITS
LESBIANS AND GAYS HARD

Capitalism can no longer afford the welfare serv-
ices it provided to slightly ease the burden of
domestic labour for women in the family during
the boom when it needed women workers in large
numbers. It is compelled-to attack services and
unload the burden of welfare provision back on to
individual families. In the spheres of health, lious-
ing and education these attacks can have disas-
trous consequences for leshians and gay men. they
must befought around politics that meet the needs
of all 'workers. All too often the leadevs of the
labour movement settle for compromises that

henefit only sections of the werking class leaving

others to suffer the consequences.

¥ End the discrimination against lesbians and
gay men in housing, All too often lesbhians and gay
men are refused housing by the councils on the
grounds that families’ come first, There should be

equal access to housing for all on the basis of &
massive housebuilding programme financed by

. the state but under the control of the workers, The

regources for this must be fought for if heteroses-
ual working class families are not to be set into
competition with lesbhians and gay men.

¥ For council provisionof decent temporary
accomadation until permanent Homes are ready.
For working class tenanis’ groups with leshian
and gay representation to enforce this policy.

¥ For a massive expansion of the NHS. to cope
with the health requirements of all. This is liter-
ally a life and death question for many gay men
faced with the'ddanger of AIDS. Cash for research
— not to line Saatchi and Saatehi’s pockets. For

" free condoms and needles on demand.

¥ A London hospital has bad to suspend dis-
pensing Retrovir (a life prolonging drug for AIDS
patients) because it cannot afford the drug compa-

- nies’ prices, Nationalisation of the drug companies

under workers’ control and with no compensation
can end such scandals,

¥ Neo compulsory testing for AIDS. Repeal the
Contagious Diseases Act. L ‘

¥ For an adequately funded sex education pro-
gramme in all schools — to be decided by commit-
tees of classroom teachers, parents and pupils —
toexplainin amanner freefrom heterosexual bias,
sexuality in general and homosexuality as one
aspect of it. Children and youth must not be
‘protecied’by being fod the bigoted lies that are the
stock-in-trade of the state and many headmasters/
mistresses,

¥ Tull support to councils who pursue ‘positive

- image’ policies with regards to homosexuality in

the schools. Such politics, however, must be a step
towards a national scientific, materialist based
sex edueation course. ‘

" - All of the above policies require that lesbians

and gay wmen take their place in the numerous
battles against school or hospital closures, under
the slogans —no cuts, expand the services to meet.
everybody’s. needs, for a massive programme of
public works funded by the state but controlled b
the workers. - » , .

DON'T FORGET WAGES

Like all workers Jesbian and gay workers need a
living wage. When workers struggle for better
wages — o1 against attacks on jobs for that matter
— leshiang and gays must join that fight and, on
thelines of LGSM, take that fight out amongst the
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“ian and gay ‘community”seeking to rally those
reased for their sexuality to the cause of those
“leited and oppressed by capital at work.

‘st a national minimum wage Jinked to the
Sf Yiving and set at the level of the average
Suntrial wage. \

Apainst all wage restraint. For the protection
. wages against inflation by wage rises in line
+:th rises in the cost of living as determined by
committees of workers and their families.

TF >
Iy

or ronl equal pay, for eq:.ial work for women.
7nd inequality of pay suffered by many lesbians.

POLITICAL AND LEGAL EQUALITY NOW

.1 1967 in Britain limited legal reform enabled a
=ry man to have sex with another gay man pro-
-i-led both were over 21 and sex took place in total
 ivacy. This reform was a conicpssion but it still
‘-aves an enormous gap between the democratic
 ishts of most people and those of gay men. Lesbi-
~1sremain unrecognised in British law but are ne
-5 systematically diseriminated against for that,
11 legal and political equality under capitalism
¢sesnot equal liberation, but it must be fought for
b the working class as an important element of
tt.e fight for liberation. .

Abolish the age of consent whereby a private
. niter ~gex between consenting individuals —is
octed to the control of the capitalist state, At
e moment the age of congent for heterosexualsis
"4 and for gay men 21. This leaves youth open to
sious oppression. For young gay men under 21
“ yoppression is particularly severe. livery sexual
«. they engage in is a crime.

For the right of lesbians and gay men-to have
.vstody of their children. No legal discrimination
i custody cases, on the grounds of sexual orienta-
Lion.

=

% Abolish all laws — gross indecency, soliciting,
s.rages to public decency, insulting behaviour

«! all laws relating to prostitution — used to
nosnecute lesbians and gay men.

o

virich can and have been repeatedly nsed against
avimosexual literature (Gay News, Gays The Word
mic

Abolish the exceptions to Wolfenden — the
~vimy, navy, ete, All homosexuals should have full
©aland political equality in society. No democrat

- 1t oppose the above reforms. They encapsulate
.= hasic democratic position thal a persen’s sex-
i ! orientation and practice — providing it is
~opsensual -— is entirely a private matter.

entrapment. Al cases involving enirapment
brought to court to be automatically dismissed.
Disband all the special squads and units, like the
IRU’s, the vice squad and others, which can and
have been used to raid gay bars and clubs.

'AGAINST THE BOSSES’ OFFENSIVE

Moral reaction is part and parcel of the bosses’
overall offensive against, the working class. The
anti-union laws, the police picket-busting squads
and the witch-hunts, are all elements of this offen-
sive. So too are the gay-haiting articles that litter
the national press, the increased incidence of
‘queer-bashing’, often organise by fascist groups
like the BNP and NT, the physical attacks on
health workers who look after AIDS patients, the
vandalism to AIDS hospital units and the police
raids on gay pubs and clubs. This offensive must be
met with bold policies and direct action.

¥ Tor the right of lesbian and gay organisations

'to reply to the vicious gay-baiting articles churned

out in the bosses’ press. For print workers to fight
for such a right and to stop the presses if it is not

. granted,

Abolish the obscenity and Blasphemy laws

% End all police harassment of gay men via.

¥ Tor a democratically controiled labour move-
ment daily paper committed to regular articles
supporting the struggle for leshian and gay rights
and against oppression. "

¥ TFor organised defence squads to defend les-
bian and gay pubs, clubs and individuals against
‘queerbashers’ and police raids. For links with
workers’ defence guards — joint support, traiming
ete. Full labour movement support for lesbian and
gay defence squads.

¥  For workers defence of AIDS related workers, |
establishments and patients. For state funded
education courses on AIDS to explain the nature of
the disease to healthworkers and school/college
students:

¥ TFor the repeal of all anti-trade union laws:

AGAINST ALL DIVISIONS IN THE
WORKING CLASS

Capitalism continuously strives to divide worker
against worker. Sectionalism divides craft against
craft and skilled against unskilled. Sexism divides
men against women. Racism divides white against
black. And heterosexism divides heterosexuals
from lesbians and gay men. There is a constant
pressure on all sections of the working class to seek
separate solutions to what are, in fact, the common
problems of exploitation and oppression. This
pressure hags given rise to.various forms of separa-
tism amongst sections of the working class —
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eraftism, feminism, black nationalizsm. While
communists understand such pressures we do not
concede one inch to them. We are integrationists,
not separatists, We strive for maximum unity of
the working class against the common enemy. To
achieve thisunity we fight against all those things
capitalism uses to divide us.

¥ Against craftism -~ we fight for the linking up
~ ofindustrial struggles, up to and including the use
of the general strike against the bosses’ offensive.
We are forindustrial unions to transcend craft and
trade unions. '

¥ Against sexism, we are for the full social and
political equality of women as part of the fight for
real women’s liberation and socialism, We fight all

instances of misogyny amongst gay men, and we

combat the ideas of radical feminist separatism
amongst lesbians.

¥ Against racism, we fight all immigration con-
{rols by the British state. We do not simply try to
make them less racist or heterosexist in applica-
tion. We support black self-defence against racist
and police attack, We join the fight to drive organ-
ised racists from holding office in the unions. We
are for physically smashing the fascists, not giving
them a platform, driving them out. of the unions.
We don not gay bait fascists or 1ight wing reaction-
aries such as Harvey Proctor but, we do not excuse
any leshian or gay fascists from the treatment they
will get from the defence squads of the labour
movermnent. .

¥ Against the poisonous fumes of nationalism
we fight for a consistently internationalist policy.
Disarm the imperialist bosses — always hetter
their defeat in wars than their vietory. Despite
their persecution of leshians and gay men we
defend the USSR, Cuba and other degenerate
workers’ states against capitalist attack. We are
for the workers — nat the capitalists — overthrow-
ing the bureaucracies that rule those states,
thereby clearing the way to socialism and lesbian
and gay liberation. We support the abolition of all
anti-leshian or gay laws in the degenerate(d)
workers' states. We are against nationalist solu-
tions to the economic crisis — like import controls
— that line workers up with the bosses. Workers
of the world unite -— so too must lesbian and gay
workers, for gppression is international and must
be fought on an international plane.

¥ Imperialism’s enslavement of the oppressed
eolonies and semi-colonies must be fought. Na-
tional liberation movements should be supported.
In Britain today this means fighting to get Brilish
troops out of Ireland and supporting the siruggle
of the vepublican fighters to achieve this aim.
Leshians and gay men have no interest in helping
the British state maintain Loyalist rule in the six

counties, a rule that means vicious oppression for
lesbians and gays (remember Paisley’s anti-sod-

oy campaign.

THE LABOUR PARTY AND THE QUES-
TION OF GOVERNMENT

The Labour Party has given the lesbian and gay
issue mixed treatment in the last seven years. We
know full well where Neil Kinnock stands — “on
the balls wing” of the party, ready to denounce

“fairies’ during the repulsive gay baiting campaign
" against Peter Thatehell in 1983. But despite this

posturing by Kinnock the party has a formal
commitment to support leshian and gay rights,
Moreover at a local level various left councils —
spurred on by the old GLC —- have set up lesbian
and gay committees, launched egual opporiuni-
ties programmes and have even tried to introduce
‘positive images’ of homosexuality. in the schoals.
However, all too often these councils have —
despite carrying the ‘Toony left’ tag — either left
policies at the level of being good intentions with
no hard cash to back them up, or approached the
whole guestion from a non-working class perspee-
tive, Indeed Livingstone consciously set the tone
by cultivating lesbians and gays as one element of
his ‘rainbow coalition’ (he was always quick teo
denounce “the old, white, male working class” — o
thinly disguised attack on the working class as a
whole).

The result of all of this is that policies on lesbian
and gay rights have either been tokenistic or, as
happened during the general election, jettisoned
because they were and “‘unpopular’ cause (unpopu-
lar with the rabid hosses’ press that is) and re-
placed it with a campaign proving Labour’s com-
mitment to the ‘family’. The lesson is clear. Re-
formisra cannot consistently fight the oppression
of lesbians and gays, let alone advance a prog-

" ramme to overcome that oppression, However, we

recognise that many lesbians and gays, like many
‘workers in goneral, do not believe us. For this
reason we say that we will join them in a vigorous
fight to win the Labour Party to a policy of consis-
tent support for leshian and gay vights —-demand-
ing it takes up the policies we have outlined in this
programme. We also fight to force Labour, should

it ever get into office, to carry out these policies as

part an overall programme of arming the working
class, making the government accountable to the
mobilised working class and its base organiga-
tions, and moving against the military, economic
and political power of the besses and their state.
We do not helieve Labour will carry out such a
programme, but in the struggle to force it to we can
and will win to that programme, milliens of wovk-
ers, the foremost fighters for lesbian and gay
liberation amongst then.




aubian and g'ly liberation: & communist qtratm}y

E REVOLUTIONARY PARTY, WORKING
ABE POWER AND L L—.SBIAN ANE GAY
LIBERATION

siruggle (or lesbian and gay rights and libera-
7 is, as we have stated throughout, a class
wigle, To be defended and extended en any sort
i lnsting basis requires the overthrow of the
bonses’ state, its repressive apparatus, its laws
snd itsbureaucracy. Only the working class, ledby
+ consistently revolutionary communist party,
~»t: perform this task. Such a party must comprise
ii:e leading militants of the working clags. It must
~ ronted in the workplaces and workers’ organisa-
ons, 1t must be forged in the active struggles of
i working class, winning leadership of them and
Jracting them towards the conquest of political
«:wer. To do it the working class needs to build its
ey councils of delegates from the factories, the
wonsing estates, the comrmunities, and its own
2 militia. Nof only can these act as intru-
ts for the overthrow of the capitalist state but,
¢iae as the instruments of a new order — of
owking class state power,
-t what way will working class pewer benefit
~wshnians and gays? How will it liberate them? By
aidating the social and economic power of the
= ~italists, by expropriating their fuctories the
wirkers” state could develop a centrally directed,
- democratically controlied plan of production,
'-natmg the anarchy of competition and the
s drive for profit and replacing them with
inction to satisfy human need.
Qae part of this plan would be directed towards
“r provision of services that could socialise chil-

drearing and housowork. The domestic stavery of
women wzthm the family could be progressively
eliminated through the provision of socialised
childeare, washing, cooking and cleaning facili-
ties. The specialised care of the old and cave for the
disabled could be taken on by state funded commu-
nity services. Al of these tasks now belong to the
womnan within the family. they explain ¢ the impor-
tance of the isolated family unit and its nermeative
heterosexual structure, to capitalism. Socialise
these tasks and you create a new foundation for
human relationships to be built upon, Not merely -
is the material basis for ending women’s oppres-
sion created but so toois the basis for a vrevolution
in sexual attitudes.

Of eourse liberation will not come overnight.
But, the gradual elimination of production for
profit, the education of people away from the
prejudices that have for go long blighted human
relations, and from institutions Tike the church
that have encouraged prejudice, and the ability of
all to participate freely and equally in social,
economic and pelitical life, will progressively

eradicate women’s oppression, lesbian and ga
. s gay

oppression, indeed all forms of specific oppression, .

We cannot predict what pattern sexual relation-
ships will follow in a communist society, What we
can sayis that the removal of the oppressive norms
so pivotal tothe bourgeois family, will lay the basis
for sexual relationships based on real freedom of
choice. As such this will free lesbians and gay men
from the torments and hovrors of & coercive moral-
ity that obliges millions to deny or disguise their
sexuality, and that has driven thousands to sui-
cide or mental iliness because of their sexuality. ¥

FORWARD TO COMMUNISM
AND LESBIAN AND GAY
LIBERATION |
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