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Buthelezi — leader of Inkatha thugs

THE BOIPATONG massacre last week show the stark reality
facing the black masses of South Africa. De Klerk’s regime
has been trying to force a settlement with the carrot and the
stick — the carrot of a share in power for the black middle
class, the stick of violent repression.

The police and army have workeg hand-in-glove with Zulu leader
Buthelezi’s reactionary Inkatha movement in murder and mayhem
in the townships. The aim is to demoralise and intimidate the
militants; to make them think there is no option but to negotiate a

No peace
with white
supremacy

lousy deal. That lousy deal with enshrine the veto of the white
minority.

The Boipatong massacre was the regime’s response to the strike of
one million black workers last Tuesday. Because of the massacre
Nelson Mandela had no option but to call off the Codesa peace talks.

But the struggle now faces a turning point. At the base of the ANC
there is a determination to fight. Either there will be a mass mobilisa-
tion to defeat the racists and their Inkatha accomplices; or state
terrorism will demoralise the freedom movement and it will slide
toward defeat.
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300 rally to Anti-Racist

Alliance convention

By Rache! Newton
MORE THAN 300 anti
racist and lakour move-
ment -ctivists, around a
quart.c of whom were
black, packed the ARA’s
first convention on 13June.

The event was clearly a great
success, proving the ARA’s
ability to attract broad forces.
Ken Livingstone MP and Man-
ning Marable, a leading black
US academic, were among a
host of speakers.

Anti-racist activists from
Germany and Belgium gave
the event a strongly European
character, describing the
alarming increase of state
racism and the growth of the
far right in their countries.

Manning Marable drew on
US experience to stress the

necessity for a democratic anti-
racist movement with a
grassr. s base and real links
with ti. community.
Poin.ng to Jessie Jackson’s
‘Raintow Coalition’, he
warned against the top-heavy
model, relying solely on na-
tional figures in the public eye.
Drawing out clear links be-
tween raceand class in the anti-

geles riots as an example.

MSF delegation to ARA convention

racist struggle, Marable
pointed to the recent Los An-

The convention was billed as
an opportunity for anti-racists
to exchange ideas and ex-

eriences and discuss the way
orward for the movement. But

there was in fact little time for
discussion.

Important issues were none-
theless raised in a workshop on
racist attacks.

Concern was expressed by a
number of militants, including
representatives of theNewham

Monitoring Project and the
Southall Monitoring Group,
about the direction that the
ARA was taking.

Delegates stressed the need
to build a democratic structure
through which local groups

can participate on a national
level.

And that the ARA should
lend active support to existing
black and anti-racist groups,
respecting their autonomy.

One of the most positive
points to emerge from the con-
vention was the overwhelming
interest and support shown for
the Siddik Dada/ Mohammed
Sarwar Memorial Committee
in Manchester (see SO 23).

Demonstration

A clear indication was given
by members of the ARA com-
mittee that the demonstration
called by the Memorial Com-
mittee for 22 August would be
made a national priority forthe
ARA in the coming months.

The convention was a posi-
tive step forward, but despite
being the first black-led anti-
racist movement, ARA still has
many tests to pass. It must not
fall into the trap of self-
proclamation.

The ARA neither represents
the black community as a
whole, nor the entire labour
movement. It will have to earn
the respect of the coalition on
which it is based.

Step up fund
drivel

Socialist Outlook supporters have launched a £7000
development fund, to be completed by next November.
The fund has two objectives — to stabilise the fortnightly
production of the paper, and to buy new equipment.

However, in a busy political period our supporters have not
responded as quickly as we hoped - only £260 to datel Achiev-
ing the fund by November means starting early, not leaving it all
to the last moment. .

When the newspaper was launched we relied heavily on the
equipment we got six years ago to produce a monthly
magazine. Much of that equipment is wearing out and becom-
ing unreliable.

More up-to-date equipment will make a substantial contribu-
tion to a more attractive and better laid-out paper.

Itis vital that supporters’ groups get going on the fund, to
make sure we have a substantial sum before people go off on
holiday.

We have entered a period of rapid political changes, domesti-
cally and internationally. The strikes in Germany, the uprising in
Los Angeles and other US cities, and the turmoil in eastern
Europe are indicators of the period we are entering.

At home the left is undergoing rapid changes as a result of
Labour's electoral defeat. In this period the need for marxist
ideas is greater than ever. Over the past few months our sales
and subs have been going up. Help us to continue to go for-
ward.

Send all donations to: Socialist Outiook Fund, PO Box 1109,

London N4 2UU.
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Labour Left conference

Two steps forward, one
step back

NEARLY 600 people at-
tended the Campaign
Group’s Conference of the
Labour Left on Saturday
June 20, in Leeds.

Tony Benn, Dawn Primarolo,
Audrey Wise, Ken Livingstone,
Jeremy Corbyn, Bernie Grant
and Bob Cryer among other
Campaign Group MPs were
there, and addressed the con-
ference as well as listening to
the points raised by the par-
ticipants.

A basic resolution setting up
a working group for broaden-
ing the Campaign Group into
extra-parliamentary areas was
overwhelmingly passed
despite initial reluctance from
some Campaign Group MPs to
commit themselves to such a

venture.

But, after a very inadequate

discussion, the only resolution
put to the conference around
which to discuss a minimum
political basis for a broader
regroupment of the leftata later
date, beyond but including the
Labour Left, was defeated by a
two to one vote.

This missed opportunity
comes at a time when the left
faces a situation unprecedented
since the war — with strikes at
an all time low, a serious elec-
tion defeat and the Tories and
the employers set to step up
their offensive.

At the same time the present
window of opportunity to more
effectively organise the left in
the post-election situation may
not last for long. The idea that

this can be achieved without
defining the key political issues

posed at this time and organis-
ing around them is a false one.

This conference however, isa
step towards the formation of a
united left current inside the
Labour Party. Throughout the
day there was a very coopera-
tiveand friendly mood, with lit-
tle of the sectarian bickering
that has been a blight on the
British left for so long.

Whilst not being over-op-
timistic, the moves taken at this
conference could be the start of
some positive developments on
the left in Britain, particularly if
the SMTUC conference on July
18th/19th and the Conference
of the Left in October have posi-
tive outcomes. We shall have to
wait and see.
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The rotten stench of decay

As the 20 July Labour leadership [j
election approaches, more and
more details are being revealed
about in-fighting in the highest
councils of the party.

Supporters of John Smith, it ap-
pears, hatched a plot to oust Neil Kin-
nock before the general election. Un-
fortunately their man wouldn’t play
ball.

At the same time, relations between
John Smith and Kinnock broke down
and the two hardly spoke to each
other. Kinnock’s press secretary Julie
Hall wouldn’t speak to his chief of:
staff Charles Clarke or Communica-
tions Director David Hill.

Cliques inside the top apparatus
plotted against one another in a be-
wildering array of personal
animosities. Other star players in the
soap opera included Patricia Hewitt

social democratic philosophy.

Kinnock and Smith by comparison are
light-weights bereft of ideas. This is not
because of personal capabilities, of lack of
them. Rather it is because of the total col-
lapse of right-wing social democracy
before Thatcherite pro-market ideology.

Ever since Kinnock was elected in 1983
Labour has run scared before the Tories.
The Policy Review produced a watered-
down Toryism, but nothing in the way of
a serious alternative plan for governing
Britain.

In the leadership election nothing has
changed. Gould’s appeal for ‘radical
ideas” has no substance whatever. Adjec-
tives like ‘radical’ and ‘bold’ are just so
much hot-air from the leadership hope-
fuls.

In this situation the Labour left just has
to tell the truth. The advertising people
and spin-doctors are overpaid court

jesters without two ideas to rub together.

and Peter Mandelson.

There is no explanation for this pan-
tomime in the sphere of political differences.
All these people adhered to the same Kinnock-
ite, new realist, advertising agency school of
politics.

What really caused the conflicts was the
realisation that Kinnock was a no-hoper and
that there was a grave danger of Labour being
defeated in the election.

The in-fighting has its comic side, but it is
also tragic. Tragic because the hopes of mil-

Getting a whiff? Hopeless Roy Hattersley

lions of working people became the playthings
of conflicting advertising strategies and the
personal rivalries of a bunch of yuppie twerps.

This idiocy speaks volumes about what has
happened to the Labour Party. When the left
fought against Hugh Gaitskell over the H-
Bomb and Clause 4, in the late '50s and early
’60s, they were fighting against a serious bour-
geois politician. Gaitskell was an agent of the
ruling class, but at least he had a coherent

The 20 July coronation of John Smith will

be a hollow and pathetic ceremony. And
without a fight back by the left, the empty
space where the party’s brain ought to be will
be filled, before the next election, by ever-
more-rightwing garbage about coalitions with
the Liberals and the philosophy of the market.
If that happens, the road to further decay of
the party and heavy membership losses will be
wide open. Only the left can put an end to the
‘politics as advertising technique’ soap opera.

Royal comings and goings...

Grist to the

republican mill!

By Geoff Ryan
“A Royal wedding we
adore,
The pomp and panoply of
yore,
We’d just as soon head-
line, of course,
A Royal scandalous
divorce."
(Leon Rosselson, “Song

of the Free Press” ).

THE PAST FEW weeks have seen
a frenzied attempt by sections of
the British press to underline the
accuracy of Leon. Rosselson's
comments.

Other passages from the song also
ring remarkably true. Speculation on
the state of the Wales' marriage, pic-
tures of Diana in tears, reports of
suicide attempts and bulimia nervosa
all Brighten up the breakfast food.

The nauseating hypocrisy of
Andrew Neill (not so amused by
stories of his affair with Pamella Bor-
des) is rivalled only by the
sanctimonious condemnations of
others who have never hesitated
about prying into privacy and dipping
into dustbins.

Their indignation about revelations
concerning Charles and Diana has
never prevented these same hacks
spreading lies about Arthur Scargill,
denouncing strikes (except in Poland)
and trendy lefty loonies, or stoking up
racism, xenophobia and homophobia.

When he was alive these guardians
of the national interest covered up for

Already turned into a frog?

every bit of Robert Maxwell's dirty
dealings. Only after his death do they
feel able to expose him as a crook.
After all, Maxwell was one of them and
- unlike most victims of media vilifica-
tion - could afford litigation.

Their new found enthusiasm for
privacy has more to do with Down with
all those rival bleeders, Trying to lure
away our readersthan any concern for
morality. They wax lyrical about
newspaper ethics but still publish the
same stories. After all, the main
priority is “to give a healthy boost to
sales”.

The relationship between the
media and the Royals has hardly been
‘private'#n the past. We have all been
subjected, ad nauseam, to Royal in-
vestitures, jubilees, marriages and
births etc.

The Royals never complained
about ‘privacy’ when their every deed
was used to increass their popularity.

Now the fairy tale is over

If the Prince now tums out to be afrog
they have only themselves to blame.
What worries them is not their privacy
- but their survival.

The salacious gossip about the
Wales's love life, hard on the heels of
Fergie and Andy’s rift, has - whatever
the intentions - opened up adebate on
whether the Queen should start
paying taxes.

The right of Charles to benefit from
anyone dying intestate in the Duchy of
Lancaster is queried. The future of the
monarchy has even been called into
question. Good!

Socialists can only welcome this
rise of Republican sentiment. It is a
disgrace that Labour leaderships have

consistently supported the reactionary
institution of monarchy.

The notion that a particular family
has the right to own and control vast
amounts of weaith because of an ac-
cident of birth is the opposite of
socialist ideas and ideals.

Despite its 'constitutional’ nature
the monarchy still has enormous for-
mal powers. In theory, at least, the
monarch appoints the Prime Minister
and asks him or her to form a govern-
ment. MPs have to swear allegiance
to the monarch.

300 years after the start of the Civil
War against Charles 1st we have to
ensure there is no throne for his
namesake to occupy.
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NALGO Conference _
Delegates vote for

action, left falls to

pieces

By Doug Thorpe,
Islington NALGO

The creation of new public
sector union UNISON
moved a step closer as con-
ferences of local govern-
ment union NALGO and
health workers’ union
COHSE joined public
employees in NUPE to vote
for merger.

The amalgamation will now
go to a ballot of the three
unions’ members in the
autumn.

The debate at NALGO con-
ference was marked by the use
of heavy-handed tactics by the
union bureaucracy, stifling
debate over the draft rules of
the new union. This, combined
with divisions on the left, do
not bode well for the future.

But high points of the week

included the Local Govern-
ment Group’s decision to call a
special national meeting
around fighting privatisation.

They are also launching a
series of national and regional
events in a campaign against

compulsory caompetitive
tendering,.
Anti-union laws

And delegates also voted to
affiliate to the ‘Unshackle the
Unions’ campaign and to sup-
port those who challenge Tory
anti-union laws.

Socialist Outlook supporters
played a prominent role in
winning delegates’ support.
Both decisions overturned
recommendations from the
union executive.

Pro-choice activists also had
a high profile, with women
successfully picketing and

taking over anti-abortion meet-
ings, collecting £300 for the Na-
tional Abortion Campaign in
the process.

But despite progressive
policy decisions, the left was
more divided than ever. The
SWP-controlled Broad Left
was almost invisible, taking no
part in the major debates, in-
cluding the crucial discussion

on merger.

They withdrew a motion
calling for affiliation to the Anti
Nazi League, making the
debateonanti-racismalowkey
affair.

Though no clear contender
emerged to organise the left, a
number of initiatives showed
promise. Islington NALGO are
calling a conference on

rivatisation and a number of
ranch activists in the
Metropolitan District are
beginning to coordinate their

efforts.

Whether the Campaign fora
Democratic and Fighting
Public Services Union can pro-
vide a national focus will
depend on whether it can take
a clear position on the merger
ballot without fragmenting.

Newham

The overriding priority for
the left over the coming weeks
is to build support for the
Newham branch. The whole
branch is balloting to take ac-
tion in support of Poll Tax and
Housing Benefit strikers. The

NALGO left needs to get its act together to face UNISON challenge

strikers have been threatened
with the sack if they don't
return to work.

The NALGO executive has
recognised that its strategy of
using strikes by key workers on
full pay is at stake. It is now
offering the whole branch
strike pay equivalent to full
take-home pay.

This is a go-for-bust attempt,
exposing the problems of rely-
ing on a high level of strike pay
to groups of workers, while
isolating them by taking no
regional or national action.

Labour opts out
of schools

struggle

By Richard Hatcher
Is the battle over opting-out already
lost? The Labour leadership says

€s.
Y On 10 June Jack Straw and David
Blunkett, Labour's spokespersons on
education and local government, is-
sued an ‘advice note’ urging Labour
Local Education Authorities {LEAs) to
cooperate with opted-out schools.

At the same time as they threw in
the towel, in a community centre in
Handsworth, Birmingham governors,
parents and local leaders of the
teachers’ unions NUT and NAS/ UWT
were meeting with councillors and
Labour activists. It was the launch of a

That scene will be repeated all over
the country, and many of those cam-
paigns will win, just as some already
have. One of the main deterrents
against opting-out, for parents and
governors, is the fear that they will lose
all the support that LEAs provide in
numerous ways.

Green light

The Labour leadership’s retreat
gives them the green light to opt-out,
safe in the knowledge that they will
continue to be supported by the LEA
they are undermining.

Why has the Labour leadership
abandoned its opposition to opting-
out? It is yet another application of the

campaign to stop a local secondary

logi ting th da
school opting out. ogic of accepting the Tory agenda for

education, rather than risk supporting

Why you should say no to
opting-out

@ Opting-out will cut the school off from the benefits that the LEA
provides — ranging from support services and in-service provision to
administrative back-up and bulk purchasing.

@ Opting-out means extra money, but.

- most of it will go on services that the LEA used to provide

- any gains are at the expense of other local schools

- it's only a short term bribe which will dry up soon

@ Opting-out undermines focal democracy.

instead of a measure of control by the community through elected council-
lors and Labour Party governors, the school would be run by a governing body
dominated by non-elected, so-called 'first governors', answerable only to the
Secretary of State. .

@ Opting-out will undermine trade union rights and conditions.

Many schools will seize the opportunity to get maintenance work done on
the cheap, undercutting union rates at the expense of local authority direct
labour. Teachers will become more vulnerable to arbitrary management freed
from the constraints of local authority agreements.

@ opting out is the first step to selection.

For some schools, their aim is to begome selective schools. For many more,
selection will creep in by the back door.

any struggle against it.

There is amore specific reason too.
it's part of a change in the role of
Labour councils — away from the
politics of traditional municipal
Labourism towards the politics of the
market.

Straw and Blunkett spell it out:
Labour authorities should sell their ser-
vices to all schools, not just opted-out
schools but private schools too. They
teflect the interests of the new tech-
nocrats in the town halls whose aim is
maximising income for the council.

They are unencumbered by social
priorities, concentrating on their busi-
ness-orientated urban regeneration
strategy. Birmingham, with its high-
cost prestige projects and its low
spending on education, is a prime ex-
ample.

Bad timing

Labour’s opting-out of the struggle
against opting-out couldn't come at a
more inappropriate time. The battle to
keep local authority schools is far from
lost. So far only 250 schools out of
25,000 have opted-out despite sub-

stantial bribes.
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A wave of attempted opt-outs will
undoubtedly take place in the autumn.
Its size will depend on the new funding
arrangements to be announced in a
White Paper later in the summer.

But fears that everyone will opt-out
are mistaken. There is still a strong
attachment among govemors, parents
and heads to the LEA system. And itis
doubtful whether the government
wants every school to opt-out.

Major’s announcement on 16 June
of plans to ‘intervene’ in failing schools

is a tacit admission of this. A much

more likely aim is around 20 per cent of
secondary schools, enough to create a
new selective system.

In that context, there is everything
left to fight for. The left should ignore
any imesponsble tak of ‘opting-out
from the left’ and prepare now to cam-
paign. It should press Labour councils
to retain their commitment to cutting off
services to opted-out schools as an
effective deterrent to others.

at risk by opting-out.

Prepare now to campaign

@ Monitor schools - identify the ones at risk
Build up an LEA-wide picture of which heads and governing
bodies are considering opting-out.
@ Organise a joint union response .
United action between the NUT and the NAS/ UWT is essen-
tial to prepare their members. The teachers’ unions also need to
liaise with non-teaching unions whose members’ jobs may be put

® Get the Labour Party organised
Local Labour Parties need to coordinate their governors, ona

branch, constituency and district level, with regular LEA-wide

governors’ meetings and local working groups. /
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Bosses ride
roughshod over

unions

As the Tory anti-union offensive hots up in the
aftermath of the election, support has been
growing for the Unshackle the Unions conference.
Patrick Baker spoke to COLIN CHRISTOPHER,
General Secretary of the furniture and timber
workers’ union, FTAT. Christopher has been a
leading supporter of the campaign since its
inception, participating in the press launch with
miners’ leader Arthur Scargill.

How have the anti-union
laws affected FTAT’s work,
organising in the furniture
industry?

Absolutely dramatically.

. The freedom to strike within

the law is now almost non-
existent.

But how long will workers
bow to this exploitation? How
long will they allow employers
to ride roughshod over them?

The most important effect
has been the ability of
employers to withdraw trade
union recognition, which is
vital to any union’s ability to
organise. What we're facing
now isn’t just the withdrawal of
existing recognition, but theset-
ting up of non-union
workplaces. ’

In many greenfield sites, we
are now forced to recruit from
the outside. It's not surprising —

to allow unions?

Some figures in the labour
movement have recently
been calling for an end to
the links between the
Labeur Party and the
unions. What’s your view?

This point has to be pursued
vigorously. Any break in
those links — or even a dis-

why should employers choose

in the latest battle for union rights, building worker Michael Dooley occupled a
crane at a West London site after an imposed single-union deal between the
company and the engineers’ and electriclans union AEEU.

The rank and flle Joint Sites Commitiee launched a campalgn agalmt the deal
after stewards from bullding workers’ union UCATT and the TGWU were
sacked. One victimised worker explained This dispule Is about democracy. It
Is about the sacking of elected representatives ang the forced imposition of an

unwanted union.’

Trades counclls and building workers ralfied to support the workers in a mass
plcket, but the UCATT leadership disowned the action.

tancing between the two -

would be disastrous.

It saddens me that the very
character of the Labour Party is
being threatened. On whose
authority are these leading
politicians floating this idea?

As soon as they did so, it was
picked up by the gutter
tabloids, and they are now call-
ing the tune. All of this without
any serious debate or analysis.
If the architects of this cam-
paign are allowed to get it off
the ground, it will be a disaster
for the labour movement.

This isn’t just on the level of

abstract ideas. Speaking to a.

meeting of pensioners the other
day, they were saying ‘We need
Labour and the unions to repre-
sent our interests’.

What role will the
Maastricht treaty play for
unions? Would the Social
Charter be a step forward?

Certain parts of the trade
union movement have seen
the Social Charter as a soft
option, compared to the
anti-union laws.

Their attitude has sometimes
been ‘If Maastricht comes in,

we'll have what we want’. But -

they’re 1gnonng the fact that
there are big problems with it —
like rejecting the closed shop.

Some have reacted by accept-
ing the criticisms — but I think
the attack on the closed shop
has been a crucial part of the
weakening of the unions.

I’ve never accepted that

there’s anything undemocratic
about the closed shop. To be
honest, most of those that
wanted to opt out in my ex-
perience weren't acting out of
principle, but because they
didn’t want to contribute.

What role do you see for the
Unshackle the Unions
campaign?

It has a particular impor-
tanceafter theelection. FTAT
and other progressive
unions have been in the van-
guard of the call for repeal of
all anti-union laws.

At the TUC in Glasgow last

FTAT's Colin Christopher - backing Unshackle the Unions

year, we and the NUM put for-
ward just such a resolution, call-
ing for support for the ILO con-
vention.

The Unshackle the Unions
conference can develop the
debate we need, and make
people ask ‘Do we just accept
the imposition of anti-union
1eg151at10n7’

But it's not ]ust the laws that
are already in place, though
they’re bad enough. The new
rounds of laws that are coming
aren’t as innocent as they seem
— particularly those threatening
the check-off system. Michael
Howard’s obviously decided to
take us on to the bitter end.

THE

OCIALIST
MOVEMENT

Trade Union Committee

We would like to register
We enclose £
Name/position/organisation

18th — 19th July

Conway Hall, Red Lion Sq, London
WHICH WAY FOR
SOCIALISTS IN THE UNIONS?

Fighting the
employers’ offensive

people for the Unshackle the Unions Conference
(£10 waged/ £3 unwaged per person)

Second
Conference

1992

Contact address

Phone

Cheques payable to Socialist Movement (TU)
1| Send to Carolyn Sikorski 53a Geere Road, London E15 3PN
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By Sam Inman
With a real possibility of
legislation to equalise the
age of consent for gay men,
it is easy to understand the
optimism prevailing in the
largely gay men’s scene.

But have the upper echelons
of the Tory party really under-
gone a ‘road to Damascus’
transformation in their at

titude? Of course not, as the
only partial concession to
homosexuality in the armed
forces showed.

While any progressive
reform should be supported,
we should have no illusions
that we are in for an easy ride.
John Major’s government will
not be making concessions out
of the goodness of their hearts,
but only for the purposes of
diplomatic manoeuvring.

Beyond an equal age
of consent

If a bill is introduced, there
will again be much heated
media debate over those of us
who persistently refuseto have
consenting relationships with
the opposite sex.

Marginalised

And it is easy to see how les-
bians — who have an equal age
of consent — will be further
marginalised in the ensuing

PHOTO: Paul Mattsson

melee.

The national lesbian and gay
weekly, The Pink Paper, is right
to argue that we ‘need a spec-
tacular campaign from us and
our allies’ to whip up a ‘wind
of change’ throughout society
and step up pressure for anti-
discrimination legislation too.

They are also right that les-
bian and gay teenagers are
going to need ‘support lines,
meeting groups and health ad-

vice now more than ever’.

But they are wrong to as-
sume that a little pressure on
Tory ministers — without self-
organisation for mass action —
will get even these limited
reforms.

Tory ministers have made it
patently clear to other cam-
paigners that they will not in-
troduce anti-discrimination
laws. Why should they treat us
any different?

Many local authorities have
used Section 28 to withhold
funding and support to lesbian
and gay youth groups.

No leading Tory has yet ar-
gued forits repeal. Why should
we believe it will, while the
Tories are smashing up local
govemment?

Labour policy

So what is the alternative? It
may sound boring, but the
Labour Party already has good
policy, acheived through years
of campaigning, particularly
by the Labour Campaign for
Lesbian and Gay Rights.

If Labour MPs were forced to
implement it, while the Tories
are divided, they could push
through a bill.

It could not only equalise the
age of consent for gay men, but
repeal 528, and bring in anti-
discrimination laws too. But
Labour is only going to do this
under mass pressure from our
community.

By allying ourselves with
supportive sections of the
labour movement, rather than
confused Tory MPs, the lesbian
and gay movement at least
stands some chance of winning
something we can all build on.

Why ‘Queer politics’ are

Recently the pages of the
lesbian and gay press in
Britain and the USA have
been filled with a new debate
- on ‘queer politics’ and
building a ‘queer
movement. REBECCA

FLEMMING investigates.
Inthe beginning was the Word, and
the Word was Queer, and Queer
was the Word.

Before the beginning, Queer was an
abusive epithet, mainly aimed at gay
‘men. It was occasionally used by les-
bians and gay men, publicly in chants
and privately to refer to ourselves. It
was used to inject an element of self-
depraciation, parody or defiance.

After the beginning, Queer became
a radical new word for fesbian or gay,
which some felt was clumsy (hence
‘lesbian and gay’) or had become as
institutionalised and sexually respect-
able as homosexual.

T-shirts

Organisations such as A Queer
Tribe in Brighton and Queer Nation
(QN) in the USA were born, and
Outrage's ‘Queer as Fuck' T-shirt, so
successfully advertised by Jason
Donovan, was much in evidence.

These groups shared certain
themes. The focus was on publicity
stunts and there was a conscious em-
phasis on style, culture and a good
fuck

For some, that is where Queer
remains — a label with a cutting edge,
provocative and sexy, and a single,

inclusive term for lesbians and gays.

men. But both of these points have
been questioned. Is a Queer wedding
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any mote radical than a gay wedding?

Certainly the constant splintering of
QN around gender and race
demonstrates the limits of words to
resolve political issues.

Some north American lesbian
academics have taken the concept of
Queer several stages further and
created ‘Queory’. Their ideas are
tooted in a complex discussion involv-
ing psychoanalysis and different forms
of human communication.

Campaigning (doing) is convenient-
ly reduced to theatrical stunts, media
coverage and use of the word Queer

(saying). ,
Apolitical

On this side of the Atlantic there has
been the appearance of
‘Queerpolitics’, also loosely linked to
the new activism. It has captivated the
lesbian and gay press. It has been
shaped by the move towards in-
dividualism and the apolitical after 13
years of Tory rule.

Sex is a fundamental concept for
‘Queerpolitics’ — we have again be-
come what we do in bed, cottage, dun-
geon, or whatever turns you on.
Worse, this is seen as a victory over
lesbian feminism which is reduced to
its pro-censorship, anti-sex current.

This is combined with a retreat from
autonomy ~ the ‘Queer Movement' is
not the lesbian and gay movement by
another name. Rather it encompasses
~ in theory — some lesbians and gay
men, bisexuals, transsexuals and
transvestites (the vast majority of
whom are straight), heterosexual
sado-masochists, and paedophiles,
among others.

Outragel, for example, is no longer
a lesbian and gay organisation but a
Queer one, prompting some to leave. -
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All the demands of Queerpolitics
are on the individual - who is urged to
be Queer. This is in contrast to the
lesbian and gay movement's project,
calling for society to accept and incor-
porate lesbians and gay men. This may
well be the direction of lobbying groups
like Stonewall, but at least they are
doing something, however inade-
quate.

Shocking

Queerpolitics is empty gesture, pos-
ture, signifying nothing, let alone aradi-
cal afternative. The only public action
seems simply to shock, in the most
reactionary way. It prefers not to ask
why, avoiding confronting key issues
around the nuclear family, gender,
race and class in its search for the glib
and sexy.

But ultimately, words can't sub-
stitute for politics. People, gay or
straight, can announce themselves to
be Queer, but will it change anything?

Will it help lesbian mothers keep
custody of their children? Will it stop
gay men being sent to prison for con-
sensual sex? Will it move us one iota
towards a society where people can
decide their own sexual orientation,
free from inequality and oppression?

Unfortunately the answer to all
these questions is ‘no’.

Oppressed

The harsh reality is that one sexual
identity — heterosexuality - is
privileged, and one - lesbian and gay
sexual identity — is oppressed. That
can't be wished away.

It demands a long, hard struggle for
lesbian and gay liberation, to end a
specific oppression rather than a
vague norm. And struggle means
doing, not saying.

not enough

Outrageous stunts are fine, but don’t amount to
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a strategy for lesbian and gay liberation






