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As Smith elected leader....
Expulsions
deepen Labour
witch hunt

By expelled Lambeth
councillor Steve French
AS JOHN Smith was elected
the new Labour leader, five of
the Lambeth 15 were expelled
from the party.

Steve Nally was expelled for
his role in the Poll Tax move-
ment. Four councillors -
Alison Higgs, George Huish,
Rachael Webb and myself —
were expelled for ‘un-
ashamedly putting pressure
on the council leadership’.

This horrendous crime meant
that we simply expressed dis-
senting opinions.

This represents a qualitative .
deepening of the witch hunt.
The National Constitutional
Committee has expelled and
suspended people simply for
their opinions. It is the first
time that the excuse of being a
‘party within a party’ has not
been used.

John Harris

Alison Higgs and myself have
never made any secret of our
support for Socialist Outlook,
but this was not anissue in our

expulsions. Labour general In comes the new leadership — out go more socialists

BRIy Lany Wity mercty there been more need to build the Cam- Hunt, c/o 56 Ashby House, Lough--
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leadership’. For this people have been ex-  united fighting left to defend theideas of ;. councillors were suspended for between

pelled and suspended.

Dissent is now an expellable offenc¥in the
Labour Party. The purge will now
deepen, as press and TV silence help
Smith keep his hands ‘clean’. Never has

socialism.

Get your local Labour Party, trade union
or campaign organisation to invite one
of the expelled councillors to speak.
Contact Campaign against the Witch
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six months and two years. Four more hearings
will be held in September and as we go to press,
Socialist Outlook supporter Cllr John Tuite is
before the NCC. See page 2 for details.

Appreciation of Mr Kinnock, page 4.
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Steve French burns his Poll Tax bill: any dissent is now expellable

Larry Whitty’s new model Labour Party

Shut up or get
expelled

As aresult of the National Constitutional
Committee Lambeth inquiry, five people were
expelled and four suspended for between six
months and two years. KATE AHRENS spoke to
STEVE FRENCH and ALISON HIGGS, two of the

expelled councillors.

What have been the results
of the inquiry?

AH: George Huish, Rachel
Webb, Steve and myself have
been expelled. Lesley Ham-
mond has been suspended for
six months. Bill Houghting’s
been suspended until after the
next selections for the council.
John Harrison’s been given a
choice of signing a ‘loyalty oath’
and being let back into the
group after six months, or being
suspended for two years, until
after the council selections.

Were you all given the
choice of signing this

‘loyalty oath’?

AH: No. Quite early on in my
hearing, Joyce Gould who was
putting the case against me said
that I was not fit to be in the
Labour Party. She did ask me to
say that I would always vote
with the Group whip, but I
don’t think it was a really
serious attempt to get me to lie
on the floor and beg to be let
back into the party.

SF: It was the same with me.
Larry Whitty presented my case
and at the start said that [ was
not a fit person to be in the
party. I think that the NCC
heard that phrase as an instruc-
tion to expel us.

finished!

Inside Labour’s
kangaroo court

By Steve French, Alison Higgs and John Tuite
IN ADDITION to the expulsions in Lambeth, four councillors have been
suspended for periods of between six months and two years. The two
year suspensions are effectively a ban on standing in the 1994 council
elections. Further cases are being held this week andin September —and
there will doubtless be further expulsions.

The National Constitutional Committee which heard the charges is a lynch
court, where all normal rules of justice are thrown out the window.

A letter sent to the NCC by David Blunkett clearly named those who should
have lesser punishments, and those who by implication should be expelled.
Despite the fact this letter was withdrawn ‘on legal advice', the mud stuck.

Larry Whitty or Joyce Gould merely had to say ‘this person is not fit to be a
Labour Party member’, and like Pavlov's dogs the NCC responded.

The cards were so marked in advance that it was widely and accurately
rumoured who was to be expelled and who suspended. It is strange that the
South London Press announced Steve French’s expulsion before his case had

The 15 were charged simply with ‘bringing the party into disrepute’. Who
exactly is bringing the party into disrepute is a matter of subjective judgement.

Socialists should not be lulled by Smith's soft tones in to believing that the
witch hunt will diminish. As Smith pushies the party rightwards there is the danger
of hundreds of party activists being expelled.
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It’s clear that it’s prearranged
who's going to get offers like
the loyalty oath. The hard left
aren’t even ‘worthy’ of that.
AH: With John Harrison, they
were bending over backwards
to help him say the right things.
The whole tone was completely
different, which backs up what
Steve was saying about the
hearings being rigged.

What response have you got
from the local labour
movement?

AH:My constituency, Vauxhall
has been opposed to the
suspensions from the begin-
ning and they’re totally op-
posed to the expulsions that
have taken place.

SF: We have support from Nor-
wood CLP. Streatham CLP is
controlled by the LCC and they
were the ones who started the
witch-hunt, along with their
MP Keith Hill, and Kate Hoey,
MP for Vauxhall. But even
within Streatham there are
some wards and the women's
section who have supported us.

Every town hall union —ex-
cept for the AEEU and UCATT
— have given us support. Also
Lambeth trades council has
supported us.

Brixton UCATT branch has
also given us support. So we
don’tfeelisolated because there
is the weight of support from
the local labour movement and
community.

What makes these
expulisions different from
what we have seen hefore
with the expulsions of
alleged Militant supporters?

SF: This marks a real deepening

Witck:finder-general Larry Whitty

of the witch-hunt. Previously all
the people expelled have been
charged under theruleaboutor-
ganising a party within a party.

With us there has been no
pretence. None of us have been
charged with being in a
proscribed organisation. Weare
the first people who have ac-
tually been expelled who
haven’t been charged with
being in Militant.

All the expulsions have been
transparently ideological, but
these ones are even more
transparent!

Some of the evidence against
me and other people includes
internal Labour Party material
— position papers that we put
arguing against cuts or the Poll
Tax. The way we voted in the
Group was also evidence of a
‘sustained course of action
prejudicial to the Party’. Soit’sa
fundamental attack on the
rights of party members to ex-
press a view that’s contrary to
national policy.

What struck me about the
hearing was that they never
even attempted to prove that I
had brought the party into dis-
repute.

The evidence against me was
either the positions that | had
argued inside the party — which
can’t bring the party into dis-
repute with the public, can it?
Or it was that I had broken the
whip in full council meetings.
There was an attitude that coun-
cillors voting against the whip
equals disrepute, but how
voting against the Poll Tax can
bring the party into disrepute
when 14 million people weren’t
paying, I don’t know.

How do you see the
witch-hunt developing?

SF: The witch-hunt will ac-
celerate. Some on the left think
that John Smith is a ‘nice’ guy.
That's wrong. Smith wants to
move the party to the right, so
it’s a party that can make pacts
with the Liberal Democrats.

So the witch-hunt will go on.
Around the country, hundreds
of people are going to be ex-
pelled.

Thenextlotis Sheffield where
people are accused of being sup-
porters of Socialist Organiser.
That's a clear deepening of the
witch-hunt.

There’s a whole swathe of
cases around the country,
Brighton is next, where people
have been suspended for sup-

porting their local councillors
who were suspended for voting
against the Poll Tax. All thelocal
party structures have been
suspended.

People now have charges
against them purely because of
their involvement in Friends of
Brighton Labour Party. Part of
our charges was the setting up
of Lambeth against the Witch-
hunt, so it’'s now a crime to
defend yourself.

What are the prospects of a
fightback?

SF: These expulsions horrified a
lotof people; not just the left, but
alot of people have said that the
cases should be dropped.

Michael Meacher said at a
meeting in Lambeth a few
weeks ago that he thought the
witch-hunt has gone far enough
now. Tribune printed an article
saying that the charges against
us should be dropped.

So we can build a broad cam-
paign that can encompass
anyone who thinks that we
should have the right to free
speech inside the party.

Resolutions

We want as many local
Labour Parties and trade union
branches as possible to put
amendments and emergency
resolutions protesting about the
witch-hunt to Labour Party
Conference, and we want to be
invited to speak atlabour move-
ment meetings to give us the
opportunity to tell peoplein the
Party what the inquiry was real-
ly about.

At the end of the day, it's the
idea of socialism that's under
attack in the Labour Party. We
need to build a united fighting
left to defend the ideas of
socialism and that obviously
should take up the question of
the witch-hunt, but also needs
to fightaround the crucial ques-
tions facing us now.

This includes defending the

link between the party and the
unions, opposition to pacts and
alliances with the Liberal
Democrats, fighting against the
Maastricht treaty and the ruling
class’s idea for a united
capitalist Europe, and organis-
ing anti-racist activities.
@ For more information about
fighting against the witch-hunt
contact the Campaign Against
the Witch-hunt, c/o 56 Ashby
House, Loughborough Estate,
London, SW91QZ




THERE IS an urgent need for a
labour movement campaign against
the Maastricht Treaty, to give voice
to the socialist case against the new
bosses’ Europe.

The treaty itself is quite unambiguous
and makes no apologies for its central
aims, which it sets out with brutal frank-
ness.

Crucial to the whole operation is the
creation of European monetary union. To
bring that about requires a
‘harmonisation” of the European
economies. And this in turn means cut-
ting national budget deficits and reduc-
ing inflation to levels acceptable to the
most powerful EC governments.

Or, to put it more bluntly, it means
deflation and cutting government spend-
ing. Article 104c of the Treaty specifies:
‘Member States shall avoid excessive
government deficits’. The same article
outlines a complex paraphernalia of
measures for checking that member states
comply with this provision, including
eventually levying fines and other
punishments.

Cutting budget deficits will radically
alter the way in which social policy func-
tions in EC states. State subsidies to the

Britain are going to be savaged.

stability’.

badly.

welfare state in many countries, and especially

‘Price stability” is mentioned as a crucial goal
many times in the treaty. For example Article
105 on monetary policy states: * The primary
objective of the ESCB (European System of
Central Banks) shall be to maintain price

It is not just the welfare state which will be
crushed by this deflationary regime. In every
country butGermany the economy depends on
open or hidden state subsidies and support.
Without it, important areas of European in-
dustry — those outside the German-dominated
industrial centre of Europe—-are going to suffer

The treaty does not deal atlength with ques-
tions of citizenship and civil liberties. These are

Editorial

Socialists must fight Maastricht!

Dynamic Douglas Hurd keeps vigilant watch on the Eurocrats

mainly dealt with in the notorious 1985 Schen-
gen agreement. But Article 8b of the treaty
gives the right to citizens of any member state
to vote, and stand as candidates, in municipal
and European elections in any EC country in

" which they are resident.

elections.

immigrants and asylum seekers.

The same right does not exist to stand in, or
vote in, national elections. Giving voting rights
in national elections to EC residents is fraught
with difficulties, especially since millions of
immigrant workers are excluded from national

When the Treaty is put together with the
Schengen agreement, a frightening picture of
‘fortress Europe’ emerges. Since citizens and
residents of EC countries will have extensive
rights to move their place of residence within
the Community, a wall is being erected against

ocialist

UTLOOK

Anyone barred from one country in the EC
will be barred from them all. Increased co-
operation between immigration and security
services will step up surveillance throughout
the EC, in the name of fighting crime and
‘terrorism’.

The treaty (article ]) establishes an extensive
framework for common foreign policy, and
security and military policy. This is already
coming about through the plans for a 100,000~
strong military strike force, comprising sol-
diers from various countries.

Given the demise of the USSR, who will this
military force be used against? The most like-
ly targets are on the periphery of the EC, in
the third world.

With so much at stake for the working class,
it is a scandal that the opposition to
Maastricht should have been left to in-
dividual MPs, with the pace being set by the
most right wing press.

A socialist campaign to defeat Maastricht is
urgently needed, that will refute the naive
view that the vast superstructure of the
bosses” EC can be ‘democratised” from the
inside or annexed through the election of
socialist parties to the European Parliament.

There is not the slightest chance that:
piecemeal reforms legislated through the
talking shops of Brussels and Strasbourg
« could topple capitalist rule in a post-
Maastricht Europe, any more than parliamen-
tary reforms have shown any chance of defeat-
ing capitalism on a national level.

Only the independent mass action of the
working class can confront and defeat the
power of capital and its state apparatus, build-
ing on the kind of pent-up militancy that has
recently been displayed by workers’ struggles
in France, in Spain, Italy and Germany.

The working class across Europe needs to
forge its own international fighting links and a
new class struggle leadership that will lend
genuine solidarity to the struggles in each
European country. The chain of European im-
perialism must be broken at every possible
point, as the only serious basis for a socialist
united states of Europe.

John Palmer: Clueless in Strasbourg

EC is howaytoa
socialist Europe

JOHN PALMER, European editor
of the Guardian and leading mem-
ber ofthe Socialist Society, argues
for a qualified 'yes’ to Maastricht in
the latest issue of Socialist

in arguing for a ‘yes’ without il- .

lusions, he says that the problem with
the treaty is that it is not federalist
enough, leaving all power in the hands
of national governments, and the non-
elected Council of Ministers which
represents those governments.

On this Palmer is absolutely right.
The ‘Europe’ now being constructed is
undemocratic to the core. Why vote for
itthen?

John Palmer’s position is that the
jeft should not oppose the process of
European integration, but fight for in-
creased federalism through
democratising the existing structures
of the EC.

This would centrally involve fighting
to give the European parliament real
power, rather than its current decora-

tive function; and devolving power
downwards to the regions.

Democratising the EC is anillusion.
The whole structure and meaning of
the EC, before and after Maastricht, is
based on agreements between
governments, through secret discus-
sions.

The central non sequitur of
Palmer's argument is to be found in
the following passage:

‘Should the left have voted against
Maastricht? No, because a defeat for
Maastricht would mean less
democracy, more inter-governmen-
talism, less power to the European

- parliament and regions, less priority to

social and citizens' rights, less
defence of the environment, more un-
accountable power for those running
police, immigration and security
policy, gnd untrammelled priority for
the internal market.’

“The logic of this is baffling. Al the
evils which John Palmer enumerates
as consequences of not having the

treaty are in fact consequences of
having it. And he makes no reference
to the key questions of monetary
policy and budget cutting which are
Central to Maastricht.

Federalism

According to Paimer ‘all consistent
left or green/socialist strategies for
Europe are 100 per cent federalist in
inspiration’. Yes, a federal Europe is
what the left should fight for; but we
should not be partisans of a capitalist
‘federal' Europe which is in fact un-
democratically controlled by govern-
ments.

Paimer argues strongly for the
development of Europe-wide move-
ments of the working class and the
oppressed, a Europe-wide trade union
movement, and pan-European politi-
cal programmes. Again this is perfect-
ly correct; but why does it imply sup-
port for Maastricht?

Underpinning much of John
Palmer’s argument is the idea that the

left should not be ‘anti-European’. But
it is falling into an obvious trap to say
that those who are anti-EC and anti-
Maastricht are ‘anti-European’. It is a
short-sighted pragmatism to believe
that the only way to be ‘European’ is
to support the capitalist juggernaut
under construction.

Palmer waxes indignant over the
crude nationalism and ‘Little
Englandism' of many opponents of
Maastricht. Shouldn’t we be a bit un-
comfortable about being in the same
camp as Margaret Thatcher and
Nicholas Ridley? .

It is quite true that there is crude
nationalism in the labour movement

over the EC. We should not capitulate
toit. But thatinitself tells us absolutely
nothing about what policy to adopt
towards Maastricht. The argument
can be turned around. Why should we
be in the same camp as John Major,
Francois Mitterrand and Helmut Kohi?

For John Palmer the left is ‘con-
fused, wrong-headed and downright
perverse over Maastricht’. But the
Fortress Europe which Maastricht im-
plies is an attack on workers, im-
migrants, asylum seekers and the
third world. It is confused, wrong-
headed and downright perverse notto
fight it tooth and nail.
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Kinnock: Taughing all the way to the bank?

Exit stage right

An appreciation of Neil Kinnock

By Phil Hearse

IF THERE is one image of
Neil Kinnock that I will
remember it is his speech at
the 1985 conference,
denouncing the ‘obscenity’
of a Labour council, Derek
Hatton'’s Liverpool, sending
round redundancy notices
by taxi.

Of course the redundancy
notices were a tactical ploy by
Liverpool's rate-capped coun-
cil, never meant to be imple-
mented. But Kinnockite coun-
cillors nationwide have since
then been busy making real
cuts and redundancies,
destroying jobs and services.

The second image of Kin-
nock which sticks in my mind
is him standing frozen, embar-
rassed and wishing he were
somewhere else, on the one oc-
casion that he actually turned
up to a miners’ picket line.

There is no doubt that Kin-
nock started out asaleft winger

of the traditional Tribunite -

type. He trod the well-worn
path of the bright young leftist
seeking ‘career’ and personal
advance.

In the late 1970s and early

1980s something happened not
in Labour’s traditional game-
plan. A very different type of
left emerged, associated with
the name of Tony Benn.

Fighting to bring the labour
movement under democratic
control and implement across
the board radical policies, they
shook the Labour and union
bureaucracy to its core.

After Michael Foot’s 1983
debacle, panic set in. Cometh
the hour, cometh the ‘man’.

Bully

Destiny arrived in the form
of the ‘dream ticket’, Kinnock
and Hattersley, charged with
smashing the left and
‘modernising’ Labour.

Destiny (and the union bos-
ses) had chosen well. Kinnock
revealed himself to be a ruth-
less, cynical bully. Miners,
council workers, printers,
dockers — indeed the whole of
the organised labour move-
ment- paid the price.

But Kinnock was more than
just a right-wing thug. He was
also profoundly empty of
vision, programme or prin-
ciple. Labour policy fashioned
in his image became little more

than an advertising slogan,
capitulating at every turn to
Thatcherism.

The great turning point of
1980s politics was of course the
miners’ strike. Upon its defeat
the Tories built their 1987 vic-
tory; and paralysed Kinnock-
ism delivered them another in
1992.

And it was during the
miners’ strike that Kinnock’s
betrayal of the labour move-
ment was most foul. In time-
honoured fashion the Labour
and union leaders prepared
their own defeat by undermin-
ing workers’ struggle.

Kinnock departs washed-up
and humiliated, but with the
prospect of a social democratic
sinecure, and big fees from
memoirs. His utter failure sig-
nifies but one thing; the com-
plete inability of right-wing so-
cial democracy to give an
answer to capitalism’s crisis, or
to defend the most basic inter-
ests of the working class.

One of the most stupid
sayings ever is that the work-
ing class gets the leadership it
deserves. British workers
never deserved Neil Kinnock,
any more than they deserve
John Smith.

Leadership
election fiasco

No
ideas,
no fight

JOHN SMITH S huge electoral
college victory showed one
thing about the Labour
leadership election - it was a
no-contest fiasco.

The undemocratic rules
which kept Ken Livingstone and
Bernie Grant out of the contest
meant that the left had nothing to
fight for.

The net result was that the
candidates, with the possible
slight exception of John Pres-
cott in the deputy contest, had
nothing to distinguish them.

But it can’t be denied that
Bryan Gould tried to present
himself as. very moderately, to
the left of Smith.

Thus although the left had
very little interest in the election,
the crushing majority for John
Smith. especially the almost
monolithic vote in the con-
stituencies. does say something
about the state of the Labour left.
The defeats engineered by new
realism have taken their toll.

Labour's new agenda was
clearly set out by last Saturday's
mega-boring Mogodon event.
John Smith pronounced simul-
taneously that he was against
the block vote. and against a
referendum on Maastricht.

Thus on the one issue on
which Labour could inflict a big
defeat on the Tories. Smith an-
nounces that he won't fight. That
sums up Labour's new leader-
ship in a nutshell.

BR Privatisation
Organised
chaos!

By Sam Stacey
RECOGNISING the im-
mense political and practi-
cal problems involved in
rail privatisation, the
government’s  sell-off
proposals are cautious; it
will be creeping privatisa-
tion rather than sell-off in
one-go.

A new company, Railtrack,
will own, manage, operateand
invest in track and signalling.
It will be responsible for
timetabling and allocation of
‘slots’ in the network which
operators will use.

It will also be required to
make a profit from the charges
made for using the track.

Franchises

Services will be open to
franchising, while BR will con-
tinue to operate those services
not franchised. Existing trains
will be rented out to save the
cost of privateers buying their
own stock.

The freightand parcelsbusi-
nesses will be sold off; stations
will be leased or sold off.

Railworkers know already,
having seen the effects of bus
privatisation, that the scheme
will be a disaster in terms of
%obs, conditions of service and
wages.

a: a change of haircut - but
not policies

But can it be stopped? Ac-
tivists havea difficult situation
because of the demoralisation
caused by the failure of Jimmy
Knapp and the RMT leader-
ship to fight the BR restructur-
ing process.

Knapp

Knapp’s talk of ‘fighting’
privatisation is viewed with
scepticism.

At the RMT conference it
was made plain that the cam-
paign would be primarily a
parliamentary one, with spon-
sored MPs moving amend-
ments to introduce
‘safeguards’. In fact this
amounts to no real fight at all.

What should be done? First
there must be a campaign for a
major national demonstration

against privatisation. This
could be a focus for other
groups of workers facing a
similar threat — miners, civil
servants, Parcel Force, NHS
workers.

At alocal broad-based cam-
paigns must be built on the
theme of defending the public
sector.

At the end of the day how-
ever protests, even if they in-
volve mass mobilisations, will
not prevent the measure going
ahead.

Industrial action

Knapp said at the AGM: ‘if
all else fails we must consider

Track-!ayin - left to BR: profit taking will be privatised

industrial action’.

However, any serious cam-
paign must prepare the mem-
bership for such action from
the beginning. A political bat-
tle is therefore needed in RMT
againsta purely parliamentary
focus.

Buildinga broad based cam-
paign which links the defence
of the interests of the
workforce with those of ser-
vice users is important in ex-
posing the disastrous conse-
quences of the break-up of the
network. But only action in
defense of jobs, conditions and
the service to the public will
force the Tories to retreat.
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SMTUC rallies opposition to new realism

Bosses’
offensive
can be

fought!

By Alan Thornett

THE EMPLOYERS’ offen-
sive — new management
techniques, anti-unionlaws,
privatisatica - can be
fought.

That was the message ham-
mered home at the highly suc-
cessful SMTUC conference last
weekend, attended by nearly
450 people.

As OILC leader Ronnie Mc-
Donald pointed out, delegates
were present at the conference
from all the main industrial
struggles currently taking
place — Burnsalls, the London
Joint Sites Committee, Is-
lington, Newham and Birmin-
gham NALGO branches, Per-
gamon and the Post Office
REM 11.

Highlight of the conference
was a rally addressed by Ar-
thur Scargill and Tony Benn.
But the conference was
remarkable for the high level of
input by the delegates themsel-
ves.

This showed that the new
management techniques are
facing every kind of industry,
from cars to teaching, from
local government to
transport.

John Harris

John Harris

Pillorying the right-wing union leaders: Arthur Scargill

strike 300 workers won re-
recognition of their union, the
reinstatement of two stewards
sacked nine months ago, and
an 11 per cent pay increase.
Lawyer John Hendy stressed
the damage done to the labour

arni o 1930s style slump - Toy Benn

But the ‘framework’
proposed by the SMTUC com-
mittee and adopted by the con-
ference highlighted continuing
the fight against new manage-
ment techniques, the fight for
democracy in the unions and

fighting un-

There is a surge of
activity at rank-and-
file level as workers
search for weapons
to fight the imposi-

‘There is a simple answer to class
collaborationism’ said Scargill ‘it's simple
- resist!’

employment.
Resolutions
adopted included
organising alobby
of the TUC in
Blackpool on 9

tion of these techni-
ques. Repre-
sentatives of one branch of the
FBU told of how the new tech-
niques were being applied to
the fire service, and had circu-
lated a paper within the union
arguing for resistance.

Local struggles

The number of local strug-
gles represented was also
revealing; as the Tories and the
bosses press home their post-
election attack, a rash of resis-
tance struggles is emerging.

Delegates warmly greeted
the announcement of the vic-
tory of the Alcan Birmingham
dispute, where after a long

movement by the anti-union
laws, pointing out that Britain
had the most reactionary laws
of anyadvanced country. Inthe
next few months, he said,
wages councils will be com-
pletely abolished, and a new
tranche of anti-union laws in-
troduced in September.

Much of the work of the con-
ference was carried out in the
workshops and caucuses or-
ganised on industry/union
lines. These discussion showed
the similarities of the attacks
being faced, for example the
strong parallels between new
management techniques in
teachingand thehealth service.

For information about the SMTUC, and for
affiliations, write to Carolyn Sikqrski, 53a Geere

Rd., E15 3PN.

September, and
supporting a cam-
paign in defence of the Labour-
union links, starting with sup-
port for the petition campaign
organised by the CLPD.
It was also decided to inves-
tigate the possibility of a con-
ference of union broad lefts.

Slump

Outlining the tasks of
socialists in the next period,
Tony Benn warned that we
faced a slump of 1930s propor-
tions. In this period, historic
gains of the British people like
local government and the wel-
fare state risked being
destroyed.

Unless a socialist vision to
change society was cam-
paigned for, he argued, we
faced major social unrest.

NUM leader Arthur Scargill
pilloried the right wing leader-
ship of the unions and the

Labour Party. ‘I am sick to
death of the pessimism which
pervades the labour movement
- that pessimism is called new
realism’ hesaid. Newrealismis
not new, argued Scargill, buta

re-run of ‘Mondism’ en-
gineered by TUC leader Walter
Cintrine after the defeat of the
1926 general strike.

‘There is a simple answer to
class collaborationism’ said
Scargill ‘it’s simple — resist!". If
the TUC and Labour Party

r

leaders had rallied round the
miners’ strike, he said, the
Tories would have been
defeated. And today we have
to break the union laws to
defeat them.

NCU militant Marian Brain,
speaking for Women for
Socialism, highlighted the his-
torical role of women in work-
ing class struggle — a role con-
tinued today by the mainly
women workforce at the
Burnsall electroplating plant
strike in Smethwick.

Unique

Last weekend’s conference
was a unique event. In the cur-
rent situation only the SMTUC
has taken the initiative to begin
organising the fight against
new management techniques,
and has been able to mobilise
significant groups of trade
union activists who are deter-
mined to fight back.

The conference was also
remarkable for the serious and
comradely tone of debate, and
the near absence of sectarian
rancour.

In the next period the
SMTUC will be producing its
own pamphlet on the manage-
ment techniques, in order to
promote the widest campaign
on thisissue. Now is the time to

et trade union organisations
affiliated to the SMTUC.

The bosses’ offensive

|
| Anti-union laws and the new
l management techniques

The Bosses’ Offensive is
Socialist Outlook’s new
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the impact of the Tories’
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how workers can organise
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International News

High hopes not delivered - FSLN supporters watch their leaders swing rightwards

Nicaragua’s FSLN

The great moving-ri

By Sergio Rodriguez in
Mexico City

THE USCONGRESS has just
frozen aid to Nicaragua, on
the pretext.that Violeta
Chamorro’s government
hasn’t sufficiently ‘de-
Sandinised’ the state.

Washington’s aid to the right
wing National Opposition
Union (UNO) government has
been less than Bush promised.
And it is subject to draconian
conditions, meddling in
Nicaragua’s internal affairs.

The US demands economic
and state reform, the disman-
tling of the publicsector and the
eviction of the Sandinistas from
positions of power. Up to April
1992, Managuareceived $581m
dollars, mainly aimed at
stabilising the economy -
reducing inflation and deaden-
ing the impact of the ‘adjust-
ment policy’.

Conflict

This has increased pressure
on the FSLN, which has formal-
ly asked to join the Socialist In-
ternational (SI). Apart from the
discussions around the
deteriorating standard of living
and the dismantling of the
revolution’s gains, itis wracked
by conflict over the coming
elections and its possible ‘co-
government’ with the so-called
“civilised’ right.

On January 16 the
Nicaraguan people learnt that
General Humberto Ortega -
commander of the revolution,
still head of the army — had
awarded the Camilo Ortega
medal to US Lieutenant Colonel
David Quinn.

Outrage erupted immedi-
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ately. FSLN commander
Luis Carrion said in the
daily Barricada that it
was ‘a political mis-
take...this medal was a
historic symbol for a
whole generation of San-
dinistas...the indigna-
tion among the people
shows that this was an
error’. But he was care-
ful, adding that FSLN
fighters shouldn’t send
back their medals.

Ortega retorted that
the medal had been
given to other foreign
military advisers and
launched a blistering at-
tack on ‘ultraleftism’in
the Sandinista ranks.

‘Don’t be fooled by
the radicai-sounding
words of ultraleft
minorities who are trying to
manipulate patriotic feelings
and national pride to stir up a
fanatical confrontation be-
tween Nicaraguans and the
USA.

‘This radical minority are
uselessly trying to attract the
poor with impossible and des-
tabilising proposals which
would only resultin worsening
their already crushing difficul-
ties...”.

Behind the scandal over the
medal lie other problems —
those of the Sandinista Popular
Army (EPS). It has been
through numerous crises: the
sending of missiles by some of
its officers to the Sal-

Daniel Ortega - against currents

Ortega evidently decided it
was opportune to give the
medal to an American officer.
Quinn is no lowly military at-
tache to the US embassy. He
used to direct the US inquiries
which tried to prove that the
Sandinistas were giving
military aid to the FMLN.

He discovered the sending of
missiles, and tried to get both
the Sandinista officers and the
Salvadorean fighters im-
prisoned. Hesabotaged an offer
of arms sales to Nicaragua from
Taiwan.

Humberto Ortega wants at
the same time to be a member of
Chamorro’s government and a

strategist for the FSLN —
the opposition. And that
can only happen if the
FSLN ceases to be the op-
position party and ac-
cepts co-government.

Ortega’s character
shows through in the
phrase ‘The best way of
making people under-
stand difficult things is
electric shock therapy.’
That was the role of the
medal.

He used a similar
method at the first FSLN
congress in 1991, when he
refused to go on the na-
tional leadership because
of constitutional
problems. But he also ex-
plained the FSLN’s rolein
the new international
situation, having lost the
government and in a situation
of social unrest.

He argued that the
‘tercerista’” line of 1979 should
be resurrected. It may be true
that the tercerista line was suc-
cessful in 1979. But 12 years
later, Chamorro and Lacayo
aren’t Somoza and Bush isn’t
Carter.

The people aren’t just anti-
dictatorship, they know what
socialism is and they have a cer-
tain class consciousness. That’s
why Humberto Ortega
remonstrated with workers on
strike and appealed for sacrifice
in ‘the national interest’.

Daniel Ortega answered by
saying that 99.9 per

€

vadorean FMLN
fighters; the lack of
help for redundant
EPS fighters, leading

The ‘centre current’ just recognised
reality. The consensus in the Sandinista
, fo the appearance of assembly on calling for a ‘national

the recompas'; and the acgord’ confirmed it”

US military blockade.
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cent of strikes are
provoked by workers’
specific needs and so
are just. But
Humberto’s line is
beginning to bear
fruit.

Bob Gannorv Insight

ght show

A little later, an appeal was
published in the Nicaraguan
press signed by a supposed
‘centre current’, composed of
middle-ranking Sandinistas,
some closely linked to Ortega.
They preached the necessity of
redefining the FSLN’s politics
according to the ‘immediate
priority’: a broad ‘national
agreement’, including the
president’s entourage. They
have now become the
proponents of co-government.

Virulent

The Sandinista leadership’s
reaction was, at least superfi-
cially, virulent. Daniel Ortega’s
main criticism was that the ex-
istence of currents would make
the FSLN seem divided. But the
substance of the current’s posi-
tions wasn't attacked.

And the signatories had put
their fingers on the problem.
The elements of co-government
have existed ever since Violeta
Chamorro took power:— the
agreement on the armed forces
and police, the participation of
known Sandinistas in the
management of big banks.

The ‘centre current’ just
recognised reality. The consen-
sus in the Sandinista assembly
on calling fora ‘national accord’
confirmed it.

A large part of the Latin
American left has caught a so-
cial democratic fever. The
Spanish and French Socialist
Parties are the main instigators
of the ‘new left’s’ attempt to join
the Socialist International.

They are pushing the
Mexican Democratic Revolu-
tion Party, Colombia’s M-19, the
FMLN, Uruguay’s Broad Front,
the Brazilian PT and the FSLN
to become full SI members.







