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Tony Blair ”

THE HYPOCRISY of the new
‘moral crusade’ and law and
order hysteria whipped up by
the Tory government is noth-
ing new: John Major’s first ill-
fated Back to Basics scam bit
the dust a couple of years ago.

But what is really disgusting
is the way Tony Blair’s Labour
Party has turned the issue into

a bi-partisan exercise, in which
each attempts to outbid the
other’s reactionary proposals.

|7 years of Thatcherism
have created the classic polar-
ised society in which millions in
the bottom third of the popu-
lation have been stripped of dig-
nity and hope, reduced to
abject and hopeless poverty

and alienation, and in the proc-
ess triggered a crime wave.

Now the party of sleaze are
now eagerly mounting the re-
actionary law and order band-
wagon, and joining the
hypocritical, hyped-up calls for
a ‘moral crusade’. Of course
this is aimed not at the anti-so-
cial behaviour of big-time City
swindlers and profiteers, but at
individual explosions of vio-
lence and ill-discipline by de-
prived sections of working class
youth.

The new preoccupation
with morals dovetailed neatly
into the stock, reactionary
rhetoric of the Tory confer-
ence. Ministers pushed all the
populist buttons, with calls for
workfare, crackdowns on so-
cial security ‘fraud’, new pow-
ers to sue strikers, and hints
that the London Underground
and Royal Mail could be priva-
tised.

The subsequent Queen’s
Speech embraced a more lim-
ited but again largely populist
agenda, with gun controls and
laws against easy targets like
paedophiles, while Michael
Howard pledges even longer
jail sentences and a bottomless
budget to build new prisons.

Exploiting the media hype
which propelled the Dunblane
parents and Francis Lawrence
to centre stage, all manner of
brutal and reactionary nos-
trums have been promoted.

Gillian Shephard apparently
has wide Tory support for her
belief that youth can be beaten
into submission with a return
to caning. An opinion poll
claims majority support for
electronic tagging, to impose
strict curfews on young people.

Parents will be required to
sign contracts to get their chil-
dren into school — while the
NAS/UWT campaigns to have
ever larger numbers expelled.

But the backlash reaches be-
yond law and order. Catholic
bishops castigate Tony Blair for
not condemning abortion.

All this has visibly shifted so-
cial policy to the right. But will
it win the Tories the election?
By harping on the moral dis-
cord after |7 years in power,
the Tories are undermining any
sensation of a ‘feel good factor’
among key middle class sup-
porters.

Opinion polls suggest that
Tony Blair, by shamelessly
matching and trumping Tory
repressive proposals blow for
blow, has actually increased his
lead as a result of the moral
crusade.

Blair may well get in, but
who will win?

While a growing reactionary
consensus looks for ways to
restrain and repress the grow-
ing frustrations of the most de-
prived layers of society,
whether by beating them with

John Major

canes or police batons, or bor-
ing them with two-faced ser-
mons on abstract morality, the
widening gulf created by Tory
social engineering and eco-
nomic policy can only be
bridged by far-reaching socialist
policies — precisely the policies
which Tony Blair has most
firmly rejected.

Denis Healey - the former
chancellor whose policies trig-
gered massive demonstrations
against the last Labour govern-
ment 20 years ago this month
— is right: if Labour wins and
opts for the cuts needed to
implement Maastricht. there
could be riots against Blair. And
the left needs to ensure it is in
a position to lead that revolt
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should fight on

Brian Gardner

LAST WEEK postal workers de-
livered a powerful new mandate to
continue strike action. Communi-
cation Workers Union members
voted 64,919 to 40,581 for renewed
industrial action against Royal
Mail’s plans to restructure pay and
introduce flexible working.

The overall *‘ yes " vote —61 per cent
on a 78 per cent turnout disproves the
claim of both the employer and the gov-
ernment that the strikes this summer
only happened because of manipulation
of the membership by a politicailly mo-
tivated executive.

Fearing such an outcome union
leader Alan Johnson has already held
behind-the-scenes negotiations with
Royal Mail. As we go to press it is likely
that he will be putting an as-yet unquan-
tified package to the executive. It 1s
believed to involve referring the central

issue of flexible team working to non-
binding arbitration by ACAS and hiving

off the discussions on pay restructuring
into the annual pay negotiations.

Whether such a package can satisfy
the membership and the executive re-
mains to be seen. It will not be the first
time that arch-Blairite Johnson has at-
tempted such a stitch-up. Previously his
executive has sent him packing.

If this is the deal on the table it may
only serve to put off the fight to another
day. So far Johnson’s overall gambit has
been to keep postponing the fight until

The vast majority of
postal workers are in no
mood to compromise.

such time as his members will grow so
tired and demoralised that they either
vote against any further action or abstain
in large numbers.

The latest vote came about after ear-
lier strike action was suspended when
Royal Mail threatened legal action over
an anomaly in the balloting procedure.

It is doubtful whether Royal Mail
would ever have carried out such a threat
and even if they had, whether such a
challenge would have been successful.
Their case rested on the fact that in
addition to a return of something like
100,000, 425 spoilt papers were unde-
clared.

However the real reason that CWU
leader Alan Johnson decided to re-ballot
was not the threats from the employer
but the intervention of the Labour Party
leadership.

It is not only that Blair and the rest of
the leadership see all flexing of union
muscle as threatening their electoral
prospects.

Labour’s industrial policy seems to
be moving towards compulsory ballots
on settlements reached under arbitra-
tion.

What a good idea then to Insist to
Johnson that he ballot his members on
an offer made under the auspices of the
arbitration service, ACAS.

The decision to re-ballot ran the risk
of seriously destabilising the dispute.
The fact that in these circumstances the
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Heahh ;v;t.'l.(ers on t“he march

Terry Conway

S WORKERS and as us-
ers, women depend on
the welfare state to a
huge degree. Whether in
camapigns agaisnt closures of
nurseries or fighting for our jobs
like the Hillingdon hospital strik-
ers we have been at the fore-
front of campaigns to defend
these services that we need so
desperately.

We have also not been slow to
see the flaws in existing services,
even before today’s cuts began
to bite so deep. In fields like
health care - whether in terms of
day care clinics for abortion or
the extension of breast cancer
screening - and education we
have not been prepared to put
up with second best, but have
fought for a service that is re-
sponsive to the needs of all its
workers and users.

Not only are women at the
sharp end of all attacks on wel-
fare provision but many of the re-
cent attacks by the Tories have
been specificallytargetted at us.
Raising women'’s retirement age
to 65 saved the government £5
million pounds which to hand out
in tax cuts to the rich. Single par-
ents have lost £1 1.5 a week on av-
erage since the freezing of
benefits fro existing claimants in
1995 - and 95 per cent of single
parent hosuehol;ds are headed
by women. Cuts in the health
service have led to rationing of
abortion and fertility treatment -
and are surely connected to scan-
dals such as the errors in tests
for cervical cancer. And the ideo-
logical backiash which has surron-
ded issues like selective abortion

““yes” vote has held up should sound
alarm bells for the union leadership as a
whole.

The vast majority of postal workers
are no mood to compromise. Even if this
new fudge creates a breathing space in

T Women defend
iwelfare state

and the Mandy Allwood case will
restrict our choices even further.
For all these reasons and
more, the Wefare State Net-
work, together with the NUS
Womens’' Campaign is organis-
ing a conference:‘Foundations for
Freedom: a womens’ conference
putting the case for defence and
rebuilding of the welfare state’ at

conference, 183 Quee

the longer term action may still happen.
Leaving the dispute simmering on the
back burner may mean it eventually
exploding — not only in the faces of
Royal Mail and the Tories but in those
of Johnson and Blair as well.

the University of London Union,
on November 30. This confer-
ence will provide an opportunity
for women involved in existing
to share experiences and con-
vince others that the fight to de-
fend and improve welfare
provision is a key task for all so-
cialists and feminists.
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Have the Tories given up!?

Senior NHS managers
are circulating the
rumour to fellow
senior managers that
the Tories have
abandoned any hope of
winning the next
General Election and
are now embarked on
a scorched earth policy
to make life as hard as
possible for a Labour
government.

THE CONCLUSION they draw is
that there will be no extra cash to
bail out the health authorities and
NHS Trusts which face an even
more desperate plight this winter
than last, and which are staring
down the barrel of unprecedented

spending cuts from next April.

The full impact of some of these cuts
would be felt after a May general elec-
tion, forcing Tony Blair to take early,
tough decisions on public spending. The
same could also be said of education,
which in many areas faces another vi-
cious squeeze, even while the media re-

collapse of discipline in school class-
rooms.

There are other nasty skeletons buried
under the Tory patio: the massive levels
of borrowing incurred by Tory govern-
ments since 1979 to finance their tax-cut-
ting bonanza for the rich and big business,
for example, will make themselves 1in-
creasingly and painfully obvious as a
Labour government faces a soaring bill
for interest payments. (See page 6)

The growing impact of the Job Seek-
ers Allowance will also begin to take an
ever heavier toll from next spring, when
those currently receiving JSA are told
their 6-month entitlement is ended, and
the tightening restrictions on social secu-
rity benefits force growing numbers
deeper into desperation.

And, nastiest of all, and one possible
reason why John Major might be less than
desolate at the thought of losing the next
election, is the immense problem of the
Maastricht Treaty and the massive costs
of meeting the criteria for a single Euro-
pean currency.

The uneasy truce drawn between the
two rival wings of the Tory Party around
a formula of postponing any decision
would fly apart at once if Major were to
win a fifth term: and it is most doubtful
whether a Tory government could sur-
vive the strains of European Monetary
Union.

Some Tories and some sections of big
business who favour monetary union feel
that their best approach is to allow Tony
Blair’s party to suffer the backlash from
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Neil Murray

HE FUTURE of the Labour
Party will be at the centre
of British politics in the
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Mobilisations against cuts the last trme around

The Party’'s programme is
now encapsulated in New [abour,
New Life for Brnmon. Conference was
not allowed to amend this, and
was not even permitted a debate

before the vote.

John Major sups with Neil Hamilton du

imposing the combination of tax in-
creases and huge cuts in public spending
needed to bridge the £20 billion-plus gap
between Britain’s current spending defi-
cit and that allowed under Maastricht.
With such hard political and economic
questions lurking in the background, it is
hardly surprising that the Tory campaign
thrust has switched to an increasingly

non-political ‘moral’ agenda, Back to
Basics 1I, coupled with a predictable if
desperate attempt by Kenneth Clarke to
line-up a vote-winning, tax-cutting
budget.

The problem is that Blair’s team 1s
happy to connive not only at the Tories’
cynical ‘moral crusade’, but also at the
suppression of vital information on the

economy, the implications of the Maas-
tricht Treaty and the very future of the
welfare state.

While such silence may appear to
offer short term electoral rewards, these
are at the expense of storing up a massive
crisis for the first few months of a Labour
government. From their point of view the
Tory tactics may not be so crazy after all.

Blair on confrontation
course with the unions

But the postal ballot referen-
dum on the manifesto did not
produce the rush of enthusi-
asm the leadership hoped for.
They resorted to “reminding”
members to vote, both in writ-
ing and by ’phone.

They can identify who has
voted (and therefore how they
voted) and have offered a prize
to the CLP which gets the high-
est turnout. They offered to
send a replacement to people
who said they had lost their bal-
lot paper!

Hardly the way to run a
democratic ballot, but indica-
tive of how worried they were
that not enough people would
vote, thus undermining the
whole sorry exercise.

They expressed concern at
the unexpectedly high number
of members voting “no” - but
for Blair one dissident is one
too many.

While those opposing the
leadership will remain a small
minority, their votes show

there is a layer of members who

reject not only the leadership’s
programme, but also the argu-
ment for not breaking ranks in
the run-up to the election.

Despite an increased vote for

are declaring war on their own
party.

Knowing that their policies
will be unpopular and meet resis-
tance, they have set out to make
it clear to the ruling class that
they will stand up against the un-
ions, and further, that they want
to sever the union link to pre-
vent any fightback against their
policies spilling over into the
Party.

Proposals are waiting in the
background to scrap the link and
conference, to sideline the NEC,
to vet all potential MPs, and to
abolish GCs as a policy-making
forum at constituency level.

Much of this will be posed as
giving more influence to ordinary
members, as the referenda on
Clause IV and the manifesto
were. The real result and aim
will be to concentrate more and
more power in the hands of a
few people at the top of the
party.

These are the battles to come,
but they are certainly not lost in
advance. Trade union leaders
may need to be dragged into the
fight over the link, but they will
have to fight, and it will be no
pushover for Blair.

While Blair may enjoy a cer-

tain honeymoon period in gov-
ernment, his policies will
provoke a backlash from the
working class.

Even Denis Healey predicts

that moves to a single currency
will prompt a repeat of the
strikes in France last December.

The Left cannot simply await

developments, it has to prepare
now. It has to build a campaign
around defence of the union link,
preparing for next year’s union
and party conferences.

It must continue to outline

what Blair’s programme will
mean for the working class, build-
ing up support for policies which
address its real needs.

Ultimately the battle will not

take place primarily on confer-
ence floors but in the class strug-
gle.

Strong links between the Left

in the party and the unions ready
for a concerted fight against
Blair’s anti-working class pro-
gramme in government, are es-
sential, as is support for struggles
taking place now as the best
preparation for those ahead.

the Left and retaining two of the
constituency section places on
the NEC, the Labour Left is
weak. Many members either be-
lieve Blair will deliver despite
everything he says, or accept
that they shouldn’t “rock the
boat” in advance of the election.
Only a small layer actually agree

with everything Blair is putting
*7 27-5 Lernzen Weish Centre

forward. |
Blair will not reverse the ca~™- *IT Z-3.3 ~r Road London

age done by the Tories arc = a2-
dition he and those arounc = —

next few years. The programme it
has adopted and the course set for
confrontation with the unions en-
sure this.

This year’s Party conference
again saw the leadership winning
every vote, despite a few close
calls. They were ably assisted by
union leaders. Blatant and re-
peated appeals to delegates for
“unity” and “not to expose divi-
sions in front of the media” did

The programme now commits
Labour to the further disman-
tling of the welfare state (the lat-
est U-turn is on fund-holding for
GPs), retention of the anti-union
laws, support for a single euro-
pean currency “if the conditions
are right” and a national mini-
mum wage only after the employ-
ers have had their say. Neither
the Jobseekers Allowance nor
the Immigration and Asylum Bill
will be repealed, only parts of
them.

Conference

Saturday November 9 1996
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Break the

reactionary
consensus

Susan Moore

E WERE all stunned by
Dunblane - sharing the
grief of the parents and
community - and feeling that it
could have happened anywhere.

Anger and fear are under-
standable responses to many of the
desperate situations people find
themselves in as life decays almost
visibly around them.

Disintegration in the very fabric
of society partly results from gov-
ernment policies, but it is also the
consequence of a deeper crisis of
the system in which we live.

That system, based on the heart-
less profit motive, not only doles
out economic disaster to the poor-
est as benefits are cut and home-
lessness rises, as hospitals close and
schools fall apart but dishes up per-
sonal human misery to people,
often regardless of their economic
position.

That sense of alienation is experi-
enced differently by different peo-
ple and produces different
responses.

But hard as it may be to accept,
many of those who carry out dread-
ful acts of violence are themselves
victims.

Feelings of powerlessness and de-
spair which result from personal
loss are not the right places from
which to make a response.

The laws for which the parents
of Dunblane have campaigned
would not have prevented the trag-
edy. Thomas Hamilton, like others
who have committed similarly
ghastly massacres, killed himself at
the end of the slaughter.

Finding and using an iilegal
weapon would not have been a bar-
rier.

Both Tory and Labour politicians
have been quick to jump on the
moral bandwagon with a series of
new measures.

Calls for teaching of ‘civics’ from
those involved in layer upon layer
of sleaze don’t ring true.

The introduction of the national
curriculum and other recent educa-
tion reforms has made it harder for
teachers to discuss issues with
young people in ways that are rele-
vant to their lives. Howard’s pro-
posals for mandatory sentencing
and crime checks on Job Seekers
must be vigorously opposed.

This will lead to more cases of in-
nocent people being punished for
things they did not do - as if there
were not enough miscarriages of
justice already.

More prisons and harsher sen-
tences have not made people’s lives
or streets safer - why should we
think it will work this time.

On the contrary, there is much
more evidence that it is steps such
as properly resourced rehabilita-
tion which begin to tackle real so-
cial problems.

It is vital that trade unions and la-
bour parties take up the debate on
these issues and begin to break
through what is being presented as
a consensus by all but the judiciary
on these vital issues.

The situation that led to the re-
cent massive mobilisations in Bel-
gium recently where in many ways
specific to that country and those
particular circumstances.

But they do provide an example
that it is possible to turn fear and
anger into powerful solidarity, that
it is not inevitable that from bitter
loss will come reactionary social de-
mands.

The debate on morality — including child abuse,
paedophilia, unruly school children —is all part of a ‘moral
panic’ about children in our society.

Punishment not prevention is the cure. The people
concerned are ‘evil’, ‘infecting’ our schools, ‘poliuting’ our

communities.

This is used in the pre-election bandwagon where it is

increasingly difficult to tell the two main parties apart, and
where the Liberal Democrats have a more radical social

policy than either the Tories or Labour.

UNDER THATCHER of
course, ‘There was no soci-
ety - only families’! The ap-
parent collapse of society
now is presented as any-
thing but the result of gov-
ernment policies.

The breakdown in schools is
the ‘teachers’ fault’, or a result
of ‘lack of parental control’.
The fact that the Halifax school
competes with four grant main-
tained schools leaving the most
deprived children to sink, is left
unmentioned.The fact that re-
sources have been cut while pu-
pils with special needs have
been integrated into main-
stream schools, that a national
curriculum has been imposed
giving teachers little leeway to
teach matéfial with any rele-
vance to children, that league
tables make the school’s need
to succeed paramount over the
child’s need to learn — all this
goes unsaid.

Similarly the perpetrators of
child abuse are typecat as soli-
tary, evil, and untreatable mis-
fits. But the fact is, like the Ruth
Neeve case in Cambridge, most
child abuse, whether sexual,
physical, verbal or emotional,
is carried out in the family -

where Tory ‘family values’ are
presumably to be found. Even
in the West case, while not all
those abused were blood rela-
tives of the perpetrators, there
was abuse within the actually
family and in some ways the
other young women were
treated almost as ‘adopted’
children.

The closest most reports get
to recognition of this is to de-
scribe such families as ‘dys-
functional’ , part of a cycle of
abuse, not exactly genetic, but
very difficult to break, and
nothing to do with ‘normal’
families.

So the publication of the
NSPCC report on child abuse (
National Society for the Pre-
vention of Cruelty to Children:
Childhood Matters ) whose
definition includes sexual,
physical, verbal and emotional
abuse and which claims a mil-
lion children a year abused in
Britain, has not been wel-
comed. If lack of discipline at
home and in school is the expla-
nation for the apparent social
breakdown, the Tory remedy is
for greater discipline, including
the right of parents and teachers
to smack and cane their

charges. The Tories who call
for the return of the birch and
capital punishment can be side-
lined as ‘nutty extremists’, by
their own side, but Tory social
policy in general, and on educa-
tion in particular leads inevita-
bly to pressure to reintroduce
abusive measures to maintain
control. Even the Secretary of
State for Education, Gillian
Shepherd, a teacher herself, 1s
in favour of the return of corpo-
ral punishment.

The contradictions between
Tory policies and their rhetoric
on education and the family are
glaring. Surely Tories ask,
some form of physical punish-
ment - a quick slap, a sharp
smack - does no harm? The
attack on such disciplinary ne-
cessities in a report on child
abuse - surely this is taking the
liberalism of the 1960s too far?
The Report is wrong to equate
sensible discipline with child
abuse , junior health minister
Simon Burns is quoted as say-
ing.

The Report claims that
much abuse is committed by
ordinary people under extraor-
dinary pressures. Not solitary
misfits, but ordinary individu-

Child abuse moral panic
and the crisis of the family

als. While it is well known that
abuse in families 1s no respecter
of class or wealth, nonetheless
the stress of living in poverty
has clearly exacerbated the
problem for many.

But for a government which
denies the very concept of pov-
erty, (at the same time as one in
three British people see them-
selves living below the poverty
line: Bristol University Statisti-
cal Monitoring Unit) the idea
that their policies could have
produced a society which 1ll
treats its children in such large
numbers is unpalatable indeed.

As for the solution, how
much easier to exclude more
children from school, build
more prisons (especially pri-
vate ones so that the Tories’
business friends can profit) and
make life sentences mandatory
for second-time serious sex and
violent offenders. For the
proper funding of special
needs, the introduction of coun-
selling and treatment for peopie
who can’t cope, is a much more
long-term, expensive affair:
and no way to make money!
Switching funding from inves-
tigation to prevention, as the
Report proposes, will not en-
sure all these new prisons are
profitably full to capacity.

For socialists and for femi-
nists, the Report’s findings on
the scale of child abuse are not
such a shock. Feminists in the
1970s, analysing the role of the
family in capitalist society, lo-
cated it as the place of oppres-
sion and of the abuse of power,
usually by men against women
and children. More recent
prominent cases — the West
case in particular — have also
exposed the fact that women
too are capable of the abuse of
power against those who are
vulnerable. |

For a feminism that sees
women as a class and men,

Pupils scapegoated for education crisis

whatever their class, as the op-
pressor, the idea that women
can abuse children (as well as
other women), has been impos-
sible to understand. But for so-
cialist feminists, whose
analysis combines class with
sex oppression, and who char-
acterise capitalist society as a
society based on power and
privilege, whose overriding
concern is with profit rather
than need, defended if neces-
sary by force, it comes as less
surprise that sex and power are
intimately linked, that in cer-
tain circumstances people are
capable of violence, including
extreme and sexual violence,
against others.

With the Labour Party
spokespeople vying with the
Tories for greater punishments
for offenders, any analysis that
places crime in the context of
the society in which it 1s perpe-
trated; that uses statistics to
show the correlation between
criminality and unemploy-
ment, with all its accompany-
ing attacks on human dignity —
homelessness, poverty, lack of
self-worth and high levels of
suicide — such analysis is un-
heard. Instead we are left with
the judiciary opposing the dra-
conian proposals for manda-
tory sentences introduced by
Michael Howard for the new
session of Parliament!

Far from reversing the
abuse children suffer, or solv-
ing other social ills of Britain
today, this bipartisan approach
on morality and punishment is
entirely reactionary. It will put
Britain’s prisons on a par with
Singapore and Thailand.

And as California has
found, simply putting more
and more poor people in prison
does not make the city streets
any safer.

by Roy Leach NUT National
Executive Member (Personal

Capacity)

DESPITE THE highly publicised state-
ments of NASUWT General Secretary
Nigel de Gruchy, disruptive pupils are
not the single biggest problem confront-
ing teachers. Pupils are not the cause of
the many problems experienced by
teachers.

Unless a correct analysis of who is to
blame is made, the conclusions which
are arrived at are inevitably going to be
wrong. By targeting individually identi-
fied pupils, the NASUWT lets the real
culprits — the Tories — off the hook.

Take the case of the Ridings school
in Halifax. There are undeniably a large
number of pupils with challenging, and,
in many cases, unacceptable behaviour.
No teacher should have to put up with
either verbal or physical abuse and trade
unions have a responsibility to protect
their members from such treatment.
But why are there so many pupils with
emotional and behavioural difficulties
(EBD) in the Ridings! Could it be the
presence nearby of two selective grant-
maintained and two church schools, all
of which shun the iess academically suc-
cessful working class pupils who go to
the Ridings? Margaret Tulloch of the
Campaign for State Education has called
upon Gillian Shephard to “be willing to
admit that the problems could be due
to her policy in encouraging selection”.

it would cost (and parents of other
pupils have, not unreasonably, argued
that the money should be for the edu-
cation of all pupils in the school). The
LEA is not allowed by LMS regulations
to give the school the L14,000 or so it
would need this year.

More generally, LEAs simply don'’t
have the resources to allow for the
educational needs of individual children
to be met. Furthermore, the cuts in
school budgets and the inexorable rise

in class sizes are making the situation

more difficult. As EBD children, frus-

trated by their own problems, receive
less and less of the individual attention
they need, is it surprising that their

behaviour becomes less and less ac-

ceptable?

And the government’s solution?

Certainly not resources but a cheap

The introduction of opting out and
exam league tables has led to a massive
increase in the number of pupil exclu-
sions. Major’s obsession with “a gram-
mar school in every town” and a return
to full-blown selection will, if not de-
feated, lead inexorably to under-re-
sourced sink schools.

Local management of schools also
contributes to the problem, as the re-

quirement upon LEAs to delegate ever
more of the education budget to indi-
vidual schools leaves them unable to
target resources to where they are
needed. Take Manton school in Not-
tinghamshire.

Here a solution — one to one tuition
for the boy at the centre of the dispute
~ has collapsed as the school’s budget is
unable to support the L7000 per term

and reactionary moral crusade against
“bad” parents. In this they are aided and
abetted by the leadership of the
NASUWT who are only too happy to
see the scapegoating of teachers (re-
member OFSTED supremo Chris
Woodhead's attack upon 15,000 “failing
teachers”) replaced by the scapegoating
of “failing parents”. If parents had
blamed teachers for the underfunding
of education, a campaign such as FACE
would never have been possible. It is
vital that parents and teachers unite to
campaign for the only viable long-term
solutions - adequate funding and the
dismantling of the education “market-
place”.
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Social protests rocks

Elkie Dee and Veronica
Fagan

MORE THAN 300,000
people marched through Brus-
sels in a the country’s largest
ever demonstration held in
memory of the children who
died after being abducted by
Marc Dutroux.

Demonstrators made it very
clear who they held responsi-
ble for the children’s deaths:
the Belgian legal system and

the government, as increasing

evidence of corruption, ineffi-
ciency and official cover-ups
came to light. Dutroux seems
to have been part of a wider
paedophile network with a
profitable business operating
under police protection. Links
with the mafia-style murder in
July 1991 of Andre Cools a
former Deputy Prime Minister
of Belgium and Socialist Party
leader in Liege were also be-
coming more apparent.

During the week leading up
to the national demonstration
in Brussels, thousands of

around the issues raised by
this case.

The protests were sparked
by the supreme court’s re-
moval of Jean-Marc Con-
nerotte, the investigating
magistrate leading the official
inquiry into what had oc-
curred, for publicly appearing
to take sides on the issue by
eating a spaghetti meal at a
fundraising dinner organised
by campaigners against child
abuse. The irony that the
state, fearful of having the cor-
ruption at its heart exposed,
should dismiss Connerotte
who had achieved almost folk-
hero status by this time was
understood by huge swathes of
Belgian society.

As La Gauche, the paper of
the Parti Ouvrier Socialiste,
Belgian section of the Fourth
International explained:

““The ideology of the domi-
nant class is aiways the domi-
nant ideology. But it is not
always the only ideology of so-
ciety. The demonstration and
the week of strikes by workers
and school students which pre-

fgiani arch in }'er-nebrance and for justice

powerlessness can be con-
quered.

This march was necessary
to give people the opportunity
to assemble together, to speak
and to give them a conscious-
ness of their numbers and
their strength. Without this,
anger and sorrow will just
stay bitter, with no positive ex-
pression. Fears that the far
right might cash in were not
borne out. They didn’t appear.

This apparently non-politi-
cal march was a magnificent
demonstration of politics, an
assertion of the need for social
change. The majority of peo-

In the response of the gov-
ernment, one can see three dif-
ferent tendencies. Firstly, the
removal of Connerotte was be-
cause he could not be relied
on to maintain the official si-
lence. Secondly, the prime
minister met the parents of the
dead children and made some
promises on continuing the in-
quiry. Thirdly, the govern-
ment is now aiming to
normalise the situation, and re-
establish the dominant ideol-
ogy: the myth of consensus,
of a family-oriented society re-
united beyond its contradic-
tions of class and gender.

lise, petition, demonstrate, go
on strike’’.

While the march on Octo-
ber 20 was billed as a peace-
ful, non-political
demonstration, the authorities
were taking no chances and
obviously saw the week of pro-
tests as a challenge. On Octo-
ber 20 the Ministry of Justice
was sealed off from demon-
strators. The authorities recog-
nised that this was a powertul
political issue. The king him-
self intervened — a clear sign
that those at the stop were
worried.

Before the Brussels demon-
stration, protests had taken
place in other towns, and
there had been a number of
confrontations between protes-
tors and the police. In Mali-
nes, 186 young people were
arrested, 40 of them under 16.
In Gand, 20,000 young people
demonstrated. They demanded
that information about the
case and the accused was
made public, but made 1t clear
that they were opposed to reac-
tionary demands for the death

Belgium

While some calm has re-
turned to the streets of Bel-
gium, there is clear
dissatisfaction with the onty
concession so far made by the
government — that political ap-
pointments of the judiciary
will be stopped. As one jour-
nalist sympathetic to the pro-
testors commented on a
popular talk show on Belgian
television devoted to the crisis
two days before the Brussels
demonstration ** This means
that the justice system will be
reformed in 20 years time. "

While no actions can take
away the grief of those whose
children were murdered or the
horror of those young women
who were found after long in-
carceration, La Gauche was
certainly right that the protests
gave an opportunity to turn an-
ger and bitterness 1nto some-
thing much more positive.
The strength of solidarity will
surely stay with those who
were there for a long time o0
come — and the fear of it with
those who have attempted to
brush aside their rightful calls

workers and young peopie
took part in strikes, school
protests and demonstrations

Joe Craig, John McAnulty and

Paul Flanagan Belfast, August
1996
Reviewed by David Coen

This book is a timely intervention
into the debate about the future of social-
ism in Ireland. It takes issue both with
those who believe that the national ques-
tion is an outdated distraction from real
class politics and with those who put
their hopes for socialism in a blind tail-
ending of the Republican movement.

Wide ranging in scope, it analyses the
struggle in Ireland within the framework
of the collapse of Stalinism in Eastern
Europe, European integration, the rela-
tionship between for socialism and
womens’ liberation and the question of
the environment.

It starts from the failure of both par-
titioned states; the South, paralysed by a
massive international debt and saved
only in the short term by European aid,
and the North, dependent on political,
military and economic aid from Britain.

It denounces Maastricht but argues
that the alternative is not a revitalised
nation state. It correctly points out *‘the
nation state is no longer a convincing
framework for regulating economic life
but it retains its key role in legitimating
capitalist rule on a world scale.” Oppo-
sition to European union in no way im-
plies support for national capitalist or
even socialist development. Counter-
posed to the capitalist project for Euro-
pean unity is a United Socialist States of
Europe.

Neo-colonialism

Some, including the Dublin ruling
class and John Hume of the Social
Democratic and Labour Party believe
the solution to the problem of what
Hume calls the divided people of Ireland
is regional self government within a fed-
eral Europe. Unfortunately for them a
large section of the Conservative and
Unionist Party of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland does not share this
Euro ideal.

After 1960 the south exchanged de-
pendence on Britain for dependence on
the EU. The attempt at native economic
development between 1932 and 1958

ceded it are living proof that
an alternative to liberalism 1s
possibie, that the feeling of

had run into the sand by the late fifties.
The Fianna Failsgovernment made an
abrupt about turn —opening the economy
to foreign capital and dashing for EU
membership.

The influx of foreign capital led to a
rapid growth in the number of jobs con-
trolled by multinational capital and the
decimation of domestic industry. The

accumulation of capital in Ireland is now

largely determined by the capital flows
of the imperialist countries. But despite
those sectors-which have sprouted since
the 1960’s, there remains a high depend-
ence on the British market. This was
clear in the devaluation of the Irish punt
after sterling crashed out of the ERM in
1992.

About 12% of GDP is repatriated by
multinationals. The lack of investment
accompanying such massive capital out-
flows means that manufacturing produc-
tivity in both parts of Ireland is about
75% of that in Britain and Britain is by
no means a world leader in this area.

The National Question and
the armed struggle

Consisting of a Southern neo-colony
and a Northern colony, Ireland’s na-
tional question remains unresolved.
British rule has never been accepted by
the majority of its people and Britain can
only maintain this rule through repres-
sion and sectarianism.

For socialists there is only one re-
sponse to this oppression — immediate
withdrawal and disbandment of the re-
pressive forces which it has brought into
being.

Workers in Britain have a responsi-
bility to demand British withdrawal, be-
cause a nation which oppresses another
can never itself be free — a phrase borne
out repeatedly in the history of relations
between Britain and Ireland.

But the democratic demands for self
determination and British withdrawal
should never be counterposed to the
struggle for socialism itself. While the
struggle for self determination may cre-
ate the conditions for the struggle for
socialism, the two things are in no way
Synonymous.

The book defends republicans who
fight against imperialism and their right
to use armed force. It does not demand
they adopt a socialist programme as a

ple, who suffer socially and

are politically dispossessed,

want something different for
their children.

Ireland: the promise of sociall

precondition for this stance. None of this
however implies support for them or
their methods.

Military struggles by their nature are
elitist and many republicans elevate the
armed struggle itself into a principle.
The republican movement has com-
bined militarism with reformist politics.
More recently it has linked up with the
Northern and Southern bourgeoises in
the so called ‘pan-nationalist alliance”.

Central to the book’s thesis is that the
form of expression for the self-determi-
nation of the whole of the Irish people 1s
itself a matter of struggle.

For socialists, it is clear that real de-
mocracy and equality will only be pos-
sible in a workers republic. This is what
socialists fight for as the concrete ex-
pression of self determination.

Republican politics offers no solution
to the problems of the working class
north or south. Breaking out of this im-
passe requires mass action and a pro-
gramme which addresses the needs of
workers especially in the South.

Workers Unity

The Protestants are not a separate na-
tion. Because they cannot clearly iden-
tify themselves as British, Irish,
Northern Irish or as an Ulster nationality
they define themselves by religion.

Calls for Protestant self-determina-
tion attempt to give their reactionary and
pro-imperialist role a democratic cover.
The Northern state was and 1s based on
a sectarian headcount.

Sectarianism cannot be reduced to the
ideas in peoples heads —this feeds easily
into the view promoted by the British
that the war is an irrational feud which
needs the presence of themselves to keep
the fanatics apart. Socialists need to
challenge the sectarian ideas held by
many Protestant workers, not capitulate
to them.

The struggle for national self deter-
mination is not a diversion from the so-
called bread and butter issues . On the
contrary, the fight to dismantle the sec-
tarian state grew out of such 1ssues as
discrimination in jobs and housing.

But attempting to unify the working
class around these issues while ignoring
the political divisions will not succeed.
Sooner or later they will fall apart under

People must now do ali
they can to prevent normalisa-
tion. For this there is only one
means: to continue to mobi-

tions on sexual freedom.

penalty, the strengthening of
the gendarmerie and restric-

for justice.

the pressure of the Unionist ruling class
which bases itself on sectarianism.

The trade union leadership in the
North responds to sectarian murders
with calls on the British State — in the
guise of the Army or the RUC — for
protection, in spite of the collaboration
between both of those and loyalist mur-
der gangs.

All attacks on workers because of
their religion must be condemned and all
organisations which claim to defend
workers must campaign against sectar-
ian attacks. Such a campaign would nec-
essarily be anti-Loyalist since loyalism
is based on Protestant sectananism.

Republicans who target mainly Prot-
estant towns and accept Protestant civil-
ian casualties but not Catholics ones and
who refuse to confront the bigotry of the
Catholic Church are rightly denounced
by socialists.

While rejection of Protestant self-de-
termination is correct it should not mean
rejection of the need for minonty rights
in a united state.

The struggle in the South

The Southern working class is the key
to the destruction of the sectarian north-
ern statelet. But even though a vast ma-
jority favour Irish unity they will not be
mobilised simply around a demand for
self determination.

sim

Part of the failure of republicanism in
the South has been its inability to con-
front the backward, bigoted and reac-
tionary ruling class on the question of
womens’ rights.

Never having challenged the role of
the church in the realm of family affairs,
republicans have been sidelined as more
and more cases of violence against
women, abuse of children and the hy-
pocrisy of many priests who preached
celibacy but acted otherwise, have
emerged from behind the facade of the
Irish catholic farmly.

A key political requirement in the
South is to break the working class from
its support for Fianna Fail. In the short
term this means campaigning for a vote
for the Labour Party, not because of any
illusions in this crass and timid organi-
sation but because mass support for La-
bour would show a clear vote on class
lines. At the same time soctalists must
demand that Labour refuses to take part
in any coalition government.

The Labour Party cannot be reformed
but calling for a vote for 1t is a necessary
step towards the creation of a genuine
workers party. It is to the building of
such a party that the authors commit
themselves. Their success will have no
small impact on the struggle for social-
ism in England, Scotland and Wales
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US election walkover

Clinton is the
chosen candidate

of US big

business to run  §* ~»

the country on

their terms.

Terry Conway

looks at the

non-Republican

Republican

THE 1996 U.S. presidential
election campaign has been
the quietest ever — despite
attempts in the closing min-
utes to awaken interest with
news of supposedly falling

support for Clinton.
Prior to that all attention had
switched away from the presi-

dential contest to the more close
to call battle for Congress.
While a Democratic victory in
either the House or the Senate is
anything but assured despite the
dramatic fall from popularity of
Newt Gingrich and the death of
his Contract with America, this is
not necessarily bad news for
Clinton. The president had a
tougher time in the first two years

Powell has left Clinton a free run at re-el;-cti;n

those who believed his

'''''''

---------

promises to rebuild the
country’s infrastructure
and defend health care.

Instead he secured
passage of the North
American Free Trade
Agreement despite ma-
jority sentiment Oppos-
ing it, and slashed
government spending -
except for the military
budget.

The trumpeted in-
crease in the $4.25 an
hour minimum wage,
which had been in effect
for five years, was to the
princely sum of $4.60.
Next year 1t will go to
$5.15.

This 1s hardly aliving
wage even for a single
person. None of the anti-
union legislation from

B the Reagan-Bush era in-

cluding a bill which
meant strikers could be
“replaced’’ was repealed
by Clinton.

Indeed except over
abortion, the Republican

of his presidency when his own
party controlled Congress than in
the latter two years when the Re-
publicans held sway.

Of course, the man who is
almost certainly to be re-elected
president did not carry out his
campaign pledges. His inaugura-
tion four years ago coming after
twelve years of Republican rule
was greeted with high hopes by

and wage claims followed suit. The ex-

challenger, Bob Dole,

has trouble distinguish-

ing his positions from
Clinton.

One of the Republicans’ big-
gest criticisms of Clinton 1s that
he has stolen their campaign
themes. Be it crime, welfare
benefits or reducing the deficit,
Clinton has embraced the Repub-
lican’s platform.

The areas of agreement be-
tween Clinton and Dole include:

but does nothing for employment or

® The assault on the living
standards of women and children
by limiting their rights to benefits
to no more than two years, with
a lifetime maximum of five.

® Cuts in Medicare and Medi-
caid and introduction of the mar-
ket into health care

@ Attacks on Mexican immi-
grants without papers including
the construction of a wire fence
at the border

® | cgal immigrants excluded
from social service benefits.

@ Expansion of the death pen-
alty should be expanded and of
jail terms

® Civil liberties sacrificed to
fight ““terrorism.”

® (Gays and lesbians denied a
series of rights including that of
legally recognised marriage,
spousal Social Security and pen-
sion benefits etc.

® Reduction in controls
which protect either the health of
consumers or the environment in
the 1nterests of profit.

In foreign policy Clinton and
Dole also are on the same wave
length. They support bills such as
the Helms-Burton bill, which at-
tempt to penalise any govern-
ment that does business with
Cuba.

Despite the historic launch of
the American Labour Party at a
convention of 1500 mainly union
delegates in Cleveland this sum-
mer, the new party is not standing
candidates in these elections and
indeed has agreed not to do so for
the next two years.

While there are positive argu-
ments for such a decision such as

the need to concentrate on build-
ing a real base for the new party
before getting embroiled 1n the
machinations of electoral poli-
tics, it would be naive to suggest
that it was the positive arguments
that influenced the outcome. The
convention did agree that the
new Party would campaign on
political issues such as the living
wage, reform of anti-union laws
and in defence of health care.

But the dominant view of the
purpose of the new party was
expressed by Maryanne Young,
elected to the Constitution Com-
mittee at the Congress who told
a local paper immediately after
the meeting that she saw the the
labour party initially playing a
role like that of the Christian
Coalition. ‘if we are a unified
voice’ she said,'maybe one of
those other parties would listen
to us’.

Despite such confusion, and
the fact that the AFL-CIO is
pouring vast sums of money into
Clinton’s election campaign, the
launch of the new party remains
one of the most hopeful signs in
American politics for some time.

Whether its potential will be
realised or whether eventually,
like earlier attempts at an inde-
pendent voice for the American
working class it will eventually
be absorbed into the democratic
machine remains undecided.

It is the outcome of this battle
rather than the presidential elec-
tion which will decisively shape
American politics for many years
to come.

when it turned out that VAT receipts

miracle?

WWhose economic

TORY POSTERS have started to boast about the
state of the British economy, something which
would have seemed impossible a year ago. The
Guardian editorial of October 10 backs up Tory
claims in stating that “Mr Clarke has hardly put a

foot wrong in macroeconomic management” since
1992. The truth is a bit different.

Andy Kilmister

COMMENTATORS have begun to ar-
gue that if Labour wins the next election
it will be despite the government’s eco-
nomic success, rather than because of
their failure. What is behind all this? Are
these simply pre-election slogans, or do
they point to something more substan-
tial?

Since 1979 the Tories have tried to
do two things with the economy; to

raise profits by attacking the working
class through high unemployment and
an offensive against trade unions, and to
enable those profits to be realised by
ensuring growth and a stable economic
environment. Their central problem has
been that, because of the nature of Brit-
ish capitalism, it has been very difficult
to achieve these two obijectives to-
gether.

The Lawson boom of the 1980s
brought some growth, but inflation rose
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periment with the ERM reduced infla-
tion, but only at the cost of recession.
Clarke is being feted by the media
and by the employers because it appears
that he has broken this vicious circle. By
devaluing the pound and cutting interest
rates the Tories have raised growth
rates, yet inflation remains low. How-
ever, under the surface the old prob-

lems remain.

A central issue is the continued
weakness of investment. In 1995 invest-
ment was still |{ per cent below the
peak level of 1989. Manufacturing in-
vestment fell back even further in the
first half of this year.

In the early stages of “recovery”
weakness in investment was made up
for by high export levels. The global
linkages of British capital, especially in
the USA and Far East, and devaluation,
provided advantages in competition
with the rest of Europe. But these ad-
vantages were temporary. British ex-
ports are now just rising in step with
world trade growth. In 1995 Britain
depended on a record surplus on invest-
ment income abroad of £9.6 billion, to
avoid an even larger balance of pay-
ments deficit. That is good news for
increasingly mobile multinationa! firms,

growth at home.

With exports slowing and invest-
ment weak it is increasingly becoming
accepted that any growth will come

from consumer spending.

The Financial Times talks of a “two-

speed” economy with consumer goods
production speeding ahead of manufac-

turing. But the employers’ offensive cre-

ates inbuilt limits to this process. With

real wages hardly rising any big increase
in consumer spending will have to come
either from increased debt or from tax

cuts.

Debt levels are beginning to rise. But

while headline interest rates are low,
real interest rates (which take into ac-
count inflation) are still at historically

high levels. In addition a growing number

of elderly people are living off past sav-

ings. Their spending is cut if interest

rates fall.

On the other hand the Tories are
desperate to cut taxes and fuel a pre-
election boom.

The problem here is that, despite
cuts in public expenditure, the govern-
ment budget deficit continues to rise
stubbornly because of the massive rise
in tax evasion by companies. This was
shown dramatically earlier this summer

were £6 billion lower than expected.

In the short run then the Tories are
in a difficult situation. The National In-
stitute of Economic and Social Research
predicts higher growth in the future but
comments ruefuily that “despite this
generalised optimism, there is as yet
little evidence that growth is picking up
substantially™.

In fact the long run outlook is even
worse. Poor investment is now affecting
productivity growth and manufacturing
productivity failed to grow in 1995.

It is true, as Tory ministers never fail
to remind us, that growth is lower and
unemployment higher elsewhere in
Europe at present. But that is not a
reflection of British economic success
but of the crisis of capitalism in the
European Union and the effects of the
Maastricht Treaty process.

Perhaps the Tories will engineer a
mini-boom just before the election. But
the chances of any growth strong
enough to affect the result remain much
less. And any such boom will simply
postpone the re-emergence of the un-
derlying problems of British capitalism,
which the Tories are no nearer to solv-
ing now than at any point since 1979.

Labour set to inherit cleaned out Treasury

“But when he got there
The cupboard was bare,
And so the poor workers
got none".

17 YEARS of Tory government tax
cuts and profligacy have cleaned
out the national kitty, according to

official figures released in Septem-
ber.

Interest payments on staggering lev-
els of government borrowing are now the
fourth biggest category of public spend-
ing — above defence, and below only
social security, health and education.

The indebtedness of the British state
has tripled since 1979: indeed the na-
tional debt has doubled to £385 billion
since John Major took over, while bil-
lions have been handed to the very rich-
est in Tory tax cuts.

The Tories have squandered £77 bil-
lion in North Sea Oil revenue and a mas-
sive £64 billion from privatisation, as
well as borrowing an extra £223 billion
since 1979.

So serious is the imbalance — with
the economy on track for a budget deficit
equivalent to 5% of national income by
the year 2000 — that most objective
analysts predict that whichever govern-
ment wins the next election they will
have to put taxes up sharply — or savage
the remnants of the welfare state to cut
spending.

Simply to cut the deficit to 2.5%
would require the equivalent of a 7p
Increase in income tax.

Tony Blair’s team are not like Old
Mother Hubbard. They know already
that the Tories have left the cupboard
quite bare.

Yet instead of examining ways in
which the rich, the banks and big busi-

ness can be made to pay the cost of the
crisis created by the Tories they have

joined 1n the conspiracy of silence and

the crazy Dutch auction in which Tories
and Labour bid for the middle class vote,
claiming to be the party of lowest taxa-
tion.

Alan Simpson MP has pointed out
that a tax of just one eighth of one percent
on the speculative dealings conducted
through the City of London would yield
over £50 billion a year. A turnover tax
on multinationals trading in Britain
would bring billions more, without
touching the pay packets of working
class people. But even such radical re-
formsare too daring for New Labour.

It’s time to demand some honesty
from Labour’s front bench moralisers
and religious fanatics.

John Lister
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Bob Pennington: revolutionary militant

Jane Kelly

SADLY, BOB Pennington died of
a stroke in a Brighton hospital in
mid-September: he was 69. Al-
though for the last nine years he
had not been active, he was in-
volved in revolutionary politics
from joining the Young Commu-
nist League until the age of 60 when
he was still on the editorial board

of Socialist Qutlook.

Bob left the Communist Party over
the reformism of The British Road to
Socialism, and was recruited in 1952 by
Mary Archer to Socialist Outlook,
(which became the Socialist Labour
League in 1959, forerunner of the Work-
~ers Revolutionary Party). By 1953 he
was a full time organiser.

The period he was most proud of was
when, from 1954-1957, he was a full
time organiser for the “‘Blue Union™’, the
National Amalgamated Stevedores and
Dockers Union, in Merseyside, despite
never having worked on the docks. It
was a period of explosive militancy,
with dock strikes against appalling con-
ditions, over safety and for pay rises
even before the war ended. There were
seven national unofficial strikes be-
tween 1945-1954 and troops were used
against the strikers in 1945 and 1949.
The TGWU, which organised the major-
ity of the workforce, was 1ncreasingly
seen by many rank and file dockers as
traitorous, selling out strikes, holding
down pay and generally doing the
bosses’ bidding.

Despite the achievement of the Na-
tional Dock Labour Scheme of 1947 the
TGWU refused to take advantage of the
dockers favourable position:

By John Lister

FORTY years ago this month, on
November 4, 1956, Nikita
Khruschev ordered Soviet tanks to
open fire on the Hungarian work-

ing class districts of Budapest.

The bombardment left 20,000 dead
and eventually crushed the revolution-
ary upsurge which had gripped the city:
but it also delivered a decisive blow to
the prestige and authority of the Kremlin
leadership in the eyes of countless thou-
sand members of Communist Parties
around the world, who were appalled at
the brutality of the repression of a work-
ers’ struggle. The British Communist
Party alone lost over 10,000 members as
a result of its shameless defence of the
attack.

Confidence in the ’progressive’ role
of Moscow’s Stalinist leadership had
already been severely shaken earlier in
1956 by Khruschev’s astonishing Secret
Speech to the Soviet CP’s 20th Con-
gress, in which he had revealed a monu-
mental list of crimes committed by the
previously idolised Joseph Stalin.
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“The TGWU... preferred to collabo-
rate with the government and the em-
ployers than to allow scope for a
politically militant leadership, and so the
advances that could have been made did
not take place.”

Bob Pennington: ’Decades of be-
trayal that led to the dockers’ last stand’,
Socialist Outlook No.15, May 1989.

A series of betrayals and the undemo-
cratic nature of the TGWU eventually
led Hull and a little later Birkenhead,
Liverpool and Manchester dockers to
leave and join the NASD, the *“‘Blue
Union™.

Socialist Qutlook was influential
amongst the rank and file leadership of
the Birkenhead dockers, having re-
cruited a number of them during a six
week unofficial strike in 1950. Bob’s
organisational skills and political acu-
men was seen by the “Blue’ dockers as
important in their fight for the recogni-
tion of their union.

o

Hungary 1956 ’

Among the revelations which rocked
the packed assembly of Stalinist bureau-
crats (accustomed as they were to un-
critical acceptance of Stalin’s
leadership and policies) was
Khruschev’s admission that the trau-
matic split between the Kremlin and Yu-
goslavia's Stalinist leader Tito in 1948
could have been avoided.

This caused especial embarrassment
for Hungarian leader Rakosi, who had
executed former Interior Minister
Laszlo Rajk in 1949 and jailed other
leading Hungarian CPers for alleged
collaboration with the ‘“‘fascist” Tito.
The following month Rakosi was forced
to admit that the show trial had been a
gigantic frame-up.

As Rakosi faced a growing storm of
dissent reaching beyond students and
intellectuals into layers of the police and
army, and was eventually replaced by
the equally objectionable Kremlin
stooge Erno Gero, a wave of strikes and
demonstrations broke out in Poland,
with workers demanding far-reaching
reforms.

On October 23, 100,000 Hungarian
workers and students demonstrated 1n
Budapest in solidarity with the Polish

Socialist Outlook welcomes letters. Post them to
Feedback, PO Box | 109, London N4 2UU. Those over
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By May 1955, when the recognition
strike started, two-thirds of the labour
force in the Liverpool docks were in the
“Blue’’, along with the majority in Man-
chester and Hull. Within a week 12,000
men were out.

The six week stoppage, without
strike pay and with the full force of both
the bosses and the TGWU ranged
against them, was characterised by rank
and file democracy. There were mass
meetings of 3-4,000 people, one of
7,000, and mass mobilisations:

‘“We organised a march through Liv-
erpool.... from the Pier Head to Bootle
down to the Gladstone Dock and we
took our collecting tins and we went 1nto
every pub and cafe on the way collecting
for the strike.”

(Interview with Bob Pennington by
Dave Baines in 1982 )

Although the strike failed, sold out by
the National Executive of the NASD,
there were still 8,000 out in Liverpool at

Turning point for Stalinism

struggles, but also with their own politi-
cal agenda. Some carried placard pic-
tures of Lenin, others pictures of former
Prime Minister Imre Nagy, who had
been ousted from office in 1954, and
become a focus for oppositional groups
demanding democratic reforms and in-
dependence from Moscow: but all fac-
tions united to haul down a gigantic
statue of Stalin.

Gero broadcast a heavy-handed at-
tack on the demonstrators: crowds im-
mediately converged on the radio station
— where they were fired upon by the
hated AVH secret police. As fighting
spread, Soviet troops garrisoned in Hun-
gary moved in.

October 24 saw the start of a general
strike. and fighting spread beyond Bu-
dapest. Moscow reluctantly agreed that
Nagy should take over as Prime Minister
as the man most likely to restore control.

Nagy moved only timidly at first,
offering little to the angry workers but
inviting two leaders of the suppressed
right wing Smallholders Party to join the
government.

The workers, however, linking up
with students and with rank and file
soldiers, were strengthening their resis-
tance. Rapidly they organised workers’
councils which challenged the control of
the hopelessly bureaucratised Commu-
nist Party.

On October 31, with Soviet troops
withdrawn from Budapest, a Parlia-
ment of Workers’ Councils drew up a
far-reaching statement of demands for
workers’ control over production, while
on the streets joint patrols of workers,
soldiers and students had taken to beat-
ing up members of the AVH secret po-
lice, who kept files on more than ten
percent of the 10 million Hungarians.

the end. The Northern members ot the
“Blue’”” were then excluded trom the
NASD, and its ex-General Secretary,
Newman, turned on its leaders, includ-
ing Bob. Writing in The Empire News
on July 3, 1955, he accused him of being
solely responsible for the strike and de-
nouncing him as a ““Trotskyist trouble-
maker’’, even though the same Newman
had nominated Bob as full timer for the
union only seven months earlier. Al-
though forced to readmit the ““North-
erners’’ by the courts the “‘Blue’ "union
declined from 16,000 in May 1955 to
around 3,000 by 1960.

During this process virtually the
whole of Birkenhead Port Workers’
Committee was recruited to Socialist
Outlook —which provided leadership for
the unofficial movement on Merseyside,
though the CP remained the political
leadership in London.

Bob worked for the SLL again from
1957 until he left in 1960. He briefly
flirted with a libertarian grouping, Soli-
darity, then in the late 1960s joined the
International Marxist Group, then grow-
ing fast in the leadership of the Vietnam
Solidarity Movement.

He became a national organiser, trav-
elling around the country, speaking at
meetings, helping recruit new members,
until an accident made him less mobile.
From then on he worked as a journalist
and educator in the group.

It is in this latter role that he 1s per-
haps best remembered. The education
provided for him by Mary and John
Archer was never forgotten and he rec-
ognised the importance of theory and
education for a revolutionary, just as
they had.

Always accessible in his language,
engaging in his style, he taught newer

Under this popular pressure, Nagy
called for the complete removal of Rus-
sian troops from Hungarian soil, and
then went on to propose leaving the
Warsaw Pact and declaring Hungary
neutral.

The Kremlin would not tolerate this
level of independence. Instead 1t set up
a new stooge government headed by
veteran Stalinist Janos Kadar, and sent
in heavy reinforcements to the Red
Army detachments which began their
attack by a massive artillery bombard-
ment designed to keep troops out of
contact with Hungarian workers.

200,000 Soviet troops were de-
ployed: but neither they nor the shells
that rained down could crush the spint
of the workers: the workers’ councils
and sporadic strikes continued through
to January.

When Kadar’s regime, backed by
Russian troops, arrested delegates at the
Budapest Central Workers’ Council on
December 11 it triggered a fresh general
strike the next day.

The military force of Stalinism even-
tually won the day, but at the expense of
exposing its inability to accept any de-
gree of internal democracy, and the hu-
miliating subordination of the ‘national’
bureaucracies of Eastern Europe to their
Soviet masters.

1956 had seen the first substantial
fractures in the Stalinist monolith; and

members about Stalinism, the history of
the unions and the Labour Party. the
achievements and betrayals, the history
of the Fourth International and the rest
of the left, in a way which 1s still memo-
rable.

| remember at my first IMG meeting
in South London he explained why
CND, despite its pacifism, was such an
important movement. He said: “Any
movement which threatens to deprive
the ruling class of its weapons, 1s radi-
cal”” —undermining in one sentence any
tendency to sectartanism or ultra
leftism.

He was especially tolerant of ncwer
members, though his line on youth was
—they should grow up! Though he didn't
suffer tools gladly and could be cutting
if you got on the wrong side of him, his
experience and ‘‘nose’’ for politics made
him a far-sighted and astute political
leader.

He was one of the first to fight for a
reorientation to the Labour Party 1n the
Bennite period, the first to insist on the
implications of the defeat of the Miners’
Strike of 1984-85.

In Socialist Outlook, formed by a
merger between International and So-
cialist Viewpoint after a split in the Fl
group Socialist Action (formerly IMG),
he was one of the first to recognise the
importance of the Poll Tax.

Although in the last years he was
alone and no longer politically active,
the many years working for revolution-
ary organisations having taken their toll,
his role as pohitical activist and educator
in the revolutionary movement, as hu-
mane and humorous companion, will
not be forgotten.

these were to develop into a succession
of new crises: but it had also seen a
glimpse of the working class response,
in all its strengths and weaknesses.

Workers had grasped the need to or-
ganise independently of the bureauc-
racy: but they had not developed a
coherent revolutionary programme, and
the vacillating leadership of Nagy, him-
self a bureaucrat schooled in Stalinism,
was inadequate to the task of ousting the
parasitic bureacracy.

But forty years on, as Hungarian
workers face the grim reality of the capi-
talist market and privatisation, it is the
revolutionary heritage of 1956 which
offers the best starting point for a re-
sponse.

Get organised, get active!
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Pete Cooper

A 50 STRONG meetingon Oc-
tober 26 in Manchester came
together to formally launch the
British campaign as part of the
Riropean marches agamnst Un-
employment, Job insecurity and
Social exclusion planned for
next spring.

The call for the Riropean
action was initiated by the
Fench organisation AC! (act
together angainst unemploy-
ment) who organised success-
ful marches on the issues in
France in 1994. Meetings in
Horence and Paris attended by
representatives from unem-
ployed and trade union organi-
sations from most Ruropean
countries have endorsed the
call for marches across the
Ruropean Union converging at
the Amsterdam Inter Govern-
mental Conference with a
30,000 strong demonstration
on June 14 1997. Marches are
currently planned in kaly, Spain,
France, Germany, Belgium,
Denmark and Holland.

The marches are in opposi-
tion to the implementation of
the Maastricht convergence cri-
teria for the creation of the
Riropean single currency. The
requirement that budget defi-
cits are reduced to 3% and
overall debts to 60% of Gross
Domestic Product is leading to
slashing of welfare budgets,
given that governments are un-
willing to raise taxes. This is
further exacerbating already
chronic unemployment - im-
plementation could create an
additional 10m unemployed on
top the 20m already out of
work. Cuts in Britain required
are £19bn or equivalent to the
whole of the NHS hospitals’
budget.

The Manchester meeting
was chaired by Mike Hindley
MEP for Lancashire South. He
explained the devastating effect
attempts to meet the conver-
gence criteria are having across
Burope and pointed to the pro-
tests occurring including mas-
sive strikes and
demonstrations.

Two proposals for action
were before the meeting. Glen
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Voris of & Helens TUC Re-
source Centre proposed that
we should attempt to build 3
marches; the first starting from
Scotland on May 10 1997, a
second from the North West

and a third march from
South Wales. Between them
they would go through most
major cities on this island.
There would be local meeting,
rallies and feeder marches along
the way and a major demon-
stration in London on June 7.
The marchers would then cross
to Belglum and march with the
other contingents to Amster-
dam. The British march should
have its own slogans; for full
employment; defend the wel-
fare state; scrap the KA.

He argued that while the
plan was ambitious, 1t was

German car workers demonstrate against cuts in welfare. Their

.......

S

banner reads "cutting sick pay stirs up poverty".

achievable. A draft budget of
about £50,000 would be re-
quired. Numbers of marchers
and routes covered could be
scaled down if not allthe money
was raised.

He pointed to the success of
the recent Welfare State Net-
work (W SN) Hull - Blackpool
march as evidence of what
could be achieved. Over half
the W SN marchers had already
pledged to march to Amster-
dam.

Organisations such as Re-
claim the Ruture who mobiksed
in support of the dockers dem-
onstration and Groundswell
campaigning against the Job
Seekers Allowance could be in-
volved in building for this excit-
Ing projct.
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The National Unemployed
Centres’ Combine represented
by Kevin Rynn and Martin Can-
tor proposed on the other hand
a Rolling Roadshow with Re-
gional TUCs organising
marches rallies and concerts at
each stop, to take place over a
10 day period before gomg on
to the Amsterdam demonstra-
tion.

They argued that full blown
marches were not only over-
ambitous but were not actually
desirable. Their position, they
stated, was In line with the view
of the TUC and STUC; while
the other proposals could end
up being ‘anti- trade union and
anti Labour.’

They received little support
for their view. Delegate after
delegate spoke m favour of the

on the ro
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political logic and practical vi-
ability of ‘full blown marches’.

Scepticism was expressed
that regional TUC’s would do
nothing, that even the modest
proposals of the Combine
would not be carried through.
Given the fact that the TUC
itself is in favour of monetary
union the likelihood of any ac-
tion from these quarters is
minimal.

After a long debate the &
Helens proposals were
adopted unanimously on the
suggestion of Kevin Rynn, with
the Combine reserving its posi-
tion.

A committee was elected
with a place reserved for the
Combine should they decide to
support the decision.

The meeting was confident
to set ambitious tasks at both a
political and organisational
level.

Every locality will need to
follow the lead of Birmingham
where the local Community
Conference, which has a proud
record of figthing cuts locally
agreed on Nov 1 not only to
back the march but to call a
loacl meeting to start serious
local organisation.

Begining to challenge the
supposed truth that Eiropean
monetary union is in all our
interests in no small job. Raising
£50,000 in less than a year and
planning marches and meetings
in every corner of the land is
hard work too. But it can and
must be done!

Dutch left prepares for Euro-protests

ON IANTARY 1 the Netherlands as-
2w tmg rresdency of the Ruropean
=+ 7 T -zinonse.the Dutch Left are

—.o i IZ e ll.mter-campaign of pro-
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_ -2 ~cexkend ofthe 26727 Oc-
.oher, Tu peopk met to launch the
campalgn. Those present ncluded the
Green left, Amnesty International,
Greenpeace, ‘Defence of the Environ-
ment’ (the Netherlands equivalent of
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Friends of the Earth), the former Mao-
ist Workers’ Party and the Socialist
Party, Dutch section of the Fourth
International as well as international
guests from France, Belgum, Mexico
and Denmark.

The debate in the Netherlands, one
of the countries at the heart of the
Furopean Union, is not whether it
should be ‘m or out’ of Rirope, but
about what kind of Furope. The meet-

ing drafted a Dutch ‘platform for a
different Rirope’, for a socil. ecolog-
cal, feminist and democratx Hirope.
and mtends to stmmulate debate on
how to get there.

A counter-summit s planned just
before the meeting of the heads of
government meeting m June, and at the
meeting workshops discussed differ-
ent aspects of an alternative. These
groups are intended to be the embryo

of future workmng groups during the
Dutch presidency and the counter-
SUMmmMmit .

An enthusiastic meeting declared
support for the Ruropean march for
jobs, although the campaign around
this is semi-autonomous from the
‘platform’, given that it will be possible
to win wider support from the labour
movement. Protests are being pre-
pared for the meeting of Riropean

transport ministers in January, and a
Earope-wide anti-racist conference
will take place during the counter-sum-
mit .

The Zapatistas ambassador to
Rurope was also present at the meeting
and pointed out that the Mexican gov-
ernment 1S preparing various deals
with the Riropean Union. He said he
would ask the Zapatistas to send dele-
gates to the counter-summit.




