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Major’s ‘Carry On’ team is no joke

l W @ '
policies!
2.2 MILLION officially unemployed, and rising: the rigid
Tory squeeze on the economy has brought 3,000 redundan-
cies a day since John Major took over as Prime Minister.

Latest figures predict jobless totals topping three million: in fact
they are probably already this high. But Chancellor Norman Lamont
declares this toll of misery to be “a price worth paying”. |

T’he Tories are desperately struggling to market Major as a ‘caring’
alternative to Thatcher; but it’s not just the recession that reminds us
that most of her policies are still in place, along with the ministers
who helped force them in. The evidence is all around us.

CHAOQOS in the NHS, and deepening: the havoc caused by
Thatcher’s dogmatic insistence on applying ‘market’ methods is
provoking a new round of cuts and unprecedented redundancies.
More than 100 more hospitals are queuing up to ‘opt out’, while
health care drowns in a tide of bureaucracy and waiting lists rise
inexorably. Health Secretary William Waldegrave, backed by Major,
insists that he will not bail out hospitals that go bust or relent on the
highly unpopular ‘reforms’.

ANGER in households across the country as bills for the Poll Tax
that Major and Michael Heseltine claim to have scrapped drop
through letter boxes. Even Heseltine is now panicked by the prospect
that without an extra £4 billion subsidy, an election next year could
take place under the shadow of a third year of Poll Tax bills.

MISERY in the schools, where despite the failure of the first effort,
Education Secretary Kenneth Clarke still insists that seven year-olds
must be put through the agony of ‘testing’ to satisfy more Thatcherite
prejudices. Meanwhile Tory Poll Tax capping and other restrictions
have cut school and college budgets to the bone.

INCREDULITY among British Rail travellers and commuters on
hearing Transport Secretary Malcolm Rifkind’s vague pledges to
improve railways. Even as he spoke BR was finalising plans to close
down key sections of its freight services, and Lamont was restating
the need for economic restraint.

Major may be attempting to don the mask of moderation, but his
policies are stuck in the Thatcherite groove. His last best hope of
electoral survival hinges on the weakness of Labour’s response.

There’s not only the problem of a Labour programme that offers
less radical reforms than any time in the Party’s history: there is a
problem of credibility. Each time Kinnock and his Shadows preface
their tsmid proposals for reforms with ‘responsible’ promises that
spending will depend upon economic growth, more voters begin to
wonder if anything would really change under a Labour govern-
ment.

To make sure things do change, we must not wait for the General
Election. We must step up the struggles now against every aspect of
‘Matcherism’, and use the summer’s union conferences and every
other labour movement arena to develop fighting policies spelling
out socialist demands on a Labour government.

Patten’s panic - see page 3
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Lamberth:

by Councillor John

Tuite
TWO YEARS of Joan
Twelves’ leadership of
Lambeth Council have
ended, terminated not by
the local parties or the 40

Labour councillors, but by
Walworth Road’s witch-
hunting. |

The left has protested
against this disgraceful inter-
ference in local democracy,
knowing that any replacement
will be even more hostile to
socialist politics. Yet there will
be few tears shed, given the
disastrous policies followed by
the council leadership over the

years.
Vilified

How is it that the very ad-
ministration that the Tories,
their obnoxious press gang,
and the polite rottweilers of
Walworth Road have vilified
and witch-hunted, is also seen
as the enemy by its own trade
unionists, anti-poll tax ac-
tivists, and by large sections of
the left?

These two years can be seen
as a perfect lesson in how to
alienate every conceivable sec-
tion of the political and social
world. It was a long, tortuous,
and inglorious exercise in the

shedding of principles.

£5,000 for
the new

Socialist
Outlook!

| Supporters and readers
from around the country
have now contributed over
| £3,000 1n response to our
appeal for funds for the
new, fortnightly Socialist

Outlook.

This has been a tremendous
effort — it has meant that we
have been able to buy new,
upgraded computer, lay-up
and fax equipment for our
newspaper office. Without
these donations we simply
couldn’t have produced the
high-quality newspaper that
we know our readers expect.

But we need a further effort
to finish the job. We need the
last £2,000 of our Fighting
Fund target to finish equip-
ping our offices properly. All
donations are welcome — large
and small!

£5,000
£4,000
£3,000 nn
L
£2,000 INE e
Im nm
£1,000 B 1N N
Il II'm Ne
N mE .
March April  May
Fig. 1 Showing the amount ralsed
since the launch of our appeal in
March.
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goodbye 10
Joan Twelves

Political principles are not
idealistic, dreamy things. They
concern the alliances you make
and your goals. On all these
questions the Twelves ad-
ministration was a disaster,
leaving it isolated and easy

ickings for hungry witch-

unters.

Fighting Tories

Any history of the ad-
ministration must acknow-
ledge the contradictory legacy
of the Ted Knight years. Con-
tradictory, because Knight,
regardless of criticisms that
could be made, did put up a
fight against the government.
But a fight that was defeated,
resulting in surcharge and dis-
qualification. :

Most of the present leader-
ship, given this experience,
hacr some idea of fighting, but
inherited a de?eat. The
majority on the council was
well to the left by national
standards, but not enough to
risk surcharge. And this was
decisive.

The administration came to
power as the Poll Tax ap-
proached, as major cuts in
spending, privatisation, rent
rises, and Local Management
of Schools hurtled towards it.
These represented major at-
tacks on the community and
workforce. It would have been
a formidable wave to face in
the best of circumstances — but

held opportunities for the left,
especially the Poll Tax.

But the Ileadership’s
promises of fighting the Poll
Tax and rent rises, working
with the unions, were never
serious. Even in the early days,
the capturing of the council ap-
paratus was seen as a goal in
itself. ‘Keep out the LCC" was
the sacred chant, even if that
meant adopting their political
framework.

So they implemented the
Poll Tax, claiming that rent
rises would be the decisive bat-
tle. Then rents were raised.
Cuts would be the big test in-
stead... Until the first round of
cuts.

Soon they stopped pretend-
ing that the would fight. A
punitive sickness policy was
introduced, to get the services
‘running more efficiently’. The
cuts grew, until the recent
round, a crushing £25 million
worth. This was more than the
LCC ever had to do, yet former
anti-cuts Councillors found it
possible to swallow this. Keep-
ing the LCC out was, after all,
an absolute necessity!

Holding power

Hold onto power ‘for the
leftt was the idea. More and
more often, the phrase ‘wait for
a Labour government’” would
slip from their lips. ‘New
realism’ was coming to Lam-
beth, and the erstwhile ‘left’
was its host, deriding council-
lors who argued for a politics of
struggle as unrealistic, split-
ters, ultra-left...

And what of the
administration’s triumphs?
Well, they surprised
everybody, winning their court
case against the government
over their right to set a higher
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Lambeth mobilises against the Poll

Poll Tax than capping would
have initially implied. Local
people were not exactly hold-

‘ing street parties!

his illustrated the problem.
It was a victory for the local
state against the central state.
But it was totally disconnected
and at odds with any real
demands or mobilisations of
the community.

Sometimes, small issues
highlight the depths to which
such politics sank. Nowhere
else but ‘left-wing’ Lambeth
were two Labour Councillors,
who haven’t paid their Poll
Tax, actually banned from
voting in the Council.

Two votes

Two uncounted votes were
precisely what the leadership
needed to get its £26 million
cuts package and record Poll
Tax tErougﬁ.

Having ditched socialist
politics for an impoverished
form of ‘pragmatism’, not even
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basic democratic rights were to
be defended — that an elected
councillor can vote.

So why the witch-hunt, if the
leadership was so compliant?
Twoissues forced it. Firstly, the
recommendation that Poll Tax
bailiffs should not be used.

Then, crucially, voting
against the Gulf War. These
were more than could be
tolerated by the local LCC and
the national Labour Party.

Conscience

The administration’s left-
wing past would never leave it
alone, tuﬁging constantly, al-
beit usually ineffectively, at its
conscience. But you are now
not allowed to make day-trips
to the left in the Labour Party,
especially ona questionas dear
to the NEC as a war. |

The result is an administra-
tion that has angered its
natural enemies, but also
alienated it’s potential friends.
NALGO, for example, has op-
posed the witch-hunt, but its
efforts are understandably tied
up with fighting the job cuts
that Joan Twelves continues to
force through. |

As Twelves faced the end of
her leadership, workers were
going into occupation, ballot-
ing for all-out industrial action,
logbying the security-guarded
Town Hall, and commenting
bitterly on her last days.

Towards the end, the few
remaining sympathisers could
be heard bemoaning the fact
that Twelves was wrong, no
matter which wav she turned.

Yet such a rea{
translated into an under-
standing that the left never
held any real power in Lam-
beth, but instead made itself
simply a function of other for-
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ces. Sometimes they com-
plained, but always they com-
plied.

Little money

How did it end? Proving
everyone to their right ab-
solutely wrong by successfully

appealing against capping,

they had a little extra money to

-spend.

After two years arguing that
all the compromises, sell-outs,
and low-deals were necessary
to prevent the right-wing and
the LCC coming to power, the
last act of the administration
was to reverse a few cuts, not
according to their own
priorities, but the right-wing’s.

It has to be asserted in the .
face of all the cynicism and
shallow ‘realism’, that real
power cannot be won in isola-
tion from the struggles of the
labour movement.

The Twelves administration
ratted on every item in their
original manifesto. It was clear
that the real power was else-
where, and that they were in-
creasingly just a tool of other
forces.

Litmus test

There is a simple litmus test
for socialists. Ignore having
your own office, and lots of
suited people around you. Ig-
nore your ability to deliver a
vote (on whose terms?).

If you cannot welcome, and
seek to amplify the struggles of
local people, then such ‘power’
is worth nothing. Indeed you
only have it until someone with
real power takes it away.

That is the sad truth about
the Twelves administration,
recently deceased.




In the 2 May local elections, six ‘real
Labour’ candidates chosen by their
local parties stood in Liverpool
against those imposed by Walworth
Road. Five candidates were elected.
Although the candidates were backed
by Militant supporters locally, it
seems that the initiative to stand them
did not come from Militant. The
whole episode has caused consider-

able controversy on the left.

Now it looks as if the ‘Broad Left’ will
stand a candidate against official Labour
candidate Peter Kilfoyle in the Walton by-
election, caused by Eric Heffer's death.
What attitude should socialists in
the Labour Party take?

The decision about how to cope
with candidates imposed by the
Walworth Road mafia against
candidates supported by local
parties is an entirely tactical one —
there are no timeless principles to
be obeyed. In particular, the view
that socialists should never stand
against so-called ‘official” Labour
candidates is formalistic and tac-
tically inept.

Exceptional

The conditions in Liverpool are
exceptional. Because Harry
Rimmer’s right wing council

Editorial

witch hunt against the left.

The first argument cannot be sustained.
Five candidates won on the basis of fight-
ing cuts and defending jobs. This showed
that open defiance of Walworth Road and
the council leadership had a mass base. The
‘real Labour’ candidates were chosen using
the normal democratic selection proce-
dures. They had the support of their local
parties and a considerable portion of the
local community.

Expelled

The second argument is more serious.
Walworth Road has jumped at the oppor-

leadership has no stable majority, After Hatton who will they cruc:fy next?

in effect there is a coalition council with the
Liberals. Massive redundancies and ser-
vice cuts are being imposed by this coali-
tion. The opposition on the council is the

‘Broad Left’ group comprising 22 expelled=

Labour councillors and the five newly
elected.

Clearly the decision to stand the six ‘real

Labour’ candidates against those imposed
by the Labour leadership was a tactic to
attempt to shift the balance on council
against the right wing coalition.

There are two arguments which some
Labour socialists deployed before the elec-
tion against the ward candidates. First, that
it is wrong in principle ever to stand
against ‘official’ Labour candidates.

tunity to deepen the witch hunt, expelling
the ward candidates and the 22 councillors
who have formed a left group on the coun-
cil. Local MPs Terry Field and Bob Parry
are being ‘investigated’. Obviously the
Labour leadership has seized the oppor-
tunity to try once more to crush the Liver-

pool left.

But this deepening of the witch hunt is
not in itself evidence that it was wrong to
stand the six candidates. It has precipitated
a deepening of the witch hunt — but that
was coming anyway. Those who stand up
to the witch hunt and try to defend local
jobs and services face more witch hunting.
Buckling down to every Walworth Road
diktat will be no defence against the witch

hunters.
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New witch hunt In Liverpool

Second, that this tactic would worsen the

The events in Liverpool stem from very special
local circumstances and cannot be generalised or
applied mechanically elsewhere. Liverpool has
had the most advanced and determined mass
opposition to the attack on local government in
the whole of Britain. Opposition to the attacks of
the Tories and the Labour leadership has a mass
base often lacking elsewhere. In most other
places these tactics would be unwarranted ad-

venturism.

In particular, any temptation to use the
evidence of Liverpool for advocating a general
tactic of standing against imposed candidates
would be wrong. In each case it depends on the
strength of the left and whether there is a mass

base for open defiance.

It seems that there is a sharp
debate among the Militant leader-
ship on these issues. Hundreds of
their supporters have been ex-
pelled from Labour party member-
ship. But it would be a major error
on their part to respond to this by
standing anti-Labour candidates
on a national basis.

Neither should they, or the Liver-
pool council Broad Left, assume
that they can repeat their council
success in a parliamentary by-elec-
tion. The Walton by-election will be
about much more than the attack on
Liverpool local government, or
Kinnock’s witch hunt. Workers will

want to express their hatred of the
Tories, and will want to avoid two
labour movement candidates.

Ducking the fight

Militant have never seriously fought the witch
hunt. They have avoided building a united cam-
paign to confront the Labour leadership on this
question. A general policy of standing anti-
Labour candidates would be another episode of
ducking the fight and playing into the hands of

the right wing.

But neither can socialists adopt a generalised
position of accepting automatically the fiats of
Walworth Road, asifits instructions were the last

word in democracy and socialist legitimacy. If
the left did that it would fight with one hand tied

behind its back.

What panics Chris Patten?

The response of leading Tories to
their defeat in the Monmouth by-
election has the taste of some-
thing horribly like panic.

As Major and Tory chairman Chris
Patten orchestrated a campaign ac-
cusing the Labour Party of ‘lying
overthe NHS, it was obvious that this
was more than the routine excuse for
by-election failure. At the highest
level the Tories are rattled.

They are panicked because there
are sugns that the measures they
. took to win the election — getting rid

of Thatcher and the Poll Tax — have
not worked. The Tory lead in the
opinion polls is evaporating nation-
wide. The conventional wisdom that
what stood between the Tories and
a fourth successive electoral victory
was Margaret Thatcher and the poll
tax now looks decisively shaky: why?
The answer s not simply the NHS.
That of course is a giant issue, from
which the Tories cannot hide. But in
addition to the NHS there is the flood
of redundancies, with real unemploy-
*ment rising to over 3 million. People
are getting their new poll tax bills,

despite the pledge for its eventual
abolition. And the underlying rate of
inflation is up, despite the decline of
the ‘headline rate’.

This can be summed up in one
word: recession. The Tories have
had a massive internal bloodletting
to get rid of the poli tax and Thatcher.
Butthey cannot make a U-turn on the
NHS as well; neither can they,
despite public optimism, turn round
the economy in a clear-cut way
before the next election.

As aresult they are losing support
massively in their base in the middle
class and the better-off sections of
the working class. What is particular-
ly dangerous and threatening to the
Tories is that they are losing this
support in the Midlands and the
South, and to both the Liberals and
L.abour.

Whatever the exact date, the next

general election will be fought under

very different conditions to that in
1087. In 1987 Britain was at the crest
of the ‘yuppie boom'—the mid-1980s
speculative economic expansion
fuelled by US economic growth and

financial deregulation.

Now hard times are hitting not just
the working class in the north, but
substantial sections of the better-off
working ctass and the middle class.

Once the Tories heartland sup-
port in the South begins to decay,
and especially when they lose outto
both Labour and the Liberals, they
are in deep trouble. While Labour
does not have a decisive lead, the
possibility of a Labour government is
opened up. The Tory hysteria

against Labour is just the beginning

of a long rearguard action.

What attitude will the ruling class
take in a general election? in 1964
substantial sections of capital back-
ed Labour. In the 1980s we have
seen sections of the rich happy to
back Socialist party governments in
France and Spain. Has Labour gone
far enough rightwards to attract such
support in Britain?

An incoming Labour government
would be put under big pressure by
the City and big business to carry out
right-wing polices —pressure it would
be only too happy to accept. But

before an election, capital will fight
a bitter campaign to prevent
Labour coming to power. For sec-
tions of the middle class this is just
a matter of tradition and habit.

But for the most far-sighted
ideologues of British capitalism
Labour is still not trustworthy. Not
because Kinnock espouses radical
policies or will challenge
capitalism, but because a Labour
government is a risk not worth taking.

A fourth Tory term might iead to
battles inside the Labour Party as
Kinnockism came unstuck, but it
would deeply demoralise the trade
unions. The effects of a Labour
government are not so certain.

Working class expectations would
be raised. The conditions for a
fightback could be created. Overall,
it is not nearly so secure a prospect
for the ruling class as another Tory
victory.

The achilles heei of the labour
movement in this situation s precise-
ly the strength of the right and new
realism in the unions. A Kinnock
government would come to power
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Chris Patten

with new realism almost universally
dominant in the unions, and the right
massively ascendant in the Labour
Party.

Just as the semi-fascist Le Pen
movement in France has grown sub-

- stantially during ten years of Mitter-

rand rule, right wing currents could

- also re-emerge. Labour victorious or

L.abour defeated in the next election
both mean disillusionment with Kin-
nock.

The question will then be who
benefits from this. The preparatory
work to organise and deepen the
base of the left in the unions and
Labour Party before an eiection will
be crucial to the outcome.
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Tube sirike: inevitable
retreat or RMT climbdown?

After RMT leaders called off strike action against redundancies on the tube
last month, we published an article by a Socialist Outlook tube worker
calling the decision not to go ahead ‘inevitable’. That article argued that the
base of support did not exist for resistance to management’s threats to
suspend and eventually sack strikers. This view is contested below by two of

our supporters,

Who called off the LUL strike?

By Alan Nettle

The aims of London Under-
ground management are
quite clear and public. They

fortunately the calling off of
strike action three weeks ago
makes them closer to achiev-
in% their objectives.

he problem with the article

want to smash militant trade oy, this in Socialist Outlook no. 2
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the rank and file by infor-
mal ‘soundings’.

It is true that there was
management intimida-
tions right from the start
of the ballot, and it is pos-
sible that the mood
changed, or new factors

\/ intervened making the

strike became unviable -
althou gh the article in un-
convincing on this.

A timid climbdown

By an ASLEF member

The calling off of the strike on
London Underground was a
timid climbdown. Almost all
of the 800 redundancies will
go ahead (80 of them will be
drivers -probably half of
them ASLEF members). LUL
said that the additionai 200
job cuts were not seriously
proposed anyway.
anagement’s ‘reason’ for the
jobs cuts was that automatic

ticket barriers had reduced the

need for staff, and that reduc-

tion in use of the underground

had enabled them to take rolling

stock out of use for renovation.

The restructuring involves both

job losses, and loss of earnings
for workers displaced, albeit

temporarily, from their normal

jobs.

The netresultis fewer workers
covering the same amount of
work - a long term management
project. After the successful
strike ballot, the decision of the
RMT leadership to call of the
strike in return for a few vague
concessions, had the LUL
management laughing.

Their divide and rule tactics
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have paid off - the union leader-
ships and activists are at one
another’s throats. This is a
throwback to the 1982 strikes,

-when ASLEF members crossed

NUR picket lines, NUR mem-
bers crossed ASLEF lines, and
TSSA members crossed both.

The bitterness caused by that
was only partly overcome gy the
1989 train crew strikes - which
were organised by mass, open
meetings of the rank and file. It
is not ASLEF’s craft nature
which upsets the RMT
bureaucrats but their recruit-
ment of guards and shunters
previously organised by RMT.

RMT is little better than
ASLEF despite its claim to be an
industrial union. It is just as
prone to poaching as ASLEF.

If a united, industrial rail-
workers union comes about it
will not be through a recruitment
war, or through telling ASLEF
workers they must sacrifice
themselves for lower-paid and

~ lower well-organised workers.

It will come about through a
united struggle over common is-
sues - thelast thing thateither the
RMT'sJimmy Knapposr ASiLiF's
Derek Fullick want.

But who decides the mood
has changed? There was only
one mandate from the rank and
file - and that was for strike ac-
tion. No one has a right to set
aside such a mandate without
going back to the members - not
to call for the towel to be thrown
in but to seek a reaffirmation the
strike vote in the new situation.

It seems that the change of
heart, at least among the leaders
of the strike, came after the
result of the ballot - which many
felt was disappointing. Yet a
two to one vote on a 60% poll is
a very good and solid mandate
under today’s conditions and
with management threatening
victimisations.

If the charge of using ballots
as bargaining counters is to be
effectively avoided, new
democratic methods of
decision-making clearly need to
be developed within the RMT.
While ballots to call strikes are
unavoidable within the law, the
law does not (quite deliberately)
require a ballot to call it off!
Mass meetings can be held if the
views of the rank and file need
to be sought.

In the event, LUL manage-
ment won by intimidatorz
methods and they will be bac
for more. The days of ‘safe’
strikes are clearly over. This
may well have been the best
chance the RMT will get for
some time to take LUL manage-
ment on. ‘Keep your powder
dry’ as against ‘strike whilst the
iron is hot’ is seldom the way to
generate a struggle against
management.

It is true that the ASLEF

leadership played a destructive
roll in the whole confrontation,
but the answer cannot be just
‘smash ASLEF'. Too many as-
sumptions were made in the
previous article about what the
ASLEF membership would
have done in an initial one day
official strike; notenough atten-
tion was given to developing
rank and file solidarity.

The fact is the end result of the
issue was a big defeat for the
unions and a victory for
management, and if that is not
recognised it is harder to
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Eric Heffer leads Liverpool Council demonstration
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Eric Heffer -
class fighter

All socialists in Britain will be saddened by the death of
Eric Heffer at the age of 69. Eric was one of the few
Labour MPs who consistently stood out against Kinnock-
ism and new realism. His last major political act was his
Commons speech against the Gulf war, denouncing it as
‘a war about oil, a war for impenrialismy’.

In the early 1950s Eric Heffer helped found the Syndicalist
Workers Federation and opposed socialists participation in the
Labour Party. Once won to the Labour Party he consistently
fought to keep socialists from leaving it. “

He came into parliament for Liverpool Walton in 1964 as a
supporter of the Tribune group. During the '64-70 Labour

overnment the Labour left was at a very low ebb, and left par-
Fiamentary opposition was very muted. While the Tribune MPs
opposed the Vietnam war, their opposition to Labour’s domestic

olicies like the 1966 wage freeze was lukewarm. In his later

0ok The Class Struggle in Parliament Eric expressed puzzlement
about this lack of opposition. It was of course an expression of
the character of the Tribune type of Labour left, with which Eric
later parted company. _

In the early 1970s Labour adopted its programme calling for
‘a fundamental shift of wealth and power to working people’.
When Labour came back in 74 Eric was given a junior mini-
sterial post under Tony Benn at the Industry Department. It was’
short lived. Benn's ‘planning agreement’ policies were too radi-
cal for premier Harold Wilson. Benn was moved to Energy and

Eric Heffer resigned.

During the rest of the Wilson-Callaghan years Eric was a
voice of left opposition to the government, championing the
Grunwick workers in particular.

The ‘Bennite’ revolt of the early ‘80s reshaped the labour left.
Many of Eric’s old Tribune colleagues moved right — but he
moved left. He fought Kinnockism and new realism with in-
creasing bitterness as a stalwart of the Campaign grou p,vilified
and shunned by many of his old comrades. He championed the
miners strike and the fight against the destruction of local
government. In 1987 he and Benn stood for the party leadership,
to rally the forces of left, despite the certainty of massive defeat.

Eric always understood that democracy and socialism were in-
separable. Long before it was fashionable he was a champion of
the opposition in eastern Europe, lending his support to Labour
Focus on Eastern Europe, always taking a keen interest in
solidarity campaigns with the workers in the post-capitalist
states.

In 1969 Eric spoke with Michael Foot at a debate with the far
left paper Black Dwarf. His first words, met with derision from a
generally ultra-left audience, were 'l am a revolutionary
socialist’. In truth, he wasn’t. He was a class fighter, who like
Tony Benn moved leftwards as the crisis of British capitalism
deepened and as the Tribune tradition collapsed into
bankruptcy. It was entirely appropriate that he should have
been treated with sneering contempt by the Kinnockites.

For the militant left in the "70s and 80s it was important to
have parliamentary representatives who stand out against the
stream and give a voice to the oppressed. Eric carried out this
task with determination and resilience.

The deepening crisis in the 1980s made all Labour MPs
choose sides. Unlike most of the 1964 intake, Eric chose the side
of the working class. Because of that his contribution will be
remembered long after the grey tide of Kinnockism is a distant
memory. |
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on abortion

rights
by Kate Ahrens
The reporting in the mainstream
press of the recent court case
allowing a 12 year old girl to ter-
minate her pregnancy was, {0
say the least, selective. No
papers chose fo highlight the fact
that the girl did want to have the
abortion and most appeared to
attach a lot more importance to
the girl’s mother’s wish that she
continue with the pregnancy.
Although the decision in this case
was made mostly on the basis of
medical evidence, it is nonetheless
an important decision in that it has
enabled the girl to carmy out her
choice to terminate the pregnancy.
This victory for choice howeveris
only one in a sea of bad news for
women's reproductive rights. The in-
troduction of the internal market in
the NHS and the creation of the trust
hospitals has meant money is flow-
ing out of the ‘non-essential’ ser-
vices including abortion facilities.
The Human Fertilisation and
Embryology Act (HFEA) while
providing slightly easier access to
the facilities that do exist for early
abortions has also reduced the
upper time limit for abortions from 28
weeks to 24 weeks making the
reduction in facilities and increase in
waiting lists even more worrying.
The HFEA has also restricted the
availability of Donor insemination
(DI) for single women and lesbians.
This is a vicious attack on women's
choice and is a clear example of the
hypocrisy of the anti-abortion lobby.
Their aim is not to give nghts to
‘unborn children’ from some mis-
quided sense of humanity. It is a
clear attempt to control the lives and
bodies of women and ensure that

the ‘right’ babies are born 1o the
'right’ parents.

Elsewhere the picture isri't much
better. In the US, Utah has just
passed very stringent anti-aborticn
legisiation, with the death penaity
available to judges for women who
obtain abortions. Utah has put a bid
in for the 1998 Winter Olympics
which will be decided by the Intarna-
tional Olympic Committee {}:C) in
Birmingham on June 15.

The National Organisation of
Women (NOW) from America has
organised a boycott of ire state of
Utah and has asked women in
Britain to picket the meeting of the
IOC and show support for the
women of Utah.

The National Abortion Campaign
(NAC) is holding a conference
aimed at trade unionists on July 27,
to discuss many of the issues raised
by the HFEA and the reorganisation
of the NHS.

The conference will aiso be dis-
cussing access to contraception and
access to information about it.
Despite their recent realisation that
AIDS is spreading among the
heterosexual population as well as
the gay community the government
and the education services are not
responding with more detailed infor-
mation and advice on contraceptive
methods.

The conference will also look at
the attacks on abortionrights in east-
ern Europe and there will be pro-
choice activists from "Poland and
other eastern European countries at
the conterence.

For more information about the
activities in Birmingham, the con-
ference in July or any general infor-
mation about their work contact the
National Abortion Campaign Wesley
House, 4 Wild Court, London WC1.
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an NALGO’s left

meet the challenge?

Fred Leplat (Islington
Branch) and Eve
Turner (Ealing) sum up
the key issues before
this year’s conference

THE 750,00-strong public
services union NALGO has
survived better than most the
battering that trade unions
have taken inrecent years. Its
overall membership has fal-
len just 40,000 since 1981; the
equivalent figure for NUPE
is about 100,00.

Central to this survival is not
just NALGO'’s huge financial
and publicity resources which
boost recruitment, but the fact
that its 490,000 local govern-
ment membership has held ug.
Since rate- capping most jobs
losses in local government have
been among the NUPE and
GMB manual workers. But this
is starting to change.

NALGO'’s future depends on
the following key factors. First,
can it fight oft the flood of
redundancies threatened in
local government? Second, will
it put up a serious fight for its
low- paid members? Third, can
it fight off the growing threat of
de- recognition? And fourth,
what will be the outcome of the
proposed merger with NUPE
and the health union COHSE?

This year, up to 50,000 redun-
dancies are threatened in the
local government membership.
Hundreds have already taken
place in authorities as far flun
as Haringey, Harrow, Nort
Tyneside, Liverpool, Ham-
mersmith, Lambeth and Kent
County. NALGO’s local
government committee has no
strategy to fight this jobs mas-
sacre.

Time and time again, redun-
dancy and redeployment agree-
ments have been negotiated,
usually not involving immedi-
ate compulsory redundancies,
for want of a national-led fight.

Capitulation

Local activists havea hard job
winning the argument for resis-
tance, when branch members
know that everyone else is
capitulating. Only in exce;r’tion—
al cases, like Liverpool, does a
real struggle take place.

Next year the jobs carnage
will be much worse. As the

Tories try to ‘slim down’ local
government throu gh privatisa-
tion and charge capping,
NALGO stands to lose up to a
quarter of its local government
membership.

Local government employers
are this year hanging tough on
pay negotiations, refusing yet to
make an offer, despite the 1 July
settlement date.

Still smarting fromthe bloody
nose they got in the 1989 pay
strikes and concessions made
lastyear, they are waiting for the
official inflation rate to come
down to impose a low-level

deal. |
Low-paid ditched

Once again, NALCO’s
negotiating team, led by lay-of-
ficials Jim White and Jean Gel-
dart, and local government of-
ficer Dennis Reed, are preparing
to ditch the claim for the low
paid — a minimum of £9330 a
year.

Job losses are also threatening
the public utilities privatised
under Thatcher — water, gasand
electricity. Privatised electricity
firm National Power has just an-
nounced 2000 jobs losses which
NALGO does not intend to
fight. |

This sector is leading the way
in breaking up national
negotiating structures. The
water industry, privatised into
12 private authorities, now has
negotiations authority-by-
authority. Several have severely
restricted union negotiating
rights.

Withdrawal from national
negotiations also hangs over
local government. Around 40
authorities, mainly in the south
east have already withdrawn
from national negotiations.

Union merger

Dominating this year’s con-
ference agenda is merger with
NUPE and COHSE, scheduled
to be completed by February
1993. The merger has wide sup-
port throughout the union. It
will create the largest union in
the country, with 1.5 million
members of whom more than a
million will be women. The new
union will be dominant in the
NHS and local government.

For the three leaderships
merger is a matter of
bureaucratic self-defence in
hard times. NUPE and COHSE

are financially strapped, and

No. 3

NUPE in particular has lost
thousands of members.
NALGO’s leadership knows
that if it does not complete the
merger then NUPE will look to
the GMB.

The NALGO left rightly sup-
ports merger. But what matters
is whose agenda wins out in the
new union.

New realism

NUPE’s leadership have been
much more directly under the
sway of new realismand linked,
through deputy general
secretary Tom Sawyer, to Neil
Kinnockthan NALGO.NALGO
has often sided with the TGWU
and MSF against the AEU and
GMB in TUC committees, over
issues like anti-union laws and
pay restraint.

Sawyer and the NALGOright
wing will want to use the
merger to drive back the
troublesome NALGO left.
Merger will create a stronger
bureaucracy and a tough bat-
tleground for NALGO left
wingers. |

But the militants in NALGO
face a broader problem — that of
a renewal of their forces, and of
organisation. Local government
and the public services have
been a meat-grinding arena of
struggle in the 1980s.

Many local leaderships have
been worn out and retreated.
The endless round of battles
over the cuts, job losses and pay
are taking their toll.

Minority

The left is a powerful
minority, especially at national
conference. But the Broad Left
has never been stabilised be-
cause of the factional rivalry be-
tween the SWP and Militant,
both of which have used it as a
front.

[.ast November the SWP
flooded the national Broad Left
meeting to seize control and
then effectively close it down.

[f the challenge of mass
redundancies and merger is to
be confronted, the left needs a
minimum of permanent or-
ganisation and co-ordination,
organised on a democratic
basis. |

Only the forces organised
around NALGO Action are put-
ting forward this perspective.
Without it, the left will suffer
serious defeats in the next
period.
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national appeal. It was this fac- [+ 2 0 o T
tor which made Indira Ghandi |/ S RO
promote her son Sanjay, and
after both their deaths, made

The assassination of Ravij Ghandi has thrown
Indian politics into turmoil. But the major factor in
the general election campaign until his assassination
was the strong surge of the Hindu fundamentalist
Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP). The right wing B]P held
4000 mass.election rallies across India, and is the
decisive new force in Indian politics.

Oliver New spoke to ACHIN VANAIK, a leading
member of the ICS, Indian section of the Fourth
International, about the crisis of Indian politics.
Vanaik is the author of The Painful Transition, the
best Marxist analysis of India, published byVerso.

tion there is the growing [ ol oy 7o ST £ O o
volatility of Indian politics. That | 72+ * g R B e T R e TR

can be summed up in a single
phrase: the failure of Congress.
Outside of the Congress and
Janata Dal you have cadre par-
ties to the left and right —the BJP
on the right and the Communist
Party (India) and the Com-
munist Party (Marxist) on the
left. They are more structured,
with a grmer programme, SO

Hindu cultural nationalism
of the BJP type is of growing
importance. I think this is re-
lated both to alienation from the
dominant Congress type of
politics, and is in a certain sense
a revolt against the impact of
capitalist modernisation, which
offers nothing for the untold

not paid off at all. .

India is on the verge of falling
into the debt trap. Last year the
debt had risen to around $65
billion. As a result the IMF will
tell India to implement a defla-
tionary policy, and that will
make life even harder for the
masses.

r

used to dominate

Oliver New: What will be the
immediate effects of
Ghandi’s assassination?

Achin Vanaik: The immedi-
ate effect is going to bea blow to
the Congress party. Congress
Indian
politics, but its domination was
eroded by its failure to do any-

thing about poverty. Now Con-

gress is in a mess; they needed a
really national ficure to lead
them, but without Rajiv they
haven’t got one.

But Congress should get a
sympathy vote because of the
assassination. The elections will
either result in a small majority
for Congress, or a new coalition.
They will show whether the BjP
can make a dramatic
breakthrough. Even if they

don’t make an immediate

breakthrough, the BJP will be a
crucial factor for some time to
come.

countres.

In the last two years IVP's coverage of
eastern Europe and the Middle East
before and during the Guilf war were un-
rivalled on the left. Can you afford notto §

subscribe to IVP?

1 year £21 L1 6 months £11

ON: When Ravij was
assassinated commentators
talked of this death of one
man as a threat to Indian
‘democracy’. Why are
individuals so important in
India? |

AV: It's to do with the ‘plebi-
scitary’ character of the pol itical
system. In the political centre in
India you have the Congress
and its offshoot/imitator, the

Janata Dal. On the main ques-

tions of the economy nothing
separates them politically; they
have moved well to the right of
the post-independence social
democratic consensus.

Both these formations are

coalitions with a shifting class

base and no clear cut
programme to hold them
together. So the role of central
leading personalities is vital to
appeal to a multi-class, multi-
caste electorateand haveareally

e - e = = == === =
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their leadership crises are not so.
severe. :

The dilemma is that Congress
is the only real national party,
but with no leaderto comparein
stature with the other party
leaders.

ON: But there don’t seem to
he fundamental political
differences hetween the
major parties?

AV: In fact there are, on the
crucial questions of economic
policy and secularism. Both
within Congress and Janata Dal
there are social democratic for-
ces which favour public owner-

ship. And obviously the Com-
munist parties have a more left

'wing economic programme.

But in practice of course Con-
gress and Janata Dal have
managed capitalism; and the
BJ’ have no clear alternative
economic policy, as yet. But the
crucial difference is on
secularism. While Congress,
Janata Dal and the present
premier Chandra Shekur are
opportunistic and play the com-
munalist game, they are not
nearly so committed to Hindu
nationalism as the BJP. That is

‘the vital dividing line in Indian

politics today.

ON: Why, when the
economic crisis is so great,
is communalism and

secularism the crucial
dividing line?

AV: Because of the failure of

Congress and its derivative par--

ties. National rebellion as such
is largely confined to the north
and north-east of the country
particularly in Punjab and
Kashmir. But even these
nationalist movements are very
concentrated on the issue of
religious identity. |
There is a strong link between
communalism and nationalism.

millions of poor in India.

Nonetheless it is a remark-
able phenomenon because Hin-
duism is such a peculiar
religion.

Unlike the Semitic/ prophetic
religions it has no fixed texts,
founders or doctrine. Thus there
is little foundation for the forg-
ing of a common religious-
political identity.

ON: But surely this could be
created?

AV:Yes, butit’s very difficult
%iven the nature of Hinduism.
ut in any case, even if they
can’t yet forge a common vision
of an alternative society, Hindu
nationalism is extremely
dangerous.

The conflicts last year over
the decisions of the VI’ Singh
Janata Dal government to
reserve some publicsector posts
for the lower castes led to a big
conflict which eventually
brought the government down.
Mobilisation along a caste or
class basis is very dangerous for
the Hindu conimunalists like
the BJP, because it breaks the
fake unity of Hindus. But it has
yet to be seen whether class or
caste conflict will interrupt the
progress of Hindu com-
munalism.

ON: Is India affected by the
debt crisis?

AV:India is in a special posi-
tion because although not an
imperialist country it has builta
substantial industrial base.PPar-
tially this was achieved because
India was an economy
dominated by state enterprises
after 1947 and largely sealed off
from the world economy. But
from the late 1970s onwards the
Indianbourgeoisiedecided con-
sciously to try to reintegrate
India with the world economy
to promote growth—but this has

ON: How do you see the
prospects for the left in
India?

AV:There are two factors, the
state of working class struggle
and the organisations of the left.
Theorganised workersare often
very militant, but they are only
a small proportion. Most
workers are not organised,
especially in the rural areas. The
union bureaucrats claim they
want to organise the workers,
but that is largely hot air.

The situation of the left is also
very difficult. The two Com-
munist parties, the CP (I) and
the CP (M), are both mass par-
ties, but class-collaborationist
Stalinist parties of the old type.
They have held the regional
government in Bengal and
Karela where they managed the
system with only minimal
reforms.

Both these parties par-
ticipated, together with the BJP, -
in the coalition which propped
up the VP Singh Janata Dal
government before its fall last
year. It is a paradox that India is
one of the few countries where
perestroika and the internation-
al Stalinist crisis has not yet led
to profound splits or decline.

To the left of the two CPs
there are a number of Maoist
ﬁroups,a nd they amount to per-

aps 35,000 cadres. Thisagainis
a big obstacle for revolutionary
socialists. |

In truth, revolutionary
socialism amounts to just a few
hundred people in India.

This is a major historic weak-
ness for the socialist left interna-
tionally. But in the next period,
we are going to see Indian
politics in turmoil and crisis.
Opportunities for growth will
continue to exist, butit willbe a
hard struggle.
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Who wins in -
Ethiopia? |

THE FALL of the Dergue regime in
Ethiopia, and the flight of its leader Haile
Mariam Mengistu, is the outcome of a
long crisis. For years it has been obvious
that the days of Mengistu were num- -
bered. h
Unable to defeat the rebels in the subject f’
provinces of Eritrea and Tigre, hugely un-
popular in the whole of the Ethiopia, the 1
Mengistu regime was doomed once the | e 5 . D, AR
Soviet Union began to withdraw its aid. T o X e
The entry into Addis Ababa of the fighters | |8 i e . o sl B
of the Ethiopian Peoples Democratic Revolu- “
tionary Front is a victory for all the peoples _ . o
of that country. But what kind of regime will . LR
Both the Eritrean fighters and those in i L &
Tigre have formally been led by adherentsof | |B o g = . : i
‘Marxism-Leninism’. But the transition of e : TR
power has been brokered by the United

States, who want to pressure the ERPDF into 5 -
a pro-Western stance in return for promises :

e
R
L) = N ."
- " et v .
. ", e . e e ettt c tem LA
QR 4 X ) ) Lt L e N o I
RN e Sony : il . L ) v e
o 5 R 5 .. L. . X TR
e 4 e & - o PR, v |
N - e e, 2 . s o . " el e 5 atine:
O
SO

PR R

Mengistu was part of the Provisional . Ty o - ' . L e

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

ar

Buthelezi - de Klark’s new partner?

which took power in 1974, overthrowing the

emperor Haile Salassie. This was not a
popular revolution, but a military coup
against the semi-feudal regime. But over-
throw of the emperor unleased a revolution-
ary dynamic.

The early years of the regime were marked
by shagp conflicts between the Dergue and
the trade unions, which resulted in 1975 in
the banning of strikes and growing repres-
sion.

Left repressed

From 1976-8 the Dergue fought a bloody
battle to repress the far-left Ethiopian
Peoples Revolutionary Party, and eventually
the more moderate All-Ethiopian Socialist
Movement (M’eison). The Congress of
Ethiopian Unions was also repressed.

All the forces in this conflict made refer-
ence to Marxism, utilising. Maoist-type
rhetoric. But despite radical measures, in-
cluding nationalisations and a brutal collec-
tivisation imposed on an unwilling

easantry, the Dergue never represented a

orce for socialism. It was a radical,
authoritarian petty-bourgeois political force,
which crystallised a new privileged class
based on the state bureaucracy.

Thereal face of the Dergue was most vivid-
ly shown in its long war against the peoples
of Eritrea and Tigre. This war was fought
with utter brutality, making attacks on the
civilian population as a matter of course.

Worse, the Dergue showed utter disregard
for the consequences of its military campaign
in disrupting aid to the millions of victims of
successive famines.

While the country remained war torn and
hundreds of thousands died of starvation,
Mengistu lavished state resources on pres-
tige projects and sumptuous buildings in
Addis Ababa.

It seems unlikely that the hostile
demonstrations which greeted the entry to
the capital of the ERDPF enjoyed real mass
support. It appears that they were organised
by the tiny groups of people who supported
the Mengistu regime. Nonetheless, the
violence with which they were met is not a
good sign for the future.

Under Brezhnev the USSR backed Mengis-
tu in return for military bases. The danger is
that the new regime will be coerced into a
pro-Western role. |

The example of neighbouring Somalia
shows that a pro-Western stance is no
guarantee that aid to enable the new regime
to stave off famine will be forthcoming.

by Charlie van

Gelderen
IT WOULD SEEM that
evendeadlines musthave

adeadline. After weeks of

prevarication, it was only
the initiative of African
National Congress
hunger strikers that
pushed the leadership
into taking action.

In December of last year
the Consultative Con-
ference of the ANC called
for the implementation of
the agreements with the
government — principally
the release of all political
prisoners and amnesty for
returning exiles.

It set April 30 as the date
by which these demands
should be met. If not, the
ANC would organise mass
actions, consumer boycotts
and hunger strikes among
Eolitical prisoners still be-

ind bars.

April 30 came and went
and the only thing that hap-
rened was that the ANC
eadership issued a new ul-
timatum to the government.
They demanded the sacking
of the two ministers in
charge of defence and
security, Malan and Vlok.

No action

They again threatened ac-
tion if these demands were
not met by May 9. This dead-
line also passed. The mini-
sters were not sacked. No
mass actions took place.

On May Day, ﬁowever,
there were limited
demonstrations against the
continued imprisonment of

political prisoners. About
350 members of the ANC
Youth League were arrested
in rallies in various parts of
the country and about 30 of
it’s activists occupied the
provincial offices of the
ruling National Party in
Cape Town for three hours,
beEJre being evicted by the
police.

In his now well-estab-
lished role of maintaining
contact with the govern-
ment behind the scenes,
Nelson Mandela telephoned
Security Minister Adriaan
Vlok late at night and ob-
tained the release of the
youth who were arrested.

Hunger strikes

But at the beginning of
May, six politica% prisoners
started a hunger strike, to be
joined by others later. Ini-
tially, one of them, Rafiq
Rohan, was released from
hospital because he was so
weak that he could hardly
stand. The prisoners’ condi-
tion was said to be critical,
and on the brink of kidney
damage. A further six
prisoners were released
some three weeks later, to
coincide with the opening of

De Klerk’s ‘Peace
Conference’.

This hunger strike
spurred the ANCleadership

into action. The entire
leadership joined ANC
members nationwide in a 24
hour fast. Whether this will
be enough to satisfy the
militant elements inside the
ANC remains to be seen.

It is also symbolic of
Mandela’s pragmatic-and
conciliationist style of

leadership that while there
were demonstrations
against Margaret Thatcher,
feted by white South Africa
for her heroic (sic) stand
against sanctions, Nelson
Mandela had a forty minute
telephone conversation
with her.

‘Peace talks’

The problems confront-
ing the ANC leadership are
growing. It is increasingly
seen by rank and file mem-
bers and supporters as
having lost the initiative in
negotiations with the
government.

Pressure from the ranks
and the increasing evidence
that the security forces are
conniving with Inkatha
violence against the ANC
seems, at last, to have had an
effect. The ANC, as well as
the COSATU union federa-
tion, refused to take part in
the ‘Peace Talks’ convened
by the government under
the chairmanship of Presi-
dent De Klerk, at which the
right wing Conservative
Party and Inkatha were rep-
resented.

Demonstrations

It also called for
demonstrations in support
of the prisoners in the few
davys gefore the 'Peace
Taﬁ;s’, in which both Win-
nie Mandela and ANC Chief
of Staff Chris Hani were ar-
rested.

But there can be no doubt
that De Klerk now feels he
has the upper hand in his
dealings with the ANC. It is
true that his white electoral

No. 3

|South Africa: hunger strikers
1force ANC’s hand

constituency is being steadi-
ly eroded. In a recent by-
election in the Orange Free
State, the Conservative
Party candidate more than
doubled his majority.

So De Klerk has had to
look around for new allian-
ces. Buthelezi has replaced
Mandela as a potential
partner in a future ‘non-
racial’ government. This,
despite the fact that a recent
opinion poll showed that he
commands only 10% sup-

port among black South

Africans. It is even doubtful
that hehasthe supportof the
majority of Zulus.

Confident

The ‘coloured’ Labour
Party has now merged with
the previously all-white Na-
tional Party, thus assuring
DeKlerk of a majority in the
event of the three, at present
racially constituted, cham-
bers merging in the future.

That is why De Klerk
could confidently declare, in
an interview with the Finan-
cial Times that the National
Party ‘will have its hands on
the tiller of government for
a very long time to come’.

He is not, however,
prepared to put his power
on the line with elections on
the basis of a universal
franchise — one person, one
vote - across the colour bar.
Instead he is hoping that the
orchestrated violence now
sweeping the country will
stampede ‘moderate’ blacks
into his camp as the only al-
ternative to the sava gery
now going on in the
townships.
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Serbian nationalists rallied against Milosevic’s communists

The End of

Yugoslavia

The crisis in eastern Europe is taking a special form in
Yugoslavia — the break up of the multinational state into
warring nations. Yugoslavia’s spiralling economic crisis, and
the dissolution of the League of Communists, has brought
regional and national conflict back onto the stage of history.

‘The prospect of any federal solution has been sabotaged by
the offensive of the ex-Communist leadership of Slobodan
Milosevic in Serbia, which is attempting to make the whole of
Yugoslavia a Serbian fiefdom. Here MICHELE LEE charts the

end of Yugoslavia.

YUGOSLAVIA today 1s split into
two irreconcilable camps; those who
want a free association of equal na-
tions and those who want a Serb-
dominated central state. The earlier
Federal order, based on national
equality has been destroyed - a
process which started with the Ser-
.bian destruction of the autonomy of
the province of Kosovo. The latest
crisis — with Serbia blocking the elec-
tion of a new Yugoslav president —
has substantially increased the
likelihood of a full-scale civil war.

Break down

The latest crisis is the culmination of a
four-year process of destroying the all-
Yugoslav constitutional order, by
Milosevic’s Serbian regime. Formally
speaking, Yugoslavia is a federation of
eight members: six republics (Slovenia,
Croatia, Serbia, Bosnia-Herezgovinia,
Macedonia, Montenegro) and two
provinces (Kosovo, Vojvodina).

But over the past three years Serbia
has unilaterally altered the character of
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the federation, swallowing up the two
provinces (Kosovo is in the third year of
military occupation), and engineering a
coup d’etat in Montenegro which has
reduced it to satellite status.

This has destroyed the national-politi-
cal balance in the federation. Milosevic’s
trick consisted in robbing the provinces
of their real autonomy, but keeping their
representation at federal level — a repre-
sentation which is under his control.
Thus while Serbia had been one among
equals, its weight in federal bodies has
quadrupled.

Federal Yugoslavia may continue
precariously to exist in a formal sense,
but in reality the federation has been
dead for some time. Its only significant
remnants are the federal government
and the army.

The federal assembly, to which the
federal government is responsible, is
made up of two chambers, one repre-
senting the republics and provinces, the
other all citizens. The make up of the
former was altered by the republican
elections of 1990, but elections for the
second chamber have not taken place
and probably never will.

Centre Stage

PHOTOS: David Stewart-Smith (Insight)

This limits the authority of the federal
government, which survives only by
agreement of the republics. The in-
fluence of Ante Markovic, federal prime
minister, thus derives mainly from the
support he enjoys abroad — in the USA,
USSR and Common Market countries —
who for their own reasons wish to
preserve Yugoslavia’s political integrity.
In recent months however Markovic’'s
position has been boosted by support
from the Yugoslav army leadership.

Until a few weeks ago, the com-
mander-in-chief of the army was the col-
lective head of state — the Yugoslav
presidency. The presidency was made
up of onerepresentative from each of the
eight federal units, elected by secret bal-
lot of their respective assemblies. Its
decisions were made by majority vote.
On 15 May each year, the presidency

would elect a president from among its

members - by strict rotation.

In May 1989 this post went to Slovenia
(Janez Drvnosek), in May 1990 to Serbia
(Borisav Jovic) and in May 1991 it was to
go to Croatia (Stipe Mesic). This latest
change was however blocked by Serbia.
By refusing to allow Mesic to become
president, Serbia destroyed the federal
presidency and delivered a mortal blow

‘to Yugoslavia as a single political entity.

Over the past year, the ability of the
Yugoslav presidency to make decisions
has in any case been severely jeopard-
ised by the illegitimate Serbian control
over the votes of Kosovo, Vojvodina and
Montenegro. Serbia thus commanded
four out of the eight votes, three of them

“outright. The regular 4-4 tie on the

presidency became a rule, paralysing its
work on all important issues.

Despite its impotence the presidency,
and the other federal institutions did

Frovide a minimal all-Yugoslav
ramework, within which different op-
tions could be presented and argued.
Why then did the Serbian leaders decide
to finish it off? The answer is to be found
in the nature and politics of the Milosevic
regime.

Greater Serbia?

The period during which the Serbian
representative Jovic was Yugoslav presi-
dent — May 1990 to May 1991 - was a
crucial period in Yugoslav history. The
demise of the League of Communists
(the Yugoslav CP) in February 1990, put
paid to Milosevic’s plan to use the party
to take control of Yugoslavia.

Jovic’s accession to the top of the
Yugoslav state during this period al-
lowed Milosevic’s regime to stabilise it-
self during the turbulent period, and
cloak anti-Yugoslav acts in pro-Yugos-
lav rhetoric. As the resistance to Serbia’s
aggression grew in the other republics —
strengthened by the election of non-com-
munist and nationalist governments -
Milosevic turned to the army for sup-
port. |

The army, hostile to the new order in
Slovenia and Croatia, proved willing to
go along with this, giving Milosevic the
illusion that he was above all laws.

However, in March this year spon-
taneous mass anti-government

SLov  Slovenes
HUNG Hungarians

MONT Montenegrins
Albanians  MAC Macedonians

B Turks | Other

demonstrations erupted in Serbia.
Milosevic asked the army to introduce a
state of emergency throughout Yugos-
lavia, but the army refused without an
express order from the presidency. This
was denied.

Two things immediately followed:
Serbia decided to destroy the national
})residency and the army turned to

ederal prime minister Markovic. It
should be stressed that the conflict is not
an ethnic conflict. The Serbian regime’s
hostility to Croatia is not based on eth-
nicity, but expresses a fundamental clash
between two op'%osing visions of Yuggi
lavia. Four republics — Macedonia, Bo
nia-Herzegovinia, Slovenia and Croatia
— voted for Mesic, while Serbia and its
satellites voted against.

In the short term, Serbia’s problem
with Mesic lies at a symbolic {:evel; as

...........

Serbian president Mesic would outrank
Milosevic. Given the cult of the per-
sonality which Milosevic has fostered
and the anti-Croat hysteria he has
fanned, it is possible the Serbian regime
would not long survive such a change at
the all-Yugoslav level.

In the long run Milosevic is workin
for the creation of a Greater Serbia. Suc
a Serbia would embrace, in addition to
the two provinces, most of the territory
of Croatia, Bosnia-Herzegovinia, Mon-
tenegro and Macedonia. That is why,
over the past year, Milosevic has en-
couraged armed Serbian rebellion in
Croatia and Bosnia-Herzegovinia with
the aim of breaking them up.

Much of the Serbian opposition has
united with Milosevicon this issue, help-
ing him to survive the March demonstra-
tions and a strike involving 700,000
workers that followed withindays. Since
then, the Serbian regime has shifted still

~ further to the right, embracing s_emi-fas-

cist political groups.

Milosevic’s strategy was clearly
summed up in the statement issued in
response to the breakdown of the
presidential system by the Serbian




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

| Ljubljana ‘__f'~

- G
\ \.

ranch of the Alliance of Reform Forces
f Yugoslavia — a coalition of parties and
roups Stﬁporting prime minister
arkovic. They said: ‘By obstructing the
lection to the post of president of the
ember from Croatia, Milosevic's per-
nal regime has completely revealed its
l intentions in regard to the future of
ugoslavia.

‘We are witnessing the final act of the
estruction of Yugoslavia, which has
n pursued over the last few years in
ccordance with a clear plan: to force
lovenia to leave Yugoslavia; to cause
aos within, and the territorial disin-
egration of, Croatia and Bosnia-Her-
egovinia; to transfarm Macedonia into
he southern province of Serbia; to
rovoke military intervention in the
ame of defending Yugoslavia — under-
tood as Serb property; to prevent all
eforms and stop all economic and social
anges which could bring Milosevic’s
rsonal regime into question.
‘By their refusal to accept the constitu-
ionally prescribed procedure for elect-
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ing the president, the representatives of
so-called ‘unified’ Serbia, acting as
Milosevic’s personal representatives,
have shown that they do not recognise
the equality and sovereignty of the other
republics, or accept the basic rules of
democratic procedure. They have
shown, in other words, that they no
longer recognise Yugoslavia.’

Military Coup?

Mesic’s election would have increased
the chances of a new inter-Yugoslav set-
ttement, based on a respect for internal
borders and republican sovereignty.
Rather than accept a situation in which
the federal institutions would bestow
legitimacy on his opponents, Milosevic
chose to destroy them. At the same time,
as blocking the election of Mesic, Serbia
(via its satellite Vojvodina) tabled its in-
tention to seek a vote of confidence in the
Markovic’s government.

ItMarkovicwereto fall, a state of anar-
chy would follow. Since the federal in-
stitutions are located in Belgrade, which
is also Serbia’s capital, the latter would
be in a position to take over the federal
reserves and money-printing
machinery. In this way Milosevic would
finance its war on Yugoslavia.

Serbia’s destruction of the presidency
has left the army without its legal com-
mander-in-chief. Markovicand thearmy
have both, in fact, come out in favour of
Mesic becoming president.

However, as this now looks unlikely,
it is possible that the army would sup-
port a move in the federal assembly to
transfer the powers of the collapsed
presidency to Markovic. This would
amount to a coup d’etat, and de facto
military rule. It would solve nothing and
should be resisted. However, the unfold-
ing economic catastrophe is forcing the
hand of all actors on the Yugoslav stage.
The end of the Yugoslav drama is in
sight. It looks unlikely to be a pretty
spectacle.
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- Polish workers

plan fightback

POLAND HAS BEEN the testing ground for IMF shock-tactics
in Eastern Europe. But signs of resistance have appeared, with a
wave of strikes organised by Solidarnosc.

This text was published in Workers Unity by the Factory Commis-
sion of Solidarity '80 in the Warsaw FSO car plant, a traditional

bastion of workers’ militancy.

Solidarity '80 is a breakaway from Walesa’s Solidarity (some
would say the political continuation of the Solidarity of 1980). It
has 250,000 members (to Solidarity’s 2.5 million) and is strong in

the Szczecin area.

We must have our own interfactory,
independent workers’ repre-

sentation.

The elections are drawing nearer and
will be different from those in 1989. Then

Solidarity voted by an overwhelming
majority for the Solidarity side of the
Round-Table Agreement. The elections
were like a plebiscite, in which the
majority voted unambiguously against
the Communist Party(CP) - to be rid of
the nomenklatura.

However, it became clear that the
Solidarity side of the Agreement was in-
tending to co-operate with the
nomenklatura. From the Balcerowicz
Plan, it was clear that the new order
meant a swift transition to nineteenth
century-style capitalism.

This is the aim of both the former op-
position elite and the nomenklatura, who
are trying to transform themselves into a
new class of businessmen. Those who are
benefitting are the new political elite, the
new class of private owners and foreign
investors. Those who are losing out are
the working people.

We are §
unemployment, cuts in social services

earing the cost of inflation,

and losing our jobs.

They, on the other hand, have cause to

be pleased with themselves.

hey have unlimited potential to en-
rich themselves at our cost, from our
work, and can use private schools and
health care.

It seems that there is no longer room in
the political system for the democracy
that we voted for two years ago. It seems
that the transition to capitalism has so
many problems that it cannot accept
democracy. Trade union rights still have
to be restricted and the political police
still exist.

Workers councils are being closed
down. We are still defenceless against the
lawless state apparatus. Undemocratic
laws are being introduced with the goal
of clericalisation —~ banning abortion,
blocking divorce, imposing religion in
schools.

It is time to protest. Time to say loudly
that this is not why we overthrew the

_nomenklatura, to substitute for it a dic-

'iatorship of money, of the rich, of
speculators and the same party parasites
who are now métamorphosing into direc-.
tors.

Key demands of the independent workers’ list

1) Unconditional defence of the
workers’ living standards

® Legislation for a minimum wage
determined by the trade unions, based on
a real assessment of workers’ needs.

® Automatic indexation of wages and
benefits.

® Abolition of the ‘payroll tax’.

2) The right to work

® End the closure of workplaces and
mass sackings.

® For a sliding scale of working hours
— if output is reduced, working hours will
be cut equally without loss of earnings.

® An ambitious programme of public
works — particularly housing and in-
frastructure.

3) Defend social services

@® Priority for investment in health,
educatiomand housing.
® An immediate rent freeze.

4) Reject the Balcerowicz Plan

® Rejection of  predatory
‘marketisation’ of the economy and the
privatisation of factories.

@ Restoration of government control of
foreign trade.

® Repudiation of the foreign debt.

5) A plan for economic development
based on self-management

® Workers’ control in the factories, ex-
ercised by elected delegates.
® A national economic plan to be

elaborated by theself-management coun-
cils.

6) Defend Women’s Rights

@® Stop the exclusion of women from
work.

® Equal pay for women. Wage rises in
feminised professions.

@ Priority for investment in free
creches and nurseries.

® Freedom of choice — free access to

contraception, abortionand universal sex
education.

7) Fully democratic political life

® Freedom to establish political par-
ties, without state interference, apart
from openly fascist ones. :

® Restoration of trade union rights,
and the right to strike, including
solidarity action.

® Halt clericalisation of public life —
separation of church from state. Inde-
pendence of all state institutions from the
church. End religious education in
schools.

Translation by David Holland.
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What is socialist
feminism?

cialist

UTLOO

by Kate Ahrens

Feminism has never
recetved a good press. Even
in the left press feminism has
been one of the ‘poor
relations’ along with the
other struggles against
specific oppression - racism,
heterosexism and ableism.
Some on the left have even
espoused the notion that all
these oppression will just
‘disappear’ when the revolu-
tion comes. So whatis feminism
really about? ~
Since the Sixties and the rise
of the women’s movement,
feminism has developed broad-
ly speaking into three main

- areas - socialist feminism, radi-

cal feminism and bourgeois
feminism. This is a very loose
and inaccurate pcertrait — be-
cause in reality there are more
varieties of feminism than there
are left sects in Britain! But it
will do for the moment.

- What these three strands
have in common is an under-
standing that women suffer dis-
crimination. And that is almost
where the similarity ends!

Bourgeois feminism

Bourgeois feminism, the
most common, really stops at
that point. Generally bourgeois
feminists don’t attempt to ana-
lyse why women suffer dis-
crimination or think that any
systematic oppression exists.

However the most important
error they make is to féelieve

Outlook for Socialism

Socialist Outlook is in
December organising a
weekend of rallies and
workshops on the theme

Crisis in the Third World. In
the aftermath of the Gulf
war, US president Bush
declared the start of the ‘new
world order’. For the peoples
of the third world this means
not just more of the same, but
worse — much worse.

40 million people are at risk
from starvation in Africa; the
debt crisis is taking a huge tollin
human misery through IMF-im-
posed austerity; epidemics of
cholera are sweeping through
Latin America, the Middle East
and Asia; ecological catastrophe
threatens as the West strips the
third world of its resources and
gives in return thousands of

tons of toxic waste. And to en-
force this new order, US

militarism is being stepped up.

To discuss this situation and
the tasks which it implies for

socialists, our Outlook for
Socialism 1991 will be on the

that the solution to this dis-
crimination is to be found
within capitalism. Anti-dis-
crimination legislation, quotas
in labour movement bodies and
a few good female role models
are all that is necessary for the
bourgeois feminist.

This is why many bourgeois
feminist particularly in Europe
and America have recently
been embarking onadiscussion
as to whether or not women are
still discriminated against.

Within this framework, there
is very little room for a concep-
tion of patriarchy - theidea that
the oppression of women pre-

dates class society, Bourgeois_

feminism fails to place
women’s oppression in a his-
torical context and therefore
loses in large part the impor-
tance that women'’s oppression
has in the development of
capitalist society.

Radical feminism

Radical feminism takes a
rather different standpoint.
Radical feminism analyses the
whole of society through the
prism of patriarchy, which
overwhelms any other factor
(such as class) in determining
why things happen and who
benefits from them.

Many radical feminists also
have a view of men which
broadly speaking reckons that
they are beyond help and there
1S no point in attempting to
change the whole of society to
end the oppression of women.

This leads to almost the mir-

Marxism

ror of bourgeois feminist ideas

- — a belief that not only can the

solution to women’s oppres-
sion not be found under
capitalism, but it can’t be found
inany society in which men and
women interact. ~

Socialist feminism is perhaps
the least widely known of the
varieties but provides the best
understanding of reality. Put
simply, socialist feminism
states that bourgeois society is
one of patriarchal capitalism
and that the struggle for
women’s liberation is inex-
tricably intertwined with the
struggKea for socialism.

Socialist construction

One of the major differences
socialist feminism has with
radical feminism is the concept
of social construction. Much
radical feminist ideology is
based on the idea of men’s in-
herent violent and selfish na-
tures and women’s inherent
kindness and generosity.
Socialist feminism is founded
on the basis that these traits are
not inborn but culturally condi-
tioned by the society we live in.

Socialist feminists, along
with bourgeois and radical
feminists, argue in favour of
women’s caucuses and women-
only spaces. But the motivation
is different for all three types.

Bourgeois feministsargue for
these things as an end in them-
selves; radical feminists want
them as places they can remove
themselves from the mixed
society they see as hopeless.

Dates for your diary

theme of Crisis in the Third World
and will bring together
socialists from Latin America,
the Indian sub-continent and

the Middle East, as well as Bel-

ﬁan Marxist economist Ernest
andel.

Outlook for Socialism 1991is

on 6-8 December at William Col-
lins school, Charrin gton St.,

London NW1. To register fill in
the form below.

Debt Campaign
Preparations for the 13 July

demonstration demanding

the cancellation of the Third
World debt, called to coin-
cide with the ‘G7’ meeting of
the leaders of the world’s
richest nations, are well
under way. New sponsors of
the campaign include the
TUC South East region, and

the executive of the ACTT.

Socialist OQutlook supporters
should be ensuring that meet-
ings with speakers from the
campaign are organised in their
localities and coaches booked
for the demonstration.

For speakers and information

about the campaign contact
Cancel the Debt, c /023 Bevenden
St., London N1 6BT, or Cancel the
Debt Scotland, ¢/o Latin
American Institute, 60 Oakfield

Ave,, Glasgow.

Summer Camp 1991

The United Secretariat of the
Fourth International holds

its eighth annual youth sum-

mer camp in Czechoslovakia
this summer.

This is a great opportunity for
young people from all over
Europe to meet and discuss
politicsinarelaxed and friendly
atmosphere. The camp runs
from july 20th - 28th.

We are organising a delega-
tion from Britain to attend, and
the total cost, including
transport and food for the week,
will be £161.

We will make every effort to
subside unemployed people

and students who wish to at-
tend.

If you are interested in find-

ing out more about the camp,
write to: Kate Ahrens PO Box
1109, London, N4 2UU, or ask

Support

Socialist feminists recognise

these spaces as methods of en-

couraging women to gain the
confidence and support they
need to fight for liberation and
as places to further develop the
understanding of womien'’s op-
pression without the constant
pressure they are under in
mixed groups.

Socialist feminism is a way of
combining the reality of
women’s oppression with the
reality of the class nature of
society. In essenceit is an exten-
sion of the marxist analysis -

which was correct as far as it
went but was incomplete be-
cause, for the most part, it
missed this element of the na-
ture of capitalism and pre-
capitalist societies.

The struggle for women’s
liberation and the struggle for
socialism are inextricably
linked. It is impossible to
achieve true equality for
women without the destruction
of capitalism and socialism - a
soclety of real equality - cannot
be acheived without the victory
of thestruggle against women’s
oppression.

CELTH

Intern

ational

Demonstration and

Carnival
Support third world struggle |
| against the debt |

| Saturday 13 July

Assemble: 12 noon, Geraldine
Mary Harmsworth Park

Rally atTrafalgar Square 2.30pm

your Socialist Outlook seller.
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John Lister
Life as a token Trot

A WEEK AGO, I luxuriated in a First Class
seat on British Rail’s Manchester Pullman.
Stretching lazily in a large seat in the nearly-
empty carriage I heard announcements tell-
ing people like me in second class carriages to

get off because there was no room.

Yet, even though my ticket had been bought for
me by Granada television so that I could appear
on their Friday night regional talk show, I could
not kid myself that this was my long-delayed
break into show business.

It was not debonair good looks they wanted
from me (just as well, I thought, or they would
want their money back!). Nor, alas, did they want
me as an advocate of the marxist left, a supporter
of Socialist Outlook, heroic protagonist of the work-
ing class.

No, Granada wanted me for my knowledge in
a field unfortunately rare on the hard left: Iwas to
appear as an expert on the NHS, to help argue the
case against hospitals “opting out”.

Seven years working for London Health Emer-
gency haveled tomany interviews, liveand taped,
with regional and national television and radio ~
and with a wide range of local, regional and na-
tional newspapers and magazines.

On behalf of LHE I have been asked to speak at
hundreds of local, regional and national meetings
called by the whole spectrum of labour movement
organisations. Invitations and support have come
from almost every quarter, with one notable excep-
tion: the hard left!

For some reason or other the eyes of almost all
left activists glaze over with instant indifference
the moment NHS campaigns are mentioned.
Revealing to most socialists that I work for LHE is
almost like confessing a rather shameful addic-
tion: “Yeah, O.K., Icampaign on the MHS a bit, but
I can handleit...”

The joke is that sections of the paranoid right
wing in the unions, seeing a socialist involved in
LHE, have instantly taken fright, regarding it as a
‘Trot front’. If only they knew!

LHE has almost 300 affiliations from trade
unions, Labour Parties and other organisations,
and virtually none of these reflect any influence or
involvement of the hard left.

For seven years I have struggled to understand
why the NHS, by far the most popular of the
public services, and a continual electoral asset to
the labour movement, should be met by such in-
difference on the left.

There is no economic or political explanation.
The NHS is by far the biggest employer in the
country, with ‘branches’ in every town. 70% or
more of its million staff are women, and large
percentages are black — and the left professes a
special interest in fighting sexism and racism. The
majority of healthworkers are unionised, and their
record of militancy in the last fifteen years matches
any other section of workers.

Perhaps it is the rare exceptions to the general left
apathy on the NHS that give the clue: struggles on
NHS pay (most recently the ambulance dispute) do
occasionally cut through to galvanise some
‘interventions’. But as soon as the pay fight sub-
sides, the left troops off in search of action else-
where.

The problem is that the left on this adopts an
economistic approach. The largely female NHS
workforce does not easily fit in to the stereotype of
male-dominated industrial workers who tend to
be targeted for the left’s selective efforts at serious
‘trade union work’. And many of the day-to-day
issues NHS workers confront are too political or
, too complex to allow easy answers to be dropped
In from outside.

Yet with everyone other than the marxist left, the
NHS is now “flavour of the month”. Since the
Monmouth by-election, Neil Kinnock and the
Labour leadership have at last caught on to the
electoral advantage of high-profile health cam-
paigning, and the mass support that is so easily
tapped.

How does it feel to be out-"lefted’ by Kinnock?

Maybe you agree it’s time for a change!
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Miners’ strike 1984 — now Kinnockites want revenge on Scargill

The Scargill

For fifteen months the Daily Mirror,
and latterly TV’s Cook Report, have
hounded Arthur Scargill, with
allegations of financial impropriety
during the miners’ strike. In particular
they have accused him of using money
donated for miners” welfare funds to
pay off a personal mortgage.

The Lightman Report, set up by the
NUM executive, repudiated this claim,
finding it ‘without foundation’. But the
Mirror continues to make these and
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Channel 4’s Dispatches programme on
22 May refuted the slander campaign
against Scargill. It showed how much of
the ‘evidence’ against him was based on
testimony by former NUM chief
executive Roger Windsor, who received
£80,000 from the Mirror for his story. It
also showed that those with most to
gain were people in the Labour Party
who wanted to destroy Scargill as a left
threat to Kinnock. Sean Tunney and

John Lister spoke to the programme’s
director KEN LOACH.

O'UTiook

- said about the Labour Party

other allegations.

Socialist Outiook: Did you
encounter any problems with
Ghannel 4 in explaining who
was behind the frameup?

Ken Loach: What was disap-
pointing was that a lot of things
‘s role
in the affair, especially the actions
of NUM MPs Kim Howells and
Kevin Barron, were cut out by the
Channel Four lawyers.

The point is that Barron and
Howells deserved to be criticised.
They’d abused Arthur Scargill

with great abandon, especially
Kim Howells.

SO: The original Mirror
aliegation was that Arthur
Scargill used money sent for
the miners to pay off his own
mortgage. Your documentary
comprehensively disproves
this. However, the Mirror, in
its one-page reply to your
programme, makes much of
the fact that you didn’t
respond to the accusation that
Arthur was lent money by the
International Miners
Organisation (IM0).

KL: Yes we didn’t deal with this
because it seemed such a private
matter. [t was true that Arthur bor-

rowed money from the MO

during the strike — for six months,
all paid back, and at a high rate of
interest. During the strike he
wasn’t being paid by the NUM,
didn’t have an income, so how
could he go to the local building
society and borrow money from
them? |

The hypocrisy of well-paid jour-
nalists like the Mirror’s industrial
correspondent Terry Pattinson, on
their enormous expense accounts
making these allegations seemed
nauseating.

S0: The programme relies
heavily on the face to face
interviews. 1t is almost as if
the camera is reading their
faces to see if they are lying.
Scargill came across as
sincere; but so did Roger
Windsor. He didn’t look as if he

was lying.

KL: He seems on face value very
genuine. You have to remind your-
self that he has made £110,000 out
of this. He was the one person in
the NUM offices to get a loan
during the strike - £30,000 which
he has never paid back. He also got

~at least £80,000 from the Mirrorand

the Cook report. This cash has
enabled him to move to France

with his family.

S0: Both Cook and the Mirror
still both assert that money

came into NUM funds from
Libya.

KL: You have to remember that
the situation was very difficult for
the NUM leadership during the
strike. Money was coming in from
all over the place. There was als<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>