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2 HOME NEWS

ON FRIDAY 23 May, Roisin
McAliskey, held for six months
in Holloway was released on
conditional bail to have her
~baby in Whittington Hospital,
north London.

She had been held pending an
extradition application by the Ger-
man authorities, on “strong suspi-
cion” of involvement in an IRA

bombing in Osnabruck, Germany.

The last minute decision to grant -

bail by a High Court judge came af-
ter McAliskey’s collapse.

Her baby daughter, Loinnir,
(meaning a ray of light that comes
from behind dark clouds) was born
on Monday May 26. |

On 2 June in the High Court,
Roisin McAliskey's lawyer Gareth
Pierce will again raise the issue of
bail for Roisin, who suffers from
chronic asthma and has experi-
enced serious health problems
throughout her pregnancy.

The hospital recommends she is
sent to another hospital for rest and

John Stevenson

THE NATIONAL conference
of the Communication
Workers Union took place in
the third week of May and
passed a number of impor-
tant resolutions.

Crucial among them was a call
for the scrapping of Labour's “Party
into Power” proposals — becoming
the first union conference to pass a
policy of outright opposition. |

Another significant victory con-
cerned the right of union delega-
tions to the TUC and Labour Party
Conference to decide policy on is-

sues where the CWU conference
has-made no decision.
This should mean that the un-

-jon’s executive will not be able to

impose policy and the union's dele-
gates will be accountable only to its
conference. | |
The Telecom section of the con-
ference expressed militant opposi-
tion to two key initiatives being
made by BT in respect of the work-
force. | | |
The company is dividing its op--
erations into “trading units” and is -
also proposing a new grading struc-
ture. Activists fear these proposals
will lead to performance-related

.

Seocialist Oudook

" Militant policies at CWU conference

pay and a worsening of terms and
conditions. |

Another motion expressed soli-
darity with the 31 sacked Critchley
Labels workers, and a mass demon-
stration is to be held at the com-
pany premises on June 25.

Recent executive elections also

saw important victories for the left

on the Telecom side.
Ex-General Secretary Alan John-
son may well be rather relieved he

s now a Labour MP - sadly he is

likely to have a more comfortable
time in the Parliamentary Labour

Party.

recuperation, and that her pros-

pects for recovering her health are

not good if this does not happen.

As we go to press, it is expected,
though, that the appeal will be lost
and that Roisin and Lionnir will
remain in Holloway for some time.

The German authorities clearly
oppose bail for Roisin on the
grounds that they “strongly sus-
pect” her and that they cannot as-
sess her health or the risk that she

‘might flee (as if she is in a condi-
tion to do so!)

The campaign for bail for Roisin
McAliskey continues. Write to:
His Excellency, The Ambassa-
dor, Dr Jurgen Oesterhelt, Em-
bassy of the Federal Republic,
23 Belgrave Square, London

SW1X 9AT, Fax: 0171 82
1435 |

Hard Labour gets

tough on unemployed

Paul McGowan

PROJECT Work, the Tories
workfare scheme is to be
ditched by Labour. Yet under
the new government, the un-
employed still face the choice of
working for peanuts or losing
their benefit. -
David Blunkett has promised to
keep and “improve” all aspects of
_ the delivery of the hated Job Seek-
ers Allowance. The jobless will be
increasingly subject to sanctions
through its provisions for refusing
to take menial, dangerous, low paid
work. |
Labour’s Welfare to Work pro-
gramme will ‘offer’ youth educa-
tion or training, a work trial with a
company, or a placement with an
environmental task force.
If the young jobless reject these

options they will also suffer benefit
cuts. Single parents are likely to
face similar treatment.

Labour would scrap the JSA ifit
were serious about providing op-
portunities for the unemployed.
The JSA limits the hours the job-
less can study. The lower rate of

JSA awarded to under 25s is barely

sufficient for them to buy food, let
alone pay for stamps or fares to in-
terviews. |

The JSA is designed to get-
claimants off the register — not into

work. Anybody can be penalised
for taking insufficient steps to look
for jobs under the legislation.
Through ‘directions’, Employ-
ment Service staff can demand
their clients do almost anything or

have their money stopped.
Many claimants are coerced
through the JSA into taking jobs
well below any de-

cent ‘'minimum
wage. However
Jobcentre vacan-

than those dis-
played in Employ-
ment agencies,
which the jobless
are increasingly
forced to visit in
compliance with
their Jobseekers
agreements.

The JSA enables
private agencies to
profit at the ex-
pense of the unem-
ployed and civil
servants.

" Tony  Blair
should be creating
jobs through im-
- proving public
- - services. Yet he is

cies often pay more

sacking firefighters, nurses and
teachers to keep within Tory
spending limits.

His ridiculous faith in private
enterprise is shown in Welfare to
Work. It will provide generous
handouts to bosses to take on the
young and long term unemployed.
The same companies that have
made vast profits by laying off
thousands will now be paid vast
sums to reemploy a few of them at
crap rates of pay.

Undermined
Labour’s adoption of the Tory
economic programme threatens to
undermine Welfare to Work. Blair
hopes it will take 250,000 youth off

_the dole, but if he can’t offer any
more money to colleges soon they

- will cut their places by the same

-amount next year.

- Labour seeks to pay for its
scheme through a windfall tax on
private utilities. Although we wel-

come taking a slice out of the prof-

its for the common good, why
shouldn’t we have all their profits -
which they have amassed over the

last few years charging us exorbi-
tant prices and making people re-
dundant.

After more than two decades of
mass unemployment, Blair's poli-
cies are no solution. Labour should
embark on a massive programme of
public works where those leaving
the dole are paid a decent wage, in-
stead of allowing the fat cats to milk
the jobless and welfare state.

The death of Project Work was
to a large extent due to workers and
the unemployed forcing the bosses
to boycott the slave labour scheme.
Socialists must struggle against
Labour's replacement and the JSA.
We need public sector jobs not pri-

Delight at NACAB
reinstatement victory

Steve Chivers

' GLEN Sutheriand, member of

the Manufacturing, Science
and Finance Union, has been

reinstated in his job after origi-
nally being sacked over the use

of a photocopier for private
purposes.
~ At the time of his dismissal he
had worked for the National As-
sociation of Citizens Advice Bu-
reaux (NACAB) for 19 years.
Most of the £12.48 worth of

photocopying was for his union =

and many of the members saw
the sacking as deliberately rid-
ding the organisation of a popu-
lar union activist. @

Members’ outrage turned into

action when the three one-day
strikes hit both NACAB’s London

HQ and Citizens Advice Bureaux
throughout the country.

An appeal panel convened in
April refused to overturn the
original decision but on May 23
an emergency meeting of
NACAB’s management commit-
tee reversed it and substituted

~ a final written warning.

Glen sees the surprise deci-
sion as a great victory for the
union. It was the first time that

- MSF members in NACAB had

ever taken any strike action.

Others joined the union spe-
cifically to participate in strike
action in his defence. The union
Is stronger than ever — maybe
management will think twice
about victimising anyone next
time.

-

Terry Conway

- MSF conference in Hove on
June 14-17, will be a rather
‘different affair than that
planned by the top table.
The centre piece of the confer-
ence was to have been to agree -
the plans they had, they thought,
stitched up with the leadership of
IPMS towards the supposed
launching of a new union.
This dream came to a timely
end at IMPS own conference last
month which failed to agree these

commission a survey on IMPS’s fu-
ture as an independent union.
While MSF General Secretary

Roger Lyons is still arguing that

reality is that the project is dead in
the water.

This will be an important boost
for the left. The campaign against

steam within MSF but has not
' been easy.

Federal

The first objection to the sup-
posedly new union was that the
“Heads of Agreement” put foward

to no such thing. Rather than a
fully integrated new organisation,
what was on offer was a federal
structure, which would do nothing
to strengthei workplace organisa-
tion and lead to a major reduction
in democratic accountability.

of IMPS stated at a briefing meet-
ing for his union members that

IMPS would not affiliate to CND.

“principles” but instead decided to

agreement can still be reached, the

these proposals has been gathering

by the two leaderships would lead

Bill Brett, the General Secretary

Principles get in the
way of MSF merger

Even if the annual conference of the
new union had voted to maintain
MSF's current affiliation, the pro-
posed IPMS sector would have the
right of veto — completely under-
mining the sovereignty of confer-

ence.

The role of regions, crucial in the
existing political structure of MSF
would be undermined. The execu-
tive would have had 72 members of
whom nine would be from the re-
gions — and three from Ireland.

‘Unwieldy

The bulk would be from the dif-
ferent “industrial” sectors — so re-
gional input would have been
almost non-existent. Such a large
executive would have completely
unwieldy, and real decisions taken
by a smaller sub-committee.

- MSF activists have a tough . |
enough time imposing any account-
ability on the Executive as it is —as
the current witch hunt against Joe
Bowers, who stood against Lyons in
the recent General Secretary elec-
tion, illustrates all too graphically. -

A further concentration of |
power in the hands of the centre
would make battles against such
outrages almost unwinnable.

IPMS members have given the lie
to the myth put forward by Lyons
that his train is unstoppable.

MSF conference needs to ensure
that while he is reeling from this
biow he is beaten back in other
ways — particularly in terms of his
determination to put his relation-
ship with the Labour front bench
before the interests of his mem-
bers.
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EDITORIAL 3

TONY Blair’s hectic round of
European summits has culmi-
nated in the Clinton smile-1n at
Downing Street.

Gushing with praise, every

leader from Kohl to Chirac to Clin-
ton has stood in line for the photo-
opportunity of the month. With
President Clinton taking his share
of reflected glory, Tony Blair has
shown that he is no rising star, he
has already arrived in the firma-
ment. Nothing succeeds like suc-
cess it seems.

Butis all the toadying justa de-

“sire to associate with success, or 1S

there substance to all the rhetoric
about ‘new generation politics?’

Is Tony Blair the first of a new
breed of leaders, steering a new
course for a new era in global poli-
tics, “celebrating enterprise with-
out excluding the poor”, as the
soundbite has 1t?

Dead centre

Or is it just a re-run of the
American ‘radical centre’ which

" also started energetically but soon

slid down the road into the inertia
and paralysis of Clinton’s current
‘dead centre’?

Blair’s own theme of the ‘radical
centre’, which is neither left nor
right but ‘new’, appeals greatly to
world leaders at a time when. they
increasingly confront resistance
from the people, especially from

the working class and the youth.

The current crisis of the welfare
systern, growing unemployment

“and social and environmental deg-

| job offers or training is

| situation where nearly

radation have led to a widely held

public perception that the fabric of

society and the planet itself are un-
der threat.

Blair also enters the stage at a
time when there is a realisation

among European politicians of a

growing disenchantment with the
European union, in particular the
single currency and its cost-
cutting convergence criteria.

The French elections, even
more than the British election bef-
ore it, was dominated by the single
currency. Resistance has been felt
directly in mainland Europe, in
the mass mobilisations and strikes

TONY Blair’s hypocrisy
knows no bounds. If he
wanted to assist single
mothers in getting a job
then he would put real re- -
sources into childcare provi-
sion. A few million pounds of
lottery money di-
verted into home-
work clubs is more
than a joke - it’s an
insult.

The fact that current
benefit rules exempt
single mothers with chil-
dren under |6 from any
obligation to consider

not what causes the

50 per cent of lone
mothers were living on

| less than £100 per week in 1994.

Britain has one of the lowest lev-

~els of child care provision in Europe

and one of the highest levels of un-

Andrew Wiard
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The media toasted the beautiful people. Nice suits, shame about the policies

directed against the effects of the
Maastricht process. This could
challenge and even derail the
bosses’ Europe. .

Blair’s theme for the Euro
summit, after agreeing to sign up
to the social chapter (as long as-it
doesn’t imply a raft of new legisla-

tion in favour of workers’ rights),

was the need for a “Peoples
Europe” that would tackle the is-
sue of unemployment and job crea-
tion.

It was a warning shot against the -

danger of politicians losing the
support and confidence of the peo-
ple of Europe for this most central
capitalist project. Withouta hintof
embarrassment he then proceeded
to crusade for “labour market flexi-
bility”, the effect of which will be
to drive down wages and increase
unemployment!

A proposed “jobs summit” will

Marches show solidarity with single parents

employment of single mothers.
Funny that...
~ While the detailed sanctions be-
hind the government proposals are
yet to fully emerge, the tie-in with
the “Welfare to Work” initiative
makes clear that the motivation is
cutting the benefits bill not giving
~women
choice. The
Job Seekers
“Allowance
has already
“disap-
peared” the
largest
number of
people since
the poll tax -
Labour will
continue with
- it and bring in
these new attacks too.
Apart from childcare, the other
main reason for the perilous situa-
tion of so many single parents in

- now be led by Blair and Clinton to-
gether. |
The pragmatic politics of the
‘radical centre’, which is paraded
as neither left nor right, but by
definition something of both, is
the strategy of the carrot and the
stick (like the donkey we are un-
likely to get much carrot — unless
there :tan unexpected new eco-
nomic boom).

Rich and poor

— Blair explained to en approving

Clinton that a fair society is one in
which the rich and tie poor can
benefit; “We can’t prosper as a na-
tion unless we prosper together”
he said. But then in almost the
same breath he insisted that “Pro-
gressive parties today are parties of
fiscal responsibility and prudence.
You do not do anything for any-
body by making a wreckage of the

Britain is down to that favourite
hero of Blair's — Margaret Thatcher
—and her policy of a “flexible la-
bour market”.

Woages have been driven down
while childcare and other essential
costs like housing and food go up,
reducing the possibility of being
able to afford to work.

Yet this is the direction in which
Blair wants to continue to steer
Britain — and take the rest of
Europe with him.

' The British Euromarchers had al-
ready raised slogans around the
rights of single parents as they

“wound their way though the north
before these latest attacks were an-
nounced. The Maastricht conver-
gence criteria will lead to a further
undermining of what few services
and what little childcare provmon
exists.

The marchers on the road and
their supporters in the cities and
towns they are passing through, are

‘economy.”

Blair and Brown seem to be-
lieve that they can square the circle
and avoid the issue of contradic-
tory class interests. They seem to

- believe that it really is possible to

celebrate free enterprise without

excluding the poor, and to main-

tain profits while carrying out
some social reforms.

While the Blair team has learnt
much from Clinton and his aides,
several of whom were sent over to
advise on slick political marketing,

they failed to learn the most impor-

tant lessons.

Clinton’s refusal to tax the rich
and take control of the banks, left
the government financially ham-
strung when it came to implement-
ing their major health reform,
which was a total failure.

The fiasco all but destroyed Hil-

lary Clinton's political credibility.

fighting against all forms of socual
exclusion. 4

We may be relatively few in
numbers, but we are tapping into a
mood that wants a different Europe
to that on offer from the bosses
and bankers. That mood led to the
Europe-wide strikes and demon-
strations against
the closure of
Renault-
Vilvoorde, and
to the defeat of
Chirac’s right
wing govern-
ment in France.

Here in Brit-
ain notonly
have we won
the support of
many labour
movement or- |
ganisations and interest —and
money — from many on the streets.
we have trodden: but TUC leader
John Monks has been put under

Bla1r° a dazzllng star — -or

Although the Workfare programme,
their second flagship policy, is cred-
ited with helping to create 4 million
new (mainly low-paid) jobs, this was
as much to do with a favourable trade-

cycle and five years of economic re-
covery. Speaking at No 10 the Presi-
dent was obliged to admit they had

done less well in preserving social co-

hesion and what he called a ‘social
safety-net’ for families. |

Far from it. Before the last US elec-
tion, Clinton dumped 60 years of
Dembdcratic Party adherence to the
welfare reforms of the 1930s by sign-
ing tough new regulations designed to
balance the budget and appease the
Republican right.

~ Welfare cuts
This was always going to happen.

In reality the massive cost-saving
transformation of welfare provision

- means cuts; placed-.in the context of a

Workfare scheme which created low
paid and part time jobs, resting on the
very low national minimum wage,ina
flexible, fast moving, deregulated la-
bour market, it means job insecurity
and more unemployment.

This is just what US ‘capitalism
needs: a socially controlled but flexi-
ble, low paid, labour force, which also

-~ undermines trade unionism and acts
as a downwards pressure on wages 1n

general.

Today many US workers are forced
to take two jobs in order to maintain
their living standards. Overall the
Clinton administration has succeeded
in shifting wealth from the poor to the
rich to such a degree that today the
gulf between them, in a nation which
has traditionally seen itself as the land
of opportunity, is greater than in any
other developed economy.

Here in Britain a tough fiscal pol-
icy, which excludes taxing the rich,
and aims to meet the Maastricht crite-
ria, will be achieved only at the cost of
the welfare state and at the expense of

‘the poorest sections of our society.

Frank Field is charged with reduc-
ing costs and terminating the welfare

“state as we know it. As even one of

Blair’s main cheerleaders, Will Hut-
ton of the Observer stated, “People -
here in Britain did not vote for this.”

enough under pressure to agree to
debate with us. |
Positive measures to support the
70 per cent of lone parents who are
dependent on benefits in Britain to-
day would focus on serious invest-
ment in childcare — and affordable .
quality, childcare that is available the
hours that parents need it
and 52 weeks of the year.
They would mean a com-
~mitment to a minimum
~wage and controlson
rents that would end the
poverty trap that so many
are caughtin.
- Such demands need to
be fought for across the
labour movement. The
slogans that have been
chanted by the Euro-
marchers wending their
way to Amsterdam will still be
needed after the Euro summit on
June 14: we intend to make sure they
are still heard. |




" . UNION CONFERENCES

~ Single Statu s
"UNISON must vote NO

Andrew Wiard

Fred Leplat

A NEW set of harmonised con-

ditions for both blue and white
collar council workers has been

negotiated by the TGWU,
GMB and UNISON. Although
the Single Status, as it is

‘known, is in principle to be wel-

comed, the deal that has been
eventually negotiated should

......

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

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

be rejected.

A conference of local govern-
ment UNISON branches on May
20 came close to doing this. The na-
tional leadership only obtained a
majority of 72,000, out of 700,000
votes cast, to recomend acceptance
of the Single Status in a ballot of
the membership. -

The main areas of concern are:
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Rank and file éupport for Hillingdon sirikors: but not from the NEC

Hillingdon strikers fight
on despite betrayal

Fred Leplat

UNISON’s National Executive
are responsible for a despicable
betrayal of a heroic dispute,
similar to that of the Liverpool
Dockers. Last year’s UNISON
conference in June gave a stand-
ing ovation to the Hillingdon
Hospital strikers after a moving
speech by General Secretary
Rodney Bickersfaffe.
Conference then unanimously

adopted a resolution instructing
the NEC to organise a series of

-. demonstrations and to spread the

dispute against the employer’s
company, Pall Mall.

Yet they called only one demon-
stration, a week-long vigil outside
the HQ of the parent company, and
the meeting of union reps in Pall
Mall was eventually convened in
December 1996.

However the most shameful epi-
sode was the acceptance by an NEC
sub-committee of a cash offer from
the employers, withouta ballot,and
without a vote at a strikers’ meet-
ing. . - -

The majority of the strikers did
reject the offer and have continued
their strike. UNISON members
and branches have increased their
financial support to sustain the
strikers since official backing and
strike pay has been stopped. Even
film maker Ken Loach has given

~ valuable support.

UNISON Regions have also
voted to make donations worth

£20,000, but these have béen

blocked by unelected regional sec-
retaries. Calls for the re-

instatement of official support to

the strike have attracted the largest
number of resolutions at this year’s
conference (along with the election

- of regional secretaries).

But most of these have been
ruled out of order by the Standing
Orders Committee, which judged

~ that only the NEC has jurisdiction

over industrial action!

Apologists for the NEC have ar- | |
gued that the strike could not win -

and it should be ended. However,
the truth is that it was run into the
ground by the NEC who failed to
organise the sort of campaign that
conference agreed to.

Since official backing was with-
drawn, figures released indicate

that Pall Mall barely broke even
last year and their parent company
is looking to sell it off. UNISON
could have shaken Pall Mall by or-
ganising a union recruitment cam-
pagn and submitting claims for a
minimum wage.

Alongside the Liverpool dock-
ers, the Hillingdon strikers are a
beacon for social justice in Britain
today. UNISON conference will
have an opportunity to vote a mo-
tion of censure on the NEC and at-
tempt to reverse the betrayal of the
strikers. | |

s -why

* Despite this being a national
agreement, employers will be able
to negotiate changes, in particular
special payments, at a local level.

* No additional finance is avail-
able, thus forcing councils to make
cuts in order to pay the deal;

* The reduction to 37 hours (36 |
in London) for manual workers

will not come into force until 1999,
and then on the basis of increased
productivity;

* A new national job evaluation
scheme will not be compulsory,

and according to the employers’

own briefing “ after reviews coun-
cils can move away from national
scales and grades”.

* The pay rise which is part of

the package is only 2.5 per cent on
average while the minium hourly

rate is £4, well below UNISON's

minimum wage claim of £4.42.
Opposition to the deal was led

by the Campaign for a Fighting

and Democratic Unison, who pro-
duced a special pamphlet, which
was snapped up by the delegates.
UNISON’s leadership will now
try and sell this deal as a “historic
offer” and will flood the member-

ship with publicity to convince

them to accept the offer. :
" But the CFDU is launching a

' campaign for a “No” vote, demand-
ing instead proper harmonisation

with a Single Status which would

' not lead to the break-up of national
negotiations and which would not

be financed by cuts or yet more in-
creases in productivity.

- Socialist Oudook

After the landslide

not words

Fred Leplat

UNISON'’s conference in
Brighton during the second
week of June will indicate the
mood of trade union activists
in the public sector after the
Labour’s landslide election
victory.

two main areas where UNISON or-
ganises, have suffered acutely during
|8 years of Tory government cuts
and privatisation. The defeat of the
Tories has been welcomed by all
those who dedicate their working
lives trying to deliver a public serv-
ice, and there is clear disappoint-
ment that Labour will not break
from Tory policies — instead sticking
to their cash limits for the next two
years.

Although the conference agenda
was finalised before the election,
there are some resolutions, inciud-
ing some from the NEC, calling on a
Labour government to rebuild pub-
lic services, introduce a minimum
wage and abolish Compulsory Com-
petetive Tendering. ‘

The mood of conference is likely
to be cautious and that there will be
little support for a direct confronta-
tion with Labour. Conference may
well reiterate a list of progressive
demands but fail to demand that the
NEC organises serious national
campaigns to achieve them.

UNISON does not need to re-
state its existing policies, such as
taking the privatised utilities back
into public control, abolishing the

Local government and health, the

"No sign of fight: Bickerstaffe

UNISON needs action,
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Private Finance Initiative and Com-
pulsory Competitive Tendering, or
for a minimum wage at £4.42 an
hour,

Conference delegates and activ-
ists back in the branches need
rather to ensure that UNISON
fights for its policies and that Labour
in government breaks from the
Tory economic targets.

The decision by NUT confer-
ence at Easter to organise a demon-
stration before the autumn budget

‘to call for further spending in educa-

~ tion should be welcomed and sup-

ported by other unions as the start
of a campaign to rebuild the welfare
state. | |

UNISON should demonstrate
alongside the NUT to demand extra
‘money for local government and
health services.

Civil Service unions: don’t let

them merge away our rights!

Darren Williams,
Branch Secretary
CPSA ONS Newp_ort
(personal capacity)
THE ISSUE of inter-union
merger dominated the recent
annual conferences of GPSA
and PTC who between them
represent the majority of civil
servants.

A merger would create a
275,000 strong super-union,
bringing together everyone from

low-paid clerical and support
grades to middle management. If

carried out democratically, with

an accountable leadership and a
strong role for branches this -
could create a force capable of
challenging management and -
the new Labour government.

A stronger union presence in
the civil service has never been
more sorely needed: civil ser-
vants like all public sector work-
ers have been hard hit by the
break up of national bargaining
on pay and conditions and by the
continuing freeze on the pay bill.

A single union for most staft

' might at least make industrial

action easier to organise and
more effective. |
The right wing bureaucrats
who tun both unions are at-
tempting to hijack the merger
process for their own ends, how-
ever. Disregarding detailed reso-
lutions passed at the 1996

" conferences, they have drawn up
a draft rule book which is calcu-

lated to strengthen their own po-

| sition and minimise internal

democracy.

Among the most blatant of the
proposals are to hold confer-
ences and National Executive
Elections only biennially, and to
use more frequent referenda on
policy issues rather than making
decisions at conference.

This latter tactic has already
served the bureaucrats well. An

~ all-members postal hallot on the

key proposals in this draft rule
hook was carried out immediate-
ly after Christmas with no warn-
ing — denying branches the |
chance to discuss the Issues in-
volved beforehand.

In a typically low turn out, the
members voted 5-1 in favour -
but with many clearly believing
this was a vote on the principle
on merger rather than on its
terms.

‘Ballot to come

'With the final merger ballot
due to he held later this year,

there is still everything to play

for. At this year’s annual confer-
ences the left in both unions
tried to force the leadership to
redraft the rule book while keep-
ing merger on track for the
scheduled deadline of January 1
1998. | |
Censure motions, rejecting
the proposed merger terms and
Insisting that the NECs return to
the principles agreed last year
were passed overwhelmingly but

it remains to be seen whether

the leaderships will be any more .

accountable in the year ahead
than in the last one.
In CPSA, the more politically

polarised of the two unions,

“the “Left Unity” grouping suf-
fered a considerable wipe out
in the annual NEC elections,
losing the three seats it previ-
ously held.

This emphasises the point
that the left can pass all the
conference motions it likes —
but as long as the right enjoys
unchallenged control of the
union apparatus, it will still
he able to treat the member-
ship with the same arrogant
contempt it has shown up to
now. o

To turn this situation
around, Left Unity must or-
ganise more consistently in-
stead of just once a year at

“election times. The right wing
won the elections by a rela-
tively narrow margin on a tum
out of only 25 per cent.

Left Unity needs to hecome
a democratic, campaigning
organisation built from the
bhottom up. In this way it
could win over a larger sec-
tion of the currently passive
membership by consistently

“demonstrating the link be-
tween union politics and the
real, bread and butter issues
that concern members.

If Left Unity - and the PTC
Jeft -do not begin to do this
as a matter of urgency, civil
service workers could soon
find themselves lumbered

- with a merged union which is
a byword for bureaucratic

‘privilege and political sell-

out.




Terry c°nway

"LYNNE KELLY was finally

able to have her abortion on
May 29, but the horrendous
way she was dragged through
the courts by her estranged
husband stands as a stark re-
minder of how fragile women’s
abortion rights are in Britain
today. |

OK, so the courts agreed that
Lynne had the right to decide un-
der the 1967 Act but this did not
stop a situation where the preg-
nancy has been forcibly extended
for weeks including by court rul-
ings. |

During these weeks, despite the

1967 Act, Lynne Kelly’s body has

not been her own. This is a bar-
baric state of affairs — and yet this
case is far from the first in Britain
in recent years where a man has
used to courts to try to prevent a

woman having an abortion.
Yet I heard no Labour MPs -

" not even Labour women MPs -

and no trade union leaders protest-

ing that something must be done
and quickly to prevent such situa-

tions every happening again.
While James Kelly eventually
backed down, it is impossible to
quantify the amount of distress his
actions have caused to Lynne. At
one point it seemed that she felt
unable to go through with the
abortion as she appeared to have
been told that she would have to go
through induced labour in order to
terminate the pregnancy.

In reporting the fact that the
abortion had taken place, The
Guardian (May 31) commented
“She was fourteen weeks pregnant.
The foetus had reached the limit
when a simple abortion was no

~ longer possible”.

Stalingrad O’'Neill
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Campaigners have welcomed Jack S
racist laws and restrictions introduced by the Tories.
Act goes on, with many still detained in British jails and camps for the
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This statementand others likeit
are a distortion of reality —and one
that puts many women who for
whatever reason have been unable
to get an early abortion through
needless agony. |

I know — because I had an abor-
tion at 22 weeks —and didn’tin the
end have to go through labour. My
nightmare started not when I dis-

‘Harsh reminder
~of the rights we

don’t yet have

nant and would have to be in-
duced. | |

I don’t think I can describe how
I felt. I knew that I didn’t want a
child then - but I did want chil-
dren in the future. I certainly
wasn’t able to face the prospect of
labour in that situation. |

I felt completely powerless. In
my silent panic I did nothing for

!z A change in the law would massively reduce

|

' the number of later abortions — abortions that
' no one, especially the woman having them —

' wants to be late.

e p—

covered I was pregnant but after a

day care clinic threw me out when
I was in bed waiting for a pre-med
because they didn’t have the appa-
ratus to deal with the fact thatI had
asthma - not something they had
bothered to ask me about in the six
weeks I had been waiting for an ap-
pointment. |

I was twelve weeks pregnant. I
had expected a simple operation. 1
had, it’s true baing acutely con-
scious of the changes my body was
going through since pretty much
day one of the pregnancy. But I had
no doubts about what I had de-

“cided — just a wish to get it over as

quickly as possible and get on with

my life.

These plans came to a sudden
full stop that day in the Liverpool
clinic. But worse was to come¢ as

when I approached my doctor to

try for a NHS abortion — where I
had been informed the necessary

equipment would be available - 1 -

was told that by the time I was
likely to get to the top of the wait-
ing list I would be 16 wecks preg-

‘weeks, not knowing where to turn.

I was fortunate in the end to mus-
ter the strength to talk with a
friend who worked as a volunteer

for an abortion counselling service

—and discovered that they did late
abortions without necessarily in-
sisting on inductions. o
They were not able to promise I
would not need to be induced.
That decision could only be made
on medical grounds when I actu-
ally had the operation and was de-
pendent both on the precise
development of the foetus and of
my body. -
However they were supportive
enough to give me back the self

confidence I had been robbed of in-

the previous weeks. I was lucky

a D&C rather than the horrors I
had feared.

The memories of those weeks
have come back to me very power-
fully as I have followed Lynne
Kelly’s tragedy.

My anger at the way I was
treated by a supposedly supportive

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

traw’s decision to scrap the “primary purpose” rule, one of the hattery of
But the fight for the repeal of the Asylum and Immigration
“crime” of seeking asylum. Among them

are 12 detainees at Birmingham’s Winson Green Prison, who have not taken food since May 5. A solidarity
picket outside the prison on May 17 showed that the fight goes on.
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charity must have been very ditfer-
ent from the way she has felt when
her anguish is at the hands of her
husband. I know what deep de-
spair I was thrown into — so when
Theresa Gorman said that Lynne
should just go ahead and have the
abortion my response was that
here spoke a woman who was un-
likely to have been in such a situa-
tion herself.

Right to choose
Most of all though Lynne

Kelly’s story strengthens even

more my determination to fight for
changes both in the law and in pro-
vision so that women do have the
right to choose whether or not to
have an abortion.

"The 1967 Act was a massive im-
provement on what went before —
but it doesn’t give us that right.
The National Abortion campaign

MORE “unthinkable” thoughts
are being dragged out of the
monetarist closet as New La-
bour goes to town on what the
Tories have left of the welfare
state. o

‘Education and Employment
Secretary David Blunkett had
reportedly toid Sir Ron Dearing
to ensure that his inquiry into
the funding of higher education
““thinks the unthinkable”, with
the probable resuit of propos-
als for a voucher scheme.

In well-trailed leaks to the
Blairite Guardian newspaper we
read that Labour is looking to-
wards Frank Field’s old idea of
“individual learning accounts”,
where a minimal state contribu-
tion of a voucher towards tui-
tion fees would be added to

" ents while their children were

s pushing for new legislation that

will really give women rights — al-
though probably only in the first
12 weeks of pregnancy. ~
The response to Lynne Kelly’s
story will hopefully strengthen

" that campaign, and ensure that leg-

islation is drafted in a way that
makes clear no man and no court
can interfere with a woman's
choice. "
Such a change would of course .
massively reduce the number of

" later abortions — abortions that no

one, especially the woman having
them - wants to be late.

It is vital that a massive cam-
paign is built up to push Labour
into supporting such a change: it
would be a huge step forward. At
the same time no concessions must
be made into making later abor-
tions harder than they than they
currently are. | -

'Does New Labour mean
vouchers for college?

savings built up by wealthy par-

at school.

‘Students from less than
wealthy families would face the
prospect of debts as high as
£20,000 hanging round their
necks on graduation. Nothing
could more clearly define a
two-tier education service.

Having abandoned the prin-
ciple of free higher education
funded collectively through
taxation, New Labour is revert-
ing to the brutal old system in
which the rich enjoy easy ac-
cess and many working class
youth are deterred by the heavy
costs and the uncertainty of
finding a job paying enough to
he able to repay the debt. |
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~ Field: the unspeakable in pursult
of the unthlnkable

Harry Sloan

MARGARET Thatcher may

have come for tea and a chat
with Tony Blair - to give him
an extra chance to annoy the
left and insult the unions — but
Labour’s most dogged Tory is
now a fixture in the new politi-
cal establishment, and much
more dangerous.

Frank Field is now ensconced as
Minister for Welfare Reform in the
new Labour government—perhaps
the only appointment that might
make his immediate superior, Har-

riet Harman, appear liberal, even

left wing by comparison.
Harman, after all, correctly de-

nounced the proposals of then So- -

cial Security Secretary Peter Lilley
for compulsory privatised pen-
sions as a “chilling prospect”.
What will chill many Labour vot-
ers is that Field, now her junior
minister, welcomed the Lilley plan,
and is best known for advocating
similar policies, based on the

measures introduced by Chile’s

brutal military dictatorship.
Favourite

Field has repeatedly been

praised by top Tories including
Thatcher herself, former Chancel-
‘lor Nigel Lawson, and arch-
Thatcherite David “Two Brains”
Willetts who describes him as
“many Conservatives’ favourite
Labour politician.” |

Three weeks after the May 1
election, the extreme right wing
Social Market Foundation pub-
lished a pamphlet Beyond the Wel-
fare State, which calls for the
dismantling of the welfare state
and the introduction of fee paying
into education and health care - a
pamphlet carrying acknowledge-
ments to Field and fellow Blairite
-Baroness Hollis. |

We are told that both of them -
as well as Peter Lilley — read the
draft and made comments. Its

author praises Field as a man who |

“discusses the effects of our social
security system on character more
deeply than any other British poli-
tician — except Peter Lilley”.

Tory “reforms”
Field has eagerly repaid each

compliment, offering fulsome:

praise of Thatcher, support to the
Tory market-style “reforms” of the
NHS, encouragement to the Tory
‘sell-oft of council housing, and en-
thusiastic backing to privatisation
as the road to what he sees as a
“people’s capitalism”.
Blair announced that Field’s
--qualification for government of-
‘fice was that he is “capable of

thinking the unthinkable”: so too
of course was Adolf Hitler.

- Behind the rat-like features,
Field is a vicious witch-hunter,
and a right wing religious zealot

with no shred of respect or com-

passion for working class people or

the labour movement.

Leave school at 14?

Among the “unthinkable” no-
tions he has served up - eagerly
purveyed by the Tory press — have
been theintroduction of a “flexible
school leaving age”, on the
grounds that schools are fallmg
many working class youth who “a
14 are ready for work”. ThlS
scarcely coincides with new La-
bour’s mantra of “education, edu-
cation, education”.

Field has also suggested that
married mothers should be al-
lowed to cash'in their child benefit,
using the “new found wealth” to

buy training or set up small busi-

nesses! |
Ten years ago Field suggested
that young people and the unem-
ployed should be given “training
accounts”, with which they could
buy their own training package.
This was too radical even for

Thatcher’s government to imple-

‘ment. Now he proposes to prlvause

student grants.
But the common factor is that

the radicalism is always directed

not against capitalism, for which
Field has a fawning respect verg-
ing on adulation, but against the
victims of capitalism, the working
class people exploited by business
and attacked by 18 years of Tory
government.

Field’s immediate target is to

carry through Peter Lilley’s plan

to scrap the State Earnings Re-
lated Pension Scheme (SERPS),
and funnel contributions into
private pension schemes.

But his influence as a dogged
proponent of privatisation and the
“tough love” notion of press gang-
ing the unemployed from the dole
into low-paid jobs will permeate
beyond his own department.

Far from being a “maverick” as
the press still label him, Field rep-

~ resents the brutal essence of New

Labour drawn out to its logical
conclusion. | <

- He 1s, to borrow Oscar Wilde’s
famous phrase on fox-hunting, the
unspeakable in pursuit of the un-

thinkable.

—Andrew Wiard

In a field of his own: Frank admires handiwork of Pinochet’s
dictatorship. Unfortunately he is no maverick.

Bloody horrors behind

Chile’s pensions fiasco

- John Llster

Frank Field’s book How to

~ Pay for the Future: Building a

Stakeholder’s Welfare draws
heavily on the model of the
Chilean economy. The archi-
tect of Chile’s pension re-
forms, Dr José Pinera, is one
‘of his heroes.

But what really happened in
Chile?

The reforms were introduced in

1981, after the Chilean trade union
and labour movement and all politi-
cal opposition had been ruthlessly
crushed by General Pinochet’s mili-
tary dictatorship.

Pinochet’s troops seized power
in September 1973, determined
from the outset to implement the
most ruthless and comprehensive

experiment in monetarist policy.

To clear the path for this the
constitution was suspended, con-
gress was dissolved and the elec-
toral register destroyed. All political
and trade union organisations were
declared illegal, political activity was
banned, civil liberties suspended;

War on single mothers

800,000 jobless single parents will be summoned to interviews
at Job Gentres in a new Labour offensive aimed at dragooning
them into low-paid jobs.

Under the new plans, each woman will be given a ‘“tailor-made
back to work plan”, drawn up by Joh Centre staff.

But in the ahsence of sufficient jobs paying decent rates, the en-
tire exercise seems to be another effort to intimidate women into
accepting insecure, part-time and low-paid employment, in order to

cut welfare spending.

Tony Blair has insisted that Labour does not yet plan to change
the rules which prevent single parents with children under 16 being
compelled to take johs hy threat of losiong henefit.

However Downing Street has admitted that Frank Field is examin-
ing ‘“‘new ideas”. The future looks hleak.

strict censorship and a curfew were
imposed.

Hundreds of thousands of people

who were suspected of member-
ship of left wing political organisa-
tions or linked with the previous

regime were killed, imprisoned, tor-

tured or driven into exile.

At least 30,000 were killed in the
first four years, with another 2,500
“disappeared”, and tens of thou-
sands passing through prisons and
concentration camps.

The architects of the economic

policies ushered ir on the bones of a

devastated workers’ movement

were dubbed the “Chicago boys”

after the Chicago school of mone-
tarist economics headed by Milton

Friedman, who visited Chile in 1975

to give personal supervision and
support to the “shock treatment”
being meted out.

Until mid 1982 when the econ-

- omy plunged into chaos and reces-

sion, the Chicago boys had
Pinochet’s complete support, and
‘he boasted in 1981 that “In this
country not a leaf moves unless |
move it.”
The Chicago boys worked ruth-

lessly to a rigid ideology: the free
market was to be the means

through which all relations had to be

mediated: Chile had to be forced

into the world market, regardless of

the cost in jobs and living standards.
The currency had to be stabilised,

and the public sector deficit slashed.

Privatisation was at the centre of
the agenda from the outset. At the
time of the coup there were 464
firms under state control: by June
1980 all but a few had been sold off
at bargain basement prices. Unem-
ployment doubled in a year.

Public welfare was virtually

‘wiped out. School spending was
slashed by 44% in five years, and

e
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- charges were introduced for pri-

mary and secondary school educa-
tion, with the result that 30% of
young Chileans were receiving no
education at all in 1978. Higher edu-

~ cation, too, was devastated, and the

expected growth of private universi-
ties never materialised. |
Those who benefited were of

~ course the super-rich. By 98] even

the US Embassy in Santiago re-

ported that Chile’s private sector

was “an oligopolistic market domi-

nated by six major conglomerates”,
two of which controlled over 50%

of the country’s private capital.

This was the Chile in which Frank
Field’s hero, a chosen Chicago boy
protégé of Pinochet, introduced his
pension reforms. Individual workers
were left to contribute themselves
to a private scheme, replacing the
old system in which the state and
the employers had contributed.

- Workers were offered the raght to

switch their accumulated savings in

the old state scheme into a private

alternative. '
Eight years later, lnequal:ty was

greater than ever in Chile. 44% of
the population was livifg in poverty.-

By 1991 a United Nations review
found that only 52% of the Chilean
workforce were paying in to
Pinera’s scheme. Many of these
would end up with “acquired bene-
fits less than the guarnateed mini-
mum”. But the private pension
schemes were coining in profits and
Ievymg extensive fees and commis-
sion.

Among the heaviest losers had

been workers forced into casual and

part-time employment and the self-

employed. = ‘
Predictably, a pensions policy

born out of monetarist dogma and

imposed by a ruthless dictatorship

has served further to exploit and
impoverish those on the lowest
wages, and to deepen social inequal-
ity. ‘
The question is why a Labour
politician should look with such af-

- fection on this excrescence of the
. Pinochet regime, and whether Tony

Blair will try to implement the same

'thi_ng here.
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Post-election syndrome
grips Labour left

Pete Firmin proposéls which would effectively

The Conference held by the abolish the right of CLPs and trade
Network of Socialist Cam- ~unions to influence party policy.
paign Groups on ‘A Socialist Pam "I'atloyv from the‘Labour
Strategy for Labour’ on Sat- y¥ermen s Action S-ommittes
urday 31st May was only at- pomted,out how the Labour.

. | . ~ women'’s conference was being

B tendtedfl:{‘ about 8bO l':leop le, carved out of any input into the dis-

most of them probably sup-

) cussion, and Maria Exall from ‘Keep
poﬂirs of one formation or the Link’ pointed to some of the
another.

lessons of the way in which the ‘La-

was a useful fallback |}
‘where this could not |
yet be won.

Alan Simpson and
Ken Livingstone in
the opening plenary, |
and Greg Tucker and
Tony Benn in closing
the conference
spoke of the wider
issues facing the Left

A well-attended workshop on
Labour, Europe and economic pol-
~ icy not only allowed for fuller analy-
sis, but also for discussion of an
internationalist, socialist alternative
and whether we should only op-
pose the convergence criteria or
the single currency as such. |
Links with other struggles were
“also highlighted, with speakers from -

- the Liverpool dockers and the -

This is an :ndlcatlon of the disar- Southwark coliege strike, both of bour into Power’ proposals were following the elgc- B
ray of the Labour Left about the whom also spoke of the need fora . overwhelmingly defeated at CWU tion victory, particu- e
way forward, campalgn around the repeal of the conference. ~larly how to e

Nevertheless, important issues
facing the Left both inside and out-
side the Labour Party were dis-
cussed. Key among these was the
question of economic policy and

While Ann Black from Labour
Reform argued the need to submit
amendments to the final ‘Action
Plan', and others saw some positive

campaign around key
issues without cut-
ting ourselves off
from those who

~ think Blair will de-

anti-union laws.

Issues
Workshops on a variety of other

the European single currency.

issues such as local government, ra-

cism, women, lesbian and gay rights |

aspects of the proposals, the major-
ity felt they should be rejected alto-

In the opening plenary both Alan
Simpson, secretary of the Socialist
Campaign Group of Labour MPs,
and Gill Lee, fresh from the British
leg of the Euromarch, spoke of the
importance of the Euromarch in
shifting the debate on Maastricht
and the single currency in the la-
bour movement. |

and the unions, showed beth the
range of issues which the left need

to take up within the Party and the
campaigns around which they need

to be involved.

‘The plenary on Defending Party |

Democracy produced a lively dis-
cussion on the tactics involved in
fighting the ‘Labour into Power'

Labour hands
over to bankers
New dogs
revert to old

tricks

Duncan Chapple

New Labour is copying the eco-
nomic policies of right wing
1980's US President Ronald
Reagan. Giving control over in-
terest rates to the Bank of Eng-
land encourages high rates. But
New Labour's sloppy attempts
at encouraging demand will
lead the bank to increase inter-
est rates. -

The ILabour government is
wrong to give up control of fiscal
policy. Even in today’s global
economy, national governments
have a significant room for ma-
noeuvre. The former Chancellor,
Kenneth Clarke, kept interest
rates lower than the bank of Eng-
land wanted.

Under capitalism lower interest

rates help people to spend and in-

vest. Higher interest rates encour-
- age saving and gambling on
currencies and shares. They put up

housing costs and slow down the

‘economy.

The Bank Of England 1S even
less likely to keep interest rates
down than the Tories. Physically
and politically, the bank is part of
- the speculative casino economy of
the City of London. Economically
it is cautious even by capitalist
standards. That’s why there has
been a real questioning of labour's
granting of bank independence by
Clarke and many economists.

New Labouris adapting the eco-

nomic policy known as monetar-
ism. Monetarism grew up in the
late 1960s and 1970s When prices
inflated rapidly.

The economic recession that
started then cut down the profits of

capitalists. In response, bosses put
up their prices in order to defend
their profits. Price rises led to
higher wage claims and to more

militant trade unions. The bosses

needed a way forward.

Monetarist
Monetarism was their answer.

Monetarists argued that inflation

was caused by too much money
chasing too few goods.

Bringing down the supply of

money would reduce inflation and
stabilise the economy. There are
two ways to do that: to reduce the
amount of money in existence, and
to take money out of circulation by
using high interest rates to dis-
courage inflation, imports, spend-

ing and investment. They led to

gether.
A more nuanced debate took

- place around the issue of whether
the Left should go for outright de-

feat of the proposals at conference
or attempt to get a decision de-
ferred for a year.

Many speakers felt that while we

should argue for rejection, delay

liver given time.

- Ken Livingstone
made clear that the
Campaign Group of
MPs has no intention |
of dissolving into a looser forma-
tion, and Tony Benn talked of the
need for the refounding of the La-
bour Party, incorporating environ-
mental groups, pensioners, peace

Stressmg Euromarch: Alan SImpson

campaigners as well as the trade un-
ions.
However, this was left rather ab-
act rather than spell out a strategy

for the Left.

“See how much better you can do without going to college? You’ve got a job,

you’'re working in the great outdoors ...

less demand and the deep reces-
sion of the early 1980s in Britain

and the US. :

New Labour's policy uses the
monetarist idea that high interest
rates keep down inflation by forc-
ing money out of circulation. La-
bour's top priority is low inflation -
not high

New Labour thinks the Tories
have let the economy grow too
much. Labour’s upcoming budget
will add a new twist to their nco-
liberal policies. It is possible that
tax allowances will be reduced, ex-

cise on fuel increased, mortgagere-

lief cut, and BT included in the
upcoming windfall tax.
These tax increases could give

The 1945 Labour government nationalised the Bank ot
England — as part of its effort to restore British capitalism.
From 1964 onwards Harold Wilson’s government, which

had denounced the *

Gnomes ot Zurich”, bowed to the

British and international bankers, scrapped his election
promises and devalued the pound. In 1976 Labour
Chancellor Denis Healey caved in to the International
Monetary Fund and imposed swingeing cuts on public
spending. Gordon Brown’s collapse is the quickest yet.

the government an extra £6 billion.

Unlike the classical monetarism of

Margaret Thatcher, Labour is
pledged to using much of this
money to slightly inflate the econ-
omy, by putting an extra 250,000
into cheap labour schemes.

Reagonomics

Labour faces the same problem
as Ronald Reagan’s inconsistent
experiment with monetarism. Rea-

gan aimed to cut both taxes and the

government deficit and bring
down inflation.

But the deficit could not be cut.

Income from taxes continued to
rise. The increases in government
spending provoked increases in in-
terest rates from-1982.

- It led to serious pressures on
borrowers and forced companies
into bankruptcy. It made central

banks much more powerful in
- forming state policy, to the extent
where the heads of the German and

US central banks are presented as
having more control over the econ-
omy than their governments!

It is quite possible that Labour
will face the same dilemmas. La-
bour must increase taxes if it fails

What more could you ask?”

to cut state spending Higher taxes

will mean less saving and more
money in circulation.

The Bank of England will raise in- -
terest rates in order to prevent infla-

tion. High interest rates will contract

the economy, increasing the budget
deficit still further.

The cycle can be temporarily
avoided by a basic attack on state
spending much more profound than
that considered by the Conservauve
government. |

Socialists argue for all banks, not
just the Bank of England, to be na-
tionalised and put under fully demo-
cratic control. Parliament's Treasury
Select Committee could be expanded
to include delegates elected by trades

‘unions, women's organisations, con-

sumer groups, the unemployed
groups combating homelessness, en-
vironmental bodies and every other
part of society. o

These elected representatives
should ensure banking works for full

"~ employment, invests in community

projects, develops fair trade with
countries in the East and the South
and serves the interests of working
people in this country and abroad.
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TNCs
rule
OK>?

B. Skanthakumar

The Multilateral Agreement
on Investment (MAIl) which is
being prepared by the Or-

- ganisation for Economic Co-
operation and Development
(OECD) will increase even fur-
ther the power and privileges
of trans-national corporations
(TNCs) by undermining na-
tional regulations.

The Ecologist magazine (Janu-
ary/February 1997) quotes World
Trade Organisation: Director-- |
General Renato Ruggiero boasting,
“We are writing the constitution of a
single global economy.” The MAI
would compel countries to treat
TNCs as favourably as domestic
companies without being subject to
commitments that had previously
bound them including the employ-
‘ment of local managers and
compulsory purchase of domestically
provided goods and services.

Many TNCs are attracted to coun-
_ tries through public subsidies, tax
holidays and the waiving of customs
duties.

In return some countries imposed
performance requirements on them

which included an obligation to meet

employment goals such as equal op-
portunities for women and
minorities, pay a living wage and re--
invest in the community.

These would be banned under the
MAI as anti-competitive.

Capital flight

Obligations to retain investments
within a country for a certain period
would also be barred allowing corpo-
rations to use even the threat of
- corporate flight to low wage areas to
undermine the bargaining power of
unions. ‘

- Standards to protect workers and
consumers are absent from the MAI
even the customary token mention
they receive in other trade and in-
vestment agreements hke NAFTA
and GATT. -

George Monbiot, writing in The
Guardian points out that the far-
“reaching nature of these provisions
reduce national parliaments to
rubber stamp bodies and the status
of elected representatives to that of
filing clerks.

So this is living in a democracy?
The decisions that matter are taken
by unknown, unelected and unac-

- countable bureaucrats and company
directors.

floors flagging E

By Geoff Lowe

THINGS are not going entlrely
to plan for Europe’s bourgeoi-
sie. After welcoming the victory
of Tony Blair as Britain’s man
most likely to enter the Euro-
pean single currency, the
wheels have come off the wagon
with the shock electoral victory
of Lionel Jospin®s Socialist

Party in France.

French President Jacques Chi-
rac’s gamble on calling elections a
year early back-fired spectacularly.

.The first roqund of voting
brought a foretaste of the disaster
pending for the right wing alliance,
and triggered the resignation of

Prime Minister Alain Juppé.

Chirac now faces five years as
President with the government
controlled by a leftwing alliance of
the Socialist Party, Communist
Party, Greens and smaller left or-

ganisations.

French capitalists certainly
seemed convinced that the left
could win: panic selling on the
stock-exchange with the inevitable
drop in the price of shares and
the response to the
likely formation of a Socialist
Party-led government elected on a
platform of cutting unemployment
and seeking a reinterpretation or
renegotratlon of the Maastricht

bonds was

Treaty

A v1ct0ry for the right depended
on them winning votes from the
far-right Front National, which
won 15 percent in the first round.
But that failed to materialise, not
least because the FN was itself di-

vided over election tactics.

FN leader Jean-Mat ie le Pen fa-
voured contesting the second
round where it is eligible to stand.
This will split the right wing vote
and gave extra seats to the left,
which has overturned the right

wing’s 200-seat majority.

However Le pen was not without
his critics. Former Gaullist Bruno
Megret, who scored 35 percent in
the first round, wanted the FN to
step down in favour of the tradi-
tional right-wing parties. But even
where the FN was not standing
ab-
stalned some even voted for the

many of their supporters

| _' left.

The elections are a clear rejec-
~tion of Juppé’s government’s at-
tempts to meet the Maastricht
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A wave of oppos:tlon to Maastncht austerity brings a wave of triumph from the grey man with red support

criteria for monetary union.

They reflect, at a Parliamentary
level, the massive campaigns by
French workers over the last few
years against attacks on living stan-
dards and the welfare state. |

Despite the undoubted commit-
ment to Maastricht by Juppe and
President Chirac the right-wing
government has been unable to im-

pose its policies. It has frequently
- had to retreat in the face of deter-

mined opposition.
The Socialist Party coalition has
had to partly reflect that hostility.

 SP leader Lionel Jospin has been

pushed into calling for a change in
the Maastricht criteria so that
monetary union is accompanied by
measures to reduce unemploy-
ment. The ‘social Europe’ envis-
aged by both the Socialists and the
Communist Party (which is openly
opposed to a single currency) is
profoundly at odds with the Europe
of the Mazastricht Treaty.

Indeed the left majority in the

National Assembly now depends

‘upon the backing of Communist

deputies, suggesting that Jospin
could be forced even further into
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- flght against austerity in Europe.
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* A socialist answer
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inc postage from
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opposition to the EMU process.
If the left attempt to put their

policies into practice there would

be no chance whatsoever of France
being able to meet the criteria for
monetary union. |

Indeed, French opposition com-

bined with Chancellor Kohl’s cur- |
rent problems in Germany could

now call the possibility of Euro-
pean monetary union into question
Hence the hostility of the stock-
exchange to even the prospect of a
government of the left.

..........

If the left are the winners of the

‘election the second biggest winners

were undoubtedly the Front Na-
tional. Their average score of 15
percent was their best ever —and in
a number of seats thelr poll was
much higher.

The FN was the only clearly
anti-Maastricht party, which ex-
plains some of their support. They

- also attract support because of their

racism, which has been legitimised -

by the government’s adoption of
ever harsher measures against im-
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migrants. |

But the FN also attract support be-
cause in some towns where they have -
influence they do try to provide solu-
tions to the problems faced by workers
and small business people (so long as
they are white, of course).

Some of their highest scores, in
fact, were in areas with few immi-
grants where the main issues were un-
employment and the effects of the
government’s attempts to meet the
Maastricht criteria, rather than immi-
gration.

‘An incoming left government has
to face up to the problem of the FN.

It has to learn that there must beno -
compromise with the FN on racism
and immigration controls. Conces-
sions to le Pen only strengthen him.

However, the left has to take note
that many people vote FN as a protest
against government attacks on their
living standards and deterroratmg
conditions of life.

The left has to tackle these eco-

nomic and social issues if it is to halt
the rise of the FN.
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