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A YEAR AGO the whole labour
movement celebrated the demise of
John Major’s vicious Tory govern-
ment and the end of almost 20
years of brutal attacks on th- work-
ing class.

Tony Blair's government swept to
office with Labour’s biggest ever

majority, leaving the rump Tory oppo-

sition splintered and demoralised.

Wealthy few
celebrations, while wo

joln

The new Labour team could literally
do anything they wanted: and what
they wanted to do was ... implement
Tory policies!

They have been ruthless, and con-
sistent. They have offered “fairness”
only to the rich and the ruling class,
while the “firmness” consists of
attacking the working class move-
ment that created the Labour Party

and put them in office.

12 months on we have student
fees, but no moves for a minimum
wage, no rights to union recoghnition,
no let-up in the cuts in health and
local government, and no reprieve
for the asylum seekers and
refugees. Nobody expected the Blair
team to offer us socialism, but it
didn’t have to be this bad!

£500 a plate
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One welcome result is that there
have been signs of a revival of
anger, activity and militancy in the
labour movement. The few illusions
in Blair have quickly begun to be
dispelled.

Fighting back for our rights is the
best hope of winning real gains after
12 months of frustration and
betrayal.
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Hillingdon strikers
approach victory

Magnet strikers vote
to end dispute
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that a settlement in their favour
1s almost certain.

Having been refused support
for continuing the strike from
their own UNISON branch, the
Hillingdon women had their
branch membership revoked
under the cover of a union rule
that says that members who have
been unemployed for over 2
years do not have an automatic
right to remain in the branch.

This victory is a testament to a
courageous struggle that could
have been ended years ago if the
national leadership of UNISON
had put in half as much time and
energy into supporting their dis-
pute as it did in trying to prevent
the strikers even speaking at var-

Privatised Tameside care workers
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action. It also shows that the cur-

- rent UNISON leadership is inca-

pable of leading such a
™y struggle. g, ~
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say “Enough is enough”!

Adam Hartman

TAMESIDE Care Group workers
are on strike against attacks on
their pay and conditions.

Almost 300 UNISON and GMB
members, employed by the com-
pany in 11 residential care homes
and one nursing home, voted on
March 30 by an overwhelming
majority to go on strike, in
response to receiving notice that
they were to be issued with new
contracts. |

Tameside Care Group proposes
to cut basic pay by up to £2.08 per
hour, cut paid annual leave by a
week, abolish sick pay and reduce
the enhanced rate for Bank Holi-

days. The strikers have until May

»
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Day to sign the new contracts or
be dismissed.

These attacks follow a five year
pay freeze, previous cuts in sick
pay and maternity leave and the
ending of enhanced rates for
overtime and weekends.

In 1992, the staff took a pay cut,
by up to 35 per cent in some
cases, only two years after the
homes were transferred from
local- authority ownership with
guarantees to staff that local gov-
ernment pay and conditions
would be protected.

Tameside Enterprises Ltd and
later Tameside Care Group were

‘set up by the Council as “non-
- profit making” trusts , to run

their elderly people’s homes in a
“hands-off” arrangement. The
trusts have used repeated finan-
cial difficulties to pressurise staff
into accepting pay cuts. How-
ever, despite again claiming diffi-
culties the Group made £750,000

last year. |

Bankers

According to a report in Titbune
( February 6 1998) the Group is
believed to have come under pres-
sure from the Royal Bank of Scot-
land to cut staff costs, presumably
to safeguard the bank’s profits on
capital loaned to the Trust. If
true, this illustrates the damaging
impact of private finance on
employment conditions and
patient care in health and social
services.

Management has accused staff
of neglecting the needs of resi-
dents by taking strike action.
The strikers reply that care can-

- not be provided on the cheap, and

that as permanent staff they are
more committed to the residents
and understand their needs better

because in Britain alone, tens of
thousands of mainly women do

strikers and
the deal was put to a secret
ballot without one.

340 workers were sacked
from Magnet kitchens in Dar-
lington after going on strike
for a minor pay rise. Since
then they have organised a
picket throughout the dispute
facing physical attacks and
intimidation.

Magnet, along with the
numerous other long-running
trade union disputes (Critch-
ley Labels, Hillingdon, Liver-
pool Dockers), was always
going to be extremely difficult
in a period where the wider
labour movement has been
SO passive.

Without a militant trade

the same work for free in the
home. The skill is not recognised
because it stems from women’s
supposedly “natural” role as car-
ers.

The strikers have issued a hard-
ship appeal. To donate, send
cheques payable to “UNISON
Tameside Branch” at UNISON,
29 Booth Street, Ashton under
Lyne, OL6 7LB. Also write let-
ters of protest to Alan Firth,
Managing Director, Tameside
Care Group, Enterprise House,
Grange Road South, Hyde SK14
SNY, sending copies to UNISON
at the above address, or phone the
Group’s Head Office on 0161-368
9099.

@ In neighbouring Manchester,
hundreds of care workers are bal-
loting for industrial action, possi-
bly including strikes, against
plans by Manchester Care to cut
pay from £120 to £90 for 25 hours
work. |
Manchester Care took over 18

“homes = fromManchester City

Council in 1991. The company

doesn’t stop with privatisation.

Ongoing attacks need an ongoing

fightback.

strikers
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- union movement that can

mobilise support for such dis-
putes it is no surprise that
many of the strikers felt
unable to see any strategy
that could win back their
jobs. ~

At the same time, disputes

such as Magnet have proved

an inspiration for working
class militants across the
country and have exposed the
myth of ‘partnership’ between

- bosses and workers that is

currently being peddled by
union leaderships.

lan Crammond, secretary of
the strike committee, told
Soclalist Outlook ‘If the trade
union leaders would get their
heads out of the sand and
stand up for the people they
are supposed to, we wouldn’t
be in this situation in the first
place.

“If they stood up for ordi-
nary workers and not the
flashy suits and Tony Blair we
wouldn’t have had to go on
strike.”

Camden

threatened

with mass
sackings

As the Camden libraries dispute
enters its 10th week, Camden's
Labour council is becoming more
open with its threats to sack all
the strikers and recruit a scab
workforce. Up until now | | of
Camden’s 13 libraries have been
shut throughout the dispute.
A demonstration of around 500
| took place at the end of April and
the strikers’ supporters include
Maureen Lipman, Michael Foot,

Dorris Lessing, Michael Palin and
numerous other well known radi-
| cais from Hampstead and High-
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; Al than the agency workers now in ' "7 plans to close two ICNWA

| . their place. : : NN Whilst the council are unlikely
( ,_5 - : h . homes, using the excuse of immi- "

-’ n The strikers - ave received SUP-  pent financial crisis — sounds ISENGARASMICIANERELEIIF-E

5 - port from the residents and their familiar? R prior to the local eiections it is

s : relauves, with one 90 year old These. disputes highlight the clez;r that tf;e cozncii are digging

| joini ' in DO in their heels, and may even be
: - g)‘:l; :v‘firllezommg the picket line ¢, "} privatisation is just the NSNS
| s : start of a whole series of attacks l p; N

{ : sle b In reality, care assistants do a for workers in public services ors from the Labour group in

’ Sactinine Pre A48 nase difficult job involving high levels The struggle to defend pui:lic order to defeat the workforce.

‘ : 95 nost anc of skill and responsibility. Yet in services and the pay and condi- It is also clear that the strikers
| e 5, ITC : JuUtlog capitalist society this work is not tions of those who work in them will need to spread the dispute in
; 50 Be N9 1 ondon N2 properly - rewarded, not least order to guarantee a victory in

their fight against restructuring
and down-grading of posts.
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AS THE GOOD ship Euro pre-

pares to set sail on the choppy
world financial waters, an

-unseemly fight has erupted on the

bridge as to who should be the
captain.

The key factor in maintaining
the single currency will be the
authonty and tight-fisted mone-
tarist commitment of the Euro-
pean Central Bank,
continent-wide quango whose six
board members will be appointed
for an 8-year term, and who will

not be subject to the control of

any elected government or the
European Parliament.

Control of the ECB is therefore
a vital issue, and the German gov-
ernment has been pressing hard
for Wim Duisenberg, a Dutch
banker, to take the top slot as

president, with Bundesbank fat

cat Otmar Issing as his deputy.
This has triggered a major row

with the French government,

which has insisted that Bank of

EDITORIAL

France boss Jean Claude Trichet
should get the job.
The Dutch-German stitch-up

has apparently broken a secret
deal struck by Helmut Kohl and

Francois Mitterrand in which the

bank would be in Frankfurt, but
its first presxdent would be
French.

Repeated efforts to resolve this
angry bust-up have failed — even
Tony “Mr Peace Process” Blair

“has been unable to soothe French

feelings, while Duisenberg ‘sup-
porters have rallied all the main

- political parties in the Nether-

lands in the run-up to their gen-
eral election, with the Finance
Minister warning that “If he does

not get the job it would be even
worse for us than losing to Ger-

Vote Labour —
~ but fight on to

stop the cuts

Neil Murray
IT IS NOT just the Tories who
attacked local government for 18
years. The Labour government has
continued with this, only making
cosmetic changes, like releasing
some of the money from the sale
of council housing.

Privatisation of services contin-
ues under another name - ‘Best
Value’ - as does capping of Coun-
cil budgets. Cuts in services have
continued wtthout respite since
Labour wonr the general election.

The govermment has spelled out
its plans for local government.
Directly elected mayors on the
mode! of that being put to a refer-
endum in London - essentially
unaccountabiée - will be
mﬁy ntroduced

c e "C Councﬂ

TECFE Te s That capping
"egur=s e —an ‘selling point’
or oo ¢ e London council
aac:ms*owbwdneyhave
«ecx —e Zpurct tax (and photos
of ove ~ Sar  “vo mention of the

% T peer e government’s

simply
voting
Labour will

record number of seats. and while
resistance to the government has

“not yet built up, there will hardly

be a wave of enthusiasm to rush
out and vote on june 7th., |

Nevertheless, Socialist Outlook
calls on its readers to vote Labour
as a class vote. Labour, despite
Blair’s best efforts, still represents
the aspirations of the working
class for better local services and
conditions.

However, simply voting Labour
wiil not change anything. It needs
to be linked to a building of anti-
cuts campaigns which can hah
these attacks.

Where candidates to the left of
Labour are standing, and have a
real base we call for a vote
for them. Some are the
product of serious local
campaigns, some are
respected Councillors
who have now left the
Labour Party. |
We do not call for a blanket
vote for left-of-Labour candidates,
since we consider some of them
to be ill-judged and without a
base, seeking merely to ‘fly a flag’
for a sectarian cause.

The main task for socialists
remains one of building a serious,
mass political opposition to
Blairism within the labour move-
ment, tapping the growing vein of
working class resentment and
resistance.

many in the World Cup”.

This is just one expression of
the tensions that are being care-
fully covered over as the main
players drive on towards the sin-
gle currency.

Missed target

Last month’s announcement

‘that eleven EU countries had

qualified to join European Mone-
tary Union was rather soured by
the publication of figures show-
ing that six of them - including
Germany and the Netherlands -
had failed to meet the target of
reducing government debt to a
maximum of 60%
Domestic Product.-

In the case of Italy and
Belgium, despite fran-
tic fiddling and mas-
saging of figures,
the debt figure - at
118% of GDP this
year — is almost
double the target
set by the Maas-
tricht Treaty, and far
worse than the 107% N
notched up by Greece -
the only EU country ruled out
of applying.

These problems have not gone
unnoticed, and there is growing

opposition to Italy joining the

new currency, especially in the
Netherlands, where the govern-
ment has threatened to vote
against it unless there is a tough

WIE'S to lobs,

of Gross

Is still time to
sink the Euro,
before it drowns
more jobs and
welfare services
In its wake

| Services and

Democracy?!
I MARCH through Cardiff June 13 ASSEMBLE 1.30pm I

new austerity budget, and among
conservative German bosses, fear-
ful that the new currency would
be weaker than their beloved
deutschmark.

Duisenberg has nailed his
colours to the mast, warning that
countries entering EMU will

have to take further steps to cut

public sector debt - policies
which seem likely to trigger new
cuts in welfare spending.

The complications of imposing
a single currency are underlined -
by a new survey showxng enor-
mous variations in levels of
poverty across the EU member
states Parts of Greece, Spain and
- Italy receive less than 20%
of the annual income
of the - richest
regions. The EU
“poverty  belt”
includes the
whole of Portu-
gal except Lis-
 bon. Average per
capita income in
Britain (£11,400) is
less than the £12,000
EU average. |

Any new austerity package
would further widen these gaps —
and with this price tag, as French

Conimunist Party leader Robert

Hue said in April, the Euro would -
benefit only the bankers and
financiers. Far from a step
towards internationalism, the
Euro will intensify national rival-

EURO DEMONSTRATION §
CARDYFF JUNE 13 '08 I

EWRO WRTHDYSTIAD
ERDYDD F HEHEFIII 'O8

ries and conflicts, and leave no
democratic levers of control over
the European economy.

Opinion polls in Britain show

that support for the Euro is

largely confined to those on the
£50,000-plus income bracket.
Even the Guardian’s chief cheer-
leader for the Euro, Mark Atkin-
son, has warned that in many
prospective member countries it
is seen as “something which has

been thrust on them from above

by the financial markets and
political elites.”

Tied to Maastricht

Nevertheless Tony Blair has
declared his ambition to press
forward with the launch of the
single currency, while Gordon
Brown’s economic policy is
already tied in to the Maastricht
criteria and the demands of a
future European Central Bank.
He must be stopped. |

This is why it is so important to
build a major protest demonstra-

‘tion to challenge the single cur-

rency and Maastricht austerity at
the EU summit in Cardiff on

- June 13.

Much of the British left is now
committed to support this initia-
tive, with the promise of strong
support: from other European

“countries. There is still time to

sink the Euro, before it drowns
more jobs and welfare services in
i1ts wake.

-
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Cooper’s Field (behmd Cardlff Castle) RALLY W|th mterna-

tlonal speakers

Details Euro Summit Demonstratlon Commlttee CCTUS 131 Crwys Rd, I

Cardlff CF2 4NH, Wales or ring 01222 302324 fax 01222 302325
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 Labour Party ‘back left NEC slate

Pete Firmin

DISCUSSIONS among the Left and ,’

‘Centre Left’ in the Labour Party
have produced an initial slate for

the constituency section of the

National Executive Committee.

While this slate is in many ways a
good one, the same cannot be said
for the process by which it has
been arrived at. For a slate to
command maximum support, it
needs to be debated by as large a
forum as possible.

Instead, this was essentially sewn
up by a few individuals. Later, a
very limited participation was per-

- mitted by representatives of the
wider left, but more to secure

their support than to offer any real
say in either the platform or the

~ candidates.

Thus candidates put forward by
the Network of Socialist Campaign
Groups were simply passed over
with no discussion. A candidate in
the 1997 general election, Nick
Holden, and Maria Exall, CWU
National Executive member, were

apparently regarded as too left

wing for the slate. So was ex-MP
Mildred Gordon, currently cam-
paigning strongly among pension-
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ers.
Attempts to improve a polltlcally
weak platform were similarly

brushed aside on the grounds that

the proposed changes were not
acceptable to Labour Reform. Sec-
tions of the Left, in particular the
Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy, used Labour Reform
as a smokescreen to avoid arguing
their own politics.

Similarly ignored were arguments
for a slate based on candidates
with a strong base in different
regions, in favour of a slate
which very much has the look
of the ‘London Left.’

Labour Reform put forward
two right wingers, Terry
Thomas and Michael Cash-
man at stages of the discus-
sion, and were prepared to
ignore the protests of some on
the Left about their track record.
However, neither appeared to be
willing to stand on a slate with
people well to their left. -

Anni Marjoram of the Labour

“Women's Action Committee was

also accepted on to the slate,
despite reservations expressed
because of her role in the Morning
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NHS staff defeat wage cuts: but the key is strong, recognised unions

least 3 of

Star dlspute (defendmg manage-
ment’s right to manage”), but has
now withdrawn under pressure.
While these withdrawals are wel-
come, their effect, together with
that of the refusal to countenance
other candidates, has been that =

~ this ‘alliance’ has only 6 people

seeking nomination for 6 places (at

Kathy Jamison
(Scotland)

Christine Shawcroft (London)
Liz Davies (London)
Mark Seddon (Southern)
Pete Wilsman (London)
Andy Howell (W. Midlands)

whom must
be women). Given the difficulties
of securing nomination, this makes
it possible that the slate will have
less people on it than there are

Paul Wozny
- DELEGATES met in London on

- April 18 as the practical fol-

low up to successful Reclaim
Our Rights Conference on
March 28.

In practical terms the con-
ference was intended to unify

different campaigns: Reclaim

Our Rights, dominated by
members of the Socialist
Labour Party (SLP); the Cam-
paign for Free Trade Unions,
dominated by supporters of
Workers Liberty and the
Communication Workers
Union’s trade union rlghts
campaign.

Also Invited, but refusing to
attend were the Liaison Com-
mittee for the Defence of
Trade Unions (LCDTU), domi-
nated by old-time Stalinists.

TUC retreat on recognition

A SPECIAL meeting of the
TUC General Council was called
on April 20 to discuss the dis-
pute with Downing Street over
the interpretation of Labour’s
election pledge to legahse the
nght of workers to union recog-
nition where a majority in a
workplace vote for it.
But the result was to offer fur-

~ ther compromises beyond the

original TUC position.

Blair has lent heavily towards
the CBI proposals, which were
originally to require the partici-
pation in the ballot of a majority

of those eligible to vote, and now

call for 40% of those eligible to
vote — an almost equally impos-
sible figure to achieve under the

condmons the ballots will take

place.
Having already backed off of

- the original TUC position of

requring a simple majority (51%
of those voting in the ballot) the
special meeting agreed to accept
that a minimum of 30% of those
eligible to vote should vote yes,
as well as and some form of
exemption for “small firms”.

Crucial

The debate over the detail is of
‘crucial importance if what goes
into the government White
Paper “Fairness at Work” 1n the
next few weeks is to have any

positive effect in the workplace.
For the TUC and the trade

union leaders it is a crucial
issue; union recognition was the
one thing they thought they
were going to get out of New
Labour.

The was reflected at the recent
STUC conference in Perth,
which rejected the TUC for-

- mula, and where John Monks

was criticised by UNISON chief
Rodney Bickerstaffe for the con-
cessions which have been made.

For Blair, however, the most
important thing is his relation-
ship with the employers. He will
not allow the TUC or its views
to get in the way of that, particu-
larly if no serious pressure 1s
being mounted to force him to
do so.

places.

The best response to this
method of deciding the slate is to
build a Left which is open and
democratic throughout the elec-
tion campaign.

At this stage the crucial thing is
to secure nominations. Previously
candidates had only to secure the
nomination of their own Con-
stituency Party. Although the
changes made at last year's
conference under ‘Partner-
ship in Power’ left the
details suitably vague,
the leadership have
introduced additional
hurdles this time.

-Candidates have to
get not only the nomi-
nation of their own
CLP, but also those of
two others in other
regions of the Labour
Party. Given that-MPs are no

longer allowed to stand, this
makes it much harder for lesser-
known rank and file candidates. It
means that unless a candidate is in
their CLP, activists should only
nominate cand:dates from outside
their region.

Tade union rights:
campaigns unite

The secretary of the LCDTU
sent an insulting letter to the
unification conference.

The key decision on April 18
was to finally set the date for
the proposed national |
demonstration. May 1, 1999,
which is a Saturday, was
agreed. Although some may
be disappointed at yet
another postponement, it
gives us plenty of time to
organise what should be one
of the most important labour
movement demonstration

~ Britain has yet seen.

Building a powerful and
united national campaign will
be an enormous challenge
for the traditionally fractious
British left. If next year’s

march is successful, the suc-

cess will be determined by
the work done now.

Momentum is the key to
that success. A whole range
of local, regional and
national events, meetings,
etc, will be required. Effective
intervention into this years
round of trade union confer-
ences will be an important
part of that process.

Unfortunately, proposals for
activities which could have
helped this were not allowed
to be put to the vote. Bob

Crow, Assistant General Sec-

retary of the RMT and Chair

of the new campaign referred

these proposals to the new

-steering committee. Even the

decision on the new name for
the campaign was referred to
that committee, leaving the
campaign without an identity.
The officers are Bob Crow

the Chair, and the joint sec-

The candidates proposed are:
Kathy Jamison, member of the
Scottish Party Executive; Christine
Shawcroft, former Tower Hamlets

Councillor (kicked off the panel of

candidates for opposing cuts) and
member of the London Regional -
Executive; Liz Davies, former
Islington Councillor prevented
from standmg as a candidate in the
general election; Mark Seddon,

- editor of Tribune; Pete Wilsman,

member of the Conference

~ Arrangements Committee; and

Andy Howell, Labour Reform
member.

Nominations have to be in by
june 5, which leaves little time in
those branches and CLPs closed
down for council elections.

Once nominations close, it will
be an immense task to publicise
the candidates and get out the
vote. The ballot papers will be
sent out at the end of July, and |
activists should begin now to plan
meetings with the candidates.

The election campaign has to be
used to build resistance to the
government’s policies and the
leadership’s continued erosion of -
democracy in the Party. |

retaries John Hendy QC and
Lol Duffy. Also include are two
representatives from the
three groups merging into the
new campaign, with two
places reserved for the
LCDTU, if they change thelr
minds.
Representatives of those
national unions which have o
affiliated are also included. \
The new committee is |
‘interim’, because there will
be a recall national confer-
ence of the new campaign in
July. There is general agree-

‘ment that the affiliated

national unions should be
represented on any national
committee. The leaderships of
those unions now affiliated
are clearly ardent supporters
of the campaigns.

Problems could emerge lf
supporters succeed in winning
other unions, with less

_friendly leaderships. If the

campaign is marginal, those
unions will send a token sup-
porter to the national commit-
tee. If the campaign takes off,
Blair will put pressure on the
union leaders to apply the

| brakes.

Care will have to be taken
to ensure that these bureau-
crats are allowed representa-
tion, but not a stranglehold
over the development of the
campaign.

The support of union confer-
ences and general secre-
taries will be useful, but the
work of rank and file trade
union activists will change
the campaign from a ‘good
idea’ to an effective move-
ment for change.
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Stop scapegoatlng the
- Campstield 9

abour’s

Bill MacKelth at the hands of the UK government. Two of

THE PROTESTS that erupted inside those charged have now been officially
Campsfield immigration detention centre granted full refugee status (a rarity indeed,

on August 2 1997 put detention policy in for some 1,000 individuals in a year), and

the dock once more, and triggered two ©L€ is free on bail.

developments that have now come to the Labour ministers are involved in the
fore. trial. Immigration minister Michael

The first was the commlssmnmg of two O’.Brian mada remarks prejudicial to a fair
reports, one by the Asylum Rights Cam- trial immediately after the protest. A

‘paign, the other by the government — from phone call “right from the top” of the
its own Chief Inspector of Prisons.

Home Office, according to a police officer

The second development was a show trial 3t Banbury police station, urged

- staged to intimidate refugees and nip any reluctant police to pursue charges. A spe-

future protests by detainees in the bud . cial incident room was set up. One esti-

" Nine young West African refugees have mate of the cost of the prosecutlon is £2
‘been selected to be scapegoats for the million.

The bringing of charges is a “first” for

protest that nailed the failure of the UK’s
any British government in such circum-

detention policy on that day in August.

50-100 detainees of many different Stances. After the protest at Campstield on .

nationalities and both sexes protested at JP“?"‘ 1994, during which damage of a
yet another sudden, arbitrary and violent similar order was done, no charges were

‘removal to prison, in this case of two brought against any pt'otesting detainees._
detainees. During the pretest, placards Labour seems determired to be tougher

were hastily made up said ‘Prisoners of than Tory immigration minister Charles

Conscience”, and Freedom for all”. They Wardle and his cohorts.
appeared on our TV screens. These seven men and two boys should

The nine are charged with riot and vio- 1Ot be in the dock. The BmlSh govern-
lent assembly. Their trial opens at Oxford €Nt on the other hand_, Sho';lld, be tried
Crown Court on Monday June 1 and will for its denial of human rights in breach of

last weeks, maybe two months. Eight of the ~conventions to which the UK is a signa-

nine have been in prison since August.,, tOTY-

after months (up to 17 in one case) in The many authormes for such a charge,
detention. including the United Nations High Com-

Six of the nine are from Nigeria and mission for Refugees’ UK representatives,

sought refuge in the UK from the Abacha have now been joined by David Rams-
regime: two of these are Ogonis from lands botham, HM Chief Inspector of Prisons.
devastated by Shell. The others are from His report ( which can be obtained free
Gambia, Ghana and Lﬂ:cnz. from Home Office, 50 Queen Anne’s Gate
Three of the nine have artermpred suicide. London SW’T‘} flays the government.
Two of the nine are mimn - lacs of 16 last P""J?S 1L s 201 supn_smg they refused to
August; one of them is now i= & se=owe psy- months, until forced to
chiatric unit, driven sick bv e gme—- TT RETENOTET S m&: we. T mt:tmnt...na
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os~arees Cheding Abdul Onibiyo. Further, it 1s the government, not Group
WEs 21z 4 which runs Campsfield, that is responsi-
@ Vorcay 1 June Mass Lobby of ble for a regime that is “unsafe for
OnForz Crown Court. 8.30am St detainees”. There 1s “too much secrecy
Adszates associated with immigration detention”.
@ t.-ooe Behind Barbed Wire: a Immigration detainees should not be held
-eport of the proceedings of the con- in prisons alongside criminals and those
fzrence Peld in Lille, France, last on remand. |
w=ar on e growth of immigration In this context Ramsbotham states; “In
et in different countries in my view, money would be better spent on
Ewnc:n: COpoes £3.40 from c/o 60 expanding Immigration Service places, if
Ziarendon Street, Oxford 0X2 legislation still requires such numbers to
be detained, than requiring the prison.ser-
vice to continue to hold 100 many ’(empha-
sis added). |

In fact the 1971 Immigration Act does
not require the government to detain, it
empowers immigration officials to decide
to detain in individual cases. But the point

. Ca—osfield 9 Defence
~oaxen Campaign to Close Camps-
@2 -~ 0 60 Great Clarendon Street,
ore 002 6AX. 01865

:'&:‘13 01865 726804 01865
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detained is up to the govern-

The message 1s
loud enough and s
clear to all but

Labour’s
- ministers, Stuck -
~on Tory policies
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is made: how many ‘people are

ment of the day, and it could be

- fewer.

It beggars belief that the immi-
gration minister can claim that

the Ramsbotham report vindicates govern-
“ment policy on detention. Such misrepre-

sentation, and other remarks by Michael
O’Brien that give the lie to the claim that a

serious review of asylum and detention :
policy is going on.

Michael O’Brien should resign: the effect
of his public statements can only be to pre-
vent a thoroughgomg review.

At the time when the government is sup-

posedly considering such matters as part of
its review, it recently planted “rumours’ in
the press that an amnesty was in the offing
for asylum seekers whose applications have
dragged on for years: the government
promptly issued a statement denying such

“misreporting”. Hey presto - a key
demand of refugees and campaigners goes
out the window, without debate.

‘So, some, even a surpnsmg amount of’
ammunition for campaigners i1n Rams-
botham. But the ex-army general’s report

is bound to have limitations. One is the

rousing defence of private companies
whose work is inflicting misery - Group 4,
and Wakenhurst, which runs Tinsley near
Gatwick, subject of another Ramsbotham

report. They are “doing a good job”.

Apart from not questioning their ghastly
trade, Ramsbotham fails to credit or pur-
sue the many reports by detainees ot
racism in Group 4 guards. By
contrast, some detainees’
reported statements are (4
thoughtfully “corrected”,
presumably with informa-
zoz provided bv Group 4
iz2 lzmmigran

be subject to more regimentation, with

clear rules and regulations, incentives (and
punishments); “it should be stated control
rests with staff”.

It will be no surprise if these latter rec-

ommendations are the only ones that Mike
(O’Brien and the Labour Front Bench take
heed of.

In all the furore over the Ramsbotham
report, the Asylum Rights Campaign’s
report sank almost withouf trace. The
Home Office erected a ‘wall of silence’ to
keep -out the authors, Sue Lukes and
Leonora Lloyd, but there are quotations

from Group 4, official and anonymous,

from detainees past and present. from visi-
tors, lawyers, and some utterly craven and
racist ‘members of the Home Office-
appointed Official Visitors’ Committee,
The ARC report endorses “Providing

- protection”, an anti-detention statement
authored by JUSTICE, the Immigration

Law Practitioners Association, and the

Asylum Rights Campaign (which however -

fails to call for the closure of immigration
detention centres). This useful report
should have been published months ago
when it was completed, not sat on by ARC.

Government policy is based on the belief
that polmc1ans can only lose votes by

point out that you can win

elected to government
in France last year

_‘--ﬂ.z.:'_fﬁ:.j: .;.y: srate- di
—=z-s iz oicroap 4 and vindicates Arectton. £ church
I——zzmo soinoas in new wave of churc

nad onlv been three children
received at the centre since it had
opened’ are reported unchallenged,
when they contradict what i1s on public
record. Twenty-seven children have been
taken into care from Campsfield by the
nearby Bicester Social Services office; for
example.

Ramsbotham’s 94 recommendations
include the important one that detainees
should be given reasons for their detention
in writing, and suggest changes to the com-

plaint procedure and to mental health

COVer. -
However, the “secure-hostel” regime of
detention centres which does allow some

free-association, should be replaced by one

that is more prison-like. Despite the fact
that, inside, Campsfield currently “only

operates with the consent of the

detainees”, detainees should from now on

government
policy

occupations is currently
under way’ by sans papiers
1n towns in France, and also by

refugees in Germany. which with
the UK has the worst record of immaigra-
tion detentions in Europe - more people
detained but not so long as here.

To make real progress, to have an 1mpact
on governments, campaigners against
detention have to take the argument fur-
ther into trade unions and link up with
other movements — in Europe and 1n the
UK - for an end to detentions, and to all
miscarriages of justice, for cancellation of
all debts allegedly owed by poor peoples to
international banks, for an end to arms
exports to dictators.

This last was the theme of last Saturday S

demonstration outside Campsfield — the
51st monthly demo since that refugee
prison opened.

being just to refugees and other
it ~ migrants. It i1s up to others to

.b egsars votes with just and anti-
belief that the ‘racist  policies. The
Tnll{EH R UIBIE Gl Socialist - Parry  was
can claim that the

Ramsbotham report maklng gestures 1n that
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‘negative.

Blun

| o
Keith Sinclair (Hull NUT
delegate - personal |
capacity)

THE PRESS attacks on “mili-
tant” teachers ‘howling’ at David

Blunkett at Easter’s NUT confer-
ence obscured the real signifi-

cance of the Education Secretary_

of State’s reception.
A year ago Blunkett was given a

~ standing ovation by at least half
the delegates at the conference,

whilst this year an attempt by
some of the platform to engineer

‘a repeat performance fell ﬂat as a

pancake.
This lack of enthusiasm by del-

egates reflects a real problem for

the lcadershxp of Britain’s largest
teaching union. Members are
increasingly cynical about
Labour’s attitude towards educa-
tion. =~

The NUT leadershtp has for

years adopted a policy of waiting

for Labour. The idea was pro-
moted that the incoming Labour
government would represent the
answer to the problems created
by years of Tory misrule. How-
ever, despite certain positive
steps, the overall balance sheet is
Not only have New
Labour failed to reverse Tory
education policies, in certain
cases they have introduced poli-
cies that are worse.

The union’s attitude towards
Education Action Zones was a
key dividing line in the confer-

ence. Education Action Zones .

Union anger at tube prlvatlsatton

Prescott runs off the ralls

by Greg Tucker (RMT

National Executive,
personal capacity)

EVEN BEFORE the Genera]

Election it was obvious to most
rail workers that New Labour was

‘not going to be rushing to re-

nationalise the railways.
But frustration at lack of

progress has now turned to anger

at John Prescott’s announcement
that the government will be pri-

vatising most of London Under- ~

ground.

To add insult to injury, his
plans are deliberately focussed on
attacking his fellow trade union
members in the RMT. Indeed, at

his ‘behest LUL management

have drawn up their strategy for
the privatisation which has as its
first stage, plans to smash the
RMT organisation on LUL,
which they admit is the only
force trying to stop Prescott’s

~1ssue of retain-

G \lN}lAI‘I\’I‘ CDlJ’I‘IANlI(

(EAZs) are to be introduced in
deprived areas as part of Labour’s
attack on social exclusion.

Labour is correct to identify the

need for urgent action to be taken

in depressed areas but their solu-

tion is totally wrong. The pro-
posed zones will be run by an
Education Action Forum which

‘will include business interests.

Labour has stated publicly that
they hope at least one of the early
zones will be led by private busi-
ness.

This has led to Amertcan com-
panies such as Edison trying to
enter the English education sys-
tem in order to make a profit out
of kids and teachers. Edison have
submitted a bid for an area in
Tameside.

The union has urged
NUT local branches to
negotiate certain
conditions with
LEAs to enable
the NUT to go
along with
EAZs. The

ing pawand con- |
ditions is
highlighted here
along with the need
for local education
authorities to take the “lead
role”.

The problem is that once EAZs
are here they will spread and
attacks on pay and parucularly
conditions will appear in the
tuture. The sad reality is that a

plan.

‘The RMT is to respond in kind.
At a mass rally on April 30

- Jimmy Knapp will announce that

all LUL members will be balloted

'durmg May for industria} action
against (the effécts of) pnvausa-

tion.

To rub home the message LUL
Northern Line Guards will be
holding their third day of indus-
trial action the following day, in
furtherance of their dispute over

the introduction of One Person -
Operation.

On the main rail network things
go from bad to worse. Whilst a
small handful of ex-BR managers
are becoming overnight million-

alres, the full weight of privatisa-

tion is falling on passengers and
rail workers alike. As services
deteriorate rail workers are facmg
Pay cuts, job losses and the impo-
sition of worse conditions.

It 1s becoming evident that

- 0.

pressure from
delegates and
members meant the
leadership had to
criticise Labour on a ElCEtE ity
wide range of
Issues

lunkett leaves
eachers
pressed

few years down the line an EAZ
forum could ‘change pay and con-
ditions. -

The left narrowly lost the con- |

ference vote on complete opposi-
tion to EAZs. |
campaign against them will go

‘Despite the anger of teachers
overthe stagmg of this year’s pay

” mcrease, the issue of pay was not

a major issue at conference. This
was due to the national executive
proposing that a spec1a1 one day

-conference be held in September
“to consider our pay claim includ- |
ing proposals for salary restruc-

turing.
For the last few years, the left
has correctly focused on the need

for action over pay. The need for

action remains but there
is also a need to
quickly
through = and
agree proposals
on restructur-

scales. The
any talk of a

real fight on pay
will be submerged

| changes in the struc-
fure.

Just before conference, both the

NUT and the NASUWT

“announced large ballot majorities

for non-strike industrial action
over workload issues. There is
some confusion as to exactly what

-thlst there are some wmners,

some other rail companies are
close to financial collapse. In par-
ticular, for rail infrastructure
workers (track and signal mainte-
nance etc), this has meant
increased uncertainty as con-

- tracts pass hands between differ-

ent companies.
The RMT answer has been to
present a single national claim to

all the infrastructure companies,

demanding a major restructuring
of terms and conditions on our
terms, alongside a sxgmﬁcant pay
increase.

Faced with little serious
response from the companies,
ballots are now to take place i in all
eleven key companies across the
country. Along with LUL, June
could now see effecttvel a
nation-wide rail dispute.

As an indication of the workers’

mood signal maintenance work-

ers at Euston are set to start

However, the

discuss

ing of the pay

into the minutiae of

~action on May 1 on a

- 200 jobs
" RMT members are in

| takmg whatever action
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-Scwnnﬁc tests confirm no trace of soczalzsm or radzcalmn in David Blunkett

this will entail. However, the bali-

lot victory, albeit on a turn-out of

only 28 per cent, does give the
opportunity to hold school union

- meetings to decide what members
will decide to do.
actions are key here so that indi-

~viduals are not isolated. |

Collective

Towards the end of conference,
the tabloids screamed about the

demands of teachers for a four
day week. This was a blatant mis- -

representation of a debate which
was about the left trying to step
up the workload action by means
of a Contract Week in the
Autumn term. |

"NUT conference has excellent

policy on the need for a national

contract. Unfortunately, there is
no sign of the current national
leadership doing anything to lead
a real fight on this issue.
Throughout the conference, the

leadership faced two ways. On the

one hand, they were insistent,
especially General Secretary
Doug McAvoy, that this was a

week long stoppage over
local issues.

And on South West
Trains, Guards are being
balloted over the intro-
duction of Driver Only
Operation. With around
threatened

no mood to allow the
management to roll over
them. A series of mass
meetings have been
held and the Guards are
determined that they
will protect their jobs,

is necessary.
Having had the indus-
trial agenda set for them over
recent years by government
attacks, core rail workers are now
saymg enough is enough and try-

ing to respond with their own

demands. The task facing the

Letting train crews

TV ooﬁcc-c---------n--............;.......,.. LR R S S P LR P O

" government “we could do busi-

ness with”. On the other hand,
the pressure from delegates and
members meant the leadership
had to criticise Labour on a wide
.range of issues such as the nam-
ing and shaming of allegedly
“failing” schools. -

‘These tensions are llkely to con-
tinue. The leadership is going to -
be unable to satisfy the demands-
of members and keep a cosy rela-
nonshlp with the government. It
is the job of the left in the union

- to push forward members’

demands to ensure real pressure
is put on Blunkett and Blair and
their supporters running local
councils. -

The Socialist Teachers’ Alhance |
1S organising an 1mportant con-
ference on EAZs in London on 9
May. This conference will be used
as a springboard to launch a
national campaign including a
national march in one of the EAZ
areas, possibly Tameside.
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S ain: Prescott

RMT is how to umfy this broad
'feelmg and shape it into a forceful

campaign of action over the sum-
mer. |

The rally and lobby of arha-

‘ment on April 30 is only the first
. step in this campaxgn.




Alan Thornett

NEARLY 400 activists attended
the fourth international “assizes”
of the European marches held in
Brussels on April 18 /19. The
conference was called to report
the ongoing work of the Euro-
marches and plan future activity.

Delegations were present from
most countries of the EU and
beyond (Poland for example),
with the biggest from France Bel-

. gium Germany and Italy. There

was a - delegation of 17 from

Britain, which included members

of the demonstration organising
committee in Cardiff. .
The two main reports were from

France and Germany where the

Euromarches have had a major
impact since they were completed
at . the mass demonstration in

Hitting
back at

the G¥
bankers

AS FAMINE again raises its
ugly head in Africa, the
world’s richest nations are
poised to meet in Birming-
ham at the G8 summit.
Many of their bankers are
concerned not to relieve
poverty and hunger, but to
recover debts from bankrupt
African countries. Estimates
suggest external debts of
African countries add ed up
to over $200 billion in 1995
- more than double the 1985

figure.

Plans for “recovery” drawn
up by the World Bank and
the IMF assume that African
countries can sustain an
external debt equivaient to
twice their annual export
earnings - incurring massive
interest charges, and impos-
ing new austerity on workers

| and peasants to line the cof-

fers of Western bankers.

An alternative view wili be
spelled out at the People’s
Summit, coordinated by the
New Economics Foundation
to coincide with the G8 Sum-
mit on May 15-17.

Discussions on Friday 15th

| will include an African and
| Caribbean People’s Summit,

a debate on Sustainable
Employment, and a session
looking at Crimes Against
the People.

Saturday will see a People’s
Forum on Globalisation, a

| Jubilee 2000 Coalition rally
on cancelling the debt, and a |

P8 Summit, with eight of the
poorest countries.

Details from 0121 616
2000, or People’'s Summit
website
http://www.gn.apc.org.peop-
lessummit98.

Amsterdam last June.

In France the marches and the
“coalition they assembled have

played a key role in the mass
occupations and other protests
against unemployment and social
exclusion for most of this year. In
Germany there have been a series
of protests and demonstrations
involving over 250 towns and
cities and collectively involving
over 300,000 people.

The conference supported a
range of initiatives across Europe
over the coming period but it
focused on two as its key priori-

ties: first the Cardiff demonstra-

tion in June this year and
secondly a mass demonstration in
Cologne in June 1999 when the
EU is under the German presi-
dency. .

" This will be the next ma;or
event of the Euromarches and is
aimed to match the size of the
Amsterdam demonstration last

year. Marches are planned to it

from across Europe as they were
to Amsterdam. |

At the same time the conference
-appealed to national campaigns
to organise delegations to Cardiff,

Reclaim

THE EUROPEAN Union has
become an agent of neoliberal
policies, designed to serve the
interests of transnational corpora-
tions (TNCs). The EU promotes
globalisation strategies for frag-
menting our resistance and for
throwing us all into greater com-
petition with each other.

The EU’s central project is the
‘single market’, a European ‘free’
trade zone. Officially this aims to

‘make production more efficient, to
- make European industry more

‘competitive’ against foreign rivals,
and so to protect employment,
here. |

In reality, this project frees capital

" from local or national constraints,
- helps capital to become integrated

globally, especially across the
Atlantic Ocean, and intensifies
competition amongst countries to
attract investment.

The Single Market creates a buy-

- ers’ market for the cheapest

wages, the most ‘productive’
workforce, and the lowest envi-
ronmental standards. As GNP rises

overall, most of us lose out in this

competition; social inequalities
deepen between the regions and
within them.

In the name of ‘international

- competitiveness’, the EU has

imposed many harmful policies:

* EMU with its convergence cri-
teria, requiring massive budget
cuts (whose first targets are social
welfare programmes), and requir-
ing higher productivity in order to
keep down inflation;

* further deregulation, privatisa-
tion, job insecurity, and exploita-
tion of labour, with Britain leading
the way for the rest of Europe;
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Fune’ 1997: tens of thoysands matched against Maastricht austerity in Amsterdam. Now for Cardiff!

and a number immediately

pledged to do so in particular the
campaigns in: France Belgium,

Germany and Greece.

This along with the other net-
works which have agreed to
organise across Europe for

* Massive investment in transport
infrastructure, especially the Trans-
European Network (TEN), which
underlies the recent motorway
developments in Britain; |

* R&D subsidies for information
technology, which helped the
TNCs to displace and discipline
labour, as well as for agriculture
biotechnology, which intensifies

" competitive pressures on farmers
‘and dependence upon’ ‘genetic
fixes'.

The EU has also promoted
neoliberal globalisation beyond
Europe. The EU has been a lead-
ing proponent of the MAI )Multi-
lateral Agreement on Investment),
which would provide legal
enforcement of global deregula-
tion, e.g. by guaranteeing compa-
nies equal access to markets
world-wide.

Rather than protect us from
TNCs, the EU has imposed neolib-
eral globalisation on their behalf. -
Reclaim Europe was established to
catalise a network or resistance to
that assault. |

Qur aims stand in contrast with
nationalists who oppose European
Integration as a threat to ‘national
sovereignty’. For us, the main
threat is the neoliberal policies,
regardless of which state pro-
motes them. .

The EMU convergence criteria
have been imposed on us for many
years, and we will continue to suf-
fer the effects, regard!ess of
whether Britain officially joins
EMU. |

In June 1998 the EU ministers
will meet in Cardiff to promote
these neoliberal policies. In
response, we are planning a

'Souahsi

Cardiff such as the European

‘Network of the Unemployed

(ENU), will ensure that the
demonstration have a truly inter-
national character.

The conference overall was a
big success, possibly the most

counter-summit, as the sequel to
the event held in Amsterdam in

Jjune 1977.

The counter summit will bring
together grou ps campaigning on

rope!

successful yet, certainly the most

 focused on campaigning. Most

importantly it demonstrated the
ongoing strength of the Euro-
march campaign and the role it
an play in uniting the struggles

-across Europe.

Labour, environmentalist, anti-
racist, feminist and other issues -
from all over Europe. All groups
and activists are invited to partucn-
pate. |
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l'eacher

Get your copy of Socialist

‘Teacher now from John Yan-
dell, 96 Carysfort Rd, Lon- |
don N16 9AD

690 4611 e-mail
john@lsocteas demon. co.uk

‘tel 0171 690 4308 fax 0171 Jii
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Green paper on welfare reform

Field fenced 1
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- John Lister
FEARS that junior minister “Mad
Frankie” Field would be unleashed to
mount a full-scale axe attack on social
‘security and the welfare state have been
somewhat exaggerated, according to the
relatively tame formulations in the new
government Green Paper.

It appears that Field has been unable to
persuade his New Labour colleagues of the
viability of embarking on a root and

- branch demolition of state- funded ser-

vices.

There is little hint in the document of
Field’s deep, public affection for the priva-
tised pension schemes forced upon the
~ people of Chile in the aftermath of the bru-

“tal military coup of 1973 which smashed
the trade unions and working class politi-
cal parties. Perhaps his fellow ministers
are saving this for a later stage in the evo-
lution of the Blair government.

The relative blandness of the Green
Paper should not however imply that it has
anything progressive to offer working peo-
- ple. It represents a wholesale ideological
retreat not simply from “socialism” - of
which Field, Blair and co have never been
supporters — but from any notion of redis-
tr’ibuting wealth, and from any policy of
progressive taxation.

Thatcher’s gap

It begins by drawing attention to the
widening gap between rich and poor under
the Thatcher government: “Between 1979

the population saw income.rises in excess
of SO percent; but the incomes of those in
the bottom fifth barely rose in real terms.”

The increased inequality “has been par-
ticularly marked among pensioners,”
while children are also suffering: “nearly 3
million children are growing up in work-
“less households”™.

But these developments are d1scussed
almost as if the effects have been acciden-
tal, rather than the outcome of deliberate
and cynical Tory policies: of tax cuts for
the rich; wage cuts for the poor; creating a
pool of unemployment to drive down
wages and weakén union resistance;
and the conscious decision taken
by Thatcher’s government to
axe the link between the
state pension and average
earnings — thus rapidly
devaluing 1it.

Of course we can imme-
diately see- why the Green
Paper does not draw atten-
tion to these policies -
because New Labour  has
already declared its determina-
tion to preserve almost all of them
1ntact!

Gordon Brown’s pledge not to increase
taxes on the rich for the lifetime of the
government effectively rules out any
attempt to redistribute wealth and narrow
the gap between rich and poor.

The Green Paper echoes previous state-
ments by government ministers that New
Labour has no intention of restoring the
link between pensions and earnings. And
the “New Deal” schemes to press-gang the

‘unemployed into subsidised jobs are just a_
new way of using unemployment to hold -

down wages.

Of course the rhet fth G P: |
course the rhetoric of the Green rodtd ~ hundreds of thousands of people are work-

ing for lousy, cheapskate employers despite
the fact that they are worse off than they would

is one of moral concern for “inequality”
and “social exclusion”. But it has no tangi-
ble perspective on how these problems are
~ to be tackled.

An old-fashioned Labour view might be

all the

Green Paper
can offer is CINTUAAA people have the right
phrases and the

endless ritual

references to

education and
training

W
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that a decent minimum wage might make
a significant contribution to those at the
bottom of the pay scales, a first small step
towards closing the gap. But we already

- know that the government is looking to fix

the minimum wage at a pitifully low level
— perhaps £3.50 an hour, with a host of
exemptions to allow some of the worst

skinflint employers to escape any extra

COSts. | -
A trade union view.would be that organ-

ised workers could be given a chance to
and 1994/95, households in the top fifth of =+fight for wage increases if the Labour gov-
ernment would simply sweep away the bat-
" tery of anti-union laws brought in by the

Tories and give a legal right to recognition:
but again it is clear that for New Labour
this simple option is “unthinkable”. ]

With progressive taxation, a decent min-
imum wag« and the option of trade union
action all effectively ruled out, all the

- Green Paper can offer is empty phrases

expressing concern and endless ritual ref-
erences to education and training as the
way to bridge the gap between abject
poverty and the prosperity of Blan‘ $ new-
found City slicker friends:

“This third way will take us into-

“the third stage of welfare. The
welfare system will become
pro-active, preventmg

poverty by ensuring that

education, training and
support. We will-widen
the exits from welfare
dependency by offering
tailor-made help for
individuals.”
This will no doubt be of
tremendous comfort to Britain’s
poor pensioners, who are offered pre-
cisely nothing by the Green Paper.
But such abstract nonsense flies in the
face of the daily reality of millions of
unemployed and low-paid workers, for

whom there simply are not enough decent
jobs to go round, regardless of how many |

qualifications they may have.

Worse off

In‘deed, while ministers set out to foster -
the Tory myth of the work-shy, feckless

unemployed wilfully deciding to live on

lavish state hand-outs, the Green Paper

tacitly admits that the opposite is the case:

be on the dole! - |
“Prior to the implementation of the

NEWD A

- realities of low-paid workers 1n

packet gives people indepen-

‘packet is. Elsewhere we

guarantec of a life on a low

reforms announced in the Budget, 740,000 |

people lost 70p for every £1 they earned
because of benefit withdrawal. 130,000
families gained less than 10p for every
extra £1 earned. ... Almost one in seven
people who moved from welfare to work
said they were worse off in work than
unemployed.” (Chapter one para 16) |

The government answer of course —
which they have picked up and continued

from the Tories — is to offer a range of ben--

efits to low-paid workers which effectively
subsidise the lowest-paying employers. Pay
packets insufficient to cover the cost of
renting or buying accommodation can be
increased by Housing Benefit and Council

Tax Benefit, while the employers pocket

the difference.

Threshold

Brown’s latest Budget handed more
incentives for employers to keep wages

low, not least by raising to £81 per week

the threshold at which earnings require
employers to pay National Insurance con-
tributions: workers below this ﬁgure will

"now cost even less to employ'

The Green Paper persists in ignoring the
Britain. We are told that “A pay

dence and status in the
community, and the
chance to insure against
risk and save for retlre-
ment.” |
But of course this
depends how big the pay !

read that “For many people
the absence of paid work is a °

income”: but for mtlhons, paid
work IS a life on low income — and many
pensioners are still suffering as a result of
spending their entire working lives on low
rates of pay. |

Comfortably insulated from reality, Field

draws up schemas through which low-paid
‘workers are expected to find extra cash for

savings (“we will also encourage people on

low incomes to save more through Indi-
~vidual Savings Accounts”), or for addi-
tional pension schemes to supplement the -
~ dwindling state pension (“we will intro-
~duce low cost

Stakeholder Pension’
schemes which will give low paid workers
the chance to save for a decent private sec-

ond pension™).

A similarly cynical approach means that
the Green Paper stands as a new threat to

millions, paid
work IS a life on
low income - and
many pensioners are
suffering as a result
of spending their

lives on low

pay

‘people with disabilities, which again

begins with acceptance of the Tory legacy -
Incapacity Benefit, which introduced a
controversial new All Work Test in an
effort to reduce the numbers recewmg
benefits. |
Field, too, seems concerned above all that
too many people are “passing” the test and
being ruled eligible for benefits. |
‘The problem. with the Test says the

o Green Paper is that “it writes off as unfit

to work people who might, with some
assistance, be able to return to work,

or nothing test ...”. Despite this, there
is not even a passing question raised
over those unfortunate individuals who
are deemed to “fail” the test and lose
benefit, despite being clearly disabled
and unable to work. _.

The Green Paper accepts the ruthless
All Work Test, and also appears to

“insufficient evidence to support the
benefit claim”. Over 20% of awards
made for life have allegedly been made
to “people whose condition might have
been expected to improve”. (Chap 6,
para 15)

rehearse the feeble New Labour argu-

students, and for the New Deal.

‘Throughout the Green Paper, there 1s an

overwhelming whiff of victim-blaming, an

overtly moralistic, patronising advocacy of

the “work ethic” which makes clear the
government s refusal to take any radlcal
action. -

One clear,example of victim-blaming
comes in a section dealing with reducing
teenage pregnancies. We are told that -

“there is good evidence to show that edu-
cation is the best defence against early
pregnancy”: however this is not practical

education on contraception, but New

Labour’s vague and "abstract education.

“Young women with a good education —

and thereby something to lose — are less
likely to become pregnant early.”
Pensioners are implicitly reproached for

not having saved enough, and for living on

in excessively large numbers: “in 1953

there were 4.6 people of working age for

every pensioner: Today there are 3.4 and by
2040 the ration will have dropped to just
2.4, even allowing for the equalisation of

“the retirement age” — (in which Labour is

again endorsing the Tory plan to make
women work five years longer).

bomb” is little more than a
minor squib in Britain.
According to Interna-
tional Monetary Fund
projections the “contri-
bution gap”
'security funds for pen-
 sions in Britain s
“likely to be no more
than 0.1% of Gross
Domestic Product. There

for dracoman policies to deal
with it.

Field’s recipe is little more than a mani-
festo for inequality, a commitment to long-

term poverty for the low- pald
It is significant that in its attempts to

give the poltcy statement a gloss of histor-

ical overview, the Green Paper should list

the development of insurance-based wel- .

fare services, but omit the model of the

 National Health Service, which was set up
fifty years ago to provide comprehensive

services on the basis of need, free at point
of use and funded from general taxation.

- Rather than boosting privatised insur-
ance systems, a genuinely radical policy

‘would expand the NHS model, and look to

progressive taxation as ways to ensure the
future provxslon and 1mprovement of wel-
fare services. B

U me gt NNl T TIOAR N A, LT SRR & B

perhaps in a new occupation. It is an all |

¢ accept on face value a report which sug-
gested that two thirds of claims for Dis-
abled Living Allowance had presented

Other sections of the Green Paper

“ments for charging fees to university

In fact the “demographic time

in social

is no crisis —~ and no need

ol e L 0o A S e ———im e W W .




Special 4-page pull-out

Socmhst Democracy Statement

“A rotten deal that

reinfor

he Stormont deal is
being hailed as a new
beginning and a
defining moment in
the search for peace
and healmg of division. It is noth-
ing of the sort.

The new deal entrenches sectar-
ian division inside the Northern
state and strengthens the
undemocratic division of the
country. It promises a perpetua-
tion of the injustices of the past
by endorsing continued British
rule. o :

It is presented by politicians and
an uncritical media as a lasting
settlement but it is not a solution
and cannot therefore promise a
lasting peace.

A sober examination of the deal
away from the media hype and
spin doctoring shows that the
deal is a rotten reinforcement of
British imperialist rule and a

betrayal of the democratic aspira-

tions of the majority of the Irish
people. Its successful imposition

would set back the unity of the

Irish working class and its strug-

gle against oppression and
exploitation. |
BB The deal calls for the amend-

ment of the Southern constitu-

tion to include an endorsement of
parution and support for the sec-

tarian northern state. The British
claim to the six counties is actu-
ally enforced, while “balance” is
supposedly achieved by the
British scrapping the Govern-
ment of Ireland Act that is not
even the fundamental legislative

basis for British rule.

B A new Stormont parliament
1s to be set up, which will institu-
tionalise and strengthen the sec-
tarian basis of the state. Sectarian
patronage will be dispensed by a
majority unionist assembly which
will be called upon to share some
of its sectarian privileges with the

representatives of the catholic

middle class. The unionist veto in
the new Stormont will ensure
that there will be no attempt to
dismantle or challenge the sectar-

The “Peace o ‘deal legmmates the continuation of Brmsh rule

ian fundamentals of northern
society.

B The demand by the ‘nation-
alist family’ for powerful, mean-

ingful and free-standing

conspiracy.

B The RUC is not going to be
disbanded and there is not even
the promise of reform. Instead,
the British once again promise

High point? — according to Adams

2 The destruction
of the deal by
} unionists would
, NOU represent a
LW . step forward, but
@ -»72 only shift the
= agenda of the
.debate further to
the right and lead
to further steps to
| appease  orange
% reaction.
W Despite all this,
' the leadership of
the republican
movement cannot
bring 1tself to
PR oppose the deal,
¥R despite the
¥ demand for
decommissioning
within two years.

In fact Gerry Adams has now

claimed 1998 to be a ‘high point
for republicanism’.

It is quite clear that the leader-

SOCIALIST OUTLOOK 9

reactionary nature and conse-
quences of the deal, and voices a
clear alternative to 1t. Such an
alternative must break not only
from the failures of the ‘peace
process’ and the ‘nationalist fam-
i1ly’, but also from the failures of
physical force republicanism.
Republican critics of the deal
are clearly seen as offering no
political alternative and no viable

“strategy to achieve the ending of

imperialist rule. The promise of a
return to armed struggle will only
lead many potential opponents of
imperialism to despair and
demoralisation.

What 1s needed 1s a start to the

construction of a new movement

based on the demand for an end
to British rule and an uncompro-
mising assertion of the right of
the Irish people to self-determi-
nation.

Workers’ unity

The new movement must be
based on seeking the unity of the
Irish working class, north and
south, and on working class
struggle against injustice and
exploitation. We need to begin
the creation of a new campaign
that can go beyond earlier move-
ments for civil rights and polm-
cal status. ~

Division can only be overcome
by unity. Peace can only be mean-
ingful and secure-if based on jus-
tice and an end to inequality. This
rotten deal promises neither.

Socialist Democracy calls on all
socialists to demonstrate maxi-

will be utterly subordi-
nated to the assem-

- majority.

‘independent commissions’ to
report back later. We have
recently seen that such ‘represen-
tative’ and ‘independent’ com-
missions, such as the
parades commission,
are staffed by mid-
“dle class Catholics

cross-border bodies has been
brushed aside with the con-
nivance of this same nationalist
family. The cross border bodies

Peace

bly’
Y. can only be

unionist
‘who

ship of the republican movement
has no intention of breaking from
its reactionary alliance with the
‘nationalist family’. It continues
to proclaim its goal of a united
Ireland while attempting to per-
suade its supporters to accept a
deal that strengthens partition It -

mum unity in the months ahead
to defeat this reactionary settle-
ment by a united campaign for a
‘NO’ vote in the May referen-
dums. |
The alternative to the new parti-
~ tionist settlement is a working
class movement that rejects the

over any deci-

will have a veto

sions. In any
case, the pro-
posed func-
tions of these
bodies can only
be described as
pathetic - ‘animal
and plant health’,
‘teacher qualifications
and exchanges’ and ‘water
quality and waste management’,
ctc.

B Prisoners are to be kept as
political hostages, with their
release dependent on the good
behaviour of their movements.
There is not even a recognition of

“their political character, and the

struggle against British rule con-
tinues to be defined as a terrorist

meaningful and
secure Iif based on
justice and an end to PRIEREIR:E
inequality. This

rotten deal
promises
neither.

who work for the
RUC -~ and
prominent loy-

confidently pre-
dicted
there will be
minimal change.
The rotten deal is
a blow against democ-

been cobbled together by two
reactionary governments and a
host of right wing parties. Despite
this, it may not satisfy the most
bigoted sections of a unionist
movement that is not prepared to

wait two years for republicans to

hand in their guns and does not
want to share their partitionist
assembly with them anyway.

that -

racy and the unity of
Irish working people. It has

has promised to pursue a ‘peace’
strategy that must shoulder a
heavy responsxbxhty for the new
partitionist settlement.

d

' Socialist Outlook, PO Box 1109,

Above all what is needed now is

clear analysis that explains the

politics of

imperialism and
greeen capitalism and trusts its
future to a struggle for a new
vision, a United Workers’ Repub-
lic. | |

Check out the socialist alternative .

Ireland: The

Promise of
Socialism

A Socialist Democracy
publication

STILL AVAILABLE, £5 from
London N4 2UU
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David Coen

HAT have they
got? was the ques-
tion many asked
when the IRA
declared its first
cease fire in August 1994. Surely,
they concluded, watching the
“victory” parade down the Falls
Road, the Republicans must have
been promised something in the
secret negotiations with the
Major government which had
been going on since the Spring of
1993. |

The doubts grew when the Loy-
alists declared their cease-fire
shortly afterwards - apparently
convinced that there was no
secret deal and the IRA cease-fire
was unilateral.

It’s now clear that although the
IRA may not have lost the war
they seem about to surrender the
peace. It’s a good bet that Sinn
Fein will not oppose the

ot

the South’s Constitu-
tion. |

All commentators agree that
Sinn Fein made most concessions
and have achieved nothing which
could be presented as a bridge to
further progress.

The harsh fact is that all the
effort, heroism and death has

been for almost nothing. This is

no stepping stone to unity — as
Michael Collins claimed of the
1921 Treaty. Return to armed
struggle 1s not an option: a weak-
ened and divided IRA could
hardly achieve the victory which
28 years of war could not.

After nearly 30 years of war all
they have to show is some cross
border committees on fishing,
tourism, and spending EU grants,
release of the prisoners in two
years and a place in the new
“powersharing cabinet” at Stor-
mont. The Irish language is to be
officially recognised in

Belfast agreement. thehNgrttyE — just
I’s equally likely ahead of European
they will stand ;r.he harsh Union legisla-
for and take ARCIHEERUEISCIRGIEI tion Whifh
their seats in - requires that
the new Assermn. effort, heroism and anyway.

bly at Stor- EECEEIUNIEER T 1R{0]g Inh return,
mont, the - - nor; ern
building whick almost nothing. This Nationalists

for 50 vyears
housed the
Unionist regime
until it was abolished
in 1972 .
Their attitude to the repeal

of Articles 2 and 3 of the 26
County Constitution is less clear,
but once they accept the principle
of partition there seems little
point in opposing writing it into

IS no stepping
stone to unity

effectively

stateless by the
repeal of Articles 2
& 3 of the 26 County
constitution; the Unionist
minority in Ireland will be given
a constitutional veto over Irish
unity; the British claim to a part
of Ireland will be officially recog-
nised — and there will be a com-

are to be made

mission to look at policing. In
other words, the bigoted, murder-
ous RUC.will remain to ensure
fairness and equality in the
revamped orange state. Even by
the watery
reformism this is an insipid brew.

However loudly Sinn Fein may
continue to proclaim their oppo-
sition to partition and Unionist
misrule, by supporting this deal

they are signaling the end of
Republicanism as a serious radi- -

cal force in Ireland.
Campaigning against would at
least have kept their base together
and perhaps forced some conces-
sions from the British. Agreeing
to the new partitionist treaty

indicates not only the futility of

the last 30 years, but also that
they believe there is no alterna-
tive to what has rightly been
described as a failed political
entity. |

Worst of all, by participating
they will give it a veneer of
democracy, having denied for
years that 1t could be reformed.

If the special Ard-Fheis on May
10 votes to accept the
deal then there is
likely to be an
exodus from
Sinn Fein,
though many
unhappy with
it will no doubt
remain 1in the
party because
the opposition has
no real alternative.

The other partsof the ™™
“nationalist family”, Fianna Fail
and the SDLEB are both in favour
of the deal, and the Republican
splinter groups offer nothing
except discredited militarism.
Only the small socialist forces
calling for a no vote 1n both refer-
enda are beginning to point the
way forward. |

As 1n the original Treaty of
1921, the leadership of the IRA
will come under heavy pressure
from the British to hand over
arms and to police the new settle-
ment 1n Nationalist areas, includ-
ing preventing other elements
such as the Continuity Army
Council carrying out attacks. The

British would be happv if the

OPPOSItIONIStS were elirmiztztal by

their former colleag_2s 322 =2z

will undoubredls =e coiTnsa-

standards of

The
bigoted,
murderous RUC

will remain to
ensure fairness
and equality

tions. Republicans should refuse
to hand over weapons: whatever
the inadequacies of the IRA in
this respect, to disarm would be
to entrust the defense of national-
ist areas against sectarian attacks
to the very state which promotes
them. |

One of Sinn Fein’s “gains” from
the so called “Belfast Agreement”
is British acceptance of the
“equality agenda”, a belief that
somehow the new arrangement
will improve the position of the

Northern Ireland nationalists.

But it was the very impossibility
of equal treatment within the sec-
tarian statelet which gave rise to
the present phase of the struggle
in 1969. \

- Reform is not possible. The 6
County statelet was created with a
built-in Unionist majority - a
built-in Unionist veto against
Irish independence. It isn’t a sec-
tarian state simply because the
Unionists are bigots, though
some undoubtedly were and
remain so. Sectarianism was and

remains the vital necessity for its

survival.

If Nationalists/Catholics
had equal treatment,
then there was no ben-
efit for working class

Protestants, and the

hold of the Unionists

would be weakened.

In fact these workers
~might (and sometimes
V' did) unite across the sec-
’ tarian divide against their
Unionist masters. Such unity
was always smashed by playing
the orange card.

The other reason sectarianism is
inbuilt is the fear that population
changes would reverse the origi-
nal Unionist majority. The
Catholic population had to be
kept down through housing,
employment and emigration poli-
cies.

A variant of this latter argument
has been used within Sinn Fein
in favour of the “peace” strategy.
If , the argument goes, present
trends continue, the current
58/42 split within the electorate
could swing to a Nationalist
majority 1n another generation.
Sectarian headcounting like this
szould have no place in a move-
=2z which traces its origins to

=2 1 nited Inishmen.
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Any Catholics in sight? Trimble prepares to step into vacant office of lbyafist prime minister.

The fact is that de-politicisation
and a falling back by Republicans
into narrow, sectarian bunker
mentality has been a feature of
the whole “peace process”. The
goal of a democratic, socialist 32
county republic has been set
aside in favour of “equality” and
“parity of esteem” within a recon-
structed Six County State. The
aim of the Sinn Fein leadership
appears to be to overtake the
Social Democratic and Labour
Party as the main representative
of the nationalists.

~Accepting partition and the
internal settlement leads to a
demand for “equality of the two
traditions” within the new setup.
To this way of thinking, National-

ism is equated with Catholicism,

Protestantism with Unionism
and Sinn Fein abandon their
Republicanism in order to repre-
sent a narrow Catholic national-
1sm, a mirror image of the bigotry
and sectarianism of the other
side. o

~ Sinn Fein’s commitment to a
Republicanism which sought to
unite “Catholic, Protestant and
Dissenter” may not always have
been honoured, but at least it did
not abandon Protestant workers
to the calculated sectarianism of
their Unionist bosses or tie
Catholics entirely to the bigotry
of the Catholic Church. Contrary
to the way it’s played in the
British press, the “peace process”
will not diminish sectarianism
but entrench it.

The most important Th

step which need to be
taken by anti-parti-
tionists is to spell
out a political
strategy which
seeks to unite all
those forces who
are in favour of
Irish indepen-
- dence and against

the attempt to remake Cris

the Orange State. But
these forces need to think
beyond the referenda.

Because the Orange state can-
not be reformed, there is every
chance the new political arrange-
ments will face continual chal-
lenge and Cr1S1S. The
Israeli/Palestinian situaton after
Oslo is a possible analogyv. The
ranting of the Torv right on the
likely release of prisoners is z
taste of what is to come on whas 1s
the sole Republican gain from
this process.

And whatever the outcome c:

IS every
chance the new
political
arrangements will
face continual
challenge and
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the referenda, north and south
(and the amount of effort which
the British intend to put in
undermines the claims by some
journalists that a “Yes” vote 1is
assured).

The direction of developments
will be determined by what hap-
pens on the ground. A key test 1s
the Orange marches in July, but
there will be others around
“decommissioning” of weapons,
the RUC and the release of pris-
oners.

The residents’ committees
opposed to the Orange marches
are apparently willing to allow
marches through their areas if
only the Orangemen will ask per-
mission. Socialists should oppose
all Orange marehes for the brutal
sectarian Taig bashes they are.

The British have paid almost
nothing for this deal. Aside from
the wounded imperial pride of
Norman Tebbit and some Daily
Telegraph commentators, the reac-
tion has been positive, indeed
some have been euphoric. There
remains however a significant
section of the British ruling class
which is itching to liquidate
Republicanism and will continue
to provide succor to their Union-
ist friends.

Most Tories and Liberal
Democrats seem likely to row in
behind Blair’s attempt to sell the
deal. So will most of the left, on
the basis that “peace’ will allow
the operation of “normal class
politics” and a chance to
heal sectarian divi-
sions among the
working class in
- the Six Counties.

Of course it
will do no such
thing. The
Orange state is
built on sectari-
anism — its whole
- rationale is to
1S. ivide the Irish
working class.

Anybody who doubts this
has only to look at the RUC. It
remains in being and the “inde-
pendent” commission mentioned
in the agreement will certainly
not abolish it. The reason is that
it 1s the armed wing of the Union-
1st Party and the Orange Order.

[t will only be dismantled when
the state 1tself :s dismantled. The
British have zo :iztention of
doing thar because
front-line of =& stig S
militant Imsz Reputiizzmism. I
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of the British ruling class in Ire-
land and it is necessarily sectar-
1an. |

Because sectarianism (and the
marginal advantages which flow
from it) is the basis of the alliance
between the British and Unionist
ruling class and a large section of
the Protestant working class,
appeals to them to put aside their
sectarian attitudes is moralistic
whistling in the wind.
-Workers unity in action on jobs
or cuts in welfare a la the Social-
ist Workers Party is not going to
get around these differences. Fur-
thermore, if there should be any
moves towards working class
unity by a significant section of
Loyalist workers, the British and

the Unionists will pull down the

“peace agreement”.

The defeat of the Republicans
would be a big setback in Britain
because the biggest obstacle to
socialism on these islands, the
British State, would be greatly
strengthened by such a develop-
ment. Should the referenda,
North and South, show a major-
ity in favour, the British foothold
in Ireland and its control over
political developments there will
be legitmised.

Sectarian divisions among the
working class will be cast in stone
and the Republican movement
divided, isolated and, should they
return to war, liquidated.

Possibly the biggest gain for the

British ruling class, apart from
inflicting a generational, if not
historic defeat on Republicanism,
is the political victory it gains
from being able to portray itself
at home and abroad not as an
imperial power but as a “peace-
maker” in Ireland, while main-
taining political control over the
whole island.
- Even left MPs are going to find
it hard to oppose the new settle-
ment, ably abetted by those such
as Worker’s Liberty who view the
British State as having a benign
role in Ireland.

Winning this one allows Blair to
make significant steps towards
his goal of restructuring the
British State in order to preserve
1t.

In the long run of course he is
likely to fail and therefore pro-
vide opportunities for the left,
but in the short run the left is
likelv to be seriously disorien-
iated by this manoeuvre. Our
<nders:anding of these develop-
nts and strategic orlentation to
 are critical for the future.
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g 40 per cent

1 favour of the deal

28 per cent aggainst,
g the rest do



ot one single vote

new Agreement
when 1t was debated
and approved in the
Dail, the Irish parliament. Parti-
tion is to be legitimised. A
statelet whose only justification
1s a sectarian one is to be held up
as a model of democracy in the
new Ireland.

This represents the formal
abandonment of the core argu-
ment of Irish nationalism by all
the leaders of the ‘nationalist
family’. If the unionist minority
in the six counties is to be
allowed to deny self-determina-
tion to the majority of the Irish
people now, why should this not
also have been the case in 19187

The leaders of nationalist Ire-
land have betrayed the demo-
cratic aspirations of the majority
of the Irish people. This betrayal
has been covered with a moun-
tain of propaganda by almost
every party attempting to dis-
guise or justify their actions.

Almost every single media
~ outlet, from television to news-
papers has supported the deal.
Despite this politicians are

was cast against the

amazed at the large minority
who in opinion polls are indicat-
ing they will vote against the
proposed changes

Just like the original partition,
today’s ‘settlement’ is being sold
on the basis that the only alter-
native 1s war. When partition
was imposed, the British threat-
ened the representatives of
nationalist Ireland with immedi-
ate and terrible war if they did
not accept British terms. Today
we are told that there
is no alternative to
the deal except
violence. The
population of
Ireland north
and south is
being black-
mailed.

But no one
has paused to
examine this
argument. Who
exactly is threatening
‘the violence? It is usually
claimed that the ‘extremists’ on
both sides, the Continuity IRA
or the Loyalist Volunteer Force

~are the only remaining threats to

peace. But these organisations

The Irish
people will
exercise self-deter-
mination — in order
to deny
themselves that
right!
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‘Dail nods through plan
to legitimise partition

have made it clear there will be
no end to their armed activity
even if the deal comes into oper-
ation.

The real threat to peace does
not come from outside the pro-
cess. It comes from within —
from the so-called peacemakers.
It is they who threaten a return
to war. -

It is they who have no alterna-
tive to the deal.

Bertie Ahern’s argues that the
- two referenda, north and
south represent ‘the
first exercise of self-
determination in
Ireland since

1918’. In other
words the Irish
people will exer-
cise self-determi-
nation — in order
to deny themselves
that right!
It is fitting that on the
same day as the vote on
articles two and three, there 1s
also a vote on the Amsterdam
Treaty agreed by the European
Union governments as the next
step in the consolidation of a
European capitalism.

~ of creating a

-open another

‘the country and

The Irish capitalist
close the door on
their historic task

nation state, and

door in the sub-
ordination of

1ts resources to the
exploitation of
international
imperialism. This
is what they mean when they
talk of being post-nationalist. I
The crippling weakness of
those opposed to the deal i1s a
lack of leadership and the
bankrupt strategy of the republi-
can opposition to the deal. All
the traditional leaderships of the
Irish working class are hooked
on the crumbs that fall from the
table of international capitalism

They feel vindicated by the
success of a southern economy
that has recorded huge growth
rates over the past number of
years The last thing these people
— or the Irish capitalist class—
want 1s to upset the present
political set-up by challenging

Not yet back to the

future

for unionism

Paul Flannigan

FOR THOSE with seasoned
memories the Stormont Agree-
ment has some of the look and
feel of the 1974 Sunningdale
agreement about it.

Then an incoming Labour gov-
emment inherited an incomplete
political settlement from the
Tories. They faced a similar prob-
lem to the present one — selling
the deal to the unionists. |

The main Unionist party was
led by Brain Faulkner. Shortly
after he had agreed to the Sun-
“ningdale package, Faulkner's
Official Unionist Party split. Today
six out of Trimble’s ten elected
MPs have already positioned
themselves closer to the ‘No’
camp than the ‘Yes' camp.

Towards the end of 1973
- Faulkner, supported-by the SDLP
and the Alliance, formed an
Executive to take control of
some of the main departments
of government.
~ Within six months the bulk of
Faulkner’'s party had deserted
him, forming an alliance with
Paisley and Craig to smash the
Executlve and the agreement.
After‘a ten-day loyalist strike in
May 1974 Faulkner and his
~ dwindling band of supporters
resigned. All talk of a lasting
political settliement was finished
‘with — until now thatis..

Commenting on the new mood
of tnumph sweeping over the

nationalist SDLP, one journalist
wryly observed “It's because
they're all so old, this is back to
the Future for them, a chance to
recapture a lost youth. It's as if
there has been -one big hiatus
between 1974 and now until
they could get back in.”

The leaders of the SDLP Hume
and Mallon believe this time it is
going to be different. Back in
74, the IRA were against the
deal. They stepped up their
bombing campaign to try and
destroy it. The IRA onslaught
greatly aided the Unionist hard
right opposition, organised under
the umbrella of the United Ulster
Unionist Council.

But today’s process has been
memorably described by Mallon
as a ‘Sunningdale for slow leam-
ers.” The SDLP belief is that this
time the deal will stand because
the republicans now realise that
they have wasted the best part
of twenty four years chasing the
unattainable — the myth:cal Irish
republic.

With the IRA now in on the
deal, Paisley and the sectarian
loyal orders now lining up in the
‘No’ camp will have little to
frighten the ordinary unionists
with. Trimble will not be as vul-
nerable as Faulkner once was to
the unionist wreckers, and the
settlement will proceed.

The SDLP is confident that this
time the deal is going to stick.
The nationalists, led by them-
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Not his cup of tea: Pailsey left adrift

selves, Fianna Fail and Sinn Fein
are going to deliver an over-
whelming ‘yes’ vote, and a
majority of unionists are going to
follow the leadership of Trimble.
Paisley and the rest will be lucky
to muster twenty per cent of the
vote.

Hume’s analysis of the lrish
problem and the way towards a
solution will be vindicated. Award
that man a Nobel prize.

The SDLP’s optimistic scenario
seems plausible. Trimble has a
lot of things going for him that
Faulkner lacked — including the
deal itself.

Ed Maloney, the chief political

journalist of the Sunday Tribune
newspaper has christened the
next deal “Sumningdale minus”,
referring 1o the fact that Trimble
has been handed a more solid
pro-unionist deal than Faulkner
was granted. The cross-border
Council of Ireland is much less
threatening to the unionists than
the 1974 one was.

The unionist-inspired ‘consent
rule' is everywhere. It is
mentioned about seven
times on the first page of
the Agreement. The Irish
constitution is even to be
changed to include the
unionist consent rule.

Trimble is in a stronger

. for other reasons. He has

IR
...........................
.....

the support of most of the
i loyalist military-political
organisations . They
played a key.role in ensur-
INg a victory for Paisley

@ the last time out. |

eV He can point to the fact

| that the ‘No’ camp have

no alternative political set-
tlement to offer. But best
P, of all be can justly point
out how little Sinn Fein
~ gained from what was
supposed to be thenr
peace process.

So the likelihood is that the
SDLP are right and the referen-
dum will be passed. |

The watchword for us must be
‘don t panic’. A big ‘yes’ vote for
this deal would be a setback,
but would not signal the end of
the affair. The weakness of this
deal is that its success depends
on pretence and false hopes.

It is based on the idea that
Trimble has somehow trans-
formed himself and his party into

- something called moderate

unionists i.e. people who sin-
cerely wish to share power with

A column from
Socialist

- Democracy,
Irish section of
the Fourth
International

‘imperialism

This ignores the continuing
chronic poverty and inequality
that characterise Irish society.
Unemployment is still nowhere
near what it was at the start of
the decade despite the economic
growth and even the optimistic
acknowledge that this level of
growrh cannot continue.

The political and economic
programmes of the Irish capital- -
ist class are combined. Despite
the hype around both they do
not offer the Irish working class
a peaceful, democratic or pros-
perous future.

If ever it had to be said that the
only alternative to present soci-
ety is a socialist one, it is now.

nationalists.
This is utter nonsense. Trimble

“went all the way with Paisley and

Craig in 1974, and he hasn't
changed. He has just become
more astute. He came to promi-
nence as the hero of Drumcree.

His difference with Paisley is
over tactics. He recognises that
If unionism it is to succeed it
needs to take account of the
needs and interests of both the
British government and the frus-
trated local business class. Pais-
ley wrongly believes that the
unionists can just do their own
sectarian thing and ignore the
rest of the world.

Trimble has adapted his tactics
to meet some of the concems of
Blair and others: but he has no
intention of conceding anything
of worth to the working class
nationalists represented by Sinn
Fein and only as little as possible
to the SDLP.

Finally we have the false hope.
Sinn Fein encouraged sucha

‘charge of expectation on the way
1o the making of this agreement

that they were in no positioh to
turn their backs on it at the last
moment. But the political reality
of the deal is that itis anear -
disaster for genuine republicans. -
Behind the smiles of Sinn Fein
lies fear — the fear that there is
so little in this deal to satisfy the
high hopes of their ‘constituency
of struggle’. For now what is sav-
Ing the deal in the eyes of most
working class republicans is the
prospect of escaping from the
horrors of the ‘long war’ and the
expectation of prisoner releases.
But once Trimble takes to
parading himself as the new
Orange Prime Minister, the mood
will begin to change, and ques-
tions will begin to be asked of
Sinn Fein. For now the SDLP can
have their moment of triumph.
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There can t much on oﬁ'er to Palesumans if Netanyahu wants to talk/!

'Israells eager to
copy sectanan

WHEN ROBIN Cook vlslted the
Middie East last month,
Israeli settlers picketed him,
jeering “Go back and solve
the Irish problem!”

During Tony Blair’s visit last
- week, Israel's leaders were
falling over each other in the
stampede to encourage him
to repeat his Ireland agree-
ment in the Middle East.

It seems that the Israeli
right understands more
- clearly than many British lib-
. erals that this agreement is a
major victory for imperialism,
and a setback to the libera-
tion struggle.

There are many differences
between the conflicts in Ire-
land and Palestine; but there
are also many important simi-
“larities - notably the role of
British imperialism in foster-
ing the conflicts and engi-
neering the partitions. in both
conflicts, the proposed
‘agreements’ do not merely
confirm partition - they legit-
~ imise the sectarian division
of the working class.

Many of the issues are par-
alieled in both conflicts. For
example, the Unionists
demand the revision of arti-
cles in the irish constitution
calling for a united Ireland,
~ while Israel demands the
repeal of articles in the
Palestine National Charter
~calling for a united Palestine.
-But the most important sim-
ilarity is one'which none of

SALIM VALLY, a
leader of the
‘Worker’s
Organisation of
South Africa (WOSA)
spoke to the
Natignal
Educational
Convention of
Socialist Action in

the United States in

August 1997. Here
we print part of his
speech.

“peace” in Ireland

the major protagonists will

admit - the mistakes and
defeat of the respective
national movements.

Both the IRA and the PLO
have engaged in a guerrilla
military struggle, leading to
diplomatic negotiations. Even
the phrases used to describe
this process have been simi-
lar - Yasser Arafat’'s “Gun and
Olive Branch”, Danny Morri-
son’s “Armalite and Ballot
Box".

These are both secret ellte
modes of operation; neither

organisation has really

attempted to build a mass

" political movement, aug- |
mented if necessary by popu-

lar defence committees, in

~order to chalienge imperial-

ism and overcome sectarian-
ism and partition.

- one serious attempt at
such a revolutionary struggle
- the Palestinian Intifada -
developed apart from, and
even partly in opposition to,

the PLO. The Palestinian and

israeli bourgeoisies had a
common interest in suppress-

ing this threat, and entered

the discussions leading to
the famous handshake
between Rabin and Arafat in
Washington.

Only such a mass political
movement will be able to
defeat imperialism, as the
latest developments in ire-
fand and Palestine make
clear.

RECENT world events have
shown again that the ANC is

- nothing less than the loyal ser-

vant of imperialism and
monopoly capitalism. The arms
industry for example has
enjoyed special protection from
the government. Weapons con-
tinue to be the second largest
manufacturing export.

‘We saw an obscene spectacle
when Nelson Mandela went to

Indonesia and promised the dic-

tator, Suharto, arms for external
purposes. Suharto’s regime of
course has been reSpons:bIe for
genocade

A third of the East Timorese

population has been killed by the

same regime. And in the 1960s

South Africa’s
abortedrevolution

Charlie van Gelderen

“YOUR HOPES and dreams are
about to be realised” said Nel-
son Mandela on his release 1n

1990.

Four years later, South Africa’s
teeming millions queued outside
the polling stations to vote for
the first time in their lives. They
believed that their dreams were
really coming to be realised; that
the long nightmare of apartheid
was at last coming to an end.

What were they voting for

when they gave the ANC/SACP

alliance such an overwhelming
majority?

First of all they were votmg for

The Freedom Charter, the docu-
ment on which the alliance
based their appeal to the newly
enfranchised electorate. What is
the situation eight years after
that historic election? |

The Freedom Charter
promised that “The People shall
share in the country’s wealth”.
Today, 5 per cent of the popula-
tion control 88 per cent of the
nation’s wealth and, as in the
years of apartheid, the over-
whelming majority of that 5 per
cent are white; the overwhelm-
ing majority of the 95 percent
are black. |

The legal trappings of
apartheid may have been shed
with the coming to power of a

‘Black government but this has
- done nothing to lessen the huge

economic gulf which dmded
Black from white.

The ANC government has sim-

ply taken over the role of guar-
anteeing the continuation of the
giant monopolies. It has given
South African capitalism a new
lease of life. The emergence of a
small Black capitalist class does
not threaten the domination of

these oligarchies. =

On the contrary, it acts as an
additional buffer between capital
and labour. Cyril Ramaphosa,
former leader of the Miners and
Secretary General of the ANC,
today sits on the board of the
giant Anglo-American Co'rp()ra-

Ol
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apartheid, the former
General Secretary of
- the South African
- Communist Party,
: “estimated that half
" the Black population
~ :lacked a secure roof
o £ over their heads. As
% ». % the Minister for
"4 Housing in the ANC-
# dominated govern-
'"“"' * ment, he was going to
: change this.
- There has been no

they did under

4 apartheid. The police,
% often under white

> command, still bull-
3.' . doze “illegal” settle-

Protesters complain that the “Truth Commussion” has ments.

not delivered.: ex-President Botha will not attend.

tion.
The Freedom Charter

~promised that “the Land shall

be shared among those who
work it”. This must raise a hol-
low chortle from the landless
millions. Wealthy white farmers

continue to control more than

80 per cent of the land. Their
existing property rights are
guaranteed by the new consntu-
tion.

On April.15,a Whlte farmer
shot and killed a baby being car-
ried across ‘his’ land, by her
eleven year old cousin who was
also wounded. He was not going

to have Blacks trespassing on his
farm.

“All shall enjoy human rights”
declares the Charter. Tell that to
the people living in the rural
districts of the Eastern Cape

where the women have to walk

half a mile to draw water from a

- well where cattle drink and defe-

cate — where there is no sanita-
tion, electricity or other facilities
which put quality into life.
There is no work, despite the
Charter’s promise of “Work and
Security”. |

“There shall be houses, secu-
rity and comfort for all”. Under

- [Imperialism’s junior partner

that regime was respon5|ble for
the death of some half-million
left wing activists.

The last few years have seen
South Africa’s mining bosses

‘increase their investments over-

seas not only in sub-Saharan
Africa where their exports have
been rising at the rate of 50 per
cent a year since 1991 but also
in Ghana, Mali,.the Indian Ocean
islands off Afrlc_a,,Chlle, Australia
and many other countries.

A subsidiary of Anglo- Ameri-

can has even been buying brew-

eries in the Czech Republlc and

Poland. : S
South Africa’s ablllty to act as a

broker in the talks aimed at set-

- tling the civil war in the former

Zaire symbollsed the country’s
new role in the imperialist peck-

-ing order. This was an attempt

to block the ability of the masses
in Zaire to take power from the
tyranniical Mobutu regime.
In South Africa at the time, the
government openly acknowl-
edged the fact that these
manoeuvres were calculated to
protect South Africa’s vested
interests in Zaire. )
South African mining compa-
nies for example have an inter-
est in Shaba Province where -
there are large copper deposits.
In addition South African
agribusiness has plans to export
its know-how northwards.

Why is this the situ-
ation? Why has there
been no fundamental change in
the condition of the people? The

~answer 1s really simple. The

ANC with the compliance of its
SACP allies has reneged on 1ts
promises.

In 1990, Nelson Mandela said
that the ANC 1n power would
take over the great monopolies,

including the mines and the

financial institutions. “That is
the fundamental policy of the
ANC” he said. “It is inconceiv-
able that we will ever change

~ this policy”.

That was before the elections,
that was Mandela the world -

famous prlsoner of the apartheid

regime.
President Mandela spoke a dif-

~ ferent language. “We will rein-

troduce the market to South
Africa”, he told a New York
audience. These words were
balm to the ears of international
and South African capital. Capi-

- talism was safe in his hands.

So we have the answer to the
question we asked earlier - the
perpetuation of capitalism is the

- root cause of the ills which still

persist in post-apartheid South

Africa.
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Dodgy friends: Mandela
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~ Ecological
- damage

worsens i
hina

Zhang Kai |
he destruction and
pollution of China’s
ecological environ-
ment has long been
an acute problem.
Although the State Council pub-
lished a 20,000-word document
on June 5 1996, entitled Environ- .
mental Protection in China,
expounding on the Chinese gov-
ernment’s policy of environmen-
tal protection and actual practices
in this area, the fact remains that

“the ecological degradation in

China continues.

On 18 July 1996, the People’s
Dazly. editorial -congratulated the
closing of the Fourth National
Environmental Convention and
“Our country’s environ-
mental situation is still consider-
ably severe. Environmental
pollution emitting from urban
centres 1s still expanding, and
spreading over to the country-
side.

“The scope of ecological
destruction is also expanding,
‘becoming a constraining factor
affecting the overall economic
and soctal development. If more
effective measures are not taken,
our nation’s survival and develop-
ment will be directly affected.”

The recent World Bank envi-
ronmental report pointed out
that China’s urban pollution tops
the world. Of the 20 most air pol-
luted cities m the world, 10 are in
China.

Although laws have been pro-
mulgated by the National Peo-
ple’s Congress, most cadres pay
only tip service to their imple-
mentation. The driving force
behind the Reform is pursuit of
immediate returns of profits, at
the expense of other concerns.

IYou ve read the
larticle: now buy
ithe magazine!
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the following depiction: “In. the
past and the present, stupid deeds

over environmental pollution

and ecological destruction have
occurred because some cadres, in
particular cadres in leadership
positions, are only concerned

‘with developing the economy at
‘the expense of the environment,
The result is that more losses are
incurred and grave consequences_, »

are irreversible.”2

River and lake pollutxon 1S one
example. Statistical data made
available during the Fourth
National Environmental Conven-
tion showed that pollution of
China’s seven river systems is
grave.

A Peoples 'Dazly reporter made

&,

The percentages of undrmkable
water of category 4 and 5 in the
river basins are respectively 67
per cent for Songhua River and
Liao River, 60 per cent for Yellow
River, 51 per cent for Huai River,

41 per cent for Hai River, 24 per
cent for Yangize River, and 22 per

cent for Pearl River.3
These figures may not convey

‘totally - lost any
| ;'use value

Works Bureau
‘had organised a

the severity of the problem. A
writer named Chen Guidi toured
48 cities along the Huai River for
108 days, then wrote a report
entitled Warning of the Huai
River. He said that “of the 191
larger tributaries of the Huai

-River, 80 per cent of the water

almost
300 million
people in 1996
were affected by
floods and droughts.
18 provinces were
hit by droughts and
24 provinces
by floods

had turned black and
stinky; two-thirds of
the river had

-The Water

survey team of
almost 10,000
persons on a 3-
year survey, and
concluded that the
pollution of China’s
water resources was very
serious, with no appropriate con-
trol of sewage. Management
lagged far behind pollution.

The source of water pollution
comes mostly from the factory

i " A
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almost 1,000 small scale paper
and leather factories along the
Huai River, but the damage had
already been done.

In 1996, the State Council

-ordered the closure of 15 types of
~small factories that are highly

polluting. In the beginning of

4
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wastes dumped into the river.
The authorities had closed down

>
it
vl

1997, 50, 000 factories had been |
closed down.

Another serious ecologlcal
problem is the abusive loggmg
destroying forests and causing
soll erosion and silting of rivers,
which have in turn contributed to

more floods and droughts.
A researcher from the

y  Chinese Academy of

\ Sciences, Chen
Zhongde,
pointed out at a
Political Con-
sultation Com-
mittee Meeting
that there are
three major
water ' problems
in China. The
V" first one is the lack
> of water in vast areas,
‘especially in North and
North-west China. Over half the
cities in the whole country lack
water. Industrial output value
losses due to lack of water
amounts to over RMB 100 billion
every year.

The second onc is the flooding
which is increasing in frequency.

‘Four major floods had occurred

between 1991 and 1996, each time
incurring more damage than the
previous time. Direct economic
loss in 1996 was RMB 200 billion,
an increase of almost two times
compared to 1991.

The third problem is the pollu-
tion of water. |

Deputy Minister of the Civil
Affairs Ministry, Fan Baojun,
said that almost 300 million peo-

‘ple in 1996 were affected by

floods and droughts. 18 provinces
were affected by droughts and 24
provinces affected by floods. In
addition are typhoons and earth-
quakes. The state had allocated
disaster funds of RMB 3.75 bil-

(lion, while domestic and overseas

donations amounted to RMB 4.38
billion. ' .

On New Year’s Day this year, a
new journal China Green Times
began publication. 135 Fellows
from the Chinese Academy of
Sciences and Chinese Academy of
Engineering issued a joint appeal
to save the Yellow River whose -
flow has cut off almost every year
since 1972.

From this appeal one can get a
glimpse of the severity of the
environmental problem in China

today.

March
against

pr child labour

THOUSANDS of chil-
dren joined a march
through Lahore in
Pakistan on April 14
as part of a global
a2 ; campaign against
child labour.
Reports suggest
that as many as
three million children
under 14 may be

vy,

it

I

nsseoe ol working for sweat-
et shop employers in

Pakistan alone.

The campaign began
in the Philippines,
and will move on
towards Geneva, |
passing through Iran
and Turkey.




Alan Thornett

EVERYONE is being EMUed.
‘That is the message from the
excellent pamphlet EMU and the

NHS just published by Peoples

Europe and written by John Lister |

‘and Geoff Martin of London
‘Health Emergency.

The pamphlet, a model of the
kind of analysis needed in each
~ sector of the welfare state faced
with cutbacks and cash limits,
demonstrates in closely argued
- detail how everything in the NHS
— from the length of waiting lists
to the pay of NHS staff — is con-
nected to the determination of
new Labour to prepare the
British economy for entry into
the single currency as soon as it is
politically possible. |

The pamphlet is particularly
strong in its analysts of the Pri-
vate Finance Initiative (PFl) and
how this is connected to the sin-
gle currency, its convergence cri-
‘teria and its so-called ‘stability
pact’. PFl is both a way of keep-
ing public spending down and at
the same time undermining the
- public status of the health service.

This popularly-written pamphlet
(illustrated with very good car-
toons) is the best material pro-
duced yet, for wide use within
the unions, which explains the

implications of the single currency

and its effects on the welfare

- state, .

It is about time unions like UNI-
SON - with a large membership
in the NHS and a conference pol-
icy against the single currency -

- took this kind of initiative and

made their policies a reality.

A similar analysis could be use-
fully made of the threat posed by
the Maastricht criteriaanda

European Central Bank to other

crucial areas of public services

and welfare provision, such as
education, social services, and

~ benefits.

@ UNISON’s national leadership
is frantically back-tracking on the
union’s conference policy of
opposition to the Maastricht cri-
teria.

A UNISON-organised seminar
of European trade unions heard
Deputy General Secretary Dave
Prentis say that UNISON had
“grave reservations” about EMU,
which “may be deflationary, cause
slow growth, high unemployment
and worse public services.”

But rather than oppose entry,
Prentis favours surrender: “EMU
is here to stay and therefore we
cannot |gnore it even if we dIS-
agree.” ’

@ EMU and the
NHS is available
from LHE, Unit 6,

Ivebury Court, 325
Latimer Rd, London
W10 6RA
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Simon Deville

AUSTRALIAN trade
unionists are engaged 1n a
massive confrontation with
the Government, port
employers and the National
Federation of Farmers.

_ Earlier this month Patrick,
the largest employer in the
Australian docks sacked its
entire union workforce of
1,400 and attempted to
replace them with scab
labour.

Despite a court injunction
ruling picketing of the
docks illegal, the Maritime
Union of Australia (MUA)
have responded by blockad-
ing the ports.

Patrick attempted to train
a scab workforce in Dubai
last year, but their plans
where scuppered when the MUA
threatened to boycott any ship-
ments to and from Dubai.

Chris Corrigan, the company
chairman, claimed that Patrick -
faced losses of £56 million

because of the umons ‘refusal to

accept change’: “The continued.
industrial thuggery and the
union’s complete refusal to face
economic realities have made
today’s events inevitable.” What

% Dock wars erupt
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he didn’t mention was that
~ Patrick had syphoned off £68.1
million from the ports last
September.
Peter Reith, the Industnal )
Relations minister has said that
- the government supports the -

company’s ‘right to introduce
reform’ and has called on unions
not to ‘over-react’ and to exam-
ine the company’s ‘generous’
redundancy package

The dispute is now widely seen

S the govern-
- Wgment’s attempt to
” & break the most
/B militant section of
the trade union
' -.:movement, in the
~same way that
hatcher took on -
........ the British min-
ers. At the
start of the
dispute public
support for
the wharfies
-~ was around
20%, this has
now increased
- to over 60%.
.- The police
- union, itself
2 in dispute
2 with the gov-
ernment, ini-
g tally
v threatened to
refuse to
intervene on
;) behalf of the
- bosses until
the govern-
ment stepped
in and
1n31sted they try to break the

- picket lines.

In the most 1mportant port in

- Melbourne, hundreds of police

moved to break the picket line

“on the morning of 17 April.
1,500 building workers immedi-

ately downed tools and marched

" to the port on hearing this,

effectively surrounding the
police — who promptly retreated.

The ruling class in Australiais
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belng thrown 1nto dlssaray_by .
the dispute. Government minis-
ters have turned up on the
picket line to show their support
for the wharfies.

The federal court granted an
injunction against the sacking of
the wharfies which, as we go to

- press has been given a stay of

execution as Patrlck appeals to

" the high court.

The Australian government
has legal teams on standby in
Britain and Australia in an
attempt to block international
solidarity action in support of |
the dockers. Already dockers in
San Francisco have protested to

- the consular officials and organ- ;

ised a blockade of the Australian
Consulate, and Japanese water-
front unions have expressed
their support.

Australian Confederation of
Trade Unions ACTU officials
have warned of a titanic struggle
if the sackings go ahead and the

- Australian Workers Union has

threatened a national oil-1ndus-
try strike 1n their support.

It is clear that the outcome of
the dispute will have an enor-
mous impact on the future of

‘organised labour throughout

Australia and internationally.

- Support and solidarity must be
- organised throughout the labour

movement in defence of the
wharfies heroic struggle.

I The Maritime Union of Aus-
tralia can be contacted at 46 Ire-
land Street, West Melbourne,

~Victoria 3003, Australia Fax:

93-28 1682.

‘General Strikes fight back agalnst

- DANISH trade unions have
launched their first all-out

| indefinite general strike since
| 1985. From midnight April 26

over half a million workers in

the private sector walked out.
* The strike follows the rejec-
tion of the employers’ final

offer in the two-yearly con-
- tract negotiations in a secret

ballot of the membership.
Wide sectors of industry and
services are closed down,
including Copenhagen airport
and docks, rail and road
transport and manufacturing

industry. Within hours super-

market shelves were being
emptied as shoppers pan-

icked and stocked up against

inevitable shortages.
The deal offered by the

‘employers is a 4.5% wage

rise this year and 4% next
year. The most contentious
issue however is holidays. The
employers offered only one
extra day, against a union
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demand for the extension of
annual holidays from five
weeks to six. \
Union leaders who initially
- urged acceptance of the offer
are now backing the strike, at
least at the moment. They are
~ in a difficult position with May
‘Day coming up, and don't
want to go on Mayday plat-
forms having ended it with a
shabby deal.
Likewise the Social Demo-
cratic government has no

plans to intervene before the -

B¥ Mayday holiday -

, They are con-

ning the
referendum on the
. . “son of Maas-
: treaty on May
L 28th - and alien-
c ating either the
- trade union lead-
ers or the trade union mem-
bers is not the best way to do
it.
The Danish strike follows the
recent one day general strike

in Greece. The strike and the '
militant demonstrations which

went with it were the biggest
such actions in Greece for
many years, and were trig-
gered by plans to cut costs at
the state owned Olympic Air-
ways. This included a freeze
in wages and a lengthemng of
working hours.

and may be reluc-
W« tant after that.

3 cerned about win-

tricht” Amsterdam

Thls attack was seen as the -
opening shots of a new round |
of austerity and privatisation
in the public sector as the
Greek government struggles
to meet the Masstricht crite-
ria for the single currency.
Greece is the EU’s poorest
‘member, and failed to qualify
for membership of the single
currency in the first round. In
the government ‘s view,

austerlty 1n Denmark and Greece

- unless drastic measures are
taken now Greece will fail

again for membership in
2001. .

Economy Minister Yannos
Papantoniou has said that -
public spending would be cut  ~°
by, among other measures,

“using private sector finance
to complete several infras-
tructure projects”. Cuts in

~ health and welfare budgets
~are also planned, as the gov-

ernment aims to hack back
spending by the equivalent of

- one percent of GDP.
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THIRTY years ago a wave of struggles erupted In
France which shook the European ruling classes and

opened up new possibilities for the left. How do

marxists view their importance? What are the lessons |

of the May-June events of 1968? Should they be
looked back upon as grand moments of past history,

or seen as reminders of unfinished political business
that still confronts us today? JOHN LISTER

linterviewed DANIEL BENSAID, then a prominent

leader of the student movement at Nanterre
university and now a leading member of the Ligue
Communiste Révolutionnaire, French section of the

I(- \ilCIALI\’I‘ lDlJ'I‘IANDK
The meaning of May 1968

“Suddenly we had a real

llve, general strike. Itis
very good for you!”

Bl Fourth International.

Could you speak a little on the back-
ground to the events of 19687 Every-
body saw at once that the students
were fighting hack against attacks on
their rights; but what were the issues
that mobilised the working class?

| | uch of the debate and
reinterpretation of these
events in France, especially

itics, tends to insist on the cultural,
ideological aspects of 1968. But what gave
the 1968 events real weight, at least in
France, was the combination of the sti-
dent mobilisation - which also happened
in - countries like Japan and the United

- States — with the general strike. It seems to

me too much forgotten now; but it was a

real general strike of between eight and ten
million workers which lasted three weeks.

What did it mean? Maybe we tended to
overestimate the political content of the
strike. Obviously it opened up the possi-
bility of a political crisis. But at the same
time we have to say what the limits of
that general strike were. Some democratic
demands were raised against the strong
state of [French president] De Gaulle, a
rigid archaic state with very concentrated
power; and there were a series of eco-
nomic, material demands to raise the
standard of living; but the fact is that
even given the big wave of the movement,
the enormous general strike, the politici-

~ sation remained small.

There was no big crisis in the reformist
parties. For example, the communist
party (CP), in spite of its line, obtained
good results in the 1969 elections, and it
was relatively well able to channel most of
the radicalisation. There was no big crisis

‘in the unions either: they grew a lot, espe-

cially in the middle-sized and smaller fac-
tories. There were no big breaks like we

“had in France in 1945-47 after the war.

There was a break, but of a very limited
layer of youth and workers which gave
room for a new far left; this is significant
because 1t still exists, but it was a very
small break.

The possibilities for action changed, but
not the relationship of forces. That, I
think, is to do with the limits, the dyna-
mics of the general strike itself. There was
also a difference with Italy in terms of
self-organisation. There were factory

control and

among those who have bro- the strike.
ken with revolutionary pol- -

“women’s movement

 to win more space and 4

occupations, yes, but very
few elected strike com-
mittees or mass
meetings. The
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of soeial move-
ments such as the

with 1968. In reality in
France this came as a result,
- if you like, of the ‘68 events, but

two or even three years later. The dis- -
tinctive demands of the women s move-
ment did not appear in 1968. '

I think it was a transitional general
strike, which remained under the control
of the reformist leaderships, and
which, in the framework of
the functioning welfare
state of the time, served

social gains, winning
back some things
that had been lost
under the De
Gaulle government. -
There had been
some social security
measures designed to
increase the weight of -
the state and the
employers against the
trade unions, but this was
one point which was not won in

the so-called agreement. In fact there was

no real agreement. There were negotia-
tions but, since the results were rejected
in some Renault plants, they remained
only as a basis for decentralised agree-
ments. There was no global agreement as
there had been in 1936. The main points
conceded were on wages, and on trade

union rights, but there was no agreement

on social security.

The 1968 stoppage was never actually
called as a general strike, was it?

There

was a deep
movement of the
working class that
shook the bourgeoisie:

but there was no
“subjective factor”,
revolutionary leadership
rooted in the
working class.

'”

was a general strike, but a de

had raised the slogan of a gen-
eral strike.

especially the (communist party-led) CGT,

- was that ‘we don’t need to call for a general
- strike because it already exists’: so to call
for it would be ‘artificial’, ‘useless’ and so

on.
But it could have changed the meaning

~ of the strike, because if they had called for
- a general strike, they would have been

obliged to decide on what general plat-
form they would call it, and the decision
to call it off would have had to be a gen-

* eral decision too, with consultations. Sec-

ondly, if it had been declared

» have ratsed another

question on the

I ) political

- '?-: e»m -y preconditions

. TR e to negotiate:

- . o ;_'.%. -. 35 whether

------ -2 WY s RN they would

s ARy %4 negotiate

. “::'. “ govern-

' & ment, or
ask for De
‘Gaulle to be
removed
P before talks
S began.

& o Despite the limita-
F WK ™ tions of the strike and
dynamics of the movement,
there were possibilities to open-up a
political crisis. We don’t say now, twenty

'years later, it would have been an immedi-

ate revolution; but it was possible to open
up a political crisis in the context of the
1960s.
| Obviously many things have
changed, and nobody knows
exactly what might have
been possible, but 1968
changed the situation
in France and in
"Europe in the early
1970s. We are not
discussing whether
there could have
been a revolution,
" but the fact that the
strength of the move-
~ ment, in spite of 1ts
" limitations, promised
much more than was
achieved.

no

Obviously the communist party line
was central to this outcome?
bsolutely. If we re-read today
the literature of the big parties
of 1968, mainly the communist
party, we see how they were
obsessed with the idea of
provocation and plots. -
They were trylng to find an answer to
the changes in French society, in which,
for the first time, the working class was in
the majority. So they had developed the
idea of a new coalition of social forces,

facto. general strike. Nobody

This is very
| 1mportant, and not a small point. The
argument from the union bureaucracies,

a general strike it would : : _
- strength of the regime was its weakness .,

expressed at the electoral level by the

‘union of the left’ (yet the gaullists kept
winning more and more elections). At the-
same time they thought the socialist party
(SP) had been pushed to the side by its
capitulations on the Algerian War. In a
real sense the SP was very reduced in
influence in 1968, so the CP thought
there could be an opening for them, like

the Italian CE to become the major party

of the left and to grow step by step

~ through elections. All this was being dis-

turbed by the 1968 events.

- They were also concerned to control the

mass movement. They tried to negotiate a

~ ‘broadening of union rights which would
“strengthen the CP by achieving certain
- gains and by strengthening its control at
- - the level of union bureaucracy because it
0, that’s the other point. It

legalised a lot of rights in the factories:
delegates, hours, pay, a lot of things which

“the unions had wanted. In the end this |
was the mam result of the strike.

~Though it did not want to challenge
the government, the CP did change its
line during the strike, didn't it, raising

the demand of a ‘popular govern-
ment’? .
es, but that was a very short
period at the end of the last
~ week of May. It was between 22

- May and 29 May — one week
| of open political crisis because -
the agreements were rejected and there was
no possibility of stopping the strike just
through that kind of agreement. -

The specificities of the gaullist regime
left no channels to reach a consensus or
negotiate: it was very centralised, and the

when it was challenged. So there was an
opening of a political crisis because De

 Gaulle announced on 24 May that they

could not find a way out, and called for a
referendum. Everybody, even reformists
like Mendes-France and Mitterrand,

‘rejected the referendum. That could mean

an open political crisis. There were two
answers. The SP was ready to have a ‘left

‘government with personalities’; even Mit- -

terrand was ready to propose a new gov-
ernment based not on parties buton
personalities, without exclusions and with
negotiations — which we termed “inclu-
sive bonapartism”. |
The CP was afraid of bemg margmallsed
and out-manoeuvred, so it raised the |

~ question very abstractly of a popular gov-

ernment, not giving this any clear con-
tent. But this was only used to occupy the
space for four days. Mitterrand said after-

~wards in his balance sheet of 1968 that
this was all a manoeuvre, to say ‘we are

ready to take our responsibilities’ so De

‘Gaulle would withdraw the referendum,

then dissolve the assembly and hold elec-
tions.

~ At that time, our position was quite

tricky. To raise a governmental slogan in
the radical movement was very unpopular
because of widespread hostility to the SP
and even the CP However, we had a gen-
eral answer which was ‘yes to a popular
government: but no to Mitterrand and
Mendes-France!” At that time, Mitterrand
was a bourgeois personality, he was not
personally a member of the SR He was in
a small bourgeo1s radical group: only later
did he join the SP |

All this lasted just a few days when De
Gaulle disappeared to see the army in
Germany and then came back. There was
a kind of pamc at that time, but it was a
very short ume

Do you think now, looking back, that a
more concrete governmental slogan
would have been better — something
like ‘CP take the power’?
he CP alone could not have
taken power. The kind of
answer we raised was not very
concrete but was not so bad,

and was proven 1n the struggle.
There was a big CP-CGT demonstration




on 13 May or thereabouts. They felt threa- was a significant minority of very active ticipating.

| tened from the right, and threatened on people — no more than that. What is The growth of the JCR and later
| the left because the day before we had interesting is to compare that with the sit-  of the Ligue came from the combi- Shs
organised a rally which was a mixture uation now: then there was a kind of nation of two things: our participa- S
between the new social democratic left and happy, spontaneous internationalism, a tion in the movement when the N
the new far left and the CP was fnghtened strong identification not only with Viet- maoists were a bit discredited, and
by this mixture. nam. Vietnam obv1ously was centralised, the campaign of our comrade
They organised their own demonstra- summarised as an issue, imperialism ver-  Alain Krivine in the 1969 pres-
tion — a very big one — and we were the sus black people, a clear-cut confronta- idential elections, when most of
only current from the left to participate, tion, everything clear, politics, morals, the groups, showing their left
and we were very small. We came with ethics, everything lining people on the infantilism had no idea of utilis-
our slogan ‘popular government, yes: but  same side, no problem ing those elections. It was not
no Mitterrand and Mendes-France!’, and ™~ B,;;t at Nant “ . obv1ous, and 1t was partlcularly
it was taken up by people from thi Bn ' tic ste
because it expressed the political
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round of the 1965 presidenti e _ nd we ‘

We were expelled in 1965 arifofied  qace mobilisiag guseet dempasication one of an estimati telnd o nvrpr: 1568
the Jeunesses Communistes o which: ficed e \ dernic qu 10d 50 ciologica termts someh
naires (JCR) in April 1966 with 2.406 . o . W £ gain ot justa ;¢ 7Y 79 RAR S ﬁ“ess DECAUSE O WhL tie
members, 90 per cent of whotit Were gtii. ~ Howid 0 you assesgs th .:;:éff;:f;@;@e%%small 1 M : o ma n government — real-
dents. OQur main‘activity was Vietnati sol- ments of that tim . )
idarity and oppaosition to uni . 22 March move .
reforms, which started at that {ifne, Neepyen he 22

We participated in the student move. L first at re umversny,
ment. When the general strike staet ' B \hange t |
was obvious we had no real v . .  spread. ¢d polit- ‘_Some&& Sl
compete: the only thing we: e - T - he hepifi. nineteenth
to try to organise and centraiige & ning there were mai 14 U8 1 CEaN 08 ) f’ i o TEUE
way the more radical, dynangig¢ Land die ‘* chists The €CP “éf% . W 1 move to depoliticise
movement, through the action cammit- | saae ¢ and there were sopie doionds b .of 1968. We have to
tees which appeared. This w 9 . Berrists (members of Pierte Tambe olitical content and the

: dynamlcs of 1968 not just to celebrate but

self-orgamsauon, since the actips com=" rgamsatmn Commumste Internatlonal- - it was a revolutionary strike — though
mittees were more like gatherings of radi- iste, OCI) who were very concerned with sometimes we insist on stressing the polit-
cal people. We tried to centralise these - student unionism.: |
gatherings to gain a little strength to push They considered the 22 March move- -
proposals into the movement. ment was an ‘anti-union movement to

| destroy the student union. We didn’t con-
You referred to the student agitation  sider it was opposed to student unions. So
on Vietnam, and it is obvious that the really dynamic forces in the 22 March

international events had a big impact  movement were the anarchists and the
on the French events of 1968. Weren’t JCR.

- there also important developments in  Among the youth, the CP was very
Germany with the student movement?  marginalised at that time, so there was us

n France there is a tendency to exag-  and the Lambertists — very sectarian —
gerate the extent of the radicalisa- and the main current was the maoists who
tion and politicisation of the youth were growing as a result of the cultural
and student movement before 1968. revolution in China in 1966-67. At the

The real growth came only in 1968, beginning of the 1968 events they were
and afterwards. Before, the communist stu-  stronger than we were, but we won out in

dents were the milieu of the maturing of comparison to. them through 1968.

the radicalisation, and they never reached

five tholisand members; nor were there Did the JCR grow fast in 1968?

such massive demonstrations before 1968.  Yes, we had enormous prestige because we
The radicalisation started with the us were identified from the beginning with FREEDOM:!
bombing of Hanoi in 1966-67, but the the radical wing of the movement, with Discussions, workshops, forums and fun Wlth

demos were not so big. the 22 March. For example on the night . e young people from around the world. The cost is about £250 per person.

I was at Nanterre university, and we of 10 May, the ‘night of the barricades’, S Socialist Outlook will be trying to raise money to help young peOple who
called what we considered a big gathering  sticks in everyone’s imagination because ¢ want to go but can't afford it themselves.

of people one Sunday — it was 500 people  of the pictures of it, we were the only ° .
out of 10,000 students at the university. It  national political current fully par- e Details: contact Socialist Outlook PO Box 1109, London N4 2UU

to give it some present political meaning.

Stlll fighting on!

Fourth
International
Youth Summer
Camp,

DENMARK,
25 - 31 July

“ THIS YEAR'S theme: RECLAIM  ~~
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Falled BBC “documentary” feeds

Roland Rance
reviews the recent
BBC series, The F:fty

Years War

THIS WAS MORE than a
missed opportunity to examine
the causes and reality of the Mid-
dle East conflict. Thereis a
good series to be made about the
hundred years of conflict
between Zionism and the Arab

' national movement; but this is
not it.

Instead by reapeatmg, in a
modern and slightly revisionist
guise, all of the Israeli propa-
ganda myths, this series actually
sets back the search for such an
understanding.

Even the title, implying that
the conflict began with the cre-
ation of Israel in 1948, is mis-
leading. Nor are the programmes
helped by appallingly inaccurate
translations, which frequently
omit key sentences or grossly
mistranslate them. |

One of the most effective early
pieces of pro-Israel propaganda
was the film Exodus. It presented
a kitsch, over-sentimentalised
view of the birth of the Jewish
state, while leaving the Palestini-
ans almost totally out of the pic-
ture.-

By casting Paul Newman in the

.......

SR,
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.....
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......
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The Palesnman-lsraeh conﬂzct is seen as szmply a series of Israel-Arab wars

lead part, Otto Preminger did
more than anyone to establish

~ the image of the Israeli as tall

(Newman wore platform heels),
blue-eyed, blond and handsome
- in effect, as an Aryan.

The Arabs were presented as
shifty, dirty, bloodthirsty and - |
thoroughly unwestern - as
Semites.

The Israeli as superhero, the
Arab as coward - this image has
been repeated ad nauseam over
the past fifty years, and even
accepted by many Arabs. -

In one of the useful extracts of
archive film in the BBC series, a

ol

-~ Fighting
for the

Terry Conway
reviews John
Pilger’s film,
Apartheid did not die
and his latest book
Hidden Agendas

(Vintage £8.99)
JOHN PILGER’S documentary
on South Africa shown on BBC
on April 21, has evoked vicious
attacks in the press. I read some
of the criticism before I had a
chance to see the film, and I
found it difficult to believe 1 was

watching the same material. The

film I saw was 1incisive, honest
and soul-searching.

- John Pilger was himself banned
by the apartheid regime - he
‘makes no plea to turn the clock -
‘back.

~ His film does not suggest that
the long struggle against

‘unpeople’

apartheid should not have been
waged, or make cynical remarks

- about those who gave their lives

literally or figuratively in that
battle. - |

Indeed the central hallmark of

his work, whether on film or the
written page is the faith he
places in the militancy of ordi-
nary people, the ‘unpeople’ as he
calls them in his book.

His ‘crime’ is that, like the
South African socialists whose
pieces we print on pl3, he does

" not believe that enough has

changed since the election of
President Mandela.

He illustrates the way in which
the lives of the back majority
remain incarcerated in deep

- poverty and social deprivation.

For that he is pilloried both by

.- those relieved that class privilege

has remained entrenched, and
those who mistakenly believe

that-the ANC is infallible.
If Pilger has a weakness it is

young Yassir Arafat is seen
explaining after the 1968 Battle
of Karameh, in a striking echo of
earlier Zionist language, how he
is struggling to create a ‘new
Palestinian’. But overall, the
series reinforces the stereotype of
the Palestinian as miserable
refugee or vicious terrorist.

The emphasxs is on archive
film and interviews with military

and political leaders. In the same

team’s earlier series, on
Yugoslavia, this proved an effec-
tive formula. =

But this time, lacking any ade-

‘quate historical or political

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

......

East Timor: a hidden tale uncovered

that he seems to suggest that the

failure of the ANC is confined to
their refusal to 1mplement the
Freedom Charter.

While it is certainly the case
that that programme promised
far more in terms of redistribu- -
tion than the new government
has carried through, the problem

goes deeper than that.
The Freedom Charter itself,

and the strategy of the ANC and “

the South African Communist
Party behind it, was based on the
idea that what was needed in
South Africa was not a socialist
revolution which would destroy
the economic basis of apartheid |

at the same time as changing its

legal basis, but first a change to
democracy, and after that think-
ing about other issues.

This - the classic “two stage”

frarnework,‘they reduce the con-
flict to a succession of wars
between states. Nothing is said
about economic or social devel-
opments, or even about internal
political situations. ’
Anyone who relied on this
series to educate them would

learn that the Palestinian-Israeli

conflict (or, as the series sees It,
the Israel-Arab wars) began
when Arabs refused to recognise

‘the right of Jewish survivors of

the Nazi holocaust to establish a

state in Palestine.

The previous half-century of
conflict between Zionist colo-
nialism and the Palestinian
national movement is totally
ignored. The expulsion of the

Palestinians in 1948 is presented |

as purely an unplanned result of
the war. :

This view 1s no longer seriously
expressed even by Israel, where a
new wave of young historians
has convincingly established the
position long argued by the left —
that the Zionist movement

implemented a conscious plan of

‘ethnic cleansing’.

The notorious Deir Yassin mas-

sacre is presented out of context,
as a one-off crime committed by
marginal right-wing militias.

- There is no acknowledgement

that this was just one — and not
even the worst — of scores of

notion of revolution beloved of
generations of stalinists — 1s what
has led to the impasse of today’s
South Africa. These were the
sort of events that led Leon Trot-

sky to write his classic book, Per- -
‘manent Revolution, which

explained that in the epoch of
imperialism the only way to win

- any real gains, even things that

might seem very small, was
through socialist revolution.

Despite this political weakness,"

Pilger’s work stands head and

shoulders above virtually every-

one else in the mainstream press.
His importance is precisely that

‘this gives him an audience which

is way beyond what this or other
socialist papers can reach. Hid-
den Agendas, publxshed last
month follows in the fine tradi-
tion of his previous books.

‘massacres,-most of them commit-

ted by the mainstream army
linked to the then-ruling Labour
Party.

In a similar vein, the first pro-
gramme spoke of the Arab ‘inva-
sion’ in 1948. In fact, Arab |
armies did not invade the area
allocated as a Jewish state by the
UN partition plan; they sent
forces into the areas allocated as
a Palestinian state, from much of
which they were driven out by
an Israeli invasion.

Through their ignorance of the
Middle East, the producers do
not recognise a real scoop when
they stumble across one.

Thus, they repeat the accepted
wisdom that the goal of the
Israeli sabotage ring in Egypt in
1954 was to destabilise Egypt
and prevent British withdrawal
from the Suez Canal - even
though, as the interview with an
Egyptian diplomat makes clear,
the Israeli army’s real purpose
was to undermine the govern- .
ment’s attempt at rapprochement
with Egypt and prepare for the
1956 invasion of Sinai.

Overall, the series suggests that
the prime conflict is between

" Israeli moderates and reactionar-

ies, with the Palestinians as mere
unfortunate bystanders — a classi-
_cally Eurocentnc, Orientalist
view.

This collection of essays cover
many aspects of world politics in
which the expositions of today’s
battles are strengthened by

~ telling the tales of what came

before.
"Whether in East Tlmor, Vlet-

‘nam or the Liverpool docks he

* weaves a graphic picture of the
- land, of ordinary people’s lives

- and convictions . The craft of his
- writing and the ideas of those he
'___"lets speak on these pages has

power to win new friends to
these struggles and to further
msplre the already involved.
‘On the Famine Road’ ,an
essay about the Irish Famme, is

probably my favourite, though 1t

is difficult to choose in this book
of gems. Read it — and borrow a
video of the ﬁlm 1f you mlssed it

onTV.
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Where we stand

IN THE NINETIES, millions of women and men have taken part in

mobilisations against the evils of capitalism and the bureaucratic dicta-
torships. This reflects the fact that humanity face widening dangers.
Ecological, military, social and economic devastation faces millions of
people. S : -

Many more people recognise the barbaric nature of capitalism. In a
situation where the inability of the social democratic an communist
parties to provide socialist solutions is becoming clearer, the task of
creating new leaderships remains ahead.

Socialist Outlook is written and sold by socialists committed to this
struggle. We are the British supporters of the world-wide marxist -
organisation, the Fourth International. We stand for the revolutionary
transformation of society and a pluralist, socialist democracy world
wide. | ’

The overall goal which we pursue is the emancipation of al human
beings from every form of exploitation, oppression, alienation and vio-
lence. |

Socialism must be under the control of ordinary people, democratic,
pluralist, multi-party, feminist ecologist, anti-militarist and international-
ist. It must abolish wage slavery and national oppression.

The working class is the backbone of unity among all the exploited
and oppressed. The working class and its allies must uncompromisingly
fight against capitalism and for a clear programme of action in order to
gradually acquire the experience and consciousness needed to defeat
capitalism at the decisive moment of crisis.

The movements of women, lesbians and gay men, and black people
to fight their particular forms of oppression make an essential contri-
bution to the struggle for a different society. They are organised
around the principle “None so fit to break the chains as those who
wear them”. |

The whole working class needs to fully commit itself to these strug-
gles. Furthermore we fight for a strategic alliance between workers
and these organisations — an alliance which respects their legitimate
autonomy.

By simultaneously building revolutionary organisations in each country
and a revolutionary International, we aim to guide and encompass the
global interests of the workers and oppressed. By Building a united
struggle against exploitation and oppression we aim to ensure the sur-
vival of the human race. |

If you think this is worth fighting for, and you like what you read in
Socialist Outlook, why not join us? Drop a line to the address on this
page, and we'll be in touch. | -
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SOCIALIST
Bill Hunter, history
‘and the Fourth
International

I WELCOME Martin Ralph’s
critical observations about my
review of Bill Hunter’s book
Lifelong Apprenticeship. If noth-
ing else, it gives the book well-
deserved additional publicity.

But I was writing a review, not
a polemical theses. Space permit-
ting, I would have liked to deal
with many of the points Martin
raised and others as well.

I did suggest, in an accompany-
ing letter, that it would be a
good idea for Socialist Outlook to
arrangé a discussion round the
book, preferably with Bill taking
part.

I can not understand why Mar- |

tin raises the issue of Italy.
There was a revolutionary
upsurge in Italy after the fall of
Mussolini. g

But it was a pre-revolutionary
situation which could only have
been converted into a revolu-
tionary struggle for power, with
the leadership of a Leninist
party, deeply embedded in the
working class, as the Bolsheviks
were in 1917. No such party
existed.

The vanguard workers were
almost completely under the
influence of stalinism and social
democracy. Pictures of Stalin
were everywhere — even in the
headquarters of the Socialist
Party in Naples.

“Long Live Stalin” adorned
every available wall space.

The small Partito Operaio
Communista, which I helped to
found, could not fill this vac-
uum. As for the position of

'Goldman and Morrow, I was the
foremost supporter of their line
in the leadership of the RCP.

Gerry Healy once contemptu-

ef a better view with
Socialist
OUTLOOK

OUTLOO

ously referred to me as “Mor-
row’ s Creature.”

I never referred to WIL being
“anti-internationalist”. However,
like so many others, who con-
sider themselves Trotskyists,
(and there are still far too many
about today) they never believed
the building of the Fourth Inter-
national as a priority.

To me, the Fourth Interna-
tional (US) is the legitimate con-
tinuation of the International
whose founding conference I was
privileged to attend in 1938.

I genuinely believe that the
WRE under Healy’s leadership,
and to a lesser degree the Mili-
tant Group, were the major
obstacles to the building of a
viable section of the Fl in
Britain and, because of their
attempts to set up ‘rival’ bodies
in other countries, hampered the
growth and influence of the Fl
world-wide.

The Fourth International (US)
is not a monolithic organisation
(as Healy’s WRP was). There i1s
room in it for all genuine revolu-

Writeback
We welcome readers’ let-
ters on any topic. Letters
over 400 words may be cut
for space reasons.

Write to Socialist Outlook,
PO Box 1109, London N4

2UU.
email: outlook@gn.apc.org

tionaries.

Trotsky made valiant attempts
to keep Max Shachtman and
CLR James in, despite their very
profound differences. Pablo
made the same appeal to Healy.

Bill Hunter was and 1s a revo-
lutionary Marxist. His place 1s 1n
the Fourth International, in its
British section. |

Charlie van Gelderen,
Cambridge

: EVERYONE’S A WINNER?

@
®
®
@
:The Socialist Outlook 300 donation was well spent! :
oClub offers readers and sup- To join the 300 Club, send use
*norters the chance to win a a Standing Order for £5 per ¢
® e ®
o £50 cash prize or month, or drop
ealternatives each us alineat PO o
*month - for just a Box 1109, Lon- :
®

ub :

*need to run cam- you a form. ¢
This month’'s |

lucky winners are (3rd prize) o

Marian Brain (2nd) Keith Sin- ¢

®

@

@

esimprove the paper, you get
ean excellent chance of a
:bumper pay-out, or the satis-
ofaction of knowing your
0000000000000 0000000000000000000000DF

S£5 donation. We don N4 2UU,
paigns and
clair, and the top prize goes

eget the cash we and we will send
to Carl Taylor.
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FOR SOCIALISTS in Britain,

the Irish question has always been
a key test - and one that tragically

much of the left here has failed.

 After all “ a nation that enslaves

.13

another can ne’er itself be free”.
Socialists who fail to understand
the role of British imperialism in
Ireland cannot hope to lead a
struggle for revolutionary change
on this side of the Irish sea.
Socialist QOutlook has always
argued that the six county state in
the North of Ireland is unre-
formable. But the Stormont
agreement does not even attempt
serious reforms. In Ireland our
comrades with other socialists
are campaigning for a vote against
the settlement, a position we

~strongly support. Our job in

a‘ b\

Britain is both to develop an
understanding of the nature of
the sectarian state in the North
and Britain’s role in creating and

‘maintaining it, but also to fight

for the end of British involve-
ment. ' |

The hollowness of the supposed
peace settlement is graphically

agreement

demonstrated by the fact that the
leaves effectively
untouched the hated Royal Ulster
Constabulary. These bodies of
armed men exist to uphold and
maintain the sectarian state.
Tony Blair has now reportedly
invited one of Thatcher’s and
Major’s trusted henchmen, Chris
Patten, to “investigate” and possi-
bly reform the RUC. This neatly
sums up the limits of the “peace
process” — 1n which the republi-
can and nationalist parties have
been pressed to give up any real
demands 1n exchange for the most
marginal and cosmetic changes to
loyalist rule in the six counties.
The left in Britain needs to use
the opportunity of the supposed

‘review — which we can safely pre-

dict will lead to few, if any, signif-
icant changes — to broaden the
debate here on this neglected
issue, and demand the RUC be
disbanded.

Blair’s intervention to prevent
the publication of the Parades
Commission report illustrates
that its recommendation on

o
RO R
’ R SRR \ e e
oun 0O S€ C i
RN e R

pigeons. Drum- & . =
cree two years
ago was what pro-
pelled David
Trimble to his
current . position
of prominence.
Unfortunately even on the ques-

‘tion of the parades Sinn Fein,

where they have influence in the
residents committees, have given
far too much ground to the
Orange Order.

In their bid to present an ‘equal-
ity agenda’, Gerry Adams and his
friends argue that if the unionists
want a veto over the future of the
Northern statelet then republi-
cans should have a veto as to
whether loyalist marches come
through their areas. But unionist
parades are by their very nature
sectarian - this cannot be negoti-
ated away any more than the
essence of the Orange State.

Despite the disastrous settle-
ment, even if the referenda go

------

through, battles over these issues
on the ground will also be critical.

The key problem is that the Sinn
Fein leadership has been stuck in
a blind alley for some time — the

so called peace agreement is only |

the logical conclusion of this tra-

“jectory.

A breathing space is desperately
needed 1n Ireland north and

south for the republican and
nationalist movement tc
‘ent, to find a different strategy

to reori-

and develop new leaders.

British socialists must cam-.
paigning as vigorously as possible

both for British withdrawal and
against every manifestation of
discrimination and  bigotry
against the nationalist commu-
nity. - |

ISSN 0951-8657 Published by Socialist Outlook PO Box 1109 London N4 2UU. All rights reserved. Printed by Eastway Offset (TU all depts) .

G Lt
s R
AN
N
S
L
3 e T
LI
PN AT L
2 R A
2 e N TR
53 R
R R P Sl N
B e R
......
%

-
Y .
’ B4
-- e - : .
.-‘-'\.. . ) = )
. . - . .
, N, K . .
5, . .=
. . . :
. ~- ' d . )
5, . ) 2
. e ' o
. . ‘ 4
\ ) . ) . .
* . .
; . . .
- ’
- ) B . .
. . - - ' . :
. . . .. f .
o L .- .
3 v - T
. " L oten .
. -
N . : - L e =)
e : L. P S
- .. T . .. -
b e -
- . - L4 . . -".'
. . * . .. . [ . .
: : = : - v B
. T o ' . . u .2 el -4
. B DL . - . -3
. . . o - ~ N
- ) " ) . . TS
: - . . . P -
- 4
. . N . N <
. . -5
. .. N !
-} . L. . . o
N - . .
. - . . .
: . . .
. o
AP
. .. - -
- Co,
. . - =
- .
. A
. N -
-
-y e 3
. X o5
) ik 3
;3 - . .
. R
a LR, © LI
’ . Rl 3
o o . . . - .
) . . _ 2 e
. .~
.
.
. .
{?v BN
~ e
: ’
.
.
. -
| . |
N
. '
.
3
L .
. . )
. .
2
O P VS
: R . DR R A IO ORI
QGRS g, NN TR o
- ' . ) TR e % Tereies o
L X .
- > -
’ : o] K
. . o O
’ 4 -
' et L S
. PRRER a Wee U s g
’ R paee,
: Rl -
DAY, . 1=
- SR 2 3
R e
: »
: TN L, ‘
. s
) o "-:3:-:-:\‘
- O aON OO O g
. RO Sade i
OO 't "
. SRR
o
ettt
.*7:::3:.-'-:::-.'.-.
. el telelent ararnar
et
. . R P
. : o w5
J
. . ) :
. . ) :
,
ol
<




