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UTLOOK

bosses’

DESPITE HOURS of media coverage and acres of newsprint
devoted to it, the issue of European union and the Maastricht
summit still leave most British workers cold.

Many feel, correctly, that they are being offered no real choice at all.
Neil Kinnock’s right wing Labour team is vying with John Major’s
faction of Tories and Paddy Ashdown'’s Liberal Democrats in their effort
to appear the most enthusiastic supporters of European “unity’.

This leaves the opposition under the domination of ‘little Englander’
Thatcherite Tories, whose main objection to a more integrated EC is that
it concedes too much in the way of welfare benefits and rights to the
- working class.
| Socialists object to the Maastricht proposals from a very different point

of view. We can see the reactionagy character of the ‘united Europe’
~ being pieced together by right wing governments in smoke-filled rooms,
~ the Europe of Kohl and Major:

Europe!

Leading fan of
the Social
Charter:
Germany'’s
Konhl

B A CAPITALIST Europe, in which already almost 20 million are
unemployed, and 44 million people have an income less than half the
average of their country;

B An IMPERIALIST Europe, forging ‘unity’ between capitalists in
preparation for trade war against the USA and Japan, while feeding off
the misery, cheap labour and raw materials of the Third World;

B ARACIST Europe, tightening a web of immigrationlaws toincrease
discrimination against blacks and ethnic minorities, as we can see from
Kenneth Baker’s reactionary Asylum Bill (See Page 15).

Against those who seek unity with Europe’s bankers under the fig-
leaf of the powerless Social Charter, socialists call for a fighting unity of
the European working class against capitalists and their governments.

Against the warlike unity of bosses in the looming trade war, we call
for a united socialist states of Europe.
ANALYSIS, see centre pages.
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Thousands

march
against
fascism

By Pete McDonald

ANTI-FASCISTS marched through the East End
of London on Remembrance day to protest
against the rise of racist attacks and the danger
of the growth of fascism. It was the largest such
demonstration for some time. Even the police es-

timated 4,000.

The demonstration included a large number of left
wing organisations. The local labour movement was
also well represented. Marchers were confident,
despite police attempts to stamp out protest. There
were few arrests, showing the importance of ex-

perienced stewarding.

Most encouraging was the turn-out of a large num-
ber of the Asian community to watch the demonstra-

tion and show suppott.

The demonstration was a step forward for anti-fas-
cists, but the left should learn from the past-a

united campaign is needed.
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French fascist visits Britain

Racism poisons left and greens

By Patrick Baker
JEAN MARIE Le Pen,
French fascist leader, is com-
ing to Britain, invited by the
far right grouplet ‘Western
Goals’.

Le Pen, whose ideas are now
shared by a third of French
people, according to recent
polls, looks likely to win the
seat for Nice in regional elec-
tions in March.

TheFrench fascists havebeen
taking advantage of cross-party
support for immigration con-
trols to popularise theirideas. It
is no great surprise that such
ideas find sympathy among
France’s ‘mainstream’ right-
wing parties, with leading
figures such as Valery Giscard
d’Estaing declaring his support
for coalition with the Front.

But now theracists’ ideas are
eating away at the margins of
the left and the greens. Over
20% of green supporters and
one in six communists ap-
parently agree ‘with the ideas
defended by Jean Marie Le

"Pen’.

As for the Socialist party,
president Edith Cresson
declared on July 8 that her
government was ready to begin
a policy of mass expulsions
‘sending people back to their
countries as soon as the law has
established that they have no
right to be here’.

The Front’s latest propagan-
da tactic has been to distribute
fake identity cards on the
streets, witha notice on the back
declaring ‘If you don’t want to
stay inactive in the face of the
legal invasion of our country or-

ganised by the socialists, con-
tact the Front National.’

But not every political cur-
rent has been seduced by Le
Pen’s propaganda. A coalition
of anti-racist groups including
S0OS-Racisme havestarted to or-
ganise for a mass demonstra-
tion in Paris for "Equal Rights
for All’.

The demonstration, backed
by a number of immigrant and
political groups, is to call for a
real right to asylum, to housing
and social security, and an end
toracist abuses of thelaw. It will
pose aright to citizenship and a
right to vote as an alternative to
the current expulsions and
hounding of immigrants.

Efforts are now being made
to launch a broad coalition in
Britain to oppose Le Pen’s visit.
A number of Euro-MPs, anti-

racist groups and the National
Union of Students have issued
an initial appeal.

Le Pen has been invited for a
meeting of the ‘Group of the
European Right' — the fascist
group in the European Parlia-
meht — between the 4th and 6th
of December. Similar plans for
a mass demonstration were
made when Le Pen was invited

By Bill Turner
ATTEMPTS by the racist right to
gain a foothold in electoral politics
are not confined to Europe.

David Duke, until recently aleader
of the neo-nazi Ku Kiux Klan (KKK),
ran as an ‘Independent Republican’
candidate in elections for the Gover-
nor of Louisiana.Duke lost to the
Democrat, but nonetheless picked
up 40% of the vote.

Black and civil rights groups fear
that his brand of racist politics is not
confined to the Louisiana back-
woods, and could run rampant
through many US states. There is
even speculation that despite losing
the election, Duke might run against
George Bush in next year’'s
Presidential race.

Though Duke has disowned his
fascist past, claiming that it was ‘a
youthful indiscretion’, his links with
the far right remain close.

Duke's campaign office was next
door to the HQ of the ‘National As-
sociation for the Advancement of

claims that the NAAWP is a ‘civil

rights organisation’.

But as recently as the mid-1980s,
David Duke said ‘Jews probably
deserve to go into the ash bin of
history’, while his speeches are
larded with disparaging, racist
remarks against (black) welfare
claimants.

Duke's violent nazipast fed tohim
being disowned as a candidate by
President George Bush, despite the
fact that hewais the only Republican
onthelist. ™

But the fact that many of the ideas
he preaches — opposition to positive
action for black people and un-
employment benefit — have been
espoused by Bush himself, means
that Duke was able to gain ‘respect-
ability’ in many voters’ eyes.

Anthony Lewis, a columnist for the
New York Times, points out that
Duke employs ‘the same rhetoric ...
used by President Bush and his
people. It can be — and often is — a
genteel code to evoke anti-black
feelings.’

As with the Front National in

White People’, once runby Duke. Hes. pranee  the ideas of fascism are

Klansman candidate
exposes Bush

gaining a new ‘respectability’ in US
politics. Though the fascists have no
mass party in the USA, their ideas
are being increasingly espoused by
the Republican right, much as they
were in Thatcher's Tory party.

A coalition of forces opposed not
just to the imagery of nazism, but the
racistideas underlying it, needs tobe
built to destroy this respectability
once and for all. in Louisiana, anti-
fascists in the ‘Louisiana Coalition
Against Racism and Nazism’ have
tried to expose the lies used in
Duke’s campaign.

A broad alliance, involving anti- §§

racists, trade unionists and others is
what is necessary to prevent the
slide of US politics towards the racist
ideas of David Duke.

Butthe lack of a global alternative,
offering answers to the economic
crisis, poverty and unemployment
that provide a breeding ground for
racism will remain a problem.

Untit the USA has a party based

on its union movement that can rep-.|

resent workers' interests, the job of
fighting racism will be an uphill battie.

to a fringe meeting at the 1987
Tory conference. The result was
that he didn’t show up.

It is vital that the labour
movement in Britain shows that
Le Pen and his ideas are not
welcome here.

Contact: Ad-Hoc Committee
to Stop Le Pen’s Visit, PO Box
273, Forest Gate, London E7.

Tel: 071277 0817
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A hew upsurge
of fascism?

By Phil Hearse and Dave

Packer

AT THE NEXT general elec-
tion the British National
Party and the National Front
will put up more than 20
candidates. Isolated for
more than a decade, the fas-
cists are making a comeback.
Why?

During the Thatcher years,
the right wing leadership of the
Tory party squeezed the space
for the authoritarian right wing.
With Thatcher and Tebbit at the
helm, bashing the unions, bash-
ing the blacks and bashing for-
eigners was a central govern-
ment preoccupation.

Ultra-nationalism, wrapped
in the union jack, was paraded
in the Malvinas war. All the
reactionary forces in society ral-
lied round Thatcher.

But the catastrophe of the
poll tax changed all that. Grow-
ing Tory unpopulari:ly pushed
Thatcher out. Under John
Major, the right wing rhetoric
has had to betoned down, if the
Tories are to have any chance in
the general election.

But 12 years of Tory rulehave
led to big social changes which
give the fascists new openings.
A new social base for fascist
ideas and movements is being
created. Who are the people the
BNP could win support from?

All the opinion polls show
the most consistently reaction-
ary layer in society is the
“traditional’ petty bourgeoisie —
shopkeepers and owners of
small businesses of all kinds.
These people have been hard
hit during the recession which
followed the ‘Lawson boom’ of
the mid-1980s.

During the boom years, per-
sonal consumption among the
middle class rocketed. Tens of
thousands of small businesses
came into existence to meet the
demand for personal services
and consumer goods.

Lawson relaunched the

economy after 1986 on a sea of
credit; many of the small busi-
nesses borrowed heavily to get
going and survive.

Now tens of thousands go
bankrupt each year. Among
these people, hatred of the
banks, and hatred of big busi-
ness competitors like super-
markets is rampant. They are a
fertile breeding ground for
racist and reactionary ideas.

But the fascist shock troops
come from a different part of
society. Thatcherism has
created a more unequal society
than at any time since the 1890s.
Mass and long-term unemploy-
ment creates inner-city areas of
desperate poverty, the kind of
areas which exploded in thelate
summer riots.

Unemployed youth and the
new ‘underclass’ of paupers is
another fertile ground for the
emergence of fascism. It links
into poorer sections of the
employed white working class
who are deeply imbued with
racism.

Both the bankrupt petty
bourgeoisie and the pauperised
underclass share one thing —
resentment of the system,
without strong connections to
the labour movement. The
unions have refused to organise
the unemployed, a massive
strategic failure. Many young
people have no experience of
the labour movement at all.

The bankrupted petty bour-
geoisie feel no affinity for the
labour movement. Only a
strong and confident working
class movement, making ad-
vances and with a clear
programme for reconstituting
society —including cheap credit
for small businesses — could
win them over. )

Thus the creation of a new
base for the fascists is above all
a punishment of the official
labour movement for its
failures. None of the more
desperatesections of society see
any future in Kinnockism or
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Birmingham fascists cash in on anti-Republican backlash
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new realism. It is above all the
defeats of key workers’ strug-
gles like the miners’ strike and
the Wapping dispute which
gives the fascists their opening.

A new twist to this situation
is given by the gradual emer-
gence of a united capitalist
Europe. In many European
countries we are seeing the
emergence of an ‘anti-
federalist’ right.

Thus in Britain, as British
capitalism goes more and more
into crisis, the ideological basis
is created for hostility to ‘for-
eigners’ interfering in ‘our’
business. Under Thatcher anti-
Europeanism was effectively
channeled by the government.
Now this is much less certain.

Many liberals and social
democrats see fascism as a
nuisance, but basically unim-
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that can easily be solved by
extra police vigilance.

Such views are light-minded
and short-sighted. The growth
of Jean-Marie Le Pen’s Front
National in France shows why.
Le Pen’s movement has become
a semi-permanent factor in
French politics. The Front Na-
tional is likely to be the largest
right-wing party in next year’s
elections.

The days when fascism in
Europe was a movement of a
few disturbed people who held
parties on Hitler’s birthday are
gone. They are gone because of

widest possible anti-fascist
unity in action is needed. This
has to involve full support for
the self-defence of the black
communities.

But anti-fascist mobilisation
is not nearly enough to deal
with the scope of the problem.
The far right will be effectively
fought when the labour move-
ment offers a clear and attrac-
tive alternative perspective for
the most downtrodden in
society.

Anti-fascism must always be
linked to an alternative
programme for reconstituting

portant. A growth of fascists or-
ganisations may lead to a few
unfortunate consequences, like
a stepping up of racist attacks,
but this is seen as something

nearly 20 years.

the prolonged capitalist crisis
which has existed for more

society. And that means build-
ing a revolutionary current in
the labour movement.

Clearly the left must turn to
anti-fascist mobilisation. The

Staging the largest of the fascist groups’ rally - John Tyndail's BNP

Who are Britain’s fascists?

By Patrick Baker
THE SCENE on Britain’s far right is beginning to
change, with the National Front in rapid decline and
the British National Party upping its profile.

The NF, the best known of Britain’s fascist organisa-
tions, still outnumbers the rest. But despite its 4,000
paper members at the beginning of the year, the Front
is in decline. Its real membership is probably nearer half
the paper figure. Under the leadership of lan Anderson,
the organisation has decided to tum to electoral politics
in abig way.

The original decision to stand in more than 60 seats
in the coming elections appears to be a product of the
far right's success on the continent.

But in reality, they are more likely to stand more like
a dozen candidates. They did have £100,000 in their
election kitty — but the ownership of this is contested,
and other party funds have been frittered away.

They may have some cash in their coffers, but the
NF have considerable problems. Not only have three of
their executive recently been arrested, but also recent
NF events have badly flopped.

Less than 100 turned up to their St.George's Day
rally, despite it being held in their strongest area, and
less than 200 tumed out on Remembrance Sunday. The
latter used to attract thousands in the 1970s. Their
publications — The Flag, Vanguard and Lionheart —
appear only sporadically.

But the BNP, led by John Tyndall, has been attracting
increasing numbers with its hard line and high public
profile. Though smaller than the NF at 1,500 or so, the
BNP has been using its international links to stage some
of the largest fascist rallies in recent times.

It has been recruiting from the NF. It will probably

stand in around ten seats in the coming elections - and
could win support in London, judging by some past
figures.

The ‘British Nationalists’ are linked into the far right
abroad through a Belgium-based network called the
Odal ring. Top German and US nazis spoke at BNP
raliies last year, attended by up to 600 people. But more
recently, the party has been concentrating on activity in
east and south east London.

Butthe party is now facing some difficulties in Bexley,
where it has its headquarters. After pressure from anti-
fascists, local councillors have threatened to take action
to have them removed if any more BNP propaganda
appears in the area.

Blood and Honour, with around 1600 skinhead sup-
porters, are based around the band The Klansmen
(previously Skrewdriver), and have commercial opera-
tions worth around a million pounds.

The British Movement, a secretive operation run on
the basis of false addresses and cells, numbers a few
hundred. The undercover nature of the operation is
perhaps explained by their members' liing for guns, not
to mention armed robbery.

Other British fascist groups include the KKK, num-
bering around 400; two groups called The Third Way,
each with 50-odd members (one of whom is Patrick
Harrington); the League of St George, led by Keith
Thompson, which has apparently gone rather downhill
from its original millionaire membership; and a couple
of hundred Friends of Mosley, largely ageing blackshirts
led by John Warburton from Hackney.

@ Much of this information is from Searchiight
magazine, £12 a year from 37b New Cavendish
Street, London W1M8JR
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Home News

by Phil Hearse

ONE of the most infuriating
things about the collapse of
the command economies in
the east is the common
presumption that
capitalism is the most ra-
tional system. But if you are
one of those people who
clings to the ‘old-fashioned”
view that capitalism is
crazy, then recent news can
only have confirmed your
views.

Local authorities are to take
over the houses of people
evicted for not ‘faying their
mortgages, and house the
homeless in them. Can anyone
have thought of a more perfect
demonstration of the view that
capitalism is nuts?

Home repossessions could
go as high as 100,000 this year.
On the surface of things this
seems illogical; mortgage rates
have gone down progressive-

ly. The reason of course is the
rise in unemployment.

Once Thatcherism launched
its all-out offensive against the
public housing sector, home
ownership became the only vi-
able way to get a roof over your
head for miﬁions of people.

But as a result unemploy-
ment often means you lose
your home.

Thereis another factor. Inthe
1980s credit was plentiful and
bank profits were high. Now,
with people struggling to pay
their accumulated debts,
banks’ profits are down and
the banks are getting mean.
Robert Maxwell could get
away with £3.5 billion debts,
but ordinary %unters are get-
ting screwed by the banks if
they let their payments slip.

Why has the government
decided to let these homes to
the homeless? Mainly to get the
building societies off the hook.

Empty and unprofitable
housing stock will now be oc-

Tories’ housing scheme
madness

cupied, and paid for by local
authorities.

Poll tax payers are asked to
pay for a system which is in-
capable of solving the basic
problem of housing.

® Meanwhile figures from
Michael Heseltine’s Depart-
ment of Environment show
that council rents are forecast to
rise by up to 20 per cent or even
more in many areas, with the
higher increases falling in the
south.

These increases come as a
way of reducing government
spending at the expense of
working class tenants.

® Another piece of capitalist
craziness: In the autumn
budget the Chancellor allo-
cated an extra £4.5 billion to
social security, mainly because
of therise in unemployment. A
rational social system would
utilise resources to give people
productive work. But rot
capitalism.

Tories turn on

squatters

By Sam Inman
IN THEIR latest search for a
convenient scapegoat, the
Tories have announced
proposals for legislation
aimed at curbing s?uatting.

Former press officer for
Thatcher, Bernard Ingham -
now employed by Westminster
council - says that this is a basic
issue of defending private
property.

There are now around 50,000
squatted homes in Britain, some
30,000in London alone. Virtual-
ly all are squatted because for
many people, it’s a choice be-
tween that or the streets.

The vast majority of squatted
properties are owned by coun-
cils or housing associations.
Very few are actually privately-
owned residential homes. Sothe
Tory-perpetrated myth of
owrners returning from holidays
to find their homes occupied by
dirty, drug-using youths is a
million miles from reality.

Squatting is not a choice of
lifestyle. It is a symptom of the
criminal neglect of public hous-
ing that has taken place over the
last decade. Nobody in their
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right mind would actually free-
ly choose to live somewhere
with the threat of almost imme-
diate eviction hanging over
their head.

Both Tory and Labour coun-
cils in London have been
vigorously evicting squatters
for some time.

If anyone has any doubt that
this leads to homelessness, then
they only have to look at the
figures in Labour-controlled
Southwark council.

After amassive purgeagainst
squatters in this borough, the
number of homeless people
went up by exactly the same fig-
ure.

Socialists should not need
any convincing that a mass cam-
paign is necessary to kill this
new anti-squatting bill. Within
this, cheap, affordable, public
housing has got to be
demanded.

The Labour Party leadership
has made much of the crime of
homelessness, on a par with
what they’ve said about the
NHS. Now is the time to build a
labour movement campaign to
do something about it.

........................................ |
....................................... |

........................................

SWP conference - a
little less than honest

by Dave Osler
DISCUSSION at the Socialist
Workers Party’s recentannual con-
ference centred on the notion of a
prevailing ‘'vacuum on the left’. But
does the organisation have the
politics that can fill it?

The claim is that Stalinism, the
Labour left and Militant can ali be
written off, leaving the SWP as the
only organised force to the left of
Kinnock.

With the collapse of the competi-
tion, the theory runs, the SWP can
both grow sharply and politically
dominate all the activists it cannot ~
as yet — racruit.

There was a token nod to modesty
in a speech by party leader Tony
Cliff, who admitted ‘Our 6,000 mem-
bers alone are not enough to make
adecisive difference’. But if afighting
periphery of just 10,000 can be built,
he argued, ‘we can be a decisive
factor'.

The schema neatly leapfrogs
such outdated andinconvenient con-
cepts as building a mass party or
consistent united front work. The
SWP is not politically equipped to
undertake either. Instead, it plans a
go-it-alone stab at winning real in-
fluence, real soon.

In practice, the organisation still
has to resort to misrepresentation in
its attempts to draw wider layers
around it. Hundreds of disillusioned
former Labour activists were recently
persuaded to sign an SWP-circu-
lated open letter, condemning Kin-
nock and demanding the formation
of ‘an independent socialist alterna-
tive to Labour'.

The deliberately ambiguous
wording did not mention the party by
name once, purposefully implying a
call for exactly the sort of new broad
left grouping ruled out by the
‘vacuum on the left’ posture. But then
a more honest ‘leave Labour - join
the SWP’ declaration would have at-
tracted rather fewer signatories.

Any apparent vacuum in British
politics results from the imminence of
a general election. The present
quiescence of the labour movement
could rapidly shatter, especially after
a Labour victory.

Stalinism and Bennism are both
currently down, but they're certainly
not out. 1992 could see significant
regroupments around the CPGB's
‘Democratic Left' project and/or the
Socialist Movement.

Militant, even after the forthcom-
ing likely split, will still be at least as
strong as the SWP numerically, and

enjoy a qualitatively superior implan-
tation in the working class. When it
begins to work outside the Labour
Party in Scotfand, the SWP will soon
notice the competition.

And while the Scottish National
Party was not deemed worthy of a
mention in the party's Anglocentric
general perspectives document, it is
now winning widespread working
class support.

Dissident platforms appeared in
pre-conference discussion bulleting
for the first time since the mid-80s,
calling for democracy inside the
party and, in three separate instan-
ces, the adoption of a programme.
Astonishingly for a revolutionary
party, the SWP has managed
without one since 1975.

Southampton members earlier
this year circulated a call for the right
to form permanent factions and a
regular internal bulletin. A long-run-
ning external pro-democracy group-
ing is increasingly active and gaining
members.

In response, the central commit-
tee has now abolished the standing
national committee, the lay body
which oversees it, on the grounds
that it was 'largely irrelevant’.
Demacracy is obviously the vacuum
in the SWP.
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Unions

Wmen in the

With the Women in the Unions

Conference called on November 23rd ov
Women for Socialism and the Sociaiist

Movement Trade Union Committee.
women now have an opportunity to
re-build a movement for equal pay and
conditions. Here CAROLYN SIKORSKI
takes a look back at women's struggles
in the past and at how we can use these
lessons to move forward after the

conference.

Lessons from
the past

UNLESS WE understand the
roots of how women relate to
the unions and where they’re
coming from, socialists are
not going to get to grips with
what is happening now — let
alone understand what

needs to be done.
There is a high level of ig-
norance about women and their

. relationship to the unions. But

it is a history that can inspire,
particularly in these demoralis-
ing days of a low level of class
struggle.

In 1788 (before the ‘Vindica-
tion of the Rights of Women’
was even written), women
spinners in Leicester fought
zealously against their jobs
being taken over by spinning
mills. They organised riots of
their ‘menfolk’ and formed
their own union, called the
‘Sisterhood’.

One of the most impressive
examples of women'’s militancy
comes from 1875 when women
weavers in Dewsbury struck
against a pay-cut. They formed
an all-women strike committee
and addressed meetings of be-
tween 7000 and 9000 people.

The creativity that women
can bring to industrial action
was shown in the Birmingham
chain-makers’ strike of 1911.

* Here the women were striking

around theissues of recognition
and pay. The women addressed
meetings and marched in
chains — symbolising their
enslavement.

Alsoin 1911, during the great
transport strike, women in
Docklands — wives, mothers
and sisters of the dockers —who
worked un-unionised in con-
fectionary factories spon-
taneously walked out. They
brought out women from other
factories too.

21 factories were affected and
meetings of 15,000 people were
seen in Southwark Park. As a
result of their action, workers in
18 of these factories won pay
increases.

At every stage of the uptun
of working class struggle in
Britain women have been there,
often in the forefront. But what
of the history of attempts to or-
ganise women in the unions?

During the 1870s the
Women'’s Trade Union League
was set up. It was initially in-
tended to organise women's
unions.

Showing its liberal roots, the
League was not initially in
favour of strikes or other in-
dustrial action. But in time
women’s struggles were sup-
ported and the League was in-
volved with the famous
matchgirls’ strike in 1888. It was
this year that the TUC first
passed a motion in support of
equal pay.

The League led to the forma-
tion of the National Federation
of Women Workers. The
leadership’s general approach
was to get women into the
unions so that strikes could be
prevented by union mediation.
In 1922 this disappeared —
literally — into the General and
Municipal Workers” Union.

A big reaction against
women at work was now taking
place. Throughout the 1920s
many unions passed motions
arguing that married women
should not be allowed to work.

“But in several of the main
unions there were women’s sec-
tions, reserved places on execu-
tives and women'’s advisory
committees.

How does this relate to the
militancy of women?

The first general pattern that
emerges is that women organise

through action. Throughout the
period already referred to,
women are generally disor-
ganised initially. They then join
the unions or women'’s sections
inlarge numbers. But then after
the action recedes they largely
disappear from union activity
or even from the union itself.

The matchgirls’ strike is a
good example. They had a
demonstration which did not
get them anywhere. Annie Be-
sant, a fabian journalist, wrote a
series of articles revealing how
appalling their conditions
were. The result was that the
women who had given her the
information were sacked.

Most of the 3,000 matchgirls
were young Irish women and
many were homeworkers —
making it difficult to organise
them. They struck around the
issue of victimisation and also
took up the question of their
working conditions. :

Receiving much support, the
women were reinstated and
their conditions improved.
Theydid set up their own union.
But after the strike women
drifted away and the union
only lasted for 15 years.

A League survey of trade
union organisers in 1900
showed the majority of men
who answered were extremely
negative in their attitudes to
women in the unions. They said
that women were apatheticand
irrational(!).

Women were also not taking
part in the ‘management’ of the
unions. This was true even in
the better unions.

While women organisers
alsoresponded negatively, they
did point out that onceinvolved
in the union, women actually
made better organisers and
were often more committed.
They often had more invested
inthe union, as they had to fight
the attitude that women should

Fighting their way to thé forefront: women make up over 70 per cent of health unions

be subservient to men.

Throughout the 1800s the na-
ture of church and state
propaganda on the role of
women — as homemaker,
mother and wife — intensified.

This was accepted by the
majority of women and men,
particularly in the higher strata
of the working class. It under-
mined the struggle for equal
rights and equal pay.

Without equal pay, women
became a pool of cheap labour,
leading to the depression of
men’s wages and also providing
a pool of scab labour. It exacer-
bated the view that women
were taking ‘men’s jobs’. When
men were thrown out of work,
women tended to be employed
because they were much
cheaper.

The ideological offensive has
to be understood in terms of
creating this pool of cheap

labour, in dividing working
people, rather than in terms of
forcing women back into the
home. Itserves as a valuable les-
son today.

The key issues that socialists
have to address, and will un-
doubtedly be discussed at the
conference, are: 1. How to in-
volve women in the unions in
such a way that they will stay
involved; 2. How best to build
and harness the militancy of
women workers; 3. How to take
forward the cross-union ap-
proach of the Socialist Move-
ment Trade Union Committee
amongst women activists —
maybe a women'’s sub-commit-
tee of the SMTUC needs to be
formed.

Information for this article has
been taken from Barbara Drake’s
book, ‘Women in the Trade
Unions’, originally published by
Labour Research in 19...

After the
conference

CLEARLY the long term aim of
socialist feminists is towork out how
the militancy of women can be fed
successfully into the trade union
movement. This is something both
the unions and the left are presently
missing out on.

Both the creative approach and
the commitment that women bring to
workers' struggles is desperately
needed. There should also be a
perspective of orientating the unions
towards recruiting other women, par-
ticularly homeworkers and telesales
workers. )

The Women in the Unions con-
ference, organised by Women for
Socialism (WfS) and the Secialist
Movement Trade Union Committee
(SMTUC), is likely to attract a small
butimportant layer of women who are

active in their unions or who are in
struggles taking place at present —
such as women involved in the Cam-
den social workers' strike and the
Pergamon dispute.

It has to be recognised that, par-
ticularly atthe moment, itis difficult to
reach wide layers of women trade
unionists. What it may be possible to
do from this conference is to start to
build a network of women activists in
the unions, in preparation for a bigger
event in Autumn 1992.

Establishing a looser network
would enable women to contribute
ideas around what they would lke
from next year's event. It would also
facilitate direct input of women’s
ideas into the SMTUC.

This is particularly important,
given the low level of women'’s invol-
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~, Vvement to date, as women will
have much to offer in terms of
ideas for the organisation’s
‘Which way for socialists in the
unions?’ conference in July next
year.

This conference will be look-
ing at the new management of-
fensive, new techniques for
management and the fight
against anti-union legislation —
all of which affect women in
specific ways.

The Women in the Unions
conference could also launch
some initiative around the issue
of low pay, or at least help build

up some head of steam around
the issue.
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