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THE PLEDGE by Labour’s leadership to scrap the Tory B OPEN UP district health authorities, which the Tories
‘reforms’ to the National Health Service is perhaps the most reduced to tiny rump bodies, by bringing back local
radical policy commitment they will make for the election. councillors and by amalgamating them with the Family
Health Service Authorities which run GP services.

Kinnock’s team has been forced to the conclusion that the
Thatcherite reforms — which have marketised and All this falls far short of a socialist programme for the NHS:
bureaucratised the NHS, establishing unpopular opted-out there is no pledge to democratise the health authorities, only
Trusts and fund-raising status for GPs as it paves the way vague commitments on additional funding, no reference to
for more privatisation — cannot be amended and must be nationalisation of the hugely profitable drug companies —
swept away. and not even a pledge to abolish the prescription charge
which 13 years of Tory rule has pushed up from 20p to £3.75.

Labour is now committed to:

B SCRAP the anarchic ‘internal market’ system, which has
cost £1 billion, bringing a bonanza for accountants, a
paperchase of invoices, and the growing threat of haphazard
hospital closures, all at the expense of patient care;

However there is still a real choice on offer, between a
catastrophic fourth term of Tory offensive against the NHS -
which would drive further wedges of privatisation,
means-testing and commercialisation into the most popular
of public services, — and Labour’s commitment to halt that

B SCRAP fund-holding status for family doctors, through - process. Under the Tories the battles would all be defensive,
which a tiny minority of GPs have used | neir privileged ~ while under Labour health workers and campaigners could
position to ensure their patients jump queues for treatment, fight for additional demands. :

bringing a two-tier system into the NHS; If only Labour policy on the Tory anti-union laws and a host

B SCRAP the opting out of hospitals and services, of other issues were half as bold and forthright as the new
abolishing the secretive and expensive apparatus of ‘Self NHS policy, perhaps Kinnock’s party would be ahead
Governing Trusts’, and bringing them back under the instead of lying neck and neck in the polls with the Major
control of local health authorities; mafia!
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The plot of the film ‘Highlander 2’ revol-
ves around the disappearance of the
ozone layer, and the building of global
shield to keep out ultra-violet radiation.
It is fast becoming clear that the science
fiction lies in the building of a shield, not
the possibility of the destruction of the
ozone layer.

Scientists have discovered a new emerging
hole in the northern hemisphere to add to the
one over the South Pole. The area affected
covers the northernmost parts of the US,
Europe, Canada and Russia.

Previous findings had shown ozone deple-
tion of between four and eight per cent in this
area. But the new studies predict a decline
which by this spring will be 40 or 50 per cent -
far worse than anyone could have imagined in
such a short time.

The causes of this potential ozone
catastrophe are not in dispute. It is the high
concentrations of chlorine monoxide, a by-
product of CFC chemicals, which are eating the
ozone layer.

If the ozone hole emerges and remains in
place, the effects will be catastrophic. A huge
bombardment of ultra-violet (UV) radiation
will hit the earth, causing a vast increase in
cancers, damaging human immune systems,
wrecking agriculture and harming marine life

Don’t let
Kinnock lose

Ecological catas

Editorial -

Promicgea: Sesemien 1S 14N

in the Atlantic.

What can be done? Only the banning of CFCs
and the prevention of the emission of fossil
fuels into the atmosphere could, over a long
time, create the conditions for repairing the
ozone layer. But little or nothing is being done.

In 1987 many governments world-wide met
in Montreal to discuss action on CFCs. They
decided to phase out these gases by the year
2000. Even this was too little, too late; and in
any case, there is little evidence that this target
will be reached.

To stave off ecological catastrophe, defend-
ing the ozone layer is just one, admittedly im-
portant, step. The other major task is stopping

tophe?

global warming.

There is now a mountain of evidence about
the shift in global weather patterns because of
warming. The desertis spreading, rain belts are
moving northwards. Agriculture in southern
Africais being devastated; in Zimbabwe it will
take a generation to recover, even assuming
that normal rain patterns return.

This summer in South Africa temperatures of
up to 45 degrees have been recorded, way
above normal.

Climatic changes are worsened by the
methods of agro-industry, and the consequen-
ces of third world poverty. Rain forest destruc-
tion and intensive forms of cultivation causing
permanent soil erosion threaten new
dustbowls. As the climate changes it will be the
poor of Africa, Asia and Latin America who
suffer first.

Defending the planet means international ac-
tion and international planning. World
capitalism will not and cannot take the neces-
sary action. The imperatives of short term
profit are always too great. Which means that,
whatever steps are taken to lessen the dangers
of global catastrophe, until a more rational so-
cial system is created, the danger will remain.

The struggle to defend the environment can
mobilise a huge coalition. Enabling it to con-
quer permanent victories means the destruc-
tion of the capitalist world order.

us the election!

By Pete Firmin

With all the news of rising
unemployment, house
repossessions, cuts in educa-
tion, failure of the NHS
‘reforms’, Labour should be
a long way ahead in the
opinion polls.

But things seem to have been
stuck at ‘level pegging’ with the
Tories for months. This could
produce a hung parliament, or
possibly even another Tory vic-
tory, given that Labour needs an
8% majority to ensure victory.

Why? While the Tories or
secret services may have
engaged in dirty tricks, they
have no real need of them when
Labour refuses to put forward
anything more than half-
measures (at best) as its alterna-
tive.

Having spent several years
attempting to prove that it is no
threat to capitalism by remov-
ing the last vestiges of ‘left’
policies, the Labour leadership

Socialists for Labour
Keeping
socialism
on the

agenda

Sat14th March, 7.30p
Camden Town Hall'
Judd Street WC1
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has very little to offer that might
fire the imagination of the mil-
lions who have suffered under
the Tories.

Where are any signs of
Labour’s policies against job
losses, such as the closure of
Ravenscraig, let alone support
for a struggle such as that at
GEC Manchester?

Labour could only offer its
“total support’ when the Tories
said they would have to back-
date legislation to allow the
liability orders against millions
of poll tax payers to go ahead.

Retreats

Even when Labour does have
half-way decent policy, such as
making the well—paidy pay Na-
tional Insurance contributions
or the introduction of a mini-
mum wage, it runs a mile when
attacked by the Tories and their
tame media, claiming they will
be ‘phased in’ or watering them
down further.

Come the election, the
Labour Party leadership will ex-
pect its members to turn out en-
thusiastically on the doorstep to
say how wonderful Neiland the
Party are.

But they have spent years un-
dermining these same activists,
expelling critical ones, remov-
ing their right to elect their rep-
resentatives and make policy,
and changing the policy them-
selves whenever they felt it ex-

edient (when the press got too
ot for them). The deep sense of
demoralisation and even
betrayal indicates that members
will not turn out like the robots

Kinnock and Smith - a disastrous duo

Walworth Road expects.

But the need to kick out the
Tories could not be greater. On
top of the damage they have
inflicted on the working class
and oppressed over the last 13
years, they have made it clear
that they have plenty more of
the same in store for us.

Further anti-union laws, the
Asylum Bill, privatisation of
British Rail and the post are
only some of the things they
have told us about, let alone
what they would introduce
after the election.

Only alternative

Labour is the only alterna-
tive we have to the Tories,
despite its policies. Established
by the unions, it is still (against
its leaders’ wishes?) the only
party expressing the inde-

endence of the working class
from the bosses.

Others, such as the Greens,
SNP or Plaid Cymru which

have better policies on many is-
sues (not least the right of the
Scottish and Welsh people to
determinetheir own futures)do
not have this independence.

This means that socialists
must hold in their stomach
muscles and campaign for a
Labour vote, whilebeing sharp-
ly critical of Labour’s policies
and putting forward demands
in the interest of the working
class. :

These will need to be fought
for, even against a Labour

overnment. Such a campaign
will lay the basis for an opposi-
tion to a potential Labour
government.

‘Socialists for Labour’ has
been set up for this purpose. We
need to campaign for CLPs and
union branches to combine a
call for a Labour vote with a
fight on the anti-Tory issues
which the Labour Party leader-
ship won’t touch, such as anti-
racism and unshackling the
unions from the Tories’ laws.

Links have to be made with
struggles and campaigns,
promoting them while arguing
for a Labour vote — as well as
fighting around their issues.

Opposition has to be built
amongst the labour movement
where fascists such as the
British National Party are put-

“ting up candidates to prevent

their meetings taking place.

Socialists for Labour is plan-
ning rallies in several cities in
advance of the election, and it is
not to late for them to be built
elsewhere.

A cheap broadsheet which
can be used in canvassing and
campaigning is also planned,
which will argue the Left’s case
for a Labour vote.

Don’t leave it too late, don’t
let Kinnock throw the election
away!

Socialists for Labour can be con-
tacted clo 1 Gorefield House,
Canterbury Road, London NW6
5TA.
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Rolan Adams’ parents join the 4,000 strong
march to demand the closure of the far right
British National Party headquarters in Welling
on February 22. Their 15 year old son was
stabbed to death by racists a year before in
Thamesmead, just nearby. A wreath was laid
outside the racists’ offices.

Racist attacks have increased by over 140
per cent since the BNP HQ was set up, and
pressure is mounting on the Tory council to
have them removed. Some BNP supporters
heckied and attacked the marchers, resulting

Photo: Andrew Wiard

in six arrests.

Why left should back
public sector union

By Doug Thorpe
(Islington NALGO)
MERGER MADNESS’
seems to have seized the
union bureaucrats in their
desperation to overcome
falling membership, and
their consequent financial

difficulties.

For many, defending the ap-
paratus is more important than
mounting a real fight against
Tory attacks.

Socialists can’t take a posi-
tion of principle for or against
this current phase of mergers.
The proposed AEU-EETPU
merger would clearly create a
powerful, highly undemocratic
business union within the TUC,
strengthening new realism.
Such mergers must be opposed.

Divisions

The proposed NALGO-
NUPE-COHSE merger has the
potential to strengthen
workers’ ability to take on the
employers, by overcoming
divisions between manual,
craft and white collar workers.
But only if activists within the

CUNRSENALGU-NUFE

Three men in a big union

three unjons can get the right
rules, conditions and structures
before amalgamation.

NALGO’s 1991 conference
laid down ‘baseline’ conditions
much more positive than many
activists thought possible.

The principal demands were
that in the new union annual
conference should remain the
supreme policy making body;
branches should retain similar
financial control as exists now
in NALGO; that the new union
should be under lay controland
membership led; and the right

Women for Socialism AGM
500 years of
resistance
anti-imperialism

and feminism
Saturday 29th February, 10.30-6pm
London Women’s Centre
4 Wild Court, London WC2

(nearest tube Holborn)
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of individual branches and
groups to organise and cam-
paign in the union be recog-
nised.

In addition, demands were
made for the rights of self-or-
ganisation for women, black
members and lesbians and gay
men; and for the rapid integra-
tion of manual and white collar
structures.

A new report by NALGO's
leadership goestoa special con-
ference on 4 March (NUPE and
COHSE's leaders have chosen
not to have conferences) con-
tains substantial advances.

It provides for an annual
delegate conference, conces-
sions over the level of branch
finances, some provision for
self-organisation and acommit-
ment to integration of struc-
tures.

Amendments submitted
from branches include
demands about branch finan-
cial autonomy, and the
proposal that branches collect
dues themselves.

Stumbling block

Central collection of dues
would ensure adequate branch

financing; but it is a major stum-
biing block, since NUPE and
COHSE are resolutely opposed
to branch dues collection.

The left will also be fighting to
guarantee theright of groups and
individuals to organise within
the union.

The fear exists that the
document’s references to ‘un-
representative groups within the
union’ and a requirement of ad-
herence to the ‘agreed policy of
the union” might be used to at-
tack militant branches or rank
and file political groupings.

Unfortunately there are no
amendments proposed that
would strengthen the commit-
ment to women's self-organisa-
tionalongside the much-vaunted
commitment to proportionality
of women on elected bodies.

Opinion on the left has veered

|| from the SWP, who seem to be

moving to a position of opposi-
tion to all mergers, to advocates
of ‘One Big Union’ who back
merger inany circaumstances. But
mostactivists, including Socialist
Outlook supporters, have
reserved judgement depending
on the conditions.

There is still a lot to be fought
for to make the conditions for
merger right; but the process of
mergershould be supported. The
leftin the three unions, now woe-
fully divided, must work
towards the formation of a
democratic broad left encom-
passing all three unions.

Whatever the outcome of
NALGO'sspecial conference, the
wider membership of all three
unions remains to be persuaded.
Many manual workers see
NALGO members primarily as
managers.

Affiliation to the Labour Party
is rejected by many NALGO
members. And inter-union rival-
ry in workplaces is common.

The way to overcomedivision,
and create a stable basis for unity,
would be to mobilise the three
unionsina common fight against
low pay, cuts and jobs losses, and
in favour of harmonising pay
and conditions for manual and
white collar workers.

NALGO, NUPE and COHSE .

combined would have immense
potential power. It remains to be
seen whether the leaderships
want to use it to throw back all
the Tory attacks on the publicser-
vices.

Anti-Racist
Alliance
launched in

Manchester

By Rachel Newton
APPROXIMATELY 250
people attended the launch
meeting of the Greater
Manchester Anti-Racist Al-
liance (GMARA) held in
the Pakistani Community
Centre, in Longsight on 13
February.

The meeting was addressed
by various religious leaders,
including an Imman from Ec-
cles who is himself under
threat of deportation.

Also in the line up were
black community leaders: rep-
resentatives from Labour
Party Black Sections, the trade
union movement, local radio,
and representatives from the
ARA nationally.

The launch must clearly be
seen as a success and a step
forward for the anti-racist
movement in Manchester, as it
was able to draw a wide layer
of people, including many
from the local Asian com-
munity.

As with the national launci.
of ARA however, the meeting
was marred by the speakers
from the national campaign.

Marc Wadsworth and par-
ticularly Bhatti Patel both
used the opportunity to im-
pose the national preoccupa-
tion of counterposing the
ARA to the SWP dominated
ANL, utilising as many false
arguments and moralistic im-
peratives as possible in the
process.

Aside from this, the main
problem with the launch was
that because the list of
speakers was too long, the
plan to have open discussion
afterwards had to be aban-
doned and no future meetings
or any other kind of activity
was organised.

There are many good ac-
tivists attracted to the ARA
who must be supported in
order to make sure that
Manchester's ARA achieves
its huge potential.
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New anti-union laws planned

Tories promise ‘right’ to

sue strikers

By Alan Thornett
ANYONE NEEDING a re-
minder of the grim implica-
tions of a fourth term Tory
government only has to
look as far as their latest
plans for extending the
existing draconian anti-
trade union legislation.

Tory Employment Secretary
Michael Howard has aiready
drafted a fresh round of new
laws, to be pushed quickly onto
the statute book should they
win the election. His proposals
are based on ‘Industrial Rela-
tions in the 1990s’, the Green
Paper published last year. The
principle measures include:

® COMPULSORY postal
ballots for all strikes, except the
very smallest, reversing the
legislation of the 1980s which
allowed workplace ballots as
the acceptable method of tak-
ing decisions.

® a minimum of SEVEN
DAYS strike notice after com-
pletion of the ballot, and a legal
obligation to give the employer
full information on any ballot
either planned or carried out.

Nurses protest at underfunding

® the RIGHT of members of
the public to sue strikers in the
public service industries. This
goes way beyond the existing
situation where a union can be
sued and its funds seques-
trated if it steps outside of the
existing Tory laws.

® PERIODIC renewal of the
authorisation for deduction of
union dues from wages. This is
designed to undermine unions
who rely heavily on such
agreements for their member-
ship levels.

® the '‘RIGHT’ of workers to

join any union they wish, in
defiance of membership agree-
ments. This does not include
the right of recognition for the
uniontheindividual chooses to
join, simply the ‘right’ to break
up existing agreements.

One original proposal in the
Green Paper — to make collec-
tive agreements legally en-
forceable — has been dropped
from the Howard proposals.
This follows opposition from
employers, who feared it could
be used against them in some
circumstances to enforceagree-

ments they wanted toabandon.

In all other respects the
Green Paper is incorporated to
the full. It shows a continuation
of Tory tactics in progressively
introducing further anti-union
laws once the previous pack-
age has been accepted.

For most unions, the most
dangerous of these new
measures is the right of mem-
bers of the publicto suestrikers
directly, rather than the union.
This is a direct response to the
strikes in public transport over
the summer of 1989.

Obviously it has particular
implications for workers in
publictransport, hospitals, and
a range of public services. Any
member of the public claiming
actual or potential damage or
loss as a result of such a strike
could go to the courts and
claim damages from the stri-
kers concerned. Failure to pay
up would land workers in jail.

All these new measures not
only show the importance of
electing a Labour government,
but also show the importance
of the campaign to force La-
bour to repeal all anti-union
laws.

Britain now has more re-
pressive employment legisla-
tion than any other EC country,
and at the same time fewer
positive rights for those at
work. We cannot allow a La-
bour government to preside
over such a situation.

Labour courts disaster on
anti-union laws

By HARRY SLOAN
LABOUR'S refusal to repeal the
whole gamut of Tory anti-union
laws has landed them in deep

water not only with socialists but
also with Tories and top judges.
They have latched onto the Kin-
nock team'’s plan to establish a special
court to hear legal challenges to trade

defend their interests’’.
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unions under the remaining Tory laws.
Labour has suggested that such a
court would have no power to seques-
ter the assets of unions.

Attorney General Sir Patrick May-
hew, conveniently forgetting the
precedent set by the notorious Indus-
trial Relations Court set up by the
Tories under Edward Heath in the
early 1970s, has claimed that La-
bour’s proposal would represent
‘alarming interference’. The same
point has been echoed by Lord Lane.

Neither is of course in the least
concerned with upholding the free-
dom of trade unions; their objective is
to preserve the untrammelled ‘right’ of
High Court judges to threaten and se-
quester them.

Sequestration, argues Sir Patrick,
is ‘the only means by which a court
can enforce an order when it is being
defied’.

And he is above all determined to
ensure that the personnel sitting in
judgement in any court would main-
tain the present anti-union bias, ex-
cluding anyone likely to support the
union point of view.

Aquick response from shadow em-
ployment secretary Tony Blair
showed that it is not the Tories but the
labour movement that should fear the
Labour proposals.

The industrial relations court will be
adivision of the High Court, chaired by
a senior judge, he argued, while de-
nying that Labour has any plans to
prevent employers taking injunctions
against unions or to scrap the restric-
tions on numbers on picket lines.

It is clear that Labour’s plans em-
body the worst of all worlds, antagoni-
sing the establishment while enlisting
iittle if any suppart from the working
class movement.

By Patrick Baker

Now on strike for over 15
weeks, Rotherham Adver-
tiser journalists are as
united as ever. ‘This is ex-
actly the right time to hit
back with united action’
said Phil Turner, the
journalists” FoC (shop
steward).

The fourteen NUJ mem-
bers, on strike against union
derecognition, have waged a
militant campaign to fight for
their union rights. Support
from local unions has been a
big factor in keeping thestrike
going. ‘Practically every fac-
tory in Rotherham is having
a weekly collection for us
now’ Phil explained.

But thestumbling block has
been the majority union in the
plant - the GPMU print
workers’ union. Phil is at
pains to explain that it's not
the 200-plus GPMU members
in the plant that

leadership.

‘The GPMU
inside the plant Landfil
are solidly be- site
hind us - but the go-ahead
leadership
won’t let them
take secondary
action. But you
can’t win any :
strikethesedays
without :
fronting
union laws’he
said.

Journailists hit back at
union bashers

The strike has kept its
public profile high by ;Jroduc-
ing a paper, the Real Adver-
tiser. ‘It really galls manage-
ment that we can produce a
better paper than they can,
even without any resour-
ces.’Eight issues of the paper
have been produced and sold
around the town to provide
funds for the dispute.

The journalists have also
organised days of action to
rally support from outside, at-
tracting delegations from
local factories and NUJ mem-
bers from all over the country.

Thestrikers are determined
to maintain their struggle for
union rights. But they need
support.

Donations and messages of
support to: Rotherham Adver-
tiser dispute, cflo ISTC,
Edgcumbe House, Doncaster
Road, Rotherham. Cheques to:
Rotherham Advertiser NUJ So-
cial Club.

o
v 8 Advertiser

ORPORATING THE REAL RECORD
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OK

By Steve French
(Suspended Lambeth
Councillor)

decided that the witch-hunt will

focus on rooting out left can-

didates for the General Election.
All other expulsions have been

hung Parliament, the NEC is doing
the best it can to demobilise Labour
activists in key marginal seats, riding
rough-shod over their right freely to
select candidates.

In three Parliamentary seats,
Hattersley’s NEC election panel have
rigged the short lists which will be put
to apostal ballot, removing members’
rights to interview candidates and
reach a collective decision.

Rewarded

In Coventry South East and Liver-
pool Broad Green, individuals who
gave evidence at the NCC to expel
Dave Nellist and Terry Fields are
rewarded with a place on the short-
fist.

In Wallasey, Lol Duffy (former
leader of the Cammell Laird strike)
has been excluded even though he
received twenty ward and union
nominations. Duffy hadthe best result
in a Tory held seat in the last General
Election reducing Linda Chalker's
majority from 6,700 to 279.

NEC hatchet man Eddie Haigh

THE LABOUR Party NEC has |3

postponed. Even with the threat of a |

Dave Nellist Mp
said that he was very impressed with
the imposed nominees. The local
Parties won't be!

The same meeting imposed a
postal ballot on Nottingham East CLP
but the Party will be allowed to
shortlist, for what it's worth. The
popular choice Hassan Ahmed has
already been banned from standing.
(The Tory majority in this seat is only
4561)

Thirteen Lambeth Councillors
have been suspended for a year for
voting against cuts, poll tax and the
Gulf war. Their NCC hearings have
been postponed until after the
general election and ‘Lambeth
Against the Witch-Hunt' is winning
support for the demand that the char-
ges and suspensions should be
dropped.

The witch-hunt has divided the
Streatham Party which needs to be

No pre-election truce in
witch-hunt

united to win this key marginal seat
from the Tories. Two recent council
by elections in the constituency indi-
cate that the Labour vote has col-
lapsed.

Twenty-six Party members face
expulsion in Brighton. The two CLPs
remain suspended, despite NEC
pledges, for supporting councillors
who opposed the Poll Tax. Council
Leader Steve Bassam has drawn up
awide ranging hit list of 50 people for
the NEC.

Soft left

This has angered the soft left who
have threatened legal action and
Bassam has given an apology to one,
not so left wing, member included on
his list. Brighton Kemptown is a key
marginal.

Manchester CouncillorJohn Clegg
has been suspended from the Group
which could rule him out of the next
council elections in May. John's ward
is firmly behind him and refuses to
select without him. His ‘crime’ was to
visit a constituent in Walton jail at the
same time as Lesley Mahmood. The
NEC say this means he supportedher
candidacy! He emphatically did not.

‘Frustrated that this charge was un-
sustainable, Gerald Kaufman as-
serted atthe NEC that the suspension
must remain because of John's
‘association’ with the SWP. John op-
posed the SWP at a public mesting
arguing for people to join the Labour
Partyl

In Bedford the
NCC has gone as
far as to expel
councillors for sup-
porting Labour
Party policy in op-
posing a pact with
the Liberals!

Eight more
Liverpool council-
lors have been
banned from the
Group, many pure-

ly for abstaining or
even being absent
when the votes on
privatisation were taken. The minority
Labour administration is now a rump
with only 34 members (33 have been
suspended), and depends on the
Liberals to get votes carried.

The Regional office is now gearing
up to impose twenty candidates for
the May elections. However anumber
of campaigns to reinstate left wingers
on the panel of candidates have been
successful.

Last year in Leeds, Patrick Hall
was banned from the council ‘panel’
because his phone number was on
an anti-poll tax leaflet. Council Leader
John Trickett led attacks on Patrick's
University Ward, calling for an inves-
tigation into why they were allowing
the ‘Militant' to be sold!

Postal ballot

Whilst this charge could equally be
levelled at the right-wing CLP officers,

Eddie Haigh, Kinnock’s right hand witch hunter

the EC referred the case to the NEC.
The ward has been suspended and
the region will run a postal ballot for
it's council candidate.

Trickett has fuelled a media witch-
hunt against the ward, and a can-
didate for the seat has been ques-
tioned by the loca! paper about her
poll tax.

We need to build the Campaign
Against the Witch-Hunt to fight these
aftacks.

CAW is a non sectarian campaign
sponsored by those facing the expul-
sion in Nottingham, Sheffield,
Brighton, Lambeth, Birkenhead, Wal-
lassy, Liverpool, Manchester and by
a number of union and Labour Party
branches. Join us! Plsase send the
appropriate affiliation rate (trade
union branches or CLPs £15, wards
or shops £5, individuals £3, unwaged
£1.50) to CAW, 56 Ashby Houss,
Loughborough Road, Brixton, Lon-
don, SW9 7SL.

Labour sqcks Camden NALGO

strikers

By Carolyn Sikorski
CAMDEN'S Labour council,
after threatening to sack
striking social workers since
last October, this week dis-
missed all those on strike.

220 Social workers, Social |3

Care workers and others have
been on all-out indefinite strike
action since June 4. This fol-

lowed a successful ballot witha

76 per cent majority for action.
The issue is Camden Labour

VERMM;
PAYES

;.(300 or Wle-and
. NO STRINGS!

council’s failure to implement a |

nationally-negotiated regrad-
ing agreement which affects the
pay and status of social workers
and social care workers.

The council signed the agree-
ment in February 1990, but un-
like fellow employers in other
London boroughs failed to im-
plement it. The strike raises is-
sues of national concern. If
employers successfully renege
on a nationally negotiated
agreement, the whole power
balance between staff and
employers will shift to the detri-
ment of every NALGO mem-
ber.

The employers used the
strike to radically restructure
the social services provision
within the borough. They plan
to institute the ‘pur-
chaser/provider’ model cur-
rently causing havoc in the
NHS. This will mean massive

new conditions of ser-
vice involving a series
of strings.

The ‘offer’ was ex-
posed as an ultimatum
by the council’s further
demand that to show
acceptance of the new
conditions, strikers had
to return to work. Social
workers were issued
with letters spelling out
the sacking threat.

It is clear that the
council were using the
smokescreen of new

Camden NALGO on the march in 1989

job losses and increased
privatisation.

Staff on strike were locked
out of any consultation process
and the new structure deletes
all their posts. In line with an
increasing use of the sack to in-
timidate strikers, Camden
council haveissued sack threats
since October 1991 in the na-
tional and local media.

They have used every oppor-
tunity to prevent other trade
unionists in their employment
discussing the issue. The
threats intensified on December
20 when the council made an
‘offer’ to the social workers of
one increment (half of the Na-
tional Agreement). This was
condi#ional on completely
changed job descriptions and

contracts as a means of
breaking the strike, and
as a final desperate bid
to shirk their duties under the
1990 agreement.

Strikers voted overwhelm-
ingly not to bend to this in-
timidation. Their resolve was
strengthened by the predica-
ment of 24 social service
workers who were also on
strike.

In the new restructured so-
cial services department many
of their jobs would disappear.
They would face certain redun-
dancy if the conditions for a
return to work were accepted.

The militant Camden strike
has been run democratically
from the start. They have made
contact with other strikers, in-
cluding the Pergamon strikers
in Oxford.

But unfortunately the
strikers have generally been left
tofightalone. There hasbeenno
attempt by the NALGO leader-
ship to build solidarity with the
strike, despite its national im-
portance.

This is clearly linked to a
situation where anti-union
legislation has led many trades
unionists to doubt that
solidarity action is possible. But
it is clearly essential if such at-
tacks are to be rebuffed.

It is this isolation that may in
the end defeat the strike, com-
bined with the tactics of Cam-

den council. Union bureaucrats

have also attempted to ensurea
quiet run-up to the election for
the Labour Party.

A pattern seems to be
developing where potentially
embarrassing disputes are set-
tled or finished. It is important
that the Camden strikers are
supported to bolster them
against the prolonged attack
from both the council and the
union leadership.

Messages of support to: Camden
NALGO office, 7th floor, Town
Hall Extension, Argyle St, London
NWI. Tel: 071 278 4444.

Conference
Which way for socialists in the

trade unions?
July 18-19

Manchester Polytechnic Students
Union :
Speakers include Arthur Scargill,
Tony Benn MP

Details: Carolyn Sikorski, 53a Geere Road, London E15
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Outrage at lrish

ayatollahs

Women

challenge

bigots’

constitution

By Ann Conway,

People’s Democracy
IT IS JUST over eight years
since the anti-abortion
amendment to the Free State
constitution was passed.
Those eight years have wit-
nessed a continuous and es-
calating series of attacks on
women’s reproductive
rights.

irst the pregnancy counsell-
ing and abortion referral ser-
vices of two Dublin women'’s
clinics were closed down
through rulings in favour of
SPUC, theanti-abortion ‘Society
for the Protection of the Unborn
Child’. Then British magazines
such as Cosmopolitan had their
Irish editions censored after ad-
vertising abortion clinics.

In the last few months books
such as Everywoman and Our
Bodies Ourselves were removed
from libraries. Now a 14 year
old rape victim has been in-
juncted by the courts from
procuring an abortion in
Britain.

This has provoked a major
political crisis for the Irish
government, and a number of
militant protests organised by
feminists and student activists.
LIFE, an offshoot of SPUC, have
offered tocare for the 14 yearold
until she bears the child.

Fanatics

But their cynicism has
alienated supporters. They are
now widely viewed as ‘bigots
and fanatics’, as Ireland’s lead-
ing broadcaster Gay Byrne put
it.

The case presents the govern-
ment with a major political
problem, and they are aware of
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the depth of public outrage at
the case. New Taoiseach Albert
Reynolds has been forced by
popular outrage to attempt to
resolve the matter.

They are clearly pushing for
the Irish Supreme Court to 1ift
the injunction, another ‘Irish
solution’ to the problem.

But there are growing
demands for a repeal of the
amendment — a popular radio
programme showed a large
majority in favour. Now the
Workers Party has backed the
repeal, and have called for the
resignation of the Attorney
General.

The amendment was carried
against a background of politi-
cal instability in 1983. Chal-
lenged from the left, the main

arties were looking to theright
for some stability.-

Fianna Fail — the main bour-
geois nationalist party — readily
agreed with SPUC to hold an
anti-abortion referendum. They
hoped to gain votes on a
Catholicconservativeticket. But
today populist Catholic
nationalism has run its course.

Since 1983 the working class
- and particularly women,

youthand the rural poor—have

suffered unemployment,
emigration and diminishing
civil rights.

This has led to unprece-
dented political instability and
alienation from the main par-
ties — witnessed in the election
of Mary Robinson as President
and the sizeable left vote.

SPUC, LIFE and others are
contributing to the instability
and damaging Ireland’s profile
in Europe. The politicians who
once coveted them now want to
take their distance from them,
as does the Church.

Europe

Because of the case Reynolds
is now confronted with difficul-
ties in relation to Maastricht.
Although Ireland was granted
a derogation (a {et-out clause)
from the treaty around theissue
of abortion, there is now a real
fear that the backlash from the
present case could mean
problems in ratification.

This is exerting major pres-
sure on the government to get
the amendment repealed.

It is vital that feminists and
activists throughout Europe
and internationally organise
protestsin support of their Irish

IT 1S THE POSITION OF THIS COURT,

NAC demonstrate outside the Irish Embassy

sisters. Demands for the lifting
of the injunction and the repeal
of the amendment are par-
ticularly important.

Dutch parliamentary com-
plaints to the Irish government
have received widespread
coverage, and this is another
channel for pressure.

As we go to press the rape
victim’s family are appealing
against the injunction to the
Supreme Court.

The strategy of both govern-

ment and opposition parties
seems to be to sugar-coat the
amendment enough to take the
heat out of the situation,
without offending the church.

But such an outcome—which
SPUC claims to favour — will
not appease the forces of the
right who will broaden their as-
sault on women’s rights as soon
as the present crisis is over.
Nothing less than repeal will
do.

YOURG LADY, THAT A FETUS 18
PRECIOUS AND SHOULD NOT BE
ABORTED, EVER AFTER RADE.

ABORTION......
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ONCE BORN, HOWEVER, THE CHILD MAY
BE GIVER MADEQUATE HOUSMG.
EDUCATION, NUTRITION, DEPRIVED OF
EQUAL OPPORTUMTY, AND IF SHE
REALLY MESSES UD, MAY BE RAPED,
GET PREGNANT, BE REFUSED AN

needed!

OVER THREE hundred
people turned out to picket
the Irish embassy in Lon-
don within days of the
tragic story hitting the
tabloid headlines.

The picket was called by
Women Against Fundamen-
talism, and supported by
various women’s organisa-
tions — National Abortion
Campaign (NACQ), Irish
women’s groups, Women for
Socialism, student women's
groups — as well as individual
women and men and small
numbers from the left.

The extremely good turn-
out showed that, even in these
seemingly passive days, pos-
sibilities for mobilisation
around women’s demands
really do exist.

There has been widespread
condemnation of the Irish
Supreme Court decision.
Wherever anti-abortionists
have attempted to ‘justify’ this
nightmare they have been
roundly and soundly con-
demned. Support from
passers—by on the picket
strongly indicated this general
mood.

Time is not on our side
though. The young Irish
woman in question is in a
desperate situation, and the
clock ticks on.

Urgent solidarity

Solidarity action is both ur-
gent and vital if the Irish pro-
choice movement stands any
chance of emerging from the
political turmoil of this
tragedy able to make the gains
for Irish women that are so
clearly needed.

As NAC have said, ‘make
no mistake, anti-abortion or-
ganisations have made it clear
that they want Ireland’s law
everywhere. They do not
believe that rape or incest is a
reasonable ground for abor-
tion.

What has happened in
Ireland is a natural and forsee-
able consequence of their
draconian law.’

A further victory for anti-
abortionists in Ireland would
fuel the bigots here. It will also
be used to strengthen anti-
Irish racism in the British state,
and pour petrol on the fires of
reaction in the Six Counties.

Women's organisations,
trade union and labour move-
ment bodies must show their
support now for their sisters in
Ireland, and link up with NAC
and other fighters for women'’s
choice here.

For campaigning details| mes-
sages and financial support con-
tact NAC, 4 Wild Court, London,
WC2B 5AU. Tel: 071-405-4801.




| will resign
and go

NOW...

By David Coen
They bade Charles
J.Haughey farewell with
quotes from Hamlet: ‘good
night sweet prince and
flights of angels sing thee to
thy rest’. It must have been
galling to listen to such
royalist raillery in a
republican parliament.

Haughey’s dubious reputa-
tion as a republican rested on
two events. In 1969 he was sack-
ed from the Cabinet by Jack
Lynch and tried for attempting
to import arms, said to have
been for the IRA.

In 1979 he ousted Lynch with
the support oiSile de Valeraand
a number of TDs from the West
who were more sympathetic to
the republican cause.
Republican rhetoric for
Haughey, like Fianna Fail, was
never more than a useful tool
during the frequent economic
crises of the past 13 years.

Historical settlement

Cynics claim, with some jus-
tification, that the hate head-
lines were designed to bolster
his position as leader of the
largest party and so the best
chance for doing a successful
deal on the North. He certainly
saw himself as being entrusted
with a historical mission to
bring about a settlement.

After his first talks with
Thatcher, shortly after both
came to power and to her ex-
treme annoyance, he oversold
the outcome to the media. The
result was a distinct cooling of
relations.

Haughey remained silent
during the Hunger Strikes. In
June 1981 he lost the general
election, partly due to the elec-
tion of two H Block candidates.
In 1982 he won back some
popular support by refusing to
back the Malvinas War.

He was out of power during
the process which led up to the
Anglo-Irish Agreement in 1985

and threatened to repudiate it.
But on returning to government
he implemented it faithfully.

But what brought Haughey
down had little to do with his
politics or with the stream of
corruption scandals which con-
stantly assailed him. His undo-
ing was a combination of the
economic crisis of the 26 County
state and the suspicion of him
from the Free State’s ruling
class.

Fianna Fail’s dominance of
Free State politics since 1932
relies more on clientelism than
ideology. ‘Parish pump poiitics’
means a job or a grant cften
depends on how you vote. This
worked reasonably well during
times of prosperity but support
ebbed during recession, in spite
of the occasional boost by
‘mainlining’ from Brussels.

No majority

Haughey never won a
majority in the five elections he
fought between 1979 and 1992.
To maintain his base he needed
to bang the republican drum,
but given his reputation, the
ruling class feared that sections
of his base would take himat his
word and take an openly anti-
British line.

The combination of
republican rhetoric with
economic crisis could become a
dangerously potent brew and so
he was constantly denounced
for his ‘flawed pedigree’.

But why now, you may well
ask. After all, the period of
worst danger to the Southern
ruling class was when the rise of
Sinn Fein following the Hunger
Strikes combined with the Free
State’s runaway debt crisis.

They panicked and there fol-
lowed the New Ireland Forum
and the Anglo Irish Agreement
— both designed to stem the rise
of a radical political alternative.

The threat from the left has
receded, at least in the short
term. But the economic crisis
has returned with a vengeance.

international News
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Charles Haughey, symbol of corrupt Irish politicians

Despite all the monetarist slash-
ing that occu rred during the
1980s the economy is in a spiral
of decline.

With emigration slowing
down, unemployment is above
20 per centand the total number
at work is contracting — in spite
of low inflation and rapid
growth of GDP.

Abstainer

Haughey’s successor, Albert
Reynolds, the first Taoiseach
born west of the Shannon, is a
typical member of Fianna Fail.
A total abstainer, he made his
money from running dance
halls in the 1950s and ‘60s and
then started a pet food business
in Longford.

He appears to be without
strong political beliefs and, in
the charisma stakes, stands in
about the same relation to
Haughey as John Major does to
Margaret Thatcher.

Despite the show of unity by
Fianna Fail behind Reynolds,
the political problems facing
the Dublin ruling class will not
go away. Haughey was a
populist wheeler-dealer,
caught once too often helping
his friends. They need someone
more exciting than the cautious
Reynolds to try to stem the loss

of Fianna Fail support to the
left.

Support for both the main
parties, Fianna Fail and Fine
Gael, is falling to the benefit of

“left’ parties such as Labour, the
stalinist and now divided
Workers Party and a variety of
independents and Greens.

Europe

A significant part of the
Southern ruling class has given
up the idea of independent
statehood. They see European
union as the solution to their
economic and political
problems. They want to change
articles Oneand Two of the Free
State constitution which define
the national territory as being
the whole island.

To carry a referendum they
need to be sure that Fianna Fail
will not oppose the change. By
replacing the adventurist
Haughey with Albert Reynolds
they have moved a step closer
to that goal. But they may have,
at the same time, hacked away
some of the political fabric
which held the state together
for 70 years.

And so the ‘Boss” must away
to his island on the west coast of
Kerry, there to end his days in

uiet contemplation of its deso-
late beauty. Like St Brendan,
after journeying to the New
World and back. And long
before that fella did in 1492!

New Israeli blitzkrieg

By Paul Clarke
THE LATEST Israeli incursion into Leba-
non, attacking the villages of Kafra and
Yater, was patently aimed at damaging the
‘peace process’ opened up at the insistence
of the United States.

Israel's actions over the past two weeks have
utilised all the casual ruthlessness and brutality
with which the Zionist state typically operates
against Arabs -the bombing of refugee camps,
the assassination of Hezbollah leader Abbas
Masawi and his family, the destruction of hun-
dreds of Arab homes, the wrecking of villages.

But beyond the headlines Israeli leaders are
infuriated by the peace negotiations and want
them to fail. The reasons for this are primarily
connected with internal istaeli politics.

Inthe aftermath of the Gulf war, the US seized
the initiative to force the hands of both Israel and
its Gulf coalition Arab allies to conduct the peace
talks. The US aims had nothing to do with giving

justice to the Palestinians; rather they aim to
impose ‘Pax Americana’ on the region, tying the
Syrians especially to US policy aims.

The US expects the peace negotiations to be
long and drawn-out. For the US that is not
necessarily a disadvantage, so long as the US
dominates the political agenda in the region. But
for that to happen the taks have to at least
appear to have the possibility of a realistic out-
come.

What does that mean in practice? It can only
mean demobilising the PLO and Arab resistance
to Israel in return for some kind of political auton-
omy (not necessarily independence) forthe West
Bank and Gaza strip. It is here that US political
objectives clash with domestic Israeli politics.

Far from preparing to cede any kind of auton-

- omy, lsrael is settling tens of thousands of new

immigrants, mainly from the Soviet Union, in new
setijements on the West Bank. Arab homes are
being bulldozed to make way for new Israsli
villages. The aim is to permanently change the

population structure of the
area.

Housing constructionis
in the hands of extreme
right-winger Ariel Sharon,
who as defence minister
personally organised the
massacres in the Le-
banese Palestinian refu-
gee camps in 1982,

Israeli politics has been
inexorably shifting to the
right for more than a decade. The election of
Yitzak Rabin as Labour Party leader is one more
sign of this shift.

The lessons are clear. Peace talks are going
nowhere, because the US lacks the clout to
impose on Israel even limited autonomy for the
Palestinians. Neither side will want to be seen to
pull out of the talks. But on the ground nothing
will change. The broad consensus in official Is-
raeli politics is for maintaining the iron hand

Shimon Peres: lost the Labour election

against the Arabs. And that means more air
raids, the continuing detention of hundreds of
Arab prisoners, and brutal repression in the oc-
cupied territories.

There is no road to freedom for the Palesti-
nians in the current talks. Neither is there any
road forward in isolated military attacks. Only by
linking the Palestinian struggle to a regional
strategy to defeat both reactionary Arab regimes
and Israel's Zionist leaders can a new phase of
the Palestinian liberation struggle be begun.
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Centre Stage

Towards a

hung

parliament?

IT'S OFFICIAL. Britain is in the grip
of the biggest recession this century,
something which should, in alllogic,
ensure a Tory election defeat.

But poll after poll puts the two main
parties level pegging, just weeks before
the general election. Ever since detailed
opinion polls were started, the election
campaignitself has never greatly altered
the relative strengths of the parties.

Unless something changes quickly, the
most likely outcome of the general election is
a hung parliament. If that is indeed the
outcome political developments will
move rapidly. The left must arm itself to
intervene in the political crisis that
would follow.

Disappointment

A hung parliament, let alone a Tory
victory, would be a big disappointment
for the labour movement and for mil-
lions sickened by 13 years of Toryism.

That there is now substantial doubt
about whether Labour can win is entire-
ly the responsibility of the Kinnock
leadership.

Kinnock’s accelefating move to the
right has created a situation where many
voters see very little difference between
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By
Ben Wolfe

all the main parties. This is also a conse-
quence of the Tories ditching Margaret
Thatcher. If she had stayed, it is difficult
to see how the Conservatives could have
rebuilt their position.

But now with Major at the helm, and
Kinnock’s ultra-blandness as the main
opposition, and in the absence of clear
alternative policies, it often comes down
to traditional loyalties, or hunches about
who would best manage the economy.

Even the kind of crusading spirit
generated by Harold Wilson in the 1964
election, although his policies were en-
tirely pro-capitalist, escapes the dead
hand of Kinnockism.

The situation in a hung parliament
depends entirely on which party is the
largest minority, and the attitude of the
Liberal Democrats. .

Liberal leader Paddy Ashdown
would demand a pledge to implement
electoral reform, some form of propor-
tional representation, as the price of
agreeing a coalition. If the Tories were
the largest party, agreement on PR is

almost certainly ruled out. The chances
of a Tory-Liberal coalition seem slim.

Much more likely is a Lib-Lab coali-
tion. How far Kinnock would go to
agreeing proportional representation is
as yet unclear. Socialists inside and out-
side the Labour Party must demand that
Labour forms a minority government if
it is the largest party.

A coalition with the Liberals would be
a permanent guarantee that only the
most openly right-wing pro-capitalist
Kinnock policies could beimplemented.
It would be a permanent obstacle to any
pressure from the ranks of the labour
movement on the new government.

A minority Labour government
would be under the threat that at any
time it could be brought down over a
major issue, or a vote of no confidence.

But the Tories and Liberals know full
well that the history is that minority

.governments rapidly brought down

stand a good chance of re-election.
Labour should insist, if it is the largest party,
on forming the government and carrying out
its programme.

Undemocratic

None of this means Labour should
reject proportional representation, but
that should not be part of a coalition deal
with the Liberals. The British electoral
system is outrageously undemocratic.

Theargumentagainst PR in thelabour
movement is entirely a pragmatic one,
that PR would make the election of a
Labour government very difficult, and
rule out the possibility of progressive or
left-wing legislation.

But to implement any meaningful
pro-working class reforms, especially in
a period of acute capitalist crisis, re-
quires building a majority.

The idea that a left Labour govern-
ment could sneak into power with a
minority vote, and implement substan-
tial left wing reforms is a non-starter. A
Labour pledge to introduce electoral
reform would seize the mantle of
democracy from the Liberal Democrats.

If Labour were already pledged to PR its
election at this general election would be
assured. Theactual implementation of PR
would mark a majordemocratic opening
in British politics, while also ensuring
that for the foreseeable future a Tory

blood and try to deal Labour a knock

government could not be elected.

The coming general election will b
major watershed for the future of
LabourParty. Failureto getenoughse
to form the government would put
question the whole of Labow
credibility as a party of governme
Losing four elections in a row me
being out of government for more 4
a generation.

The rock of Labour’s position as e
of the two main parties is not just m
support, but its position as the party
the labour bureaucracy, especially
trade union bureaucracy. Howeve
party which seems never able to
power has declining usefulness to
union bureaucrats.

Block vote

Now that merger between the 2
and EETPU looks certain, the grip of
new realist right on the TUC will
deepened. Union leaders like
Laird, Bill Jordan and Eric Hamm
could easily back stronger links with
Liberal Democrats, and the ending o
union block vote in the Labour Party.

If Labour loses, the Liberal Demoa
will go on a huge offensive, claiming
be the only party capable of becoming
alternative government to the Tod
Sections of the ruling class could sa
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blow.

Although by no means certain, PR
could be part of this process. The disad-
vantage for the ruling class is that in the
short term PR would create big difficul-
ties for, the Tories, their tried and trusted

brittle creation, devoid of ideas, and
built for one purpose only — to win an
election.

Failure to do that will put Labour in
an absolute spin, opening up a new
debate about the direction of the party.

While there could easily be a left

team. But this might be a price worth

paying to deal Labour([g
fatal blows.

Democratic or not,
clearly PR does form
part of agenda of sec-
tions of ruling class
opinion which wish to
‘modernise’ the politi-
cal system, pushing the
Liberal Democrats into
second position and
marginalising Labour|:
in the short term.

But socialists cannot
respond to that chal-
lenge by defending the
indefensible. Rather,
the arrival of PR would
be an enormous chal-

leadership challenge as a
result, probably headed up
by Ken Livingstone, it
would amount to a new
political divide in a period
of defeat.

Such circumstances
would be very un-
favourable for the left,
Much more likely would
be a further lurch to the
right in the party, and a
growing crisis of con-
fidence in Labour as a
party of government.

A Labour victory would
certainly see a hardening
of labour movement op-

lenge to the labour movement. Building
a majority under PR would require
methods of mass mobilisation around
popular goals, methods that are quite
alien to Kinnockism and new realism.
Whatever the result of the election,
enormous strains will be put on the Kin-
nockite project. Kinnockism is a quite

position to Kinnockismap-
plied in government, as happened under
the 1974-9 Labour government.

And it would take place in a situation
where the possibility of a substantial
remobilisation at the base of the labour
movement could occur, as the heavy
weight of the Tories was lifted.
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Amazon sisters need

your support

The last issue of Socialist Outlook carried a review of Channel 4’s “Amazon
Sisters’, now being used to build support for the Brazil Network Chico
Mendes Solidarity Fund. Here, the film’s director, ANNE MARIE
SWEENEY, looks at both the experience of making the film and probably
the most immediate struggle in need of solidarity — that of the rural workers

of Tucurui.

MAKING documentaries is
astrange occupation. Itis not
easy to be aware if you are
changing people’s political
consciousness and aware-
ness to the point where ac-
tion around theissues will be
significantly altered.

Of coursethe truism that tele-
vision is the most powerful
means of communication is
right. The old maxim that ‘the
pen is mightier than the sword’
no longer rings true. Not be-
cause computers have replaced
the pen, but because time-based
information is replacing that of
the printed word.

When 1 went to Brazil, I car-
ried with meletters of solidarity
for the trade unionists of Ama-
zonia from Oxford and District
Trades Council, Women
Against Pit Closures and South
Wales NUM.

I was invited to address
meetings of women strikers in
the fish-processing and Brazil
nut industries, trade unionists
in the public sector, education
and health, and the annual as-
sembly of women trade union-
ists in South Para. Not invited
as a Channel 4 television direc-
tor, but as a ‘companheira’, a
sister trade unionist and social-
ist.

My awareness of the greatre-
sponsibility 1 carried in making
the film became clear whenever
I was presented to a group of
rural women workers as ‘the
comrade who is making our
film, who will tell our story”.

Clearly, the most important
judges of whether we fulfilled
our responsibilities in this re-
spect, are the women of Para
and the trade unionists whose
struggle we covered. We dis-
cussed the script and coverage
of their struggles with the
women themselves. They now
want to show the completed
video and production photos
throughout the movement,
wherever they can get hold of a
video. Other Brazilian trade
unionists are also requesting
copies.

But our responsibility does
not end here, now that the pro-
gramme has been finished and
shown on Channel 4. We have
to ensure that it is seen, dis-
cussed and acted on, for a
whole range of reasons. But the
primary reason is that the
struggles seen in the film are
urgently in need of interna-

Features

Health workers fight epidemics and cuts

tional support.

One of the most immediate of
these is that of therural workers
in Tucurui. Their fight centres
around the Tucurui dam, com-
pleted in 1984 by the state elec-
tricity company Electro-Norte.
It was the first major hydro-
electric dam in the Amazon.

The dam’s reservoir covers
2,430 square kilometers of
tropical forest and required the
forced resettlement of 23,871
people, including indigenous

eoples. It was thedam that “in-
spired’ the film ‘The Emerald
Forest’.

Capemi, a pension company,
won the contract to clear the
forest before flooding. Though
it was paid, they in fact failed to
clear the area. If ever there was
a case that warranted the de-
mand to ‘open the books’, this
mega ‘deveiopment’ project is
it!

Submerged rotting vegeta-
tion. left behind, caused a pro-
liferation of mosquitos that
makes living and working in
nearby areas unbearable. It has
also gaused an epidemic of dis-
eases like malaria.

Led by the Rural Workers’
Union of Tucurui, local people
are demanding — yet again —
relocation with full compensa-
tion to an area where they can
farm.

Women have played a lead-
ing role in the occupation of
Electro-Norte’s offices. After
August 1991, when the com-
pany obtained a court order
against the occupation, the pro-
testers left the offices but set up
camp outside the company’s
main gate. Around 8,000
women, men and children have
vowed to stay there until Elec-
tro-Norte enters negotiations
with them to resolve the prob-

Brazil.

Contact the Earth Summit offices on 071 930 5893 for details.
SUPPORT AND DONATIONS for the Tucurui Rural Wor-
kers” Union can be sent direct (if possible in Portugese, enclosing
a cheque) to: Sindicato Dos Trabalhadores Rurais de Tucurui —
STR, Av. 7 De Setembro, No. 125, Tucurui, PARA, CEP: 68460,

If you missed AMAZON SISTERS on Channel 4, or you miss
the showing at the Women for Socialism AGM on 29 February,
make sure you or your organisation get hold of the video, avail-
able, for sale or for hire, from Oxford Film and Video Makers, The
Stables, North Place, Oxford, OX3 9HY. Tel: 0865 60074.
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lem.

Jaide Barreiros from thetrade
union federation CUT in South
Para said in a recent letter:

‘They. want new land that is
not contaminated by mosgitos.
But Electro-Norte denies this
right and is passing responsi-
bility on to the state governor,
Jader Barbalho, who denies the
responsibility is his.

Meanwhile hundreds of
rural workers — men, women
and children — are facing major
difficulties; children are being
born but there is no way they
can return to their old lands as
nothing much exists there — the
mosquitos have taken over

Photos: Anne-Marie Sweeney

Women protest for land rights
everytmng.

The situation is really wor-
rying. The Rural Workers’
Trade Union is leading the
struggles, but besides these dif-
ficulties they face the most seri-
ous question of lack of money.

Other major hydro-electric
dams are now planned in Brazil
and the Amazon area. Forced
relocation is once again being
proposed as a solution.

Meanwhile, in June 1992,
Brazil’s capital Rio will host one
of the world’s biggest conferen-
ces — the United Nations Earth
Summit on the Environment
and Development.

Socialists and internationa-

Chico Mendes Fund

lists have a central responsi-
bility not to continue the left's
traditional neglect of these fun-
damental concerns, and leave
issues of enormous importance
— affecting the lives of millions
of workers and peasants
throughout the world — to be
dealt with by the same politi-
cians and bureaucrats who are
central in creating the problems
in the first place.

There are sixteen regional
conferences throughout Britain
that will be discussing issues for
the Earth Summit. The issue of
Tucurui, among many others,
could be raised here.

By Sam Stacy
NAMED AFTER the rubber tap-
pers' union leader assassinated in
1988, the Chico Mendes Solidarity
Fund aims to support Brazilian
trade unions. Many of these, par-
ticularly in rural areas, are im-
poverished as well as facing con-
stant violence from land owners
and big business.

The fund has already singled out
aid projects and started to link up
unions. They aim to raise money to
improve the unions’ communications
(Brazil is 32 times the size of Britain)
and photographic equipment to
chronicle their struggles.

Contact has now been established
between British rail workers and the
Transport Federation of the GUT {(the
Brazilian TUC), while the Sao Paulo
metro workers are keen to develop
links with London Underground
unions.

While for many unions in rural
areas the money is crucial to their
struggles, the fund is also aimed at
developing these direct links between
equivalent unions in the two coun-
tries. Links at shop steward and fac-
tory level have been important for

multinational firms.

These direct links are also import-
antbecause to learn from experience
of the class struggle in other coun-

tries. Brazilian trade unionists are .

keen to learn from our experience in
Europe and we could certainly learn a
great deal from them. But there are
many worthy causes for financial and
other forms of solidarity. Why Brazil?

First, it is the giant of Latin Ameri-
ca, the eighth largest economy in the
world. It has the largest, most or-
ganised, and probably most militant
working class on the continent. The

building solidarity, particularly in

Fighting back for
forests and unions

~success of failure of its struggles has
a great bearing on the whole conti-
nent.

Second, most people are now
aware of the implications of the de-
struction of vast areas of the Amazon
rain forests for the global climate.

This is the result of rapacious Bra-
zilian capitalism and its drive for
profits, as well as the impact of the
multinationals. They are squeezing
the oppressed people and exploiting
natural resources, regardless of the
consequences for Brazil or the global
environment.

Whether or not this destruction is
halted will largely depend on the out-
come of the struggles of rural workers-
and indigenous peoples to defend the
forest on which their livelihood de-
pends.

Solidarity with the Brazilian unions
links international working class soli-
darity with the struggle to halt the
degradation of the global environ-
ment.

Contact and send donations to
Chico Mendes Solidarity Fund, Brazil
Network, PO Box 1325, London SW9
ORA. Affiliation to the network is £10
(min) for organisations, £10 for indi-
vidualst (£5 low waged, £2 unwaged).
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International News

Far right victories
threaten Mitterrand
government

By Patrick Baker
France’s ‘socialist’ Prime
Minister, Edith Cresson, is
certainly good at one thing.
Nailing the lid on the coffin
of the French Socialist Party
government.

Cresson, France’s least
popular Prime Minister in
decades, appears incapable of
opening her mouth without
losing the Socialists a few more
points in the polls. Now a
major victory for the far right
Front National looks almost
certain in the coming local
elections.

Debacle

The latest of Cresson’s spec-
tacular botch-jobs has been the
‘Affaire Habache’. The simple
facts might lead you to the con-
clusion that this was a com-
plete non-event. But Cresson’s
skill managed to convertitinto
a full-scale governmental
crisis.

George Habash, leader of
the Popular Front for the
Liberation of Palestine (PFLP),
was flown into France for a
vital operation after a cerebral
stroke, fixed up by the Red

Cross/Red Crescent. Then he
was flown out again. Hardly
the stuff of front-page head-
lines.

But within hours resigna-
tions and sackings were
declared left, right and centre
in Cresson’s administration, as
the hapless PM collapsed
before the howlings of the
right. That the right-wing
declared Habash a ‘terrorist’ is
no great surprise; and nor is
their hypocrisy in demanding
that he be refused medical at-
tention.

It is the reaction of the Cres-
son/ Mitterrand duo that is of
interest. The fact that they im-
mediately collapsed into the
racist agenda of the right is
symptomatic of an administra-
tion in deep crisis.

This crisis is not something
that was born with the arrival
of Edith Cresson, though she
has done a remarkable job at
worsening it. Rather it is the
consequence of the lengthy
degeneration of a party that
started with lukewarm
policies, and has ended up
with a similar agenda to the
right-wing RPR and UDF.

This is a fertile breeding-
ground for the extreme right.

And there is no doubt which
party is on the rise in France
today. Le Pen’s Front National
have scored a few victories
over the PS in recent weeks,
and are sureto win moreinthe
local polls, particularly inParis
and other centres of urban
poverty.

Le Pen himself looks on
course for election in
Nice/Marseille, even if his
prediction of 70 per cent-plus
is over optimistic. Meanwhile
the PS are scraping around to
get their vote above 20 per
cent.

Fascist victory

Preliminary resuits from the
first round of one local election
in Nice are still worse: the
Socialist vote dropped by near-
ly half to 12 per cent; and the
FN candidate Jacques Peyrat
scored almost 40 per cent.

The elections are shapingup
to be a pretty gloomy affair;
but elsewhere things are look-
ing brighter. The 100,000-
strong anti-racist protest on
January 25 was a promising
display of unity between
France’s black communities,
youth and students and the
trade union movement. It is

Francois Mitterrand: not so sanguine these days

certainly outside parliament
that things are moving on the
French left.

The anti-racist fightback is
now getting organised and
building up to a mass
demonstration against the

Front National on May Day. It
is here that French leftists are
concentrating their energies.
And it is among these forces
that a positive alternative to
the discredited leaders of the
PS lies.

Freedom march
highlights Kashmir
freedom struggle

By Bala Kumar
THEGREAT freedom march
from Pakistan-occupied
Kashmir to the Indian-held
part of that country has been
met with bullets and tear-
gas by Pakistani troops.

But it has succeeded in focus-
ing world attention on a forgot-
ten conflict. And the size of the
march has demonstrated the
mass support for the Jammu
and Kashmir Liberation Front
(JKLF).

For two years an ‘intifadah’
has been raging in the Indian-
held part of Kashmir. In that
time 3000 people have been
killed. Thousands of suspects
havebeen tortured, and women
systematically raped.

The victims are nearly al-
ways Muslims and the culprits
invariably theIndian policeand
army. But the scale of the upris-
ing has shown the overwhelm-
ing support among the people
for Kashmir’s independence.

The roots of the conflict lie in
the historical domination of the
Kashmir Muslim masses by a
Hindu aristocracy.

In 1947 when India gained
independence and the partition
with Pakistan took place,
Kashmir’s Hindu rulers opted
to join India.

India and Pakistan have sub-
sequently fought two wars over
Kashmir. In 1948 Pakistan cap-
tured part of Kashmir. There a
puppet government has been
installed, waiting for reunifica-
tion and union with Pakistan.

While this ‘government’ has
been throwing banquets,
refugees fleeing Indian terror
are thrown into camps with lit-
tle food and no medicines.

Poorest state

Forty years after the parti-
tion, the situation in Indian-
held Kashmir is no better. Kash-
mir is one of the poorest states
in the Indian union. Tourism
provides 60 per cent of its in-
come, while the Indian govern-
ment has actively undermined
its agriculture and industry,
thus encouraging a dependent
relationship.

But unification of Kashmir
within Pakistan is no solution.
Indian dominance would be
replaced by that of the Punjabi
ruling class. Kashmir would be
thoroughly ‘Islamised’ leading
to stepped-up oppression of
women and the Hindu and
Bhuddist minorities.

Pakistan’s shameful role is
showm by its attitude to the
march. Although pressured by
popular opinion to support a
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one-day strike in solidarity
with the march it did all it could
to prevent it taking place. Near
the border Pakistani troops
killed 16 people and wounded
350.

Among the Kashmiri resis-
tance there are a number of
Muslim fundamentalist
groups. Hezbollah has substan-
tial support and other fun-
damentalist groups have links
with the Afghan Mujahadeen,
and are armed by Pakistan.

But the fundamentalists are
usually in favour of joining
Pakistan. It is the JKLF which
until now at least put forward
the project of an independent
Kashmir. The Kashmiri people
have the right to self-deter-
mination, and their struggle
deserves the active solidarity of
all socialists.

morial coil

Roberto D’ Aubuisson,
charismatic leader of the

leader of the infamous
death squads, who per-
sonally ordered the mur-

extreme right by his
human rights campaign-

ly portrayed as a debonair

a silver bullet to a death

sinate Romero.

For his role in the death
squads and his favourite
method of torture he was
dubbed ‘Major Blowtorch'.

less picked up during his
training at the US national
police academy in Panama.
Long before his physical
death D’ Aubuisson was
being politically sidelined.

Major Blowtorch
shuffles off this

Debonair
psychopdath
heads for Boot Hill

ruling ARENA party in El
Salvador, has died of can-
cer. D’ Aubuisson was the

der in 1980 of Archbishop
Romero, who angered the

in%
' Aubuisson was certainly
charismatic. He was brilliant-

psychopath in Oliver Stone’s
movie Salvador, handing over

squad killer chosen to assas-

His torture skills were doubt-

Adored by the San Salvador
middle classes for his ‘firm
hand’ with communists, he
had become an embarrass-
ment to the TInited States.

When ARENA won the
1984 election, it was Alfredo
Christiani, a man with a
more moderate image, who
became president. Under
strong American pressure
the ARENA government has
been forced to accept negotia-
tions and a ceasefire with the
FMLN rebels, a move which
D’ Aubuisson was forced to
go along with.

During the El Salvador
war more than 80,000 people
have been killed. Tens of
thousands were murdered by
death squads, hacked to
death with machetes, tor-
tured, mutilated, their bodies
dumped on rubbish tips.

D’ Aubuisson was the con-
ductor of the death squad or-
chestra. A large part of the
Salvador population who
lost friends and relatives in
his terror will see his terrible
death from cancer as poetic
justice.
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We welcome letters on any subject but please

keep them brief. Letters over 350 words will be

cut. Send your letters to: Socialist Outlook PO
Box 1109, London, N4 2UU

Are two parties always
better than one?

Charlie van Gelderen forgets
that soviet multi-partyism
existed between the
February and October
revolutionsin Russia and did
not resolve the question of
government. The Bolshevik
insurrection did not resolve
this, creating a Bolshevik
Party government and a
soviet state.

The German, Polish and
Hungarian revolutions also
demonstrated that soviet (i.e.
socialist) democracy without a
strong revolutionary party
capable of forming a govern-
ment, could not succeed.

It is true, as Charlie says, that
inthe ‘Transitional Programme’
Trotsky calls for multi-party
soviets but at the end of that
section hesays: ‘Thereis butone
party capable of leading the
Soviet masses to insurrection —
the party of the Fourth Interna-
tional?’.

Can ‘multi-partyism’ achieve
this task? No, and our criticisms
of Stalinist ‘one-partyism’ must
not create illusions that ‘multi-
partyism’ is really a substitute
for a single revolutionary party
that unites all class-conscious
workers and socialists.

Both Lenin and Trotsky un-
derstood that in the concrete
conditions of the early Soviet
state the dictatorship of the
proletariat had to take the form
of a Bolshevik Party dictator-
ship.

But it was hardly the productl

of Trotsky’s alleged ‘concept
which substituted a Party dic-
tatorship for a class
dictatorship’ as Joe Slovo sug-
gests whilst trying to forget that
it was his former mentor Stalin
who both practised and
theorised the real substitution —
a class dictatorship of a personal
clique based on a bureaucracy

Wot? No
stunts?

Your criticism of Outrage, namely
that it concentrates on stunts
(SO16), is of course quite politi-
cally correct. No doubt there is a
high level of frustration at the
general level of political apathy
behind the strategy of stunts.

You are, however, too censorious
by half. At least Outrage want to do
something and are doing something.
The job of socialists is to patiently
explain why alongside ‘actions’ the
laborious work of winning support in
the labour movement is the key to
longer termchange. The two do NOT
need to be counterposed.

Keith Flett
London N17
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‘for the class dictatorship of what

had been the most democratic
party of the proletariat in his-
tory.

Charlieunfortunately repeats
Joe Slovo’s mistake of searching
in the realms of formal democracy
for a cause of the bureaucratic
degeneration rather than at-
tempting to understand
Trotsky’s explanation.

it is, for instance, wrong to
link — as Charlie does — the
March 1921 banning of factions
with the later victories of Stalin
over the Left Oppositionand the
Bolshevik Party.

The driving force of the
degeneration was a shortage of
basic necessities etc. allowing a
relative affluence for only a
minority.

The essence of democracy
was destroyed when policy
deviated froma proletarian line,
i.e. when it began to prioritise
minority interests above those
of the majority. Formal
democracy of both state and
party played no independent role
in this tragedy - it simply be-
came one of its victims.

Roy Rudditt
London

Look who's

Dave Shepherd writes to
take issue with my article
‘The bitter fruits of
marketisation’. He calls my
piece ‘impressionistic and
superficial’. Methinks he
protests too much.

His criticisms concentrate on
two points - national
autonomy and marketisation.

I largely agree that a major
reason to welcome national in-
dependence — as 1 did — is that
it reduces the potential for con-
flict. There is no doubt that
things would have been much
worse without it.

Dave points out that this is
one reason why comparisons
with Yugoslavia are inept.
True, this is why Imade nosuch
comparison. But I stand by my
assertion that the potential for
national conflict is consider-
able.

The independence gained
after the August coup has not
prevented conflict between Ar-
menia and Azerbaijan; it has
notsolved anything for peoples
such as those in Chechen-In-
gush who claim the right to na-
tional autonomy; it did not stop
extreme right wing nationalism
from becoming very popular.

The innumerable problems
caused by decades of national
répression by Great Russian

Letters

| wish 1o take issue with some of
the points raised (and not raised)
in SO 11 on Ireland. In neither
Liam Mac Uaid's article nor the
back cover article do the authors
put the revolutionary marxist posi-
tion — unconditional {but not un-
critical) support for the armed
struggle.

I'dlike to take up the specific points
raised in the articles. Liam's article
accuses the IRA of 'deteriorating into
adventurism’.

Liam cites ‘bombs on protestant
estates’ and ‘protestant business —
people have been killed on the
grounds that they were supplying
goods to the British Army or the RUC.’

To say the killing of capitalists for
collaborating with the security forces
is ‘deteriorating into adventurism’ is

Hitting the right targets?

false. This is apart of a long-standing
campaign that attempts both to iso-
late collaborators and the repressive
security forces.

In Liam’s article, this tactic is cited
with ‘bombs on protestant estates’ as
a description of the IRA's
‘adventurism’. Surely we recognise
thatthere IS AWAR of national libera-
tion in Ireland. Within this war we sup-
port the linkage of national and
democratic and working class and
anti-capitalist goals.

Why then should we oppose the
targeting of capitalist collaborators?
On a class basis we might question
the tactic of ‘bombs on protestant
estates’. Liam negates such class
criteria by putting these two things
together.

On the back page, ‘last Saturday’s
bombing of Belfast Military Hospi-

Photo: Mark Salmon

tal...Not even the firmest friends of the
republican movementcould claim that
this was a well-chosen target.’

In the course of pursuing a cam-
paign against the morale of the oc-
cupying forces the liberation move-
ment states that no repressive forces
are safe anywhere. Do the authors
believe a military hospital to be
sacred?

Our tasks are twofold: To explain
our position of unconditional support
forthe liberation movementin Ireland;
and to participate in the building of a
mass movement in Britain for
withdrawal. Without addressing our-
selves to these tasks we become
commentarists.

Name and address
supplied

being impressionistic!

stalinism are not done away
with by the independence of
some ofits peoples. Particularly
when the prevalent conception
of nationalism is bourgeois
nationalism.

Second, on marketisation.
Dave protests that I ignore the
uprisings currently taking
place against price rises. Leav-
ing aside the fact that most of
these have taken place since the
article was written and that [
predicted such risings and
stressed their importance, I
would make two points.

First, it just isn’t true that
these have swept the whole
Soviet Union and forced the
new republican leadership into
retreat. This has happened in
some places, and that's en-
couraging. But that doesn’tadd
up to the over-enthusiastic pic-
ture Dave paints.

Second, like nationalism,
straightforward protests
against price rises can be a
double-edged sword. And this
is where my point about ‘the
name of socialism being
discredited’ is important. Both
of these factors can lead to a
growth of the far right, not the
left, as is happening in east Ger-
many. To blind ourselves to
that is to shut our eyes to reality
and does no-one — particularly

the Soviet workers — any
favours.

Finally, Dave quotes a poll to
try and show that socialism,
rather than the market, is the
popular political force in the ex-
USSR. Let’s not kid ourselves.
Inevery one of theindependent
republics, ultra pro-market for-
ces are in control; nowhere is
there any sign of them being
replaced by left forces. There is
no left party in the ex-USSR of
any significant size — at best

Become a Socialist Outlook
Supporter

they number in three figures,
but mostly two.

Yes, when good things hap-
pen, when workers rise, we
should say so. But we shouldn't
ignore harsh realities because
we don't like them. The real,
complete picture is the only
basis on which we can positive-
ly intervene and contribute to
the situation.

Patrick Baker
London N4
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Mouthwatering

meals at the
delicatessen

Delicatessen

Directed by Jean-Pierre
Jeunet and Marc Caro,
showing in Cannon
cinemas

Reviewed by Geoff Ryan

Delicatessen is setin a
bleak, post-apocalyptic
landscape of rubble and
bombed out houses. Food ~
especially meat —is in short
supply; money no longer
exists and trade is carried
out by barter.

Lentils are a major form of
currency. A perpetual mist
adds to the gloomy and menac-
ing atmosphere. The delicates-
sen of the title is the ground
floor of an apartment block, in-
habited by half-crazed boar-
ders. Into this delicatessen
wanders the rather naive
Louison (played by Domini-

ue Pinon). Very soon, from
the way in which the butcher -
the owner of the apartment
block — and the other tenants '
look at him it becomes clear
how the butcher gets his meat.

Julie (Marie-Laure Doug-
nac) the cello playing
daughter of the butcher falls in
love with Louison and
together they resist the mur-
der attempts, as well as find-
ing time to play a cello and

musical saw duet on the roof!
Julie secks help from a bizarre,
vegetarian ‘underground
organisation” - the
Troglodytes — who, naturally,
live in the sewers!

Meanwhile, another of the
tenants, constantly tormented
by voices encouraging her to
kill herself, devises more anc:
more elaborate methods of
committing suicide.

There are some wonderfully
inventive moments, such as a
brilliantly orchestrated and
choreographed series of
counterposed scenes. A couple
making love on a bed with
very squeaky springs, Julie
playing cello, a woman beat-
ing a carpet, Louison painting
— which combine their dis-
parate elements, both visually
and audibly, into an exhilarat-
ing, climactic whole.

Delicatessen portrays how
hunger and deprivation can
drive humans into barbarous
acts. It doesn’t provide any
solutions other than ‘love con-
quers all’ but you can’t have
everything, | suppose.

What you do get is extreme-
ly funny and imaginative farce
played at a frantic pace with
many memorable scenes —
most of which are impossible
to describe as they rely so
much on the combination of
visual and auditory images.

Supergroup of the
Nineties?

Little Village

Little Village, WEA
WX462, all formats

Reviewed by Dave Osler

The name Little Village
may be unfamiliar, but the
musicians that make up the
band — Ry Cooder, Nic
Lowe, John Hiatt and Jim
Keltner — are anything but.

The “first supergroup of the
nineties’ tag is record com-
pany exaggeration, but their
three concerts at Ham-
mersmith Odeon this week
are all sell-outs. A look at their
track records will explain why.

Ry Cooder has rightly en-
joyed cult status — es ecially
in Britain — since his late '60s
guitar work with Captain Beef~
heart and the Stones. His solo
albums and film soundtracks
since then have explored the
whole range of American )

" music from blues and jazz to
country and R&B, with ‘Bop
“Til You Drop” attaining clas-
sic status.

British bassist Lowe is best
known for his long string of
production credits, including
Costello, the Damned and the
Pretenders. His own record-

ings, predominantly too-
clever-for-its-own-good
pseudo-pop, remain an ac-
quired taste.

They are joined by two long-
time Cooder collaborators,
vocalist/ guitarist John Hiatt
and session superstar drum-
mer Jim Keltner, who has kept
time for Costello since the
demise of the Attractions in
1986.

These musicians have long
recorded together in various
permutations. Their debut
album as a band, unimagina-
tively titled ‘Little Village’ is
essentially conservative, in as
much as it could have been
recorded at virtually any time
in the last twenty years.

The songs are all harmoni-
cally simple, solidly built
around standard chord
progressions. But when it
comes to working within
those kinds of self-imposed
musical limitations, this band
prove themselves past
masters. No needless technical
virtuosity here; under-
statement is very much one of

the album’s strengths.
Within this framework,

Coodesis exemplary; this man
plays with all the taste of a
large doner kebab with every-
thing, somehow stealing the

show without overwhelming
the proceedings. Essentially
simple figures are broken up
rhythmically to produce a feel
that makes him easily one of
the most distinctive guitarists
in rock.

Lyrically Little Village
break no new ground, in the
main, sticking to straight
ahead traditional rock celebra-
tions of sex, dancing, fast cars,
and the agonies of relation-
ships. Indeed, the words to
such puerile sexist crap as
‘Solar Sex Panel’ are probably
best forgotten.

The only song that gets
vaguely political is one of the
album’s highlights. ‘Do you
want my job?’ deals with the
plight of third world dockers
that end up disposing of the
west’s nuclear garbage.

Unfortunately, they seem es-
sentially resigned to their fate
and probably not about to join
the local section of the Fourth
International. But by way of
compensation, the music fea-
tures some astonishing Tex-
Mex style guitar licks.

You already know whether
or not you'll like this album. If
you're into Cooder, buy it.
Otherwise you'll live without
it.

Benn hits back

A Future for
Socialism

Written by Tony Benn
Published by Fount
Paperbacks, £2.99.

Reviewed by Patrick
Baker

Tony Benn'’s ‘A Future for Social-
ism' is a powerful assertion of
democratic socialism. There are
no concessions to post-modem-
ist retreats from class politics,
and none to the ‘post-commun-
ist' association of socialism with
dictatorship.ltis a welcome
counter-blast.

Turning from Stalinist Russia to
Nazi Germany, Tony Benn draws on
sources as varied as Adam Smith,
Karl Marx and Jesus Christ to rein-
force his case for acampaigning, par-
ticipatory socialism in the twenty first
century.

British state

The case for democratising the
British state is powerfully made. From
the disestablishment of the monarchy
to freedom of information, Benn ar-
gues throughout that the undemo-
cratic bastions of the state must go.

And he is clear that the force that
must impose this is the mass of the
people, explaining how mass move-
ments have achieved more on the
streets than a thousand parliamenia-
rians. ’

But there are areas of the book
that are either thin or confused. Per-
haps this is inevitable in a 64-page
book. But sections such asthat onthe
Russian revolution are superficial, as
is the discussion of PR. To claim that
PR inevitably leads to ‘smoke-filled
rooms’ is a rather old and discredited
argument, which would be better left
out.

Other sections are less than con-
vincing. For example, Benn argues
that ‘Democratic socialism must be
built gradually, brick by brick...Thus
the National Health Service, a social-
ist innovation...is now almost univer-
sally supported.’

But next he says ‘Admittedly,
people do not now attach the label
‘socialist’ to the NHS, so future social-
ist measures cannot bask in its warm
reflected glow.” Contradictory sec-
tions lessen the impact of the book.

But its impact is overwhelmingly
positive. It is not helpful — or true —to
say, asdo SocialistWorker, that Benn
says what is wrong, but has no recipe
for how to overthrow it.

Formally they have a point.

But the important thing is that
Benn — unlike most — has brought
together some of the most important
elements for a counter-attack against
the dominant right. He insists on the
importance of class and of mass mo-
bilisation. And he is prepared to or-
ganise against the Labour leadership
on that basis, in the Socialist move-
ment — which he strongly advocates
here.

This is a big step in the right direc-
tion, even if it's not the answer that
Socialist Workerwould like.
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Confronting §

the

capitalists’

‘'war
engine’

By Harry Sioan
1992 is election year. Labour politi-
cians are dusting off their less and
less radical pledges to reform British
capitalism, allowing us to recall how
wide is the gulf between social

democracy and socialism.
Of course the Labour Party, unlike
many of the European social democratic
parties (which in their early years paid

# at least lip- service to the Marxist pro-

gramme), has never been a socialist
party.
f Labour’s sights have never been
raised above the target of obtaining a
| majority in parliament through which -
g if the capitalist economy will allow — to
legislate reforms and concessions for the
working class.
As a result, none of the Labour gov-

4 ernments that has been elected has
R posed the slightest threat to capitalism:

indeed they have defended and even
strengthened the state apparatus which
is key to upholding capitalist rule.

The fact is that winning a majority in
parliament is not the sameas taking con-
trol of the state. Tony Benn’s revelations
of the ways in which Labour ministers

j were given the run-around by top civil
servants in the 1960s and 1970s, and the
evidence in Spycatcher and elsewhere of
secret service phone—tapping and covert
activity against Labour ministers re-
mind us of this fact, as does the bitter
experience of the military coup that
ousted Salvador Allende’s elected ‘mar-
xist’ government in Chile in 1973.

While socialists have to make use of
what Lenin and Marx called the “pigsty”
of bourgeois parliamentarism, they
must also recognise the limitations of

§ parliamentary activity.

The main support for capitalist rule is
not parliament — a body whose person-
nel can be changed by the electorate
every five years — but the permanent
state apparatus, combining the armed
forces and police with the judiciary and
courts and the permanent elite which
runs the civil service.

Friederich Engels explained how the
form of the state apparatus has evolved
in history and dramatically streng-
thened to suit the needs of capitalism:

“The state arose from the need to hold
class antagonisms in check, but because
it arose, at the same time, in the midst of
the conflict of these classes, itis, asarule,
the state of the most powerful economi-
cally dominant class, which through the
medium of the state becomes also the
politically dominant class, and thus ac-
quires new means of holding down and
exploiting the oppressed class.”

The state machinery in a capitalist
democracy is an instrument of class rule,
the ‘war engine’ of the capitalists against
the workers. At its disposal are bodies of

armed men - as Engels quipped, behind
the fine phrases of Liberty, Equality,
Fraternity lurk cavalry, artillery and #h-

fantry.
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Marx, Engels and Lenin developed
the analysis of the bourgeois state. They
recognised — at first in theory, and then
through the experience of revolutionary
struggles in 1848, 1850 and the Paris
Commune of 1871 — that the state ma-
chinery cannot be reformed or used by
the working class. It must be smashed
and replaced by a new form of state.

As Lenin summed up:

“All previous revolutions perfected
the state machine, whereas it must be
broken, smashed. This conclusion is the
chief and fundamental point in the mar-
xist theory of the state.”

Lenin drew two further points from

itself socialist”. Today’s Labour leaders
won’t even scrap Trident, let alone dis-
band the armed forces!

The proletarian state must function
on a completely different basis from the
old capitalist state. Its main weapons
must be democracy and the mass move-
ment that created it. Marx explains the
exemplary actions of the Paris Com-
mune:

“The police ... was at once stripped of
its political attributes and turned into
the responsible and at all times revoc-
able instrument of the Commune. So
were the officials of other branches of
the administration. From the members

this which underline the
gap between the mar-
xism which overthrew
capitalism in Russia and
the reformism which has
upheld it everywhere
else.

The first was that the
liberation of the op-
pressed class is im-
possible through par-
liamentary means alone.
The state which was cre-
ated by the ruling class
cannot be made to abol- Ll
ish itself any more than the bourgeoisie
will voluntarily give up its property,
power and privilege: it can only be de-
stroyed through a violent revolution.

The second was that the working class
needs to replace the capitalist state ma-
chinery with a new form of state, one that
would acttouphold the rule of the prole-
tariat:

“The state is a special organ of force:
it is an organisation of violence for the
suppression of some class. What class
must the proletariat suppress? Natu-
rally only the exploiting class, i.e. the
bourgeoisie.”

Majority

A key difference is that while the capi-
talists as a small minority need a large
armed force to protect their interests
against the majority, the working class
has the advantage of numbers, and does
not need a specific, professionalised
standing army.

The ‘dictatorship of the proletariat’
means that for the first time in history
the vast majority should arm itself to
impose its will and authority over a
small, exploitative minority of the popu-
lation.

Step one towards establishing a ge-
nuine workers’ state is therefore the com-
bined step of smashing the military
backbone of the old regime and erecting
a completely new armed authority:

“The first decree of the [Paris] Com-
mune was the suppression of the stand-
ing army, and its replacement by the
armed people.”

We can guage how far today’s social
democracy has degenerated from even
the paper promises of ‘socialists” at the
turn of the century when Lenin tells us
that in 1917 “This demand now figures
in the programme of every party Cailing

of the Commune
downwards, public
service had to be done
at workmen’s wages.

“The privileges and
the representation
allowances of the high
dignitaries of state dis-
appeared along with
[| the dignitaries them-
| selves....”

Ironically the lead-
ing advocates of MD’s
being paid a worker’s
wage — Terry Fields

" and Dave Nellist — are both expelled by

Kinnock, while no top civil servant,
general or judge will fear for their jobs
or inflated salaries should Labour be
elected.

The Commune also acted to “break
the instrument of spiritual oppression,
the power of the priests,” and to make
judges elective, responsible and subject
to recall.

Lenin underlines how these changes
created a qualitatively new form of state,
based on the armed power of the ma-
jority, the workers and the oppressed,
and strengthened by an unprecedented
extension of direct democracy.

It was this model which the Bolshe-
viks were consciously to emulate after
the October Revolution — until the rot of
Stalinism set in and destroyed the Bol-
shevik Party.

With tongue in cheek, Lenin also ar-
gues that proletarian dictatorship, by
disposing of the costly standing army,
police and state bureaucracy, paying
even top functionaries only a worker’s
wage, is the epitome of the bourgeois
ideal of ‘cheap government'.

If Labour really wanted a radical
answer to the Tory jibes about taxation,
they could follow the route mapped out
by the Paris Commune, scrap the ex-
pensive paraphernalia of the capitalist
state, make huge cuts in taxes on work-
ing people and still spend additional
billions saved on something useful, like
health, housing or education.

Those of us who feel that Kinnock’s
party is unlikely to make this kind of
dramatic turn must continue to battle
within the labour movement for a social-
ist alternative based on the lessons of

Marx, Engels and Lenin.

Useful pamphlets:

Lenin The State and Revolution

Marx: The Civil War in France

Asylum Bili

scrapped - for now

ANTI-DEPORTATION campaigners
celebrated as Kenneth Baker’s racist
Asylum Bill recently bit the dust.
Baker explained that the Bili had not
been withdrawn, but was merely a
victim of alack of parliamentary time.

But there is no doubt that the massive
campaign against the Bill — which
provoked united opposition from the
black community, trade unionists and
priests —was the real reason forits demise.

h The Tories had already retreated on a

number of its key provisions, extending
the time allowed for appeal against
deportation and extending the legal aid
net.

But the pressure must be maintained.
Baker has made it clear that he will
reintroduce the Bill if he gets a chance.
There is no doubt that the Tories will carry
on using the racist rules of ‘Fortress
Europe’ to attack black immigrants at
every opportunity.

The campaign against the Asylum Bill
shows that the only way that the racists
can be beaten back is a united fightback,
mobilising the black communities and the
labour movement on the streets.

Fascists
scuppered in

Rochdale

By Janet Watson

ACCORDING TO the British National Party up
to 100 of their supporters were expected at a
Rochdale city centre rally on February 16th.
The rally was to be addressed by one of the
BNP's central leaders Richard Edmonds. The
event was intended to be the launch of their
campaign leading up to their leading
hatemongers contesting the Rochdale seat in
the election.

The landlord of the pub where the rally was to
be held was forced by the brewery not to allow the
meeting to take place. When several fascists
tumed up they to found the place occupied by
hundreds of anti-fascist activists. Some supporters
of the BNP attempted to meet in another pub
nearby, but were likewise prevented fromdoing so.

Around 300 anti-fascists took part in the oc-
cupation of the pubs in the centre of Rochdale as
well as distributing thousands of leaflets on the
streets.

The mobilisation was a success in the limited
time available for mobilisation — 3 days. However,
what was also shown, were the problems caused
by disunity within the anti-racis/anti-fascist move-
ment.

The mobilisation was the result of the activity of
individuals involved in various different groups,
including, Anti-Fascist Action, the Anti-Nazi
League/SWP, the Blackley Anti-Racist Group and
to a lesser extent the Anti-Racist Alliance. Unfor-
tunately the SWP/ANL claimed that the event was
an ANL mobilisation and proceeded on that basis,
showing little regard for the other forces invoived.

Pressure must be exerted on all organisations
especially the SWP, notto allow sectarian rivalries
or differing opinions on tactics to take precedence
over the building of the strongest possible opposi-
tion to the rising threat of fascism.

Sahitharan murdered by
racists
Deane tamily brutalised by
police

MARCH FOR
JUSTICE

Demonstrate against
racist attacks and
police harassment

Assemble 12.30pm
Saturday 28 March
Plashet Park, East Ham,
London E6

Organised by Deane Family and Sahitharan
Memorial Commitiee, in conjunction with
i Newham Monitoring Project
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Students fight poverty

OVER 20,000 students demonstrated against cuts in their living
standards and educational facilities on February 12th.

The demonstration had been called from a London NUS-or-
ganised activists conference in response to the biggest wave of stu-
dent action since the anti-loans campaign.

Speakers at the rally included a representative from the teachers’
union AUT and Tony Benn. Stephen Twigg, the president of NUS
also spoke and was continually heckled and booed by the students
present, who clearly felt that the NUS leadership had failed to offer
them anything.

Students were demanding a decent grant; restoration of benefit
entitiements, affordable accommodation, restoration of education
services that have been cut (i.e. libraries, teaching staff, support
staff etc), and an extension of these services to meet the growing
number of students.

On March 3rd and 4th, the NUS leadership will be holding a
‘Reform Conference’ to seek ratification for its proposals to cut one
of NUS’s conferences. All students must mobilise to ensure that this
attack on the democracy of the NUS is defeated.

Students on the march against poverty

Photo: Andrew Wiard

Vauxhall workers win strike ballot

VAUXHALL carworkers have over-
whelmingly rejected management
attempts to attach strings to their

conditions. Team working — otherwise
known as japanisation — has already
been introduced. :

latest 5 per cent pay offer.
Transport and General Workers
Union (TGWU) members at Ellesmere
Port — the largest union in the plant —
voted by 3-1 in favour of strike action.
Despite increased profits, Vauxhall
are attempting to push ahead with local
negotiations and attacks on working

But the TGWU claim thatit hasbeen
unsuccessful in dividing the workforce.
‘There is along road between introduc-
tion of team working and making it
stick’ the union office said.

Now the TGWU has a clear man-
date for action and its members in
Luton look likely to endorse the move.

300 Club
Money,

money!

Not only can you get the best in political ideas from
Socialist Outlook, you can also win exciting cash and
other prizes in our revolutionary fundraising 300 club
scheme.

money

For just £5 a month — less than the price of a pint of beer
a week (if you live in London) — you get the chance to
win £50 in our monthly draw. In addition you can bask
in the knowledge that you have helped Socialist
Outlook to continue making life difficult for the
capitalists and the New Realist right-wing.

Please include me in
the Socialist Outlook
300 club

| My full DAME ..ot

My bank sorting code ...l
My account NUMDET ..ot

Please pay to the Co-operative bank PLC 78/80 Cornhill,
London EC3V 3NJ (sorting code 08-02-28) for the
account of Socialist Outlook Supporters fund (account
number 70186297) the sum of:

................................................................................ (inwor
............................................................................... (in igures

onthe......ooovirnnenenns dayof ..., (month)
1992 and thereafter every month until countermanded
by me in writing.

Please complete and return to Socialist Outlook, PO Box
1109, London N4 2UU. Do nofésend directly to your
bank.
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AEU engineers at Ellesmere Port and
Luton are also expected to reject the
strings.

The only stumbling block has been
the EETPU , whose members voted to
accept the deal, but there is now going
to be a fight to reverse the vote.

The first move looks like being an
overtime ban. AEU and TGWU
workers should argue to escalate the
action.

GEC strikers sold out

INTIMIDATED by managementand
undermined by national union offi-
cials, 400 strikers at GEC Alsthom
in Manchester have voted 2-1 to
return to work.

Echoing the situation facing the
Camden social workers' strike, the
GEC workers were threatened with the
sack if the action continued. And offi-

ISN'T IT old-fashioned to
talk about the working class
| and class struggle, like the
‘postmodernists’, not to
mention the Kinnockites,
claim?

Not according to British
workers. A survey by the US
Wall Street Journal found that
morethan 65 per cent of British
people say they are working
class, 28 per cent think they are
middle class, and 1.4 per cent
‘upper middle class’. Another
2.5 per cent said they were
just‘poor’.

True or false? Probably a
chunk of those who said they
are middle class are better-
paid workers. The middle
class is probably a lot smaller
than 28 per cent.

Telecom slash
jobs

True to form, British Telecom
(BT) have just announced yet
another package of job cuts.
Despite escalating profits —
currently around £100 per
second — BT has sacked
around 20 per cent of its staff
in the last two years. .

Now your caring, sharing
Telecom has declared that the
7,600 redundancies among
operators announced last year
was not enough. Another 3,000
plus operators are to lose their
jobs.

The two packages — a result of
digital technology combined
with directory enquiry charges —
will reduce the number of
operator staff from 16,000 to just
6,000.

What's the betting over
whether Telecom chairman lain
Vallance (he of the six-figure
salary) will suffer from the jobs
axe? Or whether directory in-
quiry services will improve in
cost or efficiency? Answers on a
postcard to your Tory party of-
fices, Smith Square, London.

Hello to the working class!

r

Subscribe to
Socialist Out

Y

)

' /Only £15, comrades?

But identification of them-
selves as ‘working class’ seems
almost universal among the
core sections of workers. The
same survey found that the
richest 20 per cent own 42 per
cent of the wealth, and the bot-
tom 20 per cent own 8 per cent.

How would the averagely
intelligent person interpret
these figures? Do we live in a
capitalist society? Do classes
still exist? Or is all this a fig-
ment of the imagination of the
hard left?

Answers on a postcard to N.
Kinnock, House of Commons,
London SW1.

Hang about, I'll
just get my
wallet.

[ would like to take out a sub
Qutlook. I enclose £.......... :

Subscription rates

I EC Europe (including Britain): 1 year 's subscription (24
I issues): £15 (1 Six months’ subscription (12 issues): £8 (3
I Non-EC Europe: 1 year £20 0 Six months £11 3

I Rest of the World: 1 year £24 {3 Six months £130

I 1"d like to know more about Socialist Outlook (3
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cials from the engineering and ship-
building workers’ federation, the
CSEU, let it be known that they thought
the strike was heading for disaster.

In this situation shop stewards at
Higher Openshaw were unable to tum
the tide, despite an impressive tradition
of solidarity among the workforce. it is
a classic example of a real opportunity
lost.

The GEC workers had maintained
pressure on the company, operating a
24-hour picket and touring the country
to win support. GEC itself was not in-
vulnerable: the company had just won
orders worth over £2.5 billion and
would have faced problems if the action
had spread.

Now the workers face not only the
original 12 sackings that provoked the
action, but also a wave of 13,500
across the whole of the GEC Alsthom
group over the next year. The workers
made it clear that they would try to
maintain the solidarity that had been
builton the picket line inside the factory.
But this is easier said than done in a
situation of retreat.

‘New realist' union officials have
shown once again that for the Kinnock-
ite agenda, beating back the jobs mas-
sacre is less important than ‘heads
down for the general election’.




ALL OVER the world abortion rights are under
attack. The injunction against a 14-year old rape
victim in Ireland, preventing her from getting an
abortion in Britain, is just the tip of the iceberg of
anti-abortion attacks internationally.

The Polish Sejm (parliament) is about to pass the
Unborn Child Protection Bill, banning all abortion
unless the mother’s life in danger.

In the US abortion rights are under legal threat in
several states, and anti-abortionists have started
using guns in their attacks on abortion clinics.
George Bush’s main Republican contender, Pat
Buchanan, would severely restrict abortion.

In Germany the moratorium on changing East
Germany’s liberal abortion laws will expire within
two years.

In a period of capitalist crisis attacks on women’s
rights are multiplying, especially in eastern
Europe. The right to abortion is central women'’s
ability to control their lives. An international
campaign is needed in solidarity with women
under attack. Defend abortion rights!

Defend

socialist




