PARTIZANS @Z? o e dsr vz y
We have received four objections from women readers of Mﬂ;— L
about our insert of WAGES FOR HOUSEWORX material in the last

4s a result of this insert,we have certainly lost one Fﬂtﬂnt r’
and possibly more, d. _ g ﬁ "
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All the objections centre on allegations of mimh:m,ﬁg.?; "":'.'
and obstructjon on the part of adherents to Wages for w
g o

the Kings Cross Women's CentYe aimed at women Mpmur ﬂm
do not subscribe to their poiiticeg.

Partizans was set up in 1978 as a co-ordinating group of many para :
orzanisations and individuals who find the activities of RTZ T

or reprgnant, in whole or in part, While it has always r
- with its annual presence/demonstration at the mipm}r'}l :
obvious and visible sign of this "umbrella" rmle - for @g
years Partizans has run on a day-to-day basis under the ae
London-based collective. While the collective meetings %
who subscribes to Partizans aims and methods,in practis 5@ |
collective meetings are usually attended by lmg% Far
campaigners. For around two years,the "core” mlkctiﬁ 5
Paul Thomas ("green'\computer expert,occasional editor of F
Angie Aldridge (convenor of Big Mountain &:ppurt ﬂﬂl‘# lon =&
indigenous peoples),Neil Collins (comminity ilﬁﬂu!r.,

,ua-:ruﬂ&- -4;. M fo et mrﬂ'ﬂt{r ck '

Chambers (bricoleur,youth and-commnity uﬂerhr- scul,
Roger Hoody (community worker,journalist and co-fou
Partizans). During this period,other valuable
the collective have included Robyn Holder (Abo
(roup - whose current work has kept harqm*‘ -
of the Labour Research Group, Chris whitehous

"think-tank" whose work also keeps hilm
WHWNFIP (who left nearly two years uﬂ)
CANUC and SWAPO.now with Chile Solic
All the input of these supporters has | '
policy and deciding activities. n
Diring the period I980-88 Partizans h
and this has often been mailed with 4
have included: CANUC material,TICL ; :
Greenham Women's material ,City Antd= Fﬂi H"’."i?"'-r'~":;_";H'

about Wages for Housework uqu:_l_t_ﬂ‘.‘.-y
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/' It is important to point out that ALL the groups

i

whose publicity material we
rFﬂrtiﬂms—M -.;.4 :

3

carried, have directly supported ,or participated in

The occasion of the publshing and circulation of the ILSI: PARTING h--.=. )
been the first to draw any criticism from anyone OVer this pra:tjn -*1.

sending out imserts. b i ‘
It is only rarely that PARTING COMPANY has given an editorial " + .
she activities of another group,and this has almost always been jn m‘ "
of their performing actions directly relevant to the aims of Partw
Cdmpaign against Wamibian Uranium Contracts is an obvious mnp.lﬂ M '.;

actions around the Australian Bicentennial 'mlahratidﬂa ar& nerha
example of Partizans giving-over considerable editnriﬂ.l amae mﬁ I
publicising activities - whdch it implicitly approves and axspﬁa:
On occasion Partizans has also joined in round-robin dppﬂiﬂ fﬁﬂ? 13
other groups. Its name has been "lent” on these nc:nsims ec:

and not to the orzanising group. ) e
e Lo«

The practise of putting inserts into mailings is, of mfﬂ&#*ﬂfb

one among groups of all political hues. While they are rm&f

raising support for a campaign,they can be an :upurtmt ﬁnﬁ“w
to "movement" mailing-lists can be a highly Iucrut_j;f;_g_- | ﬁ
charge for the service,others don 't . Partizans never has
inserted on the basis that,if there is room,and it does '

and if the specfic aims of the .::a

conflict with those of Partizans - then ,first mﬂ

The controversy now raised by our sending-out Wages fo.
has caused us to re-examine this practice - we did sc
meeting. We decided not to change the practice for- the

i) Many groups which have asked (or liﬁ%_
have other aims,or Structures,or modi operandi,with i
- and a lot of other Partizans supporters = u:lightr.
SWAPO or AAH workers are in conflict with City AAH,
oppose apartheid,South Africa 's colonisation of Ne
southern Africa. Similarly. anti-nuclear activists fer
and SWAPO would officially condem not just the
operated, but any future uranium mining in m
This potertially very divisive difference of Op.
ant i-nuclear activists and CANUC supporters ¢
years (nor,since this is the matter to hmdf "
for both CANUC and the mti-Muclear Ehnpl!ﬂ :
political campaign with a "hard edge” lrﬂl.l-‘

our membership: and why not?
In our view,trying to Halt[lﬂ
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of 3roups associated with Paftizans is neither realistic nor necessary. |
even if we did,what would be the result? lle would then be discriminainz | % --

. azainst some gzrou i r
j groups within our suppert network,aad favouringy others.
We would be making political alliances which it is not within our brief to
ma ke .
ii). The altemative to selectingz certain zroups and axcludﬂ':g ethﬂﬂl’ .
such "favoured treatment" is not to make any inserts at all. This mlﬂ
for a pretty thin,colourless,Parting Company - as we would lozically a-lm 5.
to exclide even notices about other groups' events or actions. Bit more
we would be taking this step for the wroa reasons; simply to play it Hﬁ;

2te g pporters who've criticised us on the sole issue of ziving EM = ".ﬂ

WFH material. ' : Sl

jii) Partizans was accused by one supporter of being *I'ﬂnlf’ﬂf* in
a stand against WFH. In other words,we should be makin3 investizat ions of
sroup's activities and operatjons,discussing these in our collective and

that has riven women 's zroups for some years that Partizans - 45 3 0

g a wide spectrum of concemns (environoental ,trade un ion

addressin
land rizhts,mlti-national power ;etc) (==& cannot take sides, s

women do support WFH - as evidenced by’ the support mstered fm: 15,:

we helped publicise in our last issue of Partingz ﬂ:npm-jr

gvelt -
"front" for ors

thare has never been any s yzest ion that WFH is 3
which we would fundamentally disagree (which is why Wnﬂﬂ:’m :

Front or swarious Tory "neace campaims" are quite mm;m.:l}
b L . 1;[.1:

qrou p,or iden +ified as part of the women 's movement, a:;.luqﬂ.‘

different , and we mizht be bound to adopt a stand for vp:p:

il

iv). Since there clearly are fundamental :-.'sﬂms‘ fﬂr,
which are of importance to our merbership =
havinz carried WFH inserts (and those from camﬂijm .u
other points of view should be heard, we are very wﬂi
let in th?[xe.rr issue of Parting Company.from any iﬂml‘r_ ,
criticises the politics of WFH, If this pl"ﬂ'l"’ﬂm H-Fﬂ: )
beinq biased, we would answer in tha same Way that we ar

of our decision Lo carry #Fd mterial. ; L '.
In conclusion. we believe -not &as & ﬁ.ﬂiﬁlﬁi

various campaigns- that"creeping censorship” in

strenuously opposed.We are a very mdest 'ﬂﬁﬂnﬂﬂ ‘&:
JRue
principle does not change. whether we dap.larq

for broadcast by Sinn Fein.or our owi refusal l‘ﬂ'l"‘ 31 Ef
e 1




disseminate material sent to us by groups which are allied to us.
BN

lhdoubtedly there are real issues around WFH which need to be recag:isuq{@
debated.lhilateral censorship of WFH {or any other such group's materia _”
or a strategic withdrawal from the field of con troversy, simply reinforce B

a trend which we believe the vast majority of Partizans' supporters W E;f'l'
Lr . il :'.': 1

deplore PRI .. ':;'b oA Ye




