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EDITORIAL

Mandela faces the acid test

NO SOCIALIST anywhere in the world could have failed
to be moved by the scenes of Nelson Mandela’s release
from the Victor Versier Prison after 27 years in jail for
fighting apartheid.

Mandela’s immediate reaffirmation of loyalty to the newly-
legalised African National Congress (ANC), his declaration of
commitment to the armed struggle and to the call for nationalisa-
tion of the major indusiries of the South African cconomy
redoubled the respect for his courageous and consistent stance
since he was convicted in the now notorious 1964 show- trial of
plotting to overthrow white rule.

His release is a victory and a massive
boost for the black masses of South
Africa. Their unbroken strupgles created
the conditions in which President de Klerk
found himself forced to break from the
traditional single-track repressive tactics ?
of his predecessors and concede legality to s
the ANC. It is a victory for the solidarity
movement and anti-apartheld campailg-
ners around the world who have battled
away on the issue for decades, and who
have forced most European governments
and the US Congress inte Imposing
limited sanctlons against the South
African regime.

It seems cdear that for de Klerk the
gamble of ordering Mandela’s release -
triggering an even bigger backlash among
the ultra- right and fascist elements of
whites than even the unbanning of the
ANC - represents more than a token exer-
cise: it is a key part of a serfous shilt of
policy, in which some kind of negotiated =~
settlement will be sought to take the place =
of the costly, unstable and internationally
isolated policy of brute repression.

But the new policy is contentious within the white population,
not least the influential ultra-right within the armed forces of the
state, who may not be able openly to challenge de Klerk but are
nevertheless opposed to any concessions, and determined to mini-
mise the leeway that the present concessions can open up for the
emergence of mass struggle by the black population. Hence the
bizarre contradiction beiween the final steps towards Mandela’s
release and the simulianeous brutal violence of police against
anti-cricket tour protestors, police tactics of encouraging scabs to
launch vicious attacks on striking rail workers, and the heavy-
handed baton-charges against the first legal ANC rallies.

Mandela’s release has been accompanied by a massive hype by
the world’'s press, designed to promeoie him as the one black
leader with the authority to represent the repressed majority in
negotiations with the ruling whites. This clearly suits de Klerk's
plans. It is now revealed that talks had been going on behind the
scenes for three years between the jailed Mandela and the regime,
heginning under Botha, represented by Justice Minister Kobie
Coetsee: Mandela for his part had insisied on the unbanning of
the ANC and had refused to back down from his commitment to
the armed struggle. Eventually de Klerk conceded what he asked
for.

The same period has seen Mandels make significant political
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overtures to Chief Buthelerl, leader of the rightward-leaning
Zulu-based Inkatha movement, a notorious thorn in the side of
ANC and United Democratic Front militants in the townships.
Buthelezi is imperialism’s favourite black leader, the kind of
‘anti- apartheid’ figure Margaret Thatcher would like best to do
business with.

Now he is free from prison, Mandela’s stance is shaped above
all by the restricted political line of the ANC. Indeed, for all the
hard-line rhetoric of his first speeches in Cape Town and Soweto,
he seems set to strengthen the ‘moderate’ wing of the ANC. Ques-
tioned on the issoe of negotiations, he told journalists “Once you

B : say a particular issue is not megotiable you
s = e are desiroying the whole process of
negotiation™. This is more significant if
taken in the context of the statement by
acling ANC presidest Alfred Nzo, who
declared that the ANC would be ‘flexible’
even on iis fundamental demand for a con-
stitution based on ‘one person, one vote":
“The day we are able to sit down and dis-
cuss things we may be able to compromise
on point A, B or C™,

On the issue of nationalisation, loo,
while Mandela himself sent South Africa’s
financial markets reeling with his talk of
nationalisation based on the traditional
ANC programme, the Freedom Charter,
the dominant political influence in the
ANC, the South African Communist
Party, headed by Joe Slovo, is now back-
ing away from such a pelicy. The ANC is
slotting itself more and more into the
frame of reference of those sections of the
‘liberal’ white capitalists who wani to con-
vinee key sections of blacks that apartheld
and capitalism are not necessarily related.
The government’s concessions to the ANC are designed to back
up this view.

Yet the reality is that even if de Klerk could ride out the in-
creasingly stormy prolesis of the mobilising far-right and fasclist
white groupings, and successfully force through even more radi-
cal relaxations of apartheid (such as the repeal of the Group
Areas Act and the Population Registration Act), the very fabric of
South African capitalism rests on the vast inequality between
black and white - the super-exploftation of black workers.

Formal legal equality would be no more than a sham so long as
the average income of whites remained more than ten times that
of blacks. But there Is no way that even the most “liberal” white
capitalist is going to forego the prospect of profitability in order
to make such huge concessions to the black working class. That s
why the political concessions to the ANC have run alongside a
crackdown on the trade unions - as shown by the protracted,
violent rail sirike, and the heavy tactics of the government’s In-
dusirial Relations Act. And it Is why the struggle for democratic
rights in South Africa must run hand in hand with the struggle
for socialist revolution and a workers’ republic.

De Klerk may cherish dreams of turning the ANC into just
another pro-capitalist party, ready, like Mugabe’s regime in Zim-
babwe, io engage in or support the repression of working class
stroggle. But if this is the case he is basing his assessment on the

Page 1




EDITORIAL

attitudes of the exiled ANC leaders in
Lusaka, and seriously underestimating
the scale and strength of the ANC's ac-
tivist base in the working class, which
does not necessarfly share the same
limited objectives. The Sounth African
working class is much larger and
gironger with much greater political
culture and record of siruggle than the
Zimbabwe proletariat before Mugabe §
took power. And ANC activists know
they would be severely weakened If they
lost their foothold in the growing Con-
gress of South African Trade Unions (COSATU) and in the
proletarian elementis of the townships. It is questionable whether
the ANC could continue to control its activists on the ground if it
attempted to deliver any compromise deal which cut acress the
struggles of the black working class.

Mandela, who has suffered the full brunt of the regime's
repression, now faces the toughest test of his political career. His
release has rekindled the imagination and enthusiasm of a genera-
tion of youth and workers in the townships who have come into

the struggle while he was in
jall. His early statements
echoed their determination to
make no compromise with the
| regime. He musl declde
whether his loyalty will be
shaped by their demands and
struggles, or by the search for
some kind of compromise
with the regime that will leave
capitalism intact, the black
masses  exploited, and im-
perialism exultant.

In the meantime our responsibility is clear: as socialists in this
country the battle for solidarity with the South African struggle in
the British and international labour movement, and the fight to
defeat Thatcher's single-handed efforts to rehabilitate apartheid
must be stepped up. This means opposing every move by the im-
perialist governments to slacken their timid sanctions against
South Africa, and bullding practical solidarity - including direct
links — with the Sowih African trade unions, and with the various
political elements of the liberation movement.

It would not be a vast overes-
timate to say that European
politics is now dominated by

the imminence of a unified
Germany has thrown both
NATO and the EC into dis-
array.

There can be no question as
to who is leading the way at
present — Helmut Kohl, with the
Bundeshank behind him, Faces
no serious opponents. Now that the Bundeshank president Karl
Otto Pihl's misgivings have been swept aside, IMF-style plans for
the devalnation of the East German Ostmark and an economic
austerity plan plan for the GDR are well advanced.

Citizens of the GDR may well be horrified to find that once
these schemes move into action, far from achieving easy access to
stores stocked with consumer goods, they wind up on the dole,
with their life savings reduced to a fraction of their former value.

Unfortunately there is little alternative on offer. Though the
Wesl German soclal democrats of the SPD may also be the most
popular party in the GDR, (as well as experiencing Oskar
Lafontaine’s recent regional election victory in the West), their
ideas for reunification differ little from those of the Christian
Democrats.

Those in the East (such as New Forum) who have tried to
defend the social gains of the working class have — despite starting

For a united, socialist
Germany!

from a secmingly promising
position, in the leadership of the
mobilisations that ousted the
Honecker bureaucracy — found
' themselves marginalised as a
result of eschewing unification.

However, the failure of the
lefl to date does not mean that
lllhlmLThtmpItulsts,tw,:re
divided and confused: it is dif-
ficult to find two NATO leaders
that agree with each other, On a
number of questions they are
distinctly vulnerable.  The
demand put at one stage by Gor-
bachev (though later dropped)
struck ai the heart of these is-
snes: the call for a united neutral

Germany.

With 90% in favour of this in the East, and a clear majority in
the West, a popular movement around such a demand would, at a
stroke, serve to put NATO on the defensive. In addition, the ex-
pectations of the working class in the East are very high: If they
were to unite with workers in the West around issues such as pay
and social security, the Bundeshank would really have problems.

There is thus a clear conflict — as in s0 many of the countries of
Eastern Europe — between the expectations of the masses from
capitalism, and what it actually has on offer. There is a crying
need for the left to move onto the offensive on a pan-European
scale, putting forward an allernative that can answer those
aspirations and offer a real prospect of a united Europe — rather
than EC rhetoric. In the case of East Germany, this could be
summed up as “No to the Kohl Plan — For a United Soclalist Ger-
many!"
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Mass murders by Sri Lankan regime

Why are the

British
media
silent?

In stark contrast to the media
hype that has accompanied the
Romanian evenis, with gross-
ly exaggerated casualty
fligures, there has been a con-
spiracy of silence to cover up
systematic violence inm Sri
Lanka.

There have been summary ex-
ecutions, and  dismembered
bodies have been exhibited in
public places by the Sri Lankan
govermnenl. In the past four
months over 80000 S Lankans
have been executed: an unknown
number of detainees are being
held incommunicado. Every day
piles of headless bodies or
charred limbs are dumped by the
security forces, becoming a com-
mon sight in many parts of the

country.
Lawyers who dared to file
habens  ecorpus  applications

regarding the ‘disappearance’ of
persons who have been abducted
and killed by the secunty forces
have been perseculed; thousands
of people have fled the country.
The British media did not
report even the urgenl appeal
made by Mm Sinma Ban-
damanaike, the leader of the op-
position, tol religious and politi-
cal leaders of the world,
requesting them to intervene in
order to stop this camage. She
disclosed that under the guise of
suppressing  ‘terronsts” 5,000
members and supporters of her
own party had been abducted and
killed by death squads of the
rling party. She also disclosed
that she had received information
about 1,500 ruling party members
who are receiving military train-
ing at an army camp near Colom-
bo, and that special squads are

being formed in  order o

eliminate the cadres of
opposition parties.

The self-censorship of the
British press i= nol due 1o any
shortage of information or legal
restrictions on reporting. It is hard
to avoid the conclusion that the
British media are none too keen
lo criticise a pro-westem goverjn-
ment which is more than willing
to implement the diktats of the

IMF and westem ‘donor
countries”,
Last September the Sd

Lankan govemment made an
agreement with the IMF in order
to secure ‘economic aid from
westem countries. In onder to ful-
fil the terms of this agreement the
pgovernmenl devalued the rupee
by 20 percent, closed down a
number of govermment concems
and abolished the remaining sub-
sidies on essential commaodities,

As a result the prices of essen-
tial food and other goods have
risen by 5060 percent. Other
measures include the sacking olf
04000 civil servanis over the
nexl three years, and this will ad-
versely affect al least 600,000 de-
pendents. The govemment has
also agreed to a drastic reduction
in tariffs on foreign impons,
which will min local industries,
and increase the already swollen
ranks of the unemployed. Also
coming is privalisalion of all
government-owned corporalions.
In a country where 40 percent of
the urban population suffer from
malnotntion, these measures must
increase the suffering of workers
and poor peazants,

It i= to implement these
policies that the government has
unleashed ils systematic reign of
terror. The latest diktat prohibits
any meetings or gatherings for
any purpose in schools, factories
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or hostels. This is effectively a
ban on all trade union and student
union activities, The government

i3 determined o hold down
wages and 1o ifle any protest as
it slashes the living standards of
the masses.

The vast majority of western
‘aid donor’ countries are willing
to give economic assislance (o
third world countries only if they
carmmy out this type of IMF-style
“economic adjustment”. They also
demand political stability and a
‘disciplined” labour force beflore
they will encourage investmenl.

Most western govermments
would prefer it if the So Lankan
rulers could curb the *excesses” of
their more sadistic poons; but
they are no doubt satisfied by the
government's efforts to meel the
IMF proposals.

In order to placate any mild
criticism thal may come from the
more liberal of the westemn
governments, the S5 Lankan
rulers make ritual gestures, usual-
ly just before the annual meeting
of the UN sub-committee on
Human Rights. Ofien this
amounts lo convening some form
of ‘all-party conference’ to seek
golutions to youth unrest. But
gince the dominant powers on the
UN sub-commitiee are largely the
same ones that dominate the Sn
Lanka “aid consortivm”,
everybody knows that this is jusi
a cosmetic PR exercise, and that
nothing will change other than
the printing of more verbiage in
UN documents.

It 15 not surprising therefore
that the British media which so
tamely take their line from its
masters have chosen to give so
little coverage to the activities of
the Pol Pot-style regime in Sr
Lanka

g

For the moment things are
relatively quiet in Sn Lanka be-
cause the govemment has made
common cause with the Tamil
Tigers (LTTE), one of the Tamil
nationalist groups, against the
more progressive Tamil groups.
However this situation is not like-
ly 1o last long. The Indian
government is due to withdraw
its troops (the ‘Peacekeeping
Force’ IPKF) from the north and
east of the island at the end of
March and it is unlikely that the
opportunist  alliance with the
Tigers will hold for long after
that: armed conflict between the
Tigers and the 51 Lankan army
will erupt once more.

Contrary to the hopes and ex-
pectations of the western powers
it is unlikely that the Sn Lankan
government can establish politi-
cal stability: the ‘aid’ it receives
from Britain and other countries
will be squandersd on armaments
and the exiension of the repres-
sive forces,

Neither state temmor nor the op-
porunist policies of the Tamil
Tigers or the Sinhalese
nationalists of the JVP can
provide any lasting solution to
the economic and social cnsis in
5r Lanka. Nor can any meaning-
ful discussion of allemative so-
cial and economic policies take
place ikn the present climale of
repression and terror. That is why
it is urgent for socialists to cam-
paign for an  immediate
moratorium on all British and
European aid to the Sfi Lankan
govermment as part of the fight
for the restoration of democratic
rights.

Sunil Fernando
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Soviets fight
for unions

The tour of Britain by
SOTSPROF, a unique new
independent trade union in
the Soviet Union has been a
huge success.

The SOTSFROF repre-
sentative, Oleg Volonin is an ex-
perienced trade union organiser
from Irkutz in Siberia, where he
has been in recruiting coal
miners and workers on  the
Trans-Siberian milway to the
union.

SOTSPROF is a small but
real and subhstantial trade union
organisation with 60,000 af-
filiated members in various
regions of the USSR. The mem-
bership ranges from miners, mil-
workers, Moscow trock drovers
to women in [ootwear and

clothing factories.

SOTSPROF is
growing fast. A year
ago it was only 10,000
members and  within
another year — if ex-
pecied mass strikes
break out in the spring
— VYolonin expects it to
grow to several hundred
thousand.

The most important part of
the tour has been visits 1o
workplaces, shop stewards or-
ganisations and trade union or-
ganisations, visiting Liverpool,
Manchester, Sheffield, Birmin-
gham and London and meeling
national unions including the
NUR, NALGO and NUJ.

Nor does Volonin stick to
‘trade union’ issues. He opposes

Soviet miners striking last summer in Norllsk

perestroika, supports the right of
self-determination for the op-
pressed nationalities within the
Soviet Union, and calls for the
withdrawal of troops from Azer-
baijan. He is against radical
marketisation of the economy —
calling instead for planning
under workers' self-manage-
menl.

It is clear that British

socialists have a duty to suppon
a new tmde union fedemtion in
the USSR being built on such a
basis. This tour will be followed
by a more extensive onec al the
end of March. Readers should be
on the lookout for details and
help 1o build the tour as well as
raising the appeal in their
m:tpim:ca and union branches.
Alan Thornett

Tory NHS opt-outs hit by ballot
broadside

AS THE TORIES congratu-
late themselves on forcing the
NHS Bill in double quick
time through the Commons
(under cover of the am-
bulance dispute) they face
more serious problems in im-
plementing ils provsions.
Labour MPs and union
leaders may have given the
government little or no cause for
alarm with their half-baked or
non-existent campaign against
the White Paper and the Bill, but
even the £3m propaganda blitz
from Kenncth Clarke's depart-
ment has failed to swing opinion
in favour of the kemel of the Bill
— the intemal market and the "op-
ting out’ of major hospitals as
self-contained *NHS Trosts".
Wherever they get the chance
to express their views, hospital
workers are registering 9-1 op-
position to the opt-out proposals.
The most recent proof of this
{and politically the most damag-
ing to the government) was the
ballot conducted by the Hands

Off Guys! campaign in the flag-
ship of a prospective fleet of op-
ting out hospitals.

Despile  extensive manage-
menl harassment of campaigners,
a union-organised ballot of staff
produced a 30%-plus pasticipa-
tion and a hoge 93% vote o
reject opting out. The mesull is
consistent with other unofficial
ballots of staff at the Centml
Middlesex and North Middlesex
Hospitals and 5t George's in
London and at St George's in
Mid Staffordshire. It should also
be echoed on a larger tumout by
the official ballot which West
Lambeth health authority has or-
dered management 1o conduct
under the auspices of the Elec-

toral Reform Society at 5t
Thomas's Hospital, right op-
posite parliament.

Mor is it only health workers
who reject Clarke's plans: a
BMA survey of consultants in
the 74 hospitals on Clardke’s hit
list for opting out showed that a
majority in less than ten hospitals

were in favour, while in no less
than 50 hospitals most consuli-
anls were againsl opting out or
undecided. In 19 hospitals the
opt-out bid is proceeding against
the express opposition of most
consullants.

There could be an even big-
ger problem for Clarke: behind
the press focus on the ambulance
dispute, the financial plight of
health authorities, brought sbout
by deliberate govemment under-
funding of pay awards and infla-
tion, has been lurching (s
predicted by campaigners) from
disasirous  to calastrophic. A
BBC pational survey has shown
over a third of health authorities
overspent, with many already
closing wards and culting ser-
vices this year. But with cash
limits for 1990-91 already fixed,
and the allowance for pay and in-
flation pegged a1 an ahsurdly low
5%, every health auvthority faces
# major squeere in the next 12
months. This is intensified by the
changes embodied in the Bill,

which call for the elimination of
all accumulated deficits — often
amounting to millions of pounds
—to create a “level playing field”
for the internal market from
April 1991.

Among the heaviest losers in
all this will be the districts with
opting out hospitals which - at
least in London — are among the
heaviest overspenders. Worst of
all is St Thomas’s, hit by the
worst-ever deficit in the history
of the NHS - and some £8.9 mil-
lign in the red.

With his flagships boled and
much of the flect severely
damaged, Captain Clarke may
yet decide 1o sail on towards op-
ting out: but it is clear that some
traditional Tory supporners will
be among those keen to make
him walk the plank. There will
be plenty of chances yet for the
trade union and labour mowve-
ment {and even the left if it ever
wakes up to the issuel) to play a
role in leading the mutineers,

Harry Sloan
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Poll Tax:

Labour’s

missing
answers

S0 Labour wen't tell anyone
precisely what its alternative
to the poll tax is. Seems
strange at first glance, with
the Tories in chaos over ‘poll
tax capping” of up to 110
local authorities, and certain
to lose electoral support over
the whole issue both in the
Tory beartlands and the inner
cities. Estimates predict poll
tax bills of an average of
£380, more than £100 above
the government's target.

Berkshire County Council is
mounting a legal challenge 1o the
grant system which determines
poll tax levels — the standard
spending assessment (S5A) — on
the basis that it doesn’t take ade-
quate account of inflation, of
population or of the county’s in-
frastructure needs.

The council estimaies that its
S8A is £70 million short, and
that this will lead to poll tax bills
of between £380-£480. It has
been advised that it has & legal
duty to poll tax payers to attempt
to recover the missing govern-
ment grant through the cours.
Derbyshire council is discussing
similar action.

In Devon, plans by the Tory-
controlled county council for a
budget which iz £38 million
above govemment-agreed levels
have angered local Tory MPs
Councillors point oul that the
spending is necessitated by
manifesto commitments and by
legislation which gives new
responsibilities 1o councils.

Few, if any of the councils
likely to be capped are those that
have even in the past, let alone
today, been considered high
spenders. And for the Tories to
have to go down this road rather
undercuts the initial mofivation
for the poll tax, which Kenneth

Baker told us four
years ago was a
way of controlling
local government
finance  through
the ballot box
rather than
through  govem-
ment  legislation.
Capping was en-
visaged, but as a
tempaorary

measure  during
the first four years,
and surely not one
which would be
aimed at Tory
councils!

Behind the
mess lies the fact
that yet again (it
seems always o
be the same old
story with govemn-
ment calculations
on local spending)
55As have been
sel at a ridiculous-
Iy low level that is
difficult for the
most penny-pinch-
ing council o al-
tdin.

So in this situa-
tion of Tory disar-
ray, what lies be-
hind Brian
Gould's unusual reticence? Is it
just a case of Labour missing yet

another chance of electoral suc- |
cess, while the Tories breathe a |

sigh of relief?

The first Labour suggestion
of iwo taxes was casy for the
Tories to revile, and not that
popular with Labour volers
either. And a two Ger system
would require enommous  wd
ministration to carry through. So
the current suggestion came for-
ward. At first glance a property
tax, based on up to date assess-
ment of property value, scems
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fair enough. But actually, the
Labour front bench are in a real
trap.

The real problem is that local
govemnment finance iz in com-
plete chaos. In order to capitalise
on the Tories’ disarray, Labour
would have to demand back
from central govemment the
money leeched through cuts in
ceniral financing and by mte-
capping. And to do that would
require an overall economic plan
which could show where the
money would come [rom — a fea-
ture which is totally absent from

N .

o

Ak
Y
£l

Labour's economic
‘strategy’,
The only alternative

is 10 do what both the
present and previous
altemative 1o the poll
tax do — to make ondi-
nary people finance the
deficit. Not a popular
proposal, particularly
in the context of rising
rents and morigages.

50 Labour is yet
again hoist by the
petard of its inadequate
polices, as the English
courts  begin  fining
people for refusal 1o
register, and warrant
sales are issved to well
over 0% of Glas
wegians,

And as councils
come up (o this year's
budget making, it is
clear that jobs and services will
become counterposed to  high
poll tax levels. The Poll Tax
movement needs not only to or-
ganise those facing harassment
by the cours, to deepen the
movement in the communities,
but at the same time to demand
of councils that they neither im-
plement the poll tax, nor cut jobs
and services, and of the Labour
party nationally that it demands
back the money that has been
stolen from local govemment.

Terry Conway
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Behind the Wallace revelations

Clearing the decks for a
change of government"

The media and the par
liamemtary parties are be-
latedly paying attention to
former army (dis)informa-
tion officer Colin Wallace’s
accounts of dinty tricks and
defamation in Ireland and
Britain in the 1970s.

But (with the exception of
Panl Foot and Ken
Livingstone)this scandal hasn't
surfaced due Lo the investigs
live zeal of either MPs or the
press. Information, awaiting ex-
posure, has been available for
years; not just Colin Wallace's
accounts, but also those of ex-
intelligence officer Fred Hol-
royd, Kenneth Lindsay's book
*The British Secret Services in
Action” published in 1981 and
two decades of-allegations by
civil libertarians and the
Republican Movement.

Thiz material has included
evidence of securily force col-
laboration with loyalist
parumilitaes in  the Miami
Showband Massacre; the involvement of Cap-
tain Robert Mairac and other SAS officers in
shoot-to-kill operations in Ireland from at least
1974 onwards; bank robberies by the Lit-
tlejohn brothers under MI6 tutelage; and
hombings and kidnappings South of the border
by British-controlled agents. Similarly senior
Labour politicians have for long been alleging
destabilisation and smear campaigns against
the Wilson govemnment.

Far from being a relentless assault from
outsiders on Britain's Irish Watergate, the new
interest stems from crisis and division within
the system. Coming so soon after the Stalker
affair, the Guildford revelations and the
wrangles over Gibraltar, what has caused this
and why now?

Thatcher has continned and escalated the
drive towards centralisation and secrecy that
has been a feature of the British state since at
least the First World War. Some of the more
public manifestations of this have been linked
to the government's Irish policy — the disman-
tling of democratic rights and indtitutions, es-
tablishing greater political control of the
media, and the development of armed and
political policing.

One consequence has been that far more
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Livingstone has long sought to bring this matter out In the open

loyalty and discipline has been required from
the military, civil service and intelligence offi-
cials — but in a context of declining social and
political consensus. Thus, in particular, the
1989 Official Secrets Act has forced the pace
on whistleblowing by threatening an imminent
and absolute clampdown on the disclosure
even of ‘illegal’ activities.

At the same time there has been a certain
amount of disarray within the agencies that act
as core guardians of the state’s interests. There
has been MIS/MI6 rivalry since the 1970s.
And there have been a string of public scan-
dals and exposures around Cathy Massiter,
Clive Ponting, Spycatcher and Colin Wallace.

Underdying all this, these agencies have
been undergoing an ‘identity” crisis, reflecting
a broader debate in ruling class circles about
changes in Britain's role in the world, its rela-
tions with its allies (particulady the US and
Europe) and the nature of the British state. The
‘Irish question’ iz a recurrent feature in each
aspect of this debate.

New factors exacerbating this disarmay
have emerged in the last year or so. Firstly
developments in Eastem Evrope have ac-
celerated this identity crisis by depriving the
state of a mythology that justified the exist-

ence of these agencies and this process
towards centralisation, The ransacking of Stasi
and Securitate HQs must have led at least a
few British spooks to put stronger locks on
their filing cabinets.

Secondly, Thatcher's popularity has
dramatically declined, suggesting a new era
may be underfoot possibly leading o a Labour
govermnment, Some officials may be anticipat-
ing a clean sweep as a result. As Livingstone
points out, Thatcher is the chief beneficiary of
the ‘treason’ Wallace has exposed. there may
therefore be reason to fear the consequences
of a changing of the guard.

But such revolutions are unusual in British
politics. More significantly Thatcherism effec-
tively cemented over these long-term cracks
and divisions by providing a degree of
authority and continuity. With the ruling class
rethinking which kind of govemment it really
needs, this is bound to shake up some of the
weaker props on which the secret slate rests,

The key turning-point was the Euro-elec-
tions last summer — coincidentally around the
same time ag il is now claimed the documents
exposing both the Guildford and Wallace af-
fairs were first “discovered’,

Piers Mostyn
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‘SRl L TEEY T RS
The ‘M’ factor:

South Africa
with Mandela

By Gerry Nicholls

Nelson Mandela’s release has injected the
‘M’ factor into South African politics — a
crisis of authority for the white govem-
ment, where the vast majority of blacks
regard Mandela, not de Klerk as the
legitimate head of state. Are we sceing
the beginning of the end of apartheid?
What sort of sociely do Mandela and his
allies see replacing racial capitalism?

The events of the last month have been
aplifting and inspiring for all those committed
to the struggle against apartheid. Mandela's
presence and actions since his release have
been a memendous vindication of principled
politics in the struggle against the racist
regime.

Politically, Mandela’s voice has been one
of an intransigent reformist leader speaking
for the whole nation. In his Soweto speech he
held forth the prospect of jobs and homes. He
has insisted on his disciplined membership of
the ANC, reliance on mass action, and refusal
to drop the armed struggle. He has also in-
voked the spectre of nationalisation of the mo-
nopolies envisaged in the Freedom
Charter.

The coatinued commitment to
the armed struggle is emblematic
but vital. Even at its height
Umkhonto we Sizwe's campaign
was one of ‘propaganda actions’
In 1987 there were 230 actions of
this type, mainly aimed at mem-
bers of the security forces and col-
laborators. By 1988  this  had
declined by 30% and in 1989, a
Soviel spokesperson was able 1o
cynically remark, in reply to ac-
cusations that the USSR was aban-
doning the armed struggle, *“What
ammed struggle 7",

However, the armed struggle
has been a vital part of the organisation’s
ability to win the youth of the black townships
Lo itz banner. [is reaffirmation is both a reflec-
tion of that pressure and a commilment o that
mass base.

Likewise was Mandela’s insistence in his
Capetown speech that apartheid will be ended
by decisive mass action. These were not the
words of an organisation or a leader which
places primary reliance on a negotiated settle-
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A pall bearar gasps through tear gas during a funeral In C

Mandela’s  con-
linwous stress on his
membership of the
ANC and his ad-

herence to itz dis-
cipline is also a
pledge that he had not

and would not act on
a separate agenda to
that of his organiss-
tion.

However this is a
double-edged sword,
On the one hand, the
ANC clearly wishes
to benefit from the
prestige associated
with his name. On the other, the organisation
may be laced with making political conces-
sions which may be very difficult to justify to
their base.

It is perhaps for this reason that Mandela
has continued to stress that clause of the
Freedom Charter which commits the ANC to
the expropriation of big capital. Partly for this

- -

reason the predicted boom in the South
African stock exchange did not take place. In-
stead share prices tumbled by 7.5 per cent,
despite leading industrialists like Zac de Beer
pooh-pooching fears of widespread nationalisa-
tion. Intemational reaction o Mandela’s
release, too, has been confused and contradic-
tory.

Afier his Capetown speech, Thatcher's
press office withdrew a prepared statement,
and her speechwriters worked overtime to try
and square the circle of her condemnation of

rossroads, Cape Town, 1086

the ANC as a ‘typical terrorist organisation’,
Mandela’s reaffirmation of the armed struggle,
and her invitation for him to visit Downing
Street on his release,

Thatcher is determined to use Mandela's
release as a pretext 1o relax sanctions {which
she never supported). But she also wishes 1o
conlinue her government's role as go-hetween
for de Kledk, Buthelezei and
Mandela.

George Bush too has his
problems. The President is at
odds with legislation of his
Congress. He remains com-
mitted to sanctions much more
wide-ranging than Britain’s.
Legally, however, he cannot
relax those sanctions unless de
Klerk repeals the state of emer-
gency, the Group Area Act and
the Population Registration Act,
and allows people of all races 1o
participate in  the political
process.

li is fear that de Klerk will
do just that which is fuelling the
mass mobilisation of the far right. They have
considerable pariamentary support, and their
contention that they would win an election of
the white electorate today may not be wide of
the mark.

More sinister, particulary in the long term,
iz their base of sopport within the police and
the ammy. De Klerk's stmtegy is supposed to
command the support of the army leadership,
but how far that has filtered down is debate-
able.

It has been estimated thal al least 70 per
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cenl of the police belong to
the Conservative Party or
the neo-Mazis. However the
Conservatives”  problem
remains the lack of
credibility of their political
programme of separation of

the mces, in particular

where the while

‘homeland” should be.
Without such a

‘solution” in practice, their
policy amounts to main-
tenance of  aparthied
through repression. Their
means for achieving power
is “extra-parliamentary’ ac-
tion from their supporiers
inside and out of the state
apparatus. However de
Klerk is confident that he
speaks for big capital in
South Africa, and that,
given the changing P

economic structure of I:: The extreme right wing fﬂl‘!l’hl‘ﬂhl‘lﬁdh’.‘NM'ilhhdﬂlﬁ

country, this will
decisive in the long rn.

It i this change in the social base of the
National Party which accounts for its
“liberalisation”. The change from the parly
representing primarily Adfrikaner capital has
not been an ovemight phenomenon, of course.
It is merely that in de Klerk they have found a
spokesperson capable of articulating those in-
terests. P.W. Botha, his predecessor, was too
closely linked with the Party’s past.

This is why de Klerk's reforms reflect a
real change in the South African political
situation and not a mere cosmetic ploy to lift
sanctions. This is not to say that the reforms
themselves are radical. As Jesse Jackson
pointed out, Mandela is free, but he still does
not  have the , cannot soc  his
grandchildren go to the school of their choice,
and is not free to reside where he wishes. As
such the reforms fall far short even of the

vole

f

modest mequirements of the inlemational
diplomatic community, let alone the aspira-
tions of the black masses.

It is evidently the unleashing of these
aspirations which has all along been the fear
holding back Mandela’s release. It is not
merely the government that has been fearful.
Mandela and the ANC leadership have consis-
tently stressed that the political process that
will now ensue would be a protracted one.
This is in part due to the remaining divisions
with the black camp, demonstrated by the
camage in Matal where over 2000 people have
died as a result of clashes between supporters
of the ANC and local warlords who claim af-
filiation to Buthelezi.

Mandela's tremendous moral authority
may permit a temporary resolution to the
crisis, but the root of the problem lies in the
mass base which Buthelezi commands, par-

ticularly among uprooted Zulu rural workers.

Buthelezi has long been regarded by
Thatcher as a trump card to play in the on-
folding political process. Representatives
from the St John's Wood offices of his In-
katha movement have always been in close
contact with Conservative Central Office, and
Buthelezi has been a frequent and welcome
visitor lo Downing Street,

Divisions exist too within the ANC, There
is a world of differenc between the multi-mil-
lionaire Richard Maponya in whose BMW
Mandela was escorted to his homecoming
rally, and the youths who waited to greet the
released leader. Maponya is one of the five
richest men in South Africa, white or black.

These social divisions are reflected in the
interplay’ between factions and tendencies
within the ANC, divizsions that will become
more pronounced as the political process
deepens. Mandela’s role in holding together
this coalition will be crucial. Probably his
greatest allies in this will be the South Alrican
Communist Party.

Its wision of a future South Africa cor
responds o the schema of the national
democratic stage, followed by socialist trans-
formation. The ANC both organisationally
and politically represents the wehicle for the
introduction of the national democratic siage.
Ironically while Mandela has been siressing
the guestion of nationalisation, SACF leader
Joe Slovo has been playing the reassuring
theme of a ‘mixed economy’ in which nation-
al capital would be respected and foreign in-
vestment welcomed.

This poses no problem for the SACP,
which is able 1o emphasise the maximum ar
minimum parts of ils programme (o suil the
occasion and the audience. What is more in-
tractable however has been the party’s at-
tempts to come to grips with perestroika and
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apply it to South African realities.

Implicit in the recent agenda of the ANC
has been the idea that it would represent the
whole nation, overcoming tribal and ethnic
divisions within its ranks. It also has had the
strong implication that the new political sys-
tem would evolve towards a one-party state,
Zimhabwe-style.

This undercurrent has been clear, not only
in the ANC's rough treatment of other trends
within the liberation movement, but also in its
attempts (o annex the trade union movement
o 5 0w programme.

In a recent SACP pamphlet, Has Socialism
Failed?, Joe Slove strongly endorses Gor-
bachev and perestroika. He addresses the
question of democratic socialism, concluding
that in both national democratic and socialist
phases a multi-party democracy is essential.
For what this would look like in a post apart-
heid-South Africa one need only look at the
constitulion adopled by post-independence
MNamibia,

But the more immediate implications are
for the political map of the liberation move-
ment in the nex! perind. Mandela’s presence
on the political stage enhances the already
overwhelming preponderance of the ANC,

Other organizations within the liberation
movement like the Pan-African Congress,
Azanian Peoples” Organisation and the Cape
Action League face the problem of mar-
ginalisation both through the ANC and
governmenl excluding them form the political
process.

However the question of pluralism arises
both from the ANC’s necessity to unite with
cumrents to their right, the necessity of a con-
tinued alliance with the unions and their own
intemal divisions.

Under these conditions Slove's musings
have more than a theoretical significance.
Campaigns for united action with ANC and
Mass Democratic Movement forces (MDM),
particularly around continuing government
repression, are finding an echo with forces at
the base,

The basis for participation in the various
manifestations of the MDM, and debate with
cumrents within it has never been greater.
Neither is it *too late” for a fighting unity to be
established. While Mandela has predicted the
end of apartheid within hiz lifetime, we are
nol wilnessing the sudden collapse of a
regime.

This applies to the solidarity movement in-
temationally. The road to the smashing of the
apartheid state is not a short one. Maintenance
of international sanctions remains an essential
part of the armoury of the liberation move-
ment and maintenance of pressure on our
government, a vilal component of the fight for
sanctions.

The positive tum towards pluralistic
debate now argued by Joe Slove should also
be the approach of the solidarity movement,
drawing in all the political elements who have
been stirred and motivated into taking action
by the momentous events of Febmary.
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Embryo Bill

Campaigning
against the
amendment

Now that the Embryology and Fertilisation Bill has reached the closing
stages of discussion in the House of Lords, campaigners are preparing
for its entrance to the Commons. Socialist Outleok asked Leonora Lloyd,
a leading member of Stop the Amendment Campaign (STAC) and the
National Abortion Campaign (NAC) for her views on the issues and
debates now coming up and what activists should be doing.

(). What is the current situation in parlia-
ment?

A. The third reading will be on March 6th
and 12th in the House of Lords. Then it is
two weeks before the Bill can go the Com-
mons, which will be further delayed by the
Easter recess. I think that the major amend-
ments will come up in the House of Com-
TINEMS.

(). What do you think is the most likely
outcome?

A. Well, there are three areas really.

Firstly, possibility that all embryo research
will he banned or in the context of the Bill,
pemmitted up to 14 days. | think the pro-lifers
could lose on this. MP"s have had lots of let-
ters expressing support for research and
against a tolal ban (nought days). Tony
Benn’s office certainly has.

The amendment to prevent access by
single women was defeated in the Lords by
one vote: this is a very open issue and MPs

haven't made up their minds yet, so there's a
lot of work to be done and 1I'm not convinced
that the Campaign for Access to Donor In-
semination (CADI) is doing it all.

On the abortion time limits issue, Anne
Widdicombe says she's confident of winning
on 22, or 20 weeks even, but I think she's
overconfident. The consensus is for 24
weeks and [ think we'll find that hard to stop.
It's going to be a mctical question for MPs,
we can'l just sling slogans around.

It all depends in which order the vote is
taken. If they start the vote at 18 weeks and
then go up, the lower limits might get
defeated. Then the anti-abortionists might
vole against the 24 weeks on the grounds that
it doesn’t go far enough. But if they stant the
other way ‘round, many MPs will feel the
need to vole tactically for 24 weeks to stop
lower time limits getting through. There are
very few Labour MPs who are prepared 1o
stick to the present 28 weeks limil.
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The problem is that unlike with previous
attempts, they haven' got the option of voting
against the whole Bill at the end of it.

(). What are the next steps for the cam-
paign?

A. Firstly, there's the week of action,
which seems to be going well.

Then there's the issue of writing to MPs,
petitioning. This will have an impact because
a lot of MPs don’t know what to think as yet.

Then we've discussed the question of a
national demonstration when the bill gets to
commiltee siage — we'Tc aiming al some time
in May | think — though [ wasn't at that meet-
ing.

(). What is the state of the local groups?

There arc groups in most areas now. They
are either STAC or NAC or CADL Only two
groups that | know of have a position on the
Embryo Bill itself, and I think that's right be-
cause it's divisive at this stage to take a posi-
tion on the whole Bill, like they have in
Morth London and Leicester. But I think
STAC groups should link up with CADI and
if there isn't a CADI group then they should
take up the other amendments.

). What about the natlonal demonstra-
tion — do you think that should be on the
issue of DI and abortion rights?

A. Yes, | think the demonstration should
be joint — on reproductive rights —and 1 think
we could get backing on that basis.

(). What is your own personal view on the
Embryo Bill itself?
| think people have made a mistake in

conflating the amend-
ments to the bill with the
Bill itself — as if they
were already through.

I believe that the Bill
is an improvement on
the Wamock Committee
report: it specifically
uscs the words “if the
woman is married” — not
assuming that she is. We
should put our energics
into improving the Bill
rather than opposing it
But it does give ithe
secretary of state 100
much power to appoint
the statutory licensing
authority — it is oo
bureaucratic and they are
not accountable enough to parliament.

Also the licensing anthority has to be self-
financing which means that the cost of treat-
ment will go up becanse they will have to
charge for licensing,

But having said all that I think it has a
good definition of what a parent is, it has
good rights for children, and the correct type
of restrictions on research. It avoids wrangles
aver stored embryos like they have had in
Australia over inhenitance etc.

The Bill also provides for counselling. |
think non-directive counselling is very im-
portant in such a new field.

In the US they have found that not having

American demonstrate for Cholce

y p i .

a licensing authority does nol necessarily
benefit women, it lays them open to exploita-
tion and individual clinics can and do dis-
criminate. The problem with the Bill is that it
has no positive rights for women, for the
CONSUMEL.

To a certain extent this will be dealt with
by the amendments. If you have an amend-
ment saying that treaiment will be restricted
to married women and it fails, then this will
affect practice after the Bill if passed and
women will be able to go to the courts if they
suffer discrimination. But this is not adequate
— we need positive rights. The only grounds
for restricting access should be medical.

Tory thinking behind the
Embryology Bill

Superficially the Embryo Bill may appear
to cover an ill-assorted collection of sub-
jects, from embryo research to surrogacy,
from highly scientific In Vitro fertilisa-
tion (IVF) to low-technology Donor In-
semination (DI). However, it i8 a
Tories.

hwmwmmw&:
all forms of reproduction other than
heterosexual intercourse, and place them
under govemment control. It even attempis to
pimfwhm.uihinpllmfmdm
search most likely o develop new reproduc-

Within this range of reproductive methods,
it is DI that has excited most attention 5o far.
Ann Winterton MP tabled an Early Day Mo-
tion at the end of October last year, asking the
pmtmhnptmidmdﬂlmhﬁml
nddngle.ml.dy&kmwndm
amendment to the Embryology Bill to prohibit
access 1o DI for all unmarried women, which
Page 10

was defeated 61:60 in the House of Lords
Commiftee stage last month. Further dis-
House of Commons.

The debate in the House of Lords made it
for these attacks — because DI is seen as being
furthest outside the framework of the nuclear
funﬂy.p-ﬁwlulrghuihmﬂwmhl
fatherlessness of children bom as a result of
DL As the Earl of Lavderdale so bluntly put it
* AID (Antificial Insemination by Donor) is the
farmyard, like it or not, but ATH (Antificial In-
semination by Husband) is the house'.

Lord Ashboume underlined this in a very
explicit speech about the ‘family as the fun-
damental unit of society” which must be “but-
tressed, supported and built up’. Lord Gis-
borough found it “bizarre that artificial means
should be suggesied to encourage lesbian
couples or have children ... It takes me back
to the 1960"s, when licence was given which,
hmyvhw,mdmmnm-gcmﬁs

T ———TTTTTTTTTTTT

country”.

It is important to stress given these attacks
and the reasons and forces behind them, that
access to D is an issue forall women, not just
those who want or need it. For at the heart of
Lady Salioun’s and Ann Winterion's amend-
ments, and indeed underlying sections of the
Bill itself, is the wish to control who can and
cannot have children. Some groups of women
— single women, lesbians are 1o be
categorised in law as unfit mothers; a measure
that can only encourage further prejudice and
discrimination in wider society.

This is a fundamental denial of women's
ﬁ#ﬂ:mmdmbmkm“miﬂﬁum
on ashortion rights are, and must be opposed
by all women on this basis. We need to ensure
that campaigning over Access to Donor In-
semination is supported by feminists and
as part of the fight for a Woman's Right to

Choose
Rebecca Fleming
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USSR: All Power to the President?

Gorbachev plays Bonaparte

“In moving along the path of
perestroika, we saw the crisis batter-
ing the counitry was immeasurably
deeper and more serious than ex-
pected. Problems and contradictions,
piling up within the social sysiem
for decades, have burst into the open
... We hoped to mount the peak of
the crisis in 1989, but recent events
have shown that there has been no
change for the better.”

(Mikhail Gorbachev, speaking to the
central committee, February 5, 1990.)

IT WAS enshrined in Article 6 of the
Soviet constitution. B was imposed
through a mixture of patronage, cormp-
tion and brute force; it was the theoreti-
cal justification for the existence of a
parallel povernment al all levels of the
state which makes all the decisions and
controls all appointments; it has been the
central political mechanism through
which the Soviet Union's burcaucratic
rulers have kepl power since the days of
Stalin; and it was formally abandoned by
the central committee in February. What
is the significance of the end of the
Communist Party’s “leading role™?

Of course the Communist Party’s
monopoly of politics has been de facto
undermined by the endemic growth of
political opposition over a period of
years. In that sense the decision to aban-
don it de jure is simply a recognition of
the existing situation, It was laken in the
mun-up 1o local elections in which (at the
time of writing) all indications are that
the Communisi Party's candidates in
many areas are in for a real trouncing. It
was nevertheless the most dramatic yet
of the reforms carmed out under the
rubric of glasnost.

The decizsion came in the context of a
deepening economic cnsis and  the
failure of perestroika to even begin 1o
resolve it — a fact recognised by Gorbachev in
February {see quole above).

It also came in the wake of the continuing
rise of mass movements of the oppressed
nationalities in the republics (most recently in
the central Asian republic of Tajikistan) and
the continuing mobilisations for change in the
heart of the Russian federation itzelf (most
dramatically expressed in the 2 — 300,000-
strong demonstration outside the Kremlin on
the eve of February’s ceniral commillee
plenum}).

But in order to understand it one must look
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at the further proposals for changes in the
Soviet political system with which it was
combined. These include increased repre-
sentation for the republican communist parties
at the highest level of the party. But, most im

portantly, the centrepiece of the proposals is
the allocation of enormously increased powers
o a new super-presidency.

Ironically enough for the standard bearer
of glasnost, President Gorbachev's latest
political reforms could lead - at least in theory
— lo a concentration of political power in the
hands of a gingle individual (himseIl) not scen
since the days of Stalin.

The difference of course is thal whereas
Stalin’s accumulation of political power oc-
cured during the period of the establishment
of the political rule of the bureascrmcy,
Gorbachev's attempts at the creation of a
powerful executive presidency are occurring
in the period of its collapse.

Hiz aim is for much of the power that has
been taken from the Party to go to himself.
This would include powers to appoint mini-
sters, 1o dissolve the Congress of People's
Dicputies, to impose siales of emergency and
50 on. The refusal of the Supreme Soviet to
call an early session of the Congress to elect
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the new super-president reflects doubts not
only within the bureaucracy but also in
society at large as to whether Gorbachev has
democracy in mind or personal dictatorship.

What does Gorbachev have in mind? In a
sense this is a question which has progressive-
ly been reduced in importance in recent
manths. He is certainly not the master of
events — either in eastern Burope or in the
Soviet Union itself. The current many-sided
crisis has objective dynamics which Gor-
bachev is powerless to control.

He is forced to play a balancing act: be-
tween the exigencics of market-oriented
economic reforms (which require austerity)
and the working class; between the conserva-
tive wing of the bureavcracy (which is in-
creasingly organised and public in its ac-
tivities) and the radical reformers.

It is this which explains both the “U-tum
factor” (for example on the abolition of Ar-
ticle 6, a proposal of the radical reformers
which he ruled out one day and adopted the
next) and the attempts at the creation of a
super-presidency: a position from which it
will be casier to play a bonapartist role,
balancing between contending forces and fac-
tions.

Despite pretensions to the contrary, no fac-
tion of the bureaucracy has any real altema-
tive — and Ligachev, Gadaspov et al know it.
A representative of the ammy union “Shield”
recently wamed (on Channel 4) of the pos-
sibility of a coup, emanating from the upper
echelons of the military; but veteran Czech
oppositionist Jan Urhan, now a collaborator of
Vaclay Havel, expressed doubts, making the
telling point that there would be little point,
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gince no other force had an alternative
programme.

In a general sense, what Gorbachev has in
mind, first and foremost, is the interesis of the
bureaucratic caste of which he is the cumrent
leader. However, the question as to what
course best satisfies this peneral criterion is
not an easy onc to answer. As Trotsky said
long ago, in an historic sense the bureancracy
is “a caste without! a future™; this statement
now appears much less a long-term prognosis.

Though there arc important similarities, in
the Soviet Union we are not on the verge of
sceing a collapse of the Stalinist regime
gimilar to recent examples in its satellites.
Quite apart from the historic role of the Com-
munist Party — a not insignificant factor —
Gorbachev retains more room for manoeuvre
than a Honecker or a Jaruzelski. However,
Gorbachev — and the bureaucracy in general —
are faced with objective threats of truly his-
toric proportions to their existence as a social
formation. Among these are: the explosion of
the powderkeg of the ‘prison-house of
nations’; the failure, thus far, of perestroika;
and the growth of the radical opposition.

The answer to the first of these problems -
the national question — has been, despite the
rhetoric, traditional: brute force. Azerbaijan
and Uzbekistan were clear signals to the in-
surgent nationalist movements: secession is
beyond the pale. Yet in the context of the
mass support that the Popular Fronts com-
mand — in the Baltic states, the Ukmaine, and
the Eastem republics — this poses a problem:
glasnost or brute force? Gorbachev cannol
have his cake and eat it. On another level, one
could judge that Gorbachev's actions are an

imelevance — that in Lithuania, for example,
secession is now inevitable.

Second: the crisis of the Soviet economy.
Glasnost has not provided the desired tech-
nological revolution; limited adjustments lo
the functioning of the economy have, on the
whole, produced the reverse of Gorbachev's
carly promises: a decline in the availability of
goods (particularly foodstuffs), and increased
social differentiation, particularly through the
relative self-enrichment of “co-operatives™ {or
legal private sector). Any significant tum in
the economy would require infinitely greater
austerity measures, producing further poverty
{as the working class in Poland is beginning to
discover).

Third: the mushrooming opposition. Most
significantly, this invelves the Popular Fronts,
now organised from one end of the Union to
the other; but also the Inter-Regional group of
Deputies, including figures such as Bons
Yeltsin; and finally, an embryonic inde-
pendent socialist opposition (in the form of
the Socialist Party and the trades union federa-
tion SOTSPROF). Clearly Gorbachev
believes that his best chance lies in allempting
to give himself the greatest flexibility possible
— bence the soper-presidency. But this is no
answer. Gorbachev — or indeed some other
representative of the buresucracy — may be
able to cobble together a solution to the crisis.

However it is difficult to imagine how this
could be anything other than a shod-term,
temporary postponement of the demise of the
bureaucracy — either through the overthrow of
the socio-economic system upon which it is
based, or through a political revolution of the
Soviet working class..
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Women demonsirate outside Armargh prison, International Womens Dey 1983

Something cooking in
the Common

European Kitchen?

IRENE BRUEGEL reporis on the fifth
Esropean Soclalist Feminist Com-
ference

Socialist feminists across Europe
have been meeting over the last
five years in an effort to build an
- internationalist socialist
feminism, to develop theoretical
understanding and practical, sup-
portive links,

One common starting point for
West European socialist feminists has
been that stale ownership of the
means of production does not ensure
liberation; that the statist economies
of the Soviet bloc rest full square on
the super-exploitation of women; and
that a totally different model of
socializm is needed.

It is puzzling then that neither
perestroika nor the turmoil in Eastern
Europe appears to have generated any
such feminist opposition: the voices
of women have been absenl. Indeed
‘leftists” like Boris Kagarlitsky assert
that women's oppression is nol an
isse, and that feminism is a bour-
geois deviation.

Fortunately a different picture

emerged from the handfol of
feminists from the Soviet Union,
Hungary, Yugoslavia and Poland who
were able come to the conference of
the Buropean Socialist Feminist
Forum in Gothenburg, Sweden in
Movember. While feminism is
nowhere a strong and vibrant move-
ment, a feminist challenge both to
stalinism and to the reform movement
is developing, fragmented, full of
contradictions and difficulties and
with limited links to working class
women. MNevertheless it is there,
ireespective of the silence in the
westem media and the left press.

It is clear that economic reforms
are, at best | double edged; that an
autonomous feminist movement will
have 1o build an altemative concep-
tion of women's liberation from that
forced down on women through the
state and party. These maise central
questions for western  socialist
feminists, in particular in the analysis
of the state, civil society and the fami-
ly. What was striking in the European
conference was how this implicit
questioning of a socialist feminist
‘orthodoxy' paralleled some of the is-
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sues raised by black women in their
critique of ‘white’ feminism in the
West,

The theme of this year's Con-
ference was ‘Global Restructuring
and Women's Labour’. One single
framework can't adequately encom-
pass what is happening to women
workers in the East and West, or the
Morth and South. But certain com-
mon themes are clear. Across Europe
feminisation of the labour force has
not altered the sexual division of
labour; it appeared to be developing
alongside increasing income dis
parities between women and between
the level of women's unemployment
and men’s.

In the USSR, where female sec-
tors of the economy are being tar-
getted for market reform, it seems
that given the chance, enterprises

would try to avoid flexible/ unstable | &

labour, that is women's labour. Al
though it is in the mines and the steel
industry in the USSR and Hungary
that the first wave of closures are due,
ihe high level of bureavcratisation put
women's work particularly under
threat. In one Hungaran uwranium

March 8 is
International
Women's Day,
and in 1990
unites new
struggles of
women in
Eastern Euope
with their sisters
in the west and
in the “third
world’. Socialist
Outlook presents
a special
supplement with
articles on
women in
Ireland, on the
fight for an
internationalist,
socialist
feminism, and
women’s
struggle for
rights as the EC
debates its
Social Charter
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“of all
European
countries,
from Ireland
to the Urals, it
is Hungarian
women who
are most
likely to say
thata
mother’s
place is in the
home. Years
of low status,
poorly paid
jobs, of high
levels of shift
work and
night work
have taken
their toll”
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mine for example, half the workers
were women office staff, and it is
they who face unemployment. The
situation is contradictory; it is
progressive to get rid of the
burcatcrats in the ministries — and yet
these were women's jobs; and the
safer types of women’s jobs at that,
Thess cuts néed to be put in context-
40% of women factory workers in
Poland, for example, are working in
unsafe and unhygicnic circumstances.

Although an ideological offensive
against the employment of women
(especially mothers) is underway
across Bastern Europe, it is mecting a
mixed, if not positive response from
women themselves. Of all European
countries, from Ireland to the Urals, it
is Hungarian women who are most
likely to say that a mother's place is
in the home. Years of low slatus,
poorly paid jobs, of high levels of
shift work and night work have taken
their toll.

It should not really be surprising
that women want time for themselves,
for their children and indeed for
meaningful personal relationships.
Queueing, the lack of household ap-
pliances, and men's attitudes, make
women's working bours long and
hard: whereas the average US married
woman spends 8.5 hours on work,
household chores and childcare a day,
in the USSR it is 11.5 hours, and in
Czechoslovakia 13.2. At the same
time,of course, women need their
own incomes more than ever.

The issve of working hours is seen
to affect women across Europe. It is
worth noting however that in East
Germany, the slogan was forward to
the 40 hour week, while in Sweden

the debate is around the 6 hour day.
Women lost that stuggle; the trade
unions went for longer holidays in-
siead; in Morway, pardiament is con-
sidering a 6 hour day for working
mothers alone, but as the Soviet
women pointed out af the conference,
that type of demand could casily
backfire. They were taking issue with
a mew proposal giving women the
right to part time work. They were
adamant that if formulated in this
wary, it would only serve to bolster in-
dustrial patriarchy; they wanted each
family to choose how many hours
each partner should work outside the
home. They acknowledged that it
might not affect the outcome since
the family is a patriarchal institution,
but above all they wanted the state off
their backs.

They also opposed the way the
state’'s new inlerest in the women
question was formulated within the
traditional ‘protective’ ideology; un-
dedying it was the view that women
were the problem (even though rape
iz known to be on the increase) be-
cause they didn't care adequately for
their children. In contrast the Soviet
feminists are looking for a double-
sided emancipation; for men, as they
put it, to become as multi-functional
as women. A similar refusal to accept
male definitions of the issue is evi-
dent in Norway: a royal commission
is looking at men's role in society!

When the Soviet and Polish
women talked of the dire state of the
health service; of women preferming
back streel abortions to those in the
public sector; of a lack of tampons or
even sanitary towels, the need for
economic reform — on women' s lefms

— seems unquestionable. In a
situation where there is no
choice of doctor, nor account-
ability or redress, it is perhaps
not so surprising that the East
Buropean feminisis felt that
privatisation of the health ser-
vice or at least the development
of medical co-ops, which charge
for services offered a chance of
improving standards.

Soviet health service reforms
are providing some ‘consumer
choice’ and from now on doc-
tors will be paid according to
how many patients they atiract.
Such ‘choices’ are of course
tendentious, asz the Swedish
women made clear. In Sweden
there are moves to break the
state’s virtnal monopoly of
childcare. Under the banner of
‘choice’ individual subsidies are
being mooted which will foster
private childminding in place of
the almost universal public system.

In Poland and Hungary childcare
has been privatised largely under the
cover of paid maternity
Childcare provision at the enterprise
elsewhere in Eastemn Europe is un-
likely to survive local self manage-
menl, unless women achieve a great
deal more say in economic policy.

In Poland only three percent of
ch:].d::n under 3 are in childcare; the
proportion has been falling since
1981 when paid matemity leave was
introduced. However, its value has
been systematically eroded and it is
means-tested. As a result only single
parents are  effectively cligible;
childcare has been pnvatised not to
mothers, who can’t afford to give up
work, nor necessarily to
grandmothers, who also need
employment but to retired and redun-
dant or low waged men, or to infor-
mal childcare at mtios nol even ac-
ceptable in Britain today. In East
Germany, however, the municipality
provides a comprehensive system of
local child-care, which seems rela-
tively secure.

While the right to abortion has
been one of the first gaing from the
Romanian revolution, in Poland the
church is actively pushing for restric-
tions on abortion provision. Women
in factories argue that any referendum
on abortion should be for women of
childbearing age alone. Solidamosc is
equivocal. But the Polish women told
us how they had organieed a
demonstration in support of the LS
women's abortion struggle; the
Solidamosc paper would not touch it,
and the only support they had from

leave.
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men was from Troskyists.
Al the same time, it iz
clearly appalling that abor-
tion is the only effective
contraception
otherwise for
those without hard curren-
cy, there iz only one phar-
macy in Warsaw providing
contraceplives.

At the previons year's
conference, the Forom had
discussed the problems of
women attempting Lo enler
and trmansform the stmc-
tures of power, specifically
whether the experience of
quotas was helpful. The
problem became clearer as
the East European women
made us aware of the in-
corporation of women's or-
ganisation by the stale and
the distortion of idea of
wamen's  liberation by
statist ideology.

The dead weight of the
official women's move-
ment was still taking its toll
on feminism in the USSE.
It still has a wvirtual
monopoly on contacts with
the West, so that it isn'l just male
chauvinism in the media that have
kept us in the dark about the develop-
ment of feminist thinking. So far, the
space for feminists in the East to con-
tact each other has been severcly
limited. They knew through their
limited contacts in the West that there
were  feminists elsewhere in  the
USSR and in the Eastemn bloc, but
they don't yet have any organisation-
al form of their own. The official
movement and its definition of
‘women's liberation” is a distinet bar-
rier.

Yet even in Norway, where 30%
of the cabinet are women and where
every part of the political system,
even conservative parties has a 40%
quota and where women are said to
be 40% of of board members of
private firms, male domination is stll
rife.

Though the small Worker's Com-
munist Party has 50% quotas for all
groups, and a woman leader, she in-
sisls that the party still has to work on
unconscious male domination within
the party,

to enable it to lead the struggle of
the working class as a whole, rather
than simply half of it. Struggles of
class and sex need to be brought
together, but on women's terms.

The limitation of quotas as a sub
stitute for politics is clear from recent

means of
available;

Soviet experience. As a result of the
abolition of quotas for organisations
{of which Soviet Women's Commit-
tee is one}, the proportion of women
elected to the Congress of Deputies
fell lasgt year from 30% to 15%. In
practice this iz no retreat for women,
since there was never any effective
articulation of women's demands. At
the same time obstacles are being
placed on feminists attempting to in-
volve working class women. One
women's factory council, who were
in contact with the feminists in Mos-
cow, sought to nominate a feminist
Jjoumalist as their representative and
were bared from doing so. In Mos-
cow 6% of the candidates for the
Congress of Deputies were women,
bul not one was elected.

The Gothenburg Conference
began an important dialogue. The
Soviet sisters began to understand
that the ‘socialism’ they had ex-
perienced and rejected bore no
resemblance to the socialism we were
after. They began by wanting 1o
replace a class analysis with a
humanistic analysis, but in the end we
were all much clearer about the need
for both a class analysis and a
feminist analysis: for a socialism
‘with a female face’ that could in
their words ‘emancipate socialism
from hierarchy, uniformity and in-
human personal relationships’.
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We wern also
reminded of the need o
take care with our
westem socialist
feminist orthodoxy - to
recognise for example
that paid work is not of
itself liberating, rather
that it is our best pos-
gible means to libera-
tion. And 10 recognise
that although the state
can support  collective
provigion, and can en-
sure  greater  equality
than voluntary/co-opera-
tive systems of
reprodoction, il can also
miake
provision part of an
overall oppression,

Across Furope we
came 1o understand that
on top of the class diver-
gences, and linked 10
them, are differences of
race and ethnicity be-
= tween  women.  This
raised the guestion for

collective

. the conference of how
. z we react to fundamen-

talism, whether of the
catholic church, the Russian orthodox
church or the Mosque. It is clear that
the level of debate on the situation of
black and migrant women varied
enomously with the different ex-
periences and cultures of the feminist
movement across Europe. As a step
to developing a truly intemationalist
socialist feminism, the Conference
decided to hold the next Forum on
‘Feminism and Citizenship’. It is like-
ly that this will be in Ljubliana in
November 1990, J

Inevitably a socialist feminist
movement that is independent of any
political party and yet is explicitly
political lacks the funding for a mass
conference of women from across
Europe. Women were sble to come,
in twos and threes, from 22 different
countries to the Gothenberg con-
ference. And though the range of rep-
resentation was necessarily limited,
we were able 1o move towards defin-
ing al least the ingredients for an in-
temationalist feminist socialism and
understanding better the lasks we
face.

For further information on the
European Forum of Soclalist
Feminists contact: Claire Crocker,
Garden Flat 7, Acol Road London
NWé. The Forum publication
Entering the Structures: Changing
the Structures Is available from her,
price £1.50

of women
elected to the
Congress of
Deputies fell
last year from
30% to 15%. In
practice this is
no retreat for
women, since
there was never
any effective
articulation of
women's
demands”
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“In Britain,
women today
account for
44 percent of
the
workforce,
with that
figure
predicted to
be over 50
percent by
the end of
the century.
There is
similar
picture
across
e’
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Whose Social

Charter?

The fight for women’s rights in
capitalist Europe

There has been a recent revival of
interest in Mary Wolstoncroft, an
early feminist and author of the
Rights of Women — a feminist
response to Tom Paine’s The

Rights of Man.

This interest is in pant due lo
French  Revolution  bicentenial
celebrations which engendered a wide
ranging discussion in both liberal and
socialist circles about rights, reform
and revolution. In France there has
been a specific feminist form that this
discussion has taken — termed a “dis-
course on equality” — in which bour-
geois and reformist feminists have
debated the extent to which equality
between the sexes has been achieved,
and, more concretely, the impact of
1992, the Social Charter and guotas
on women's employment.

It is important to look at the Single
European Act and the Social Charter
through the perspective their impact
on working women. The general

Jane Connor
trend, despite recession and slow
growth rates in the European Com-
munity (EC), has been an ongoing in-
crease in the number of women
workers as a percenlage of the
waorkforce as a whole.

In Britain, women today account
for 44 percent of the workforce, with
that figure predicied to be over 50
percent by the end of the century.
Thers is similar picture accross
Europe. But it is clear that women's
jobs are concentrated in the service
seclors, raditionally low-paid sectors.
Despite 15 years of equal pay legisla-
tion, women in Brilain on average
eam 28 percent less than men, and
this figure is worsening.

So what prospect does 1992 hold
for women workers in Europe? The
Single European Act will sharpen
competition between producers — this
intensification represents a big threat
to many of the social gains of
European workers.

Increased competition will in-

evitably lead to redundancies, and in
thie volatile service industries women
will bear the brunt. The “harmonisa-
tion" of conditions for workers across
Europe in each sector will inevitably
— unless there is a co-ondinated
fightback — be a downward har-
monisation. And production will be
re-located to where costs are lowest:
already we have seen atiempls 1o
break down the ban on nightworking
for women. Downward harmonisation
and relocation can roll back many
gains women have made, nol least in
terms of health and safety and
workplace nurseries.

1992 represents a central con-
tradiction between the neo-liberal (ree
market and the pan-European social
legislation that the social democrais
would have us believe is implicit in
the Social Charter. The 13 [undamen-
tal rights of the Social Charter are
ambiguous and general. The docu-
ment calls for “equality of treatment
for men and women",
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M There is no commitment to any
form of pesitive action Lo ensure that
womnen workers benefit from any new
jobs created.

B There is nothing in the Social
Charter defending the most fon-
damental of women's rights — the
right to control her own body, the
right to choose.

B And there is no framework for
sefting up systems of supervision to
ensure that what fundamental rights
are included in the Social Charter are
adhered to,

Whilst the social democrats
ponder this contradiction between the
free market and the “social market™,

and the reformists have their “dis-
course on  equality” and make
demands lo improve the Social

Charter, women (and all workers)
need to get organised and develop
cross-Enropean  co-ordination  to
defend our interests.

But women are not only facing an
economic offensive: there is also an
ideclogical offensive against the
gaing of the women's movement
This ideological offensive iz coalesc-
ing across Burope, both cast and west,
around the issue of reproductive
rights.

Socialists in general, and the
revolutionary left in particular, have
to understand that this is a key com-
ponent of the muling class and
bureaucratic offensive. But we should
also recognise that the defence of
reproductive rights has mobilised and
will mobilise women across Europe.
Any attacks have met with fierce op-
position.

For women in the Spanish siate
and ltaly, reproductive rights am a
relatively recent and limited gain. The
French govemment, despite a con-
cefed campaign led by the Church,
has, under pressure from women,
declared the early abortion dmg
RU486 to be the moral property of
women. The British government
seems unlikely to follow suit, and
even if the govemment and the drug’s
manufacturers resist pressure from the
anti-abortionists, medical trials lasting
several years will have to be con-
ducted before women in Britain can
gain access to this mrclatively safe
method of abortion.

In Britain the attack on reproduc-
tive rights is particularly intense.
“Opting out” proposals for hospitals
in the new MNHS Bill, Ingﬂhtr with
the closure of many family planning
clinics, will further limit the NHS
resources available for abortion, con-
traception and gynaecological re-
search.

Elsewhere, too the offensive is
hotting up:

B The urban termorists of “Opera-
tion Rescue”, who have been cam-
paigning in the USA, have now
begun using their ‘pavement
counselling' tactics o  terrorise
women attending abortion clinics in
Britain.

B Not only “Opecration Rescue”
but a highly developed concept of
foetal rghts and father's rights is
being developed in the USA. In the
USA the number of cases against
women for “foctal abuse™ (in other
words not caring propetly for the
foetus in wiero) is growing. The
Webster vs Reproductive Health Ser-
vices defeat i= a major threat to
American women's “right to choose”™,

The codification of *foetal rights’,
and the mling class’s attempt 1o en-
force the norm of heterosexual
nuclear family is also expregsed in the
British Embryo Research Bill. The
unamended Bill seeks to limit embryo
research and ban it on any foetus over
14 days afier conception. Amend-
ments range from reducing the time
limit for abortion to 24 weeks, to
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denying leshian and single women
access Lo artificial insemination.

In fact a Bill that should have in-
creased women's access o new
reproductive  technologies is being
used to restrict them. In response, the
“Stop The Amendment Campaign —
fight for choice™ and the *Campaign
for Donor Insemination™ have been
launched to fight on the issues mised.
It will be crucial to challenge the
growing consensus withia the labour
movement around a 24 week time
limit on abortion.

In Britain we can take inspimation
from our sisters in the USA, France,
Belgivm, the Spanish state, [taly,
Ireland and now Poland, where
women have mobilised in their mil-
lions to defend and extend reproduc-
tive rights.

If the same determination and
tenacity shown by women east and
west to defend reproductive rights is
shown by the European labour move-
ment o defend itsell against the
Single Burapean Act, the outlook for
workers” in Europe will be so much
brighter.

“Whilst the
social
democrats ...
have their
“discourse on
equality” and
make demands
to improve the
Social Charter,
women (and all
workers) need
to get organised
and develop
cross-European
co-ordination to
defend our
interests”

shuu! :

recognise that
the defence of
reproductive
rights has
mobilised and
will mobilise
women across
Europe. Any
attacks have
met with fierce
opposition”
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“Irish women
have suffered
qualitively
more
setbacks than
any other
section of
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Irlsh women up
against the power of
the church

Irish women have suffered guali-
tively more setbacks than any
other section of Irish society.

There has been a vicious attack
on women's rights in the 26 Counties,
while in the North the nationalist
population has been confronted with
attack after attack on their basic
rights. Women’s rights in Ireland are
in any case guite limited in com-
parison with the rights in mainland
Europe.

The sustained attack apgainst
women has given rise (0 an uneven
response. What [ want to concentrate
on is the question of abortion. In 1979
Family Planning was legalised. Ob-
viously people were using contracep-
tives before then, but it was not actual
legal. After the right wing had lost the
battle to keep cut contraception, they
moved on to abortion. The Irish Preg-
nancy Counselling Service and other
centres ‘were al that siage giving in-
formation so that women could come

Ann Conway
(People’s Democracy, Ireland)
to England 1o get a safe and legal
abortion.

What the Society for the Protec-
tion of the Unbom Child (SPUC) at-
tempted to do then was to bring in a
constitutional ~ prohibition  which
would allow them to legally challenge
abortion in the courts. Abortion itself
was already illegal in Ireland, but
their fear was that this would be
changed. They succeeded afier one
meeting with government minisiers in
gelling a constitutional referendum.
That was in 1981, and there was a
period of political instability around
that time since a mumber of hunger
strike and H-Block candidates had
taken seats in Dail, taking a substan-
tial number of voles away from the
main bourgenis parties.

The idea for the referendum ac-
twally came from an intemational
conference of doctors in  Dublin
where some Amercan doctors mel
with some of our leading obstetricians

and decided they needed to take up
the amendment campaign. They
decided that rather than leave SPUC
to front the campaign it should be
headed by professionals and “experts’
— people who would appear removed
from the issues of sexumality and
morality involved.

So the campaign was fun essen-
tially by them — trying 1o give it some
kind of human face, pretending thal
they were really inlerested in
women's rights. The other side of the
campaign was weak. The women's
movement was involved, but it was
mainly taken over by gquite reformist
sections who didn’t want to raise any
issnes that could be regarded as too
feminist or radical. So they never at-
tempted to take on the Church who
were backstage using the pulpits as a
political platform and encouraging
people Lo vote no.

They didn’t have it all their own
way. Only 45% of the people tumed
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out to vole on what was a hotly
debated issue — which had school
children and youth talking about it.
The question of abortion was actual-
ly discussed widely, making their
victory a rather shallow one since the
matter would have had less attention
if they had not gone on the offensive,

There was a 3 to 1 vote in favour
of the amendment, so we now have a
constinutional amendment copper-
fastened to the constitution, and we
will have to remove that if there is
ever to be new legislation to permit
abortion. Now personally I don’t
believe that we shall ever see abor-
tion in Ireland until partition has
been removed: and it is possible that
we will not see diverce in Ircland
until the removal of Brtish im-
perialism and the partition seitle
ment, because the pantition is based
on the power of the Catholic church.
It's based on the political establish-
ment, and the possibility of removing
those things can only really arise in
the situation where there’s a real
change to build from. That's not to
say that it’s not an issue on the agen-
da for feminists. It certainly is.

During the Amendment Cam-
paign, SPUC spokespeople said they
weren't going to touch the women's
clinics; they weren’t inlerested in
preventing women having abortion
information; that they were really
only interesied in the righis of the
unbom; that the situation as it
presently existed would not be inter-
fered with. They waited two years
before they actually took a legal case
againgt the women's clinics, and |
think the fact that they had Lo wait so
long showed that things weren't real-
ly going all their way. The courts
ruled in favour of SPUC - declaring
thal clinics were actually helping
women to procure abortions in
Britain.

Unfortunately, the count judge-
ment was given against a background
of defeat in the divorce referendum,
and I mention that because, if it had
actually been in an earlier stage, the
resull might have been quite dif-
ferent. Garret Fitzgerald had actually
called for a referendum on the
divorce issue. Before the referendum
there was something like T0% of the
Irish people who were actually in
favour of divorce. The government
that called the referendum refused to
campaign on the issue, completely
absented itself from any debate, and
let the right wing take over.

The forces who were organising
to demand the right to divorce were
thoroughly divided, and were not

prepared to take on
the power of the

church. The amgy-
ment, the defence,
was left, as it was in
the anti-amendment
campaign, o legal
experts — lo lawyers,
doctors, to that par-
ticular group.
Though it was a
debate about
women's rights in
hoth instances, but it
had very  linle
relationship to  the
reality of our lives,

I think it's just
worthwhile reading
what was a preity vi-
cious  judgement:
page after page
reiterated the right to
life of the unbom.
Abortion was seen as
wrong and evil in all
circumstances, It was
said to be contrary to
national policy, con-
trary o morality,
contrary (o common
law, statute law and
the constitution. [t
wenl on o state that
consequently the
right to life of the
foetus, the unbom, is
afforded  statutory
protection from the
date of itz concep-
tion. [ think Ireland
is the only country in
Europe in which we
actually have that ®
sort of situation.

Now that was a
real victory for SPUC. The women's
movement did respond immediately,
but it wasn't a sustained response,
principally because the clinics that
were involved, against whom the
judgement was made, didn't really
want any public protest campaign. In
fact they weren't too sure if they
even wanted to appeal immediately
after the judgement: it was a very
weak response,

That really tended to take the
steam out of the women's movement
and create some sort of confusion as
lo where we would go. And of
course there wasn't that much sup-
port coming from the traditional or-
ganisations on the lefi. The trade
union movemenl were opposed to the
judgement from the point of view of
civil rights, and that was very good.
And so was the Insh Council for
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Soviet ant-abortion poster; Children are the flowers of our Iives

Civil Liberties, the Workers Party,
the Labour Party, and the Republican
movement: but there wasn't any real
concrete  support coming  through
from any of those organisations. The
political forces weren't there, in any
sense other than much very paper
supporl, so it was lefi op to the
women’s movemenl. With the
refusal of the clinics to confront the
issue themselves, they backed off.

So it was mainly a small group of
feminists who consistently cam-
paigned on the issue, both in Dublin
and in Belfast. There were quite
good relationships made between
women in the Morth and South in
relation to the issue. The students
were the main force who actually
took up the campaign. They started
campaigning on the issue in the col-
leges, at conferences and and meet-
ings. What we've seen in the last

of the foetus, the
unborn, is
afforded
statutory
protection from
the date of its
conception. |
think Ireland is
the only country
in Europe in
which we
actually have
that sort of
__situation”
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“Obviously the

next few
months are
going to be
hard. We hear
that

Cosmopolitan
magazine,
which
publishes an
Irish edition,
will no longer
carry
information on
abortion for
sale in

women were antitled to state beneflt

couple of weeks is that the students’
unions who have actoally been giving
out abortion information to women
taken to cour, and
threatened with jail sentences. They
that they were
prepared to go to jail, and that they
had lists of hundreds of people who
were prepared to fill jails behind

have been

actually stated

them

The problem that we've been con-
fronted with each time is that the fight
has always been around court battles:
this is the third battle we've had in
relation lo the courts. It confuses
people to have 1o wait for a judge-
ment before we can decide where to
go next. A month ago the High Cournt

decided not to convict the students.

Previous to the court hearing they had
been saying that people can’t go
around breaking the law, they can’t be
giving out information, the rights of
the unbom must be protected — and
then they saw the mobilisations — that
a lot of people were actually coming

oul supporting the students.

Some Dail depoties, particulary
[rom the Labour Party, some from
Fine Gael in an individoal capacity
gave suppori; some union bodics

passed resolutions and put out a stale-

ment. But it was the militancy of the
students that pushed it all on. They

decided that the judgement was basi-

cally in their favour, and that they

would continue to give oul informa-

tion until the matter went to the

Holsin Contoy (front left) won & High Court action thet

seperated

European Court. SPUC were devas-
tated, and appealed again. Last week
it was debated in the Supreme Court,
and the background to the hearing
was not as positive as it had been =ix
weeks before,

The students made the mistake of
trying to deal with the matter simply
inzide the student movement, not call-
ing on other political forces to give
out the information. This is extremely
important: I myself have been in-
volved in the defend the clinics cam-
paign, and [ work at the Dublin Well
Women centre, so 1 know the realily
of what the law means in terms of
women nol being able to get proper
information about abortion.

There was a short debate among
the students on whether other or
ganisations should give out the infor-
mation, and ikt was smd that if the
Labour Party (or for that matter the
Republican movement or the trade
unjons) wanted to give oul the infor-
mation it was up to them: the students
would not urge them to do so. But it
was not possible for the siudents
alone to maintain their position: they
began to become isolated. Some stu-
dents in the colleges started callimng
for a referendum, s0 we now have a
situation where in three of the main
colleges the students have been voting
against giving out abortion informa-
tion, so the situation has slipped back
and ths students are now on the defen-
sive,

The judgement was a
another setback for the cam-
paign, and the fight goes on.
But it is difficult 1o organise
around court judgements be-
canse the initiative can always
be taken awy from you. T
would be especially foolish
for us to rely on the European
Court  because  absolutely
nothing positive has come
from the Buropean Court to
breland. In terms of EEC
directives, the only one that
has actually been imple-
mented in Ireland tumed ot
to be negative: in changing its
policy on social welfare pay-
ments for mamied and
cohabiting couples the Irish
governmen! reduced its pay-
ments downwards, rather than
levelling up!

So we haven't gained so-
cial parity with any of the
European countries. Progres-
_’3 sive legislation that has been
implemented on the continent
has meant little to Ireland. But
for women there is a positive
infloence from the European
dimension, from our relationship with
other countries, especially Britain
where women have the right to abor-
tion under the 1967 Act.

Irish people’s attitudes are chang-
ing: they are looking to the future,
breaking with the church on many is-
sues. Obviously the next few months
are going to be hard, We hear that
Cosmopolitan ~ magazine,  which
publishes an Irish edition, will no
longer carry information on abortion
for sale in Ireland.

On the other hand there are posi-
tive developments — the organisation
of a fightback against cuts and attacks
on public serfvices. It has been
women who have been the backbone
of this response, women working in
the health service as nurses, radiog-
raphers and domestics; women
teachers defending edocation; and
mothers in the community.

Community women have played a
very big part in the demonstmations of
up to 50,000 strong against the cuts.
We need to make some kind of Link
between the right to abortion informa-
tion — the right to women's reproduc-
tive rights — and the fight on these
other social and economic issues. If
we can build this alliance there is the
basis for us to win.

(Speech given at Socialist Qur-
look Rally, London, December
1939)
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Soviet Union

Stalinist rule In Eastern Europe is on the verge of total collapse, The
Soviet Unlon is facing a desperate economic and political crisks, and
maybe even disintegration. What will coms ost of the crisis? Can
anything be salvaged for soclalism? Phil Hearse talked to OLIVER
MACDONALD, founding editor of Labour Foces on Fastern Emrope, and
a member of the New Lot Review aditorial board.

* After what we now know about the living standards of the
masses in Eastern Europe, and even the decay of their social wel-
fare system, why would the restoration of capitalism be such a big
defeat? What is there in these states to defend?

* Socialised property. It is a fundamental position for socialists that
the cconomic resources of society should be under democratic political
control and organised to break down class divisions and promote
egalitarianism. In the market economies of the West the entire
economic resources of society are taken out of the hands of the political
control of the masses, and fundamental decisions are taken outside of
any political control by private capital. In the Eastern bloc of course
there was not democracy, or direct control of economic resources by the
working class,

But those people who say there is nothing progressive in the socio-
economic character of these states presumably say it doesn’t make any
difference if Siemans and ICl and Fords take over or not. We say, we
want that basic ownership structure to be maintained and be under
democratic control - that is a possibility and a tremendous opportunity.

Kohl and the other German leaders are driven not just by a desire for
German reunification but by a great fear of the Eastem economies com-
ing under democmtic control - with all the consequences that it would
have, especially in West Germany.

T
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astern
Europe: facing the abyss?

* Perestroika isn't working. Can Gorbachev overcome the
economic crisis?

* The Soviet economy has not simply been in stagnation but in
decay - we can talk about the decay of the productive forces. At every
level there has been a complete loss of confidence in the old system.
But the only altemative been posed to replace it, by the Communist in-
telligensia, is thorough marketisation. This *Hayek-type’ marketisation
has made enormous inroads into the living standards of the working
masses, who were heavily subsidised under the old system. This led to
an enormous battle, which the marketisers lost inside the CPSU leader-
ship. Far from going forward it has produced a sort of economic *doai
power’ or "dual chaos’ situation.

On the political side, the amtempt by the bureancracy to maintain
single-party rule, and the suppression of genuine federalism in the
Union, has resulted in only one strong political challenge coming for-
ward - that of nationalism in the republics. This has created enormous
problems for Gorbachev, and become inter-twined with the economic
crisis. For example one of the consequences is that the CP leaderships
in the republics have tried to keep hold of power, and utilised the
market system 1o comer as many economic resources as poszible, lead-
ing 1o a complete breakdown of what division of labour between the
republics there was. It's an enormous crisis.

* Is a return to Brezhnevism possible? What would be the con-
sequences of attempting?

* No - if yon mean the re-establishment of unity in the bureancracy
at an all-union level and the squeezing back of the masses into the cor-
set of monopoly Communist Party rule,

What we are secing could have three possible oulcomes. There
could be an eventual consolidation of the Gorbachev regime: but that
supposes a relatively rapid tumaround in the economic situation which
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is unlikely. It supposes also that there is an agreed formula on the na-
tional question, and that the Gorbachevites maintain a dominant base
ingide Russia,

The second varant is a break-up of the Soviet Union, followed al-
most certainly by the rise to dominance of an authoritarian chauvinist-
nationalist populist trend in Russia. This would be a “wild beast” in the
region.

The third variant would be a regime of order, of the military type.
This could be a Jaruzelski-type regime prepared to do bosiness with
anyone, and engaged in the same type of operations as the Polish
government.

A fourth variant, a victory of the socialist left, is not on the cards, at
least in the short and medium term. The forces are not there. It could
oaly happen after this whole phase is over.

* (Can Gorbachev survive the secession of any of the
nationalities? Could he be overthrown, either by a section of the
bureaucracy or by a mass movement?

* In the next 18 months, 1 would
say that it doesn’t look as if a Rus-
sian nationalist force would have
sufficient strength to topple Gor-
bachev. As far as the military and the
KGB are concemed it appears that so
long as Gorbachev maintains the real
integrity of the Soviet state, they will
stick with him. By that 1 mean that
if, for example, one of the Baltic
states won de jure independence, but
de facto stayed within the whaole
Sovict military and diplomatic setup,
then 1 think. the military and the
EGB would accept it.

Of course, de jure independence
for one or more Baltic republics
would fuel Russian nationalist move-
ments, but that's another matter.

But of course the crunch issue is
the economic one. While the figures
for last year are not appalling, the
experience of the masses is that
things go from bad to worse, and

there's no prospect of any short term  hjm™

wmround. Gorbachev  desperalely o

needs, if not economic success, then
at least a strong signal to the masses
that the economy has turmed the comer. And there’s no sign of that yet.

*(puld bureaucratic rule survive the end of the moaopoly of the
Ccpsu?

* Well it depends what you mean by bureaucratic rule. Fundamen-
tally, the rule of the bureaucratic caste relies on the exclusion of the
masses from active politics and, over time, thai cannot survive any
form of democracy. On the other hand the burcaucrats, or some of
them, ean survive. Lock at what's happening in Poland: the army is as-
king 1o be "de-politicised’. That is in preparation for surviving the
political transition, so that the officer corps survives. The same is true
for other sections of the bureaucratic apparatus. In all countries yon
have a bureancracy, who take key administrative decisions, but they
don’t necessanily mile in the social sense,

Now in Eastern Europe we have a paradoxical situation. In many
countries you have a bureaucracy mnning the country, which is not
fundamentally linked into or controlled by any social class: they are
free-floating. So that means we are still in a transitional phase, and its
not at all clear how its going to work itself out.

In Romania, with the destruction of Ceausescuism, you have a
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“In the next 18 months, | would say that it doesn’t
look as if a Russian nationalist force would have
sufficient strength to topple Gorbachev. As far as
the military and the KGB are concerned it appears
that so long as Gorbachev maintains the real
integrity of the Soviet state, they will stick with

political system without a centre. But its clear that in the National Sal-
vation Front has strong tendencics lo try to re-establish a bureancratic
order. That’s not 1o say of course that we could in any way support the
National Peasants Party, which seems to be the main opposition. But
that takes us to a wider question, a rather painful one for the left, that
we had always assumed that political revolutions would be led by the
Left. But in fact political revolutions have been led by forces that are
not for socialism at all.

* That depends what you mean by political revolution. If you
take it to be the destruction of bureaucratic rule, then the move-
ment towards that, in general, hasn’t been led by socialists. But
then political revolution telescopes two concepts - the overthrow of
bureaucratic rule, and the establishment of direct working class

* Yes it telescopes the destruction of bursaucratic rule and the es-
tablishment of socialist democracy. But political revelution as a con-
cept developed by Marxism was
developed not in the east, but in
bourgeocis society, and it has a
general applicability - to mean
changes in the political form of
the state bringing the masses into
politics.

In France in 1848 there was a
political revolution; in Spain
there was something which
amounied to a political revolution
- with the ovenhrow of the
monarchy and establishment of
the republic at the beginning of
the thirties. You could say there
was a political revolution in
Spain in the mid-1970s with the
transition from PFrancoism to
bourgeois democracy - a political
revolution which didn't, in the
methods used, take a revolution-
ary form.

The one exception 1o what
we've been saying is the GDR,
where the lefi played an extreme-
ly important role. But whether
that can be consolidated into
socialist democracy looks ex-
tremely unlikely, because it looks
as if the GDR is not going to survive as a separate state.

* Is a capitalist rennification of Germany on the cards in the
short or medium term? Isn’t that what the masses on the sireets of
Leipzig and Dresden are now calling for?

* Socialists are in favour of the people of the GDR deciding for
themselves. That's quite different from socialists advocating reunifica-
tion of Germany on a capitalist basis; and it’s obvious that in the
present conjuncture that's the only kind of reunification we would get.
The movement in East Germany was in the first place largely led by the
left. Those people were fighting against the Honecker regime, but for
the maintenance of the GDR. And they are still for the maintenance of
the GDR. It's interesting to note that many of the oppositionists in the
*round table’ are much more for the maintenance of the GDR than the
Communist Party itself, not to mention people like the economics mini-
ster Christa Laft.,

It would have been perfectly possible for Bonn to stabilise the
GDR. Why didn't they do it? This is vital for understanding the future

of Europe ...
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* Yes because the other imperialist
states seemed in favour of an ordered tran-
sitions. For example US secretary of state
Baker's visit to Modrow seemed to give
blessing to the Modrow project.

* Absolutely, people from the foreign
ministries of the USA, Britain and France
have been in and out of Berlin frequently,
hardly giving Modrow time to think. But the
reason that Boan had to destabilise the GDR
was because of the appalling prospect for
them if there had been a successful socialist
and democratic resolution of the crisis in the
GDR. That would have created ferment in the
SPD and in the West German trade unions.
The leader of the Gemman BDI, (the
equivalent of the CBI), said the other day that |
the problem was destabilise the SED without
destabilising the GDR. But that is less than |
the trath, because the BDI has found it can do
business with the SED, especially with its
economics minister, Frau Luft. Bonn has
chosen to destabilise, while pretending to do
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the opposite - and pretending that the thing
which most concemns them is the mass emigration from the GDR.

There iz another question which is driving the West German Chris
tian Democrats; they know perfectly well that if they were to prop up
the GDR, with the objective of going for reunification in the longer
term, the British, French and Americans would try to tumn it into a per-
manent stabilisation. So Kohl has tried to keep it on the boil, and
they’ve done it very well.

Now the working population of the GDR faces a choice. Do they go
for a quantitative improvement in their living standards, which they
know would be the result of reunification, or fight for a qualitatively
better, in social and cultural terms, state in the GDRT How do they
make that choice? They make it on the basis of whether they think the
GDR is going to survive. If they feel it's not, then to hell with it. That
seems 1o be the mood now very strongly, and once it takes hold it be-
comes a self-fulfilling prophecy. Once you lose faith in that state you
cease to work for its survival.

So I think that the de facto reanification of Germany will take place
very quickly, but the de jure reunification will probably come some
time after. Whoever is elected will be totally under the thumb of West
Germany in terms of all major public decision making. But formal
reunification will take longer, because Bonn will not want to provoke
the spasm of outrage which would come from the US, USSR, France
and Britain if Germany was formally rennified quickly.

All of them are afraid of the enormous increase in power that would
result for the West Germans, which to some extent has already taken
place. It's not simply German reunification that’s increased the power
of the Federal Republic, but the collapse and power vacuum in the east,

* But won’t reunification be a mixed blessing to the West Ger-
man ruling class? It would bring in masses of people who are, to a
greater or lesser extent, imbued with some sort of socialist and col-
lectivist values.

* I don’t think this would be a major problem for Bonn. If the GDR
is destroyed you will get an enommous effort to restabilise economic life
in the area of the GDR, and a more powerful SPD. In the transition
period there will be very great problems, that'’s true; for example, the
issues of unemployment and social security policy. The other problem
will be that it will be under very suspicious surveillance from its allies
in the West; and not only from the West, because as long as the CDU -
not to speak of the CSU and the Republicans - refuse to anderwrite the
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1945 borders with Poland, this will provoke tremendous hostility in
Poland and USSR,

What has been going on is a very devious game with Thatcher and
others insisting that a reunified Germany has to be totally within
NATO. West German foreign minister Genscher points out that by
saying that she is really saying there should be no German reunification
at all - because for a united Germany to remain in NATO would be to-
tally unacceptable to the USSR,

* Are you saying that the West German ruling class would be
prepared to come out of NATO to achieve a uniied Germany?

* This is an issue which very much divides the West German politi-
cal elite. But it"s not a question just of totally in or totally out; it's also
a question of whether the area of the GDR comes under NATO com-
mand. Genscher's position hias been to stabilize the GDR; he's not been
in favour of Kohl's policy of destabilisation, and this came to a head in
the cabinet two weeks ago. Genscher believes that there must be *1092°
and the Delors plan, and the Franco-Geman axis: and there must be the
Bonn-Washington axis in NATO. His line is that they can increase
their influence in the East on the basis of these things.

Then you have the line of the CSU: German national unity first, to-
tally opposed to monetary union in the EC, a robust stand on NATO
and =0 on.

Now Kohl and Staldtenberg and the leadership of the CDU are of-
fering a formula which is not exactly *out of NATO', but offering to
agree certain special rules on the temitory of the GDR, and other mles
which will modify their relationship with NATO. So you have the
paradoxical situation of an enormous increase in West German power,
but the possibility of a massive backlash from the USA, USSR and so
on.

* After the East European elections this year - in Czechos-
lovakia, GDR, Hungary, Romania, Bulgaria - it may well be that
basically liberal democratic governments come to power. Can
socialised economies survive that for any period of time? In the ab-
sence of socialist democracy, isa't capitalist resloration the in-

evitable long-term consequence?

* 1 think it is dangerous to discuss these questions abstractly: it will
be decided by socio-political forces on the ground. You need 1o Jook
each country in tum, they have very different dynamics. Look at
Poland; this country is moch more advanced in terms of the drive
towards marketisation, change in form of political mule, and so on.
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