revolt

grows
page 2

Driving the
homeless
off the streets

For socialist renewal!

By Richard Bayley,
York NALGO (Health)
e Government’s announce-
T:;ent that the second wave
of NHS opt-outs is to
proceed at full pace shows that

the Tories intend to rip the heart

out of the NHS before the next
election.

118. applications for *“‘Trust
Status” (ie. opt-outs) are being
made this year. 57 hospitals have
already opted out.

If all 118 applications are

approved — and there is every

Manchester protest at opt-out. Photo: John Smith (Profile)

indication that the vast majority
will be — then fully one-third of all
INHS activities will be ‘““opted out”’.
Run by unaccountable Boards of
Directors with the power to wheel
and deal in patient services as they
see fit, the so-called ‘““NHS Trusts’’
will be on the road to privatisation.

No expense has been spared in
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Peace in
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Tories puli
one-third of

hospitals out
of the NHS

preparing the Trust applications.
Some hospitals have spent as much
as £2 million on getting ready to
opt-out.

Cynically using the argument that
they are, in John Major’s words,
‘“‘opting out of bureaucracy”’,
Health Authorities up and down the
country have been employing an

and
administration managers to run the
Tory-style NHS.

‘‘Business secrets’ are now part
of the health service. None of the
118 Trust applicants have published
their business plans for public

army of accountants

Turn to page 2

Labour/TUC call a day of action!
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Finish off the poll tax!

Millions more
refuse to pay

By Cate Murphy

oll tax non-payment
Pis rising, with one

in four people hav-
ing made no payment for
1991.

Some councils have receiv-
ed less than 10% of their poll
tax charged, and three in four
councils are facing collection
problems because people are
objecting to being asked to
pay extra — in some cases
£20 or more — to compensate
for last year’s non-payment.

In Scotland non-payment
figures rose from 13.7 per
cent in the first year to 25.7
per cent in the second, and
England and Wales look set
to follow that pattern. Now
that the government has ad-
mitted that the poll tax is un-
fair and unworkable, more
and more people are joining
the ranks of the poll tax non-
payment campaign. And the
government’s ‘‘bribe’’ of
£140 off poll tax bills has had
little success in encouraging
payment.

Nor have the court cases
and jailings made much im-
pact on the non-payment
figures. 4.5 million sum-

monses have been issued
already, and that figure is
likely to rise to 7.5 million by
the end of 1991, but poll tax
debts are already nearing £1.5
billion.

The scale of the non-
payment means that next
year’s bills will rise even more
sharply, and the proposed
replacement for the poll tax,
the “‘council tax’ will be
equally hard to collect.

The poll tax campaign may
no longer be front-page news,
but its impact is still being felt
by councils throughout Bri-
tain.

*We should continue to
fight to boost non-payment,
and link that fight with the
council workers’ fight against
job losses and cuts in ser-
vices,

With the general election
looming, we must fight in the
Labour Party to commit a
Labour government to im-
mediate abolition of the poll
tax and its replacement with a
fair system of local govern-
ment financing, with central
government funding restored
— and raised — to adequate
levels.

And we must demand an
amnesty for all non-payers,
and for all poll tax prisoners.

Gorbachev?

By Martin Thomas

production in the USSR

went down 12 per cent.

Productivity in the state sector
decreased by 11 per cent, imports
went down by half and exports
by nearly a quarter, and prices
went up 48 per cent. The state
budget deficit was 46% bigger
than planned.

All those are official figures.
The chief statistician also
reckons that 1200 or so of the
country's 20,000 biggest enter-
prises are idle for lack of supplies
at any given time.

No wonder Mikhail Gor-
bachev wants aid from the West;
and no wonder some Western
leaders who want to keep Gor-
bachev in power are in favour of
giving aid.

The advocates of aid appear
more humane, more generous,
than the opponents. But that Jef-
frey Sachs — whose plan reduced
almost the whole Bolivian in-
dustrial working class to paupers
— is among them should make
us think. The aim of the aid is
always to help Gorbachev in-
troduce wesiern-type capitalism
in the USSR

The Economist magazine

In the first half of this year,

argues against aid for Gor-

Should the left back aid for

bachev, and also against
economic sanctions against
police-state China, on the
grounds that ‘‘China has done
more te become the sort of
economy the West wants to en-
courage than has the Soviet
Union.”" Despite all the Chinese
government’s talk of recentralis-
ing, non-state enterprise now
produces nearly half its in-
dustrial output, and the propor-
tion is increasing fast.

The Soviet bureaucracy, big-
ger, older, and more solid than
the East European
bureaucracies, has not smoothly
adapted itself to a new order, but
insiead fragmented into a weller
of factions divided on political
and national lines. A military
dictatorship probably ‘‘makes
sense’’ for those who want free-
market measures quickly and ef-
fectively.

Whether the pro-aid faction in
the West is right or the anti-aid
faction is nearer the mark, the
left has no interest in supporting
handouts to Gorbachey.

What we should campaign for
is assistance to the new indepen-
dent trade unions in the USSR.
Only the development of the
Soviet workers’ movement can
halt the USSR’s slide towards
pauperisation, civil war between
nationalities, and a probable
military coup.

Save the NHS!

From front page

scrutiny, and the general public
have no access to facts and
figures aboul the existing opted-
out hospitals. Those facts and
figures are now ‘“‘confidential
business information'’!

Many opted out hospitals are
introducing new staff contracts
that make disclosure of informa-
tion about what the hospitals
are, and aren’t, doing to
anybody outside a disciplinary
offence. This paves the way for
the sacking of any employee that
blows the whistle on the state of
an opted-out hospital.

The NHS Trusts are a disaster
for patients and staff, with

thousands of NHS ancillary
workers due to be made redun-
dant, in order to balance the
books in the new profit-and-loss
health service. Serious campaign-
ing now can still stop the Tories
and will help Labour kick the
Tories out at the same time.

Major and his cronies still ped-
dle the lie that peopie don't yet
understand the ‘‘benefits’’ of his
attacks on the NHS — 1alk the
language of the poll tax to him!

Labo ill never have a better
opportunity to mobilise millions
than in a campaign to defend the
NHS. A Labour Party/TUC
demonstiration against the
Tories’ NHS plans would be the
biggest march seen in Britain for
decades.

Start organising now!

Big debates coming
on union rights

e TUC and Labour
Party conferences
this autumn should

see a big fight over trade
union rights.

Britain’s biggest union, the
TGWU, has a motion calling
for the repeal of all anti-
union laws and a new legal
framework.

The furniture workers’
union, FTAT, will call for
workers to have a legal right
to strike in solidarity with
others in struggle.

A counter-motion from the
telecom union, NCU, accepts
the Labour leaders’ line of
keeping most of the Tory
laws in place. Michael
Meacher spelled out the line
in 1989: “Would it be lawful
[under a Labour Govern-

Left candidates for
National Executive
elections

Treasurer: Gavin Strang MP
Constituency Section: Diane
Abbott MP; Tony Benn MP;

Jeremy Corbyn MP; Ken Liv-
ingstone MP; Alice Mahon MP;

Kanta Patel; Dennis Skinner
MP ;

Women’s Section: Leonora
Lloyd; Anni Marjoram; Pauline
Purnell.

National Constitational Com-
mittee: Richard Hanford (CLP
seat); Bill Murphy (CLP seat).
Conference Arrangements Com-
mittee: Pete Willsman (CLP
seat).

ment] for workers to refuse
to handle imports from South
Africa? Answer, no.

“Would meat porters be
allowed to take action in sup-
port of nurses? Answer, no:..
We would retain the current
Code of Practice on peaceful
picketing which limits the
number of picket [to six]"’
(Independent, 9 October
1989).

TUC General Secretary,
Norman Willis, will want the
TUC congress at the start of
September to fudge the
issues, and probably some
TGWU leaders will help him.
But strong feeling among
rank and file trade unionists
has recently been reflected in
the vote by the rail and sea
union, RMT, to drop its
previous support for the
Labour leaders’ line and go
for full trade union rights.

Another major union,
NALGO, was won to full
trade union rights at its con-
ference in 1990.

The agenda for the Labour
Party conference at the end
of September also shows a
strong push from the rank
and file. The campaign by
Socialist Organiser and
others over the last few years
for a ““Workers’ Charter’” of
positive rights — the right to
unionise, the right to strike,
the right to picket, the right
to take solidarity action, and
the right for unmions to
regulate their own affairs —
has yielded some 17 motions

Unity planned against
Kinnock's purge

the country are

organising for a
united conference against
Kinnock’s purges. The
conference will be held on
21 September in Man-
chester,

Socialist Organiser sup-
porters face attempts to
purge them in Sheffield
Brightside, Sheffield Central,
Southampton and Not-
tingham East Labour Parties.
The worst of the attacks is in
Sheffield, where local right
wingers boast that their aim is
to root out SO supporters
across the city because they
would otherwise soon gain in-
fluence comparable to that of
Militant in Liverpool.

So far no SO supporter has

I-abour activists across

been expelled from the
Labour Party in consequence
of the ‘‘ban™ on the paper
confirmed by last October’s
Labour Party conference —
evidently the Party managers
decided that the strong op-
position to the ban at the
conference meant that a im-
mediate moves would be too
troublesome — but now a
witch-hunt seems to be
gathering speed across the
board.

The Kinnockites hope to
push through their purges in
Lambeth, Brighton and many
other areas on the coat-tails
of their drive against AMili-
tant.

Details of the 21 September
conference from Steve
French, 56 Ashby House,
Loughborough Road, Lon-
don SW9 7SL.

...Ne seemn bo be able
to manage, that

Quite

to conference.

Of all the most controver-
sial sections of the conference
agenda, trade union rights. is
probable the one with the
biggest input from Consti-
tuency Labour Parties.

The debate is made more
urgent by the Tories’ new
plans for yet more curbs on
the unions. If they win the
coming General Election, the
Tories will impose:
® Postal — not workplace —
ballots before strikes.

* Seven days’ notice to the
bosses of all strikes.

* A right for any union-
basher to go to court for
damages against local
government, rail or any other
public service unions which
strike ““illegally”’.

* [ndustrial agreements will
be legally binding unless
stated otherwise — which
means that strikes can be il-
legal, even after all the proper
ballots and limitations, if
they break a procedure agree-
ment with the bosses.

® Agreements for union dues
to be ‘“‘checked off’’ from
wages must have the signed
consent of every member,
renewed at least once a year.
® The TUC will lose all power
to arbitrate inter-union
disputes.

The wretched Labour
leaders can do no better than
whine that the Tories’ plans
seem a bit excessive and un-
necessary. The rank and file
must make our voice heard!

Liberal threat in

The Labour Party
National Executive's
threat to expel Terry
Fields, MP for Liverpool
Broadgreen, has angered
local Labour Party
supporters. A local
Labour activist spoke to
Anne Field

ven people who are
Eambivalenl about

about supporting
Terry because of the poll tax
issue or anything else, such
as the Walton by-election, in
comparison with which the
poll tax is almost a side
issue, would be very angry if
the Labour Party National
Executive Committee
decided to suspend or expel
him.

The lie
machine

Daily Expre

Is this an army pressure
group pulling Public Rela-
tions strings? ‘‘Queen’s
stony silence at announce-
ment of Army cuts’’. Did it
happen like that? Is
Elizabeth Windsor (aged 65)
really unhappy about losing
her toy soldiers?

Eraisa fa o 37e |
Hey ho! A change of public
image for the future king
and queen.

‘“The royal soap opera”’ is,
of course, a whopping great
cliché by now — but, I ask
you! Do you still believe
that there isn’f a team of
live-in scribblers at Buck-
ingham Palace controlling it
all?
Obviously the people we see
here are actors. I wonder
what the real Princess Di
E:d Prince Charles look

e.

And this paper, the Mirror,
with this news coverage, is
probably the best of the
mass-circulation press...

Broadgreen

People will be very angry
about that, given the fact that
he was clearly selected with the
support of 75% to 80% of the
CLP.

On the doorstep during elec-
tion campaigns il is the same
story. I have worked in both
Terry's campaigns, and the
response I was getting on the
doorstep was ‘I don’t like his
politics, but he's a good consti-
tuency MP. He helped me with
this or that, he’s good at his
job."

I think that the campaigning
in defence of Terry will be a
combination of the defence of
the democratic rights of the
CLP and the danger of lpsing
the seat to the Liberals in the
General Election. But, increas-
ingly, as the temperature hots
up, the emphasis will shift to
the latter.

And if Terry is suspended or
expelled, he has said last week
that he will stand as a Broad
Left candidate. His political
agent has said that too and
make il very clear. This would
split the vote and probably let
the Liberals in.
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notoriously unable to stop

crimes against working
people. Their representatives
are always moaning that they
are understaffed and
overworked.

But they can find the time for a
major new effort to drive homeless
beggars off London’s streets.

500 beggars have been arrested so
far this year by the heroes of

The London police are

Advisory
Editorial Board

Graham Bash

Viadimir Derer

Terry Eagleton

Jatin Haria (Labour Party
Black Sections)

Dorothy Macedo
Joe Marino
John Mcliroy
John Nicholson
Peter Tatchell

Members of the Advisory Committee are
drawn from a broad cross section of the
left who are opposed to the Labour Par
ty's witch-hunt against Secialist
Orpaniser. Views expressed in articles are
the responsihility of the authors and not
of the Advisory Editorial Board

Scotland Yard’s drive to push
naked poverty and homelessness in
London out of sight of the tourists
and the well-to-do Londoners.

With the push to drive the
homeless away from the streets
where they beg comes the
propaganda drive.

Not all beggars, say the police,
are utterly destitute; some of them
have homes and hovels to go to.
Many are “‘intelligent and able
bodied”’.

And the police have made the
discovery that groups of small-time
gangsters prey on London’s vast
population of homeless beggars.

And their conclusion? That
something should be done about
London’s vast problem of
homelessness and unemployment,
especially among young people?

No, that is not the point of the
exercise. The point is to whip up
fear and loathing against the
outcasts who make central London
these days look like a Third World
city.

The policeman who runs the
drive to terrorise the poor off Lon-
don’s streets — they call it “‘Opera-
tion Taurus’’ — Detective Chief In-
spector Robin Jackson, knows what
message he is pushing. He told the
Evening Standard:

““There is one lesson we want to
pass on. That is, that you don’t give
money to anyone. Nobody at all,
until we have cleaned the parasites
off the streets.”

Not only are they all parasites,
and fake beggars ‘‘with good homes
to go to”’, the Evening Standard

tells stories about beggars turning
violent.

espise them, hate them, loathe
Dthem — drive them off the

streets! It is not that London
is awash with the needy and the
dispossessed, but that honest, pro-
sperous Londoners are being preyed
upon by lazy, ““intelligent and able
bodied’’ parasites.

Despise, hate, loathe — back the
police! Do not feel a bad conscience
at the sight of hungry youngsters:
don’t be soft — and remember to
vote Tory at the next election!

Of course you will get gangs prey-
ing on homeless beggars — where
you get large numbers of homeless
beggars. Of course you will get
‘“fake’’ beggars, people who have
some choice in the matter — where
begging has become established as
the only means of life for a lot of
people; where those who can afford
to give a few coins know that vast
numbers really are destitute.

Thus the Tories set up a regime of
police terror against the homeless

* Between 1978 and 1987 the
average real income of the bot-
tom ten per cent of the popula-
tion fell by 5. 7%, while the
better-off gained an improve-
ment of around 30%.

* The top 5 per cent in Britain
own 37% of all marketable
wealth and about three-guarters
of all fland and shares. The bot-
tom 50 per cent own just 7% of
all marketable wealth.

o TR ST

Don't give cash to

S ataaard rvetieston
on the streets of London and back
it up by propaganda, a drive based
on the lying pretence that the ma-
jority of the people begging on Lon-
don streets are there because they
have freely chosen that way of life!

It is a plain bourgeois obscenity.
With unemployment growing and
set to continue growing for at least
a year ahead, pitching young people
out to swell the ranks of the
destitute in London — now the
Tories and their police launch a
drive to clean up central London!

t is the operation of the pattern
|noted long ago by the French

writer Anatole France, when he
commented wryly: ““The law in its
majesty forbids the rich as well as
the poor to sleep under the bridges
of the Seine”’.

No doubt Scotland Yard will pro-
ve its impartiality by arresting any
millionaire or drunken refugee
from the Henley Regatta who turns
up at Picaddilly and starts begging
or busking.

With their craven, bootlicking,
support for the Tories on all ““law
and order questions’’ Her Majesty’s
Loyal Opposition helps make possi-
ble this new move to drive the
homeless and the destitute out of
sight by police terrorisation.

The Labour MPs live in a Lon-
don where you cannot walk down
a central London street at the height
of a bitter cold winter without pass-
ing human beings, many of them

meles

* 471 people died from living on
the streets — through hypother-
mia and other causes — in
1989, the last year for which
there are official figures. Doctors
who work with the homeless
reckon that living on the streets
takes 20 years off your life.
Diseases like TB, long in decline,
have increased again since the
late ‘80s.

* /n four central London courts
alone, 1400 people were pro-
secuted in 1989 under the
Vagrancy Act of 1824, under
which “‘every person wandering
abroad and lodging in the open
air’* or “‘endeavouring to gather
alms” is liable to 3 months’ jail.
Although the 1824 law had
been in disuse for many years
before the 1980s, the Govern-
ment has blocked moves to
repeal it.

* Last year it was estimated
that about 3000 people were
sleeping rough on the average
night in London. The Govern-
ment claims that the figure has
been reduced to a few hundred
this year by a drive to open more
hostel places and drive the
homeless into them, but groups
working with the homeless ques-
tion the claim.

¢ 6.6 million people in Britain
live in “‘relative poverty’’, accor-
ding to a European Community
report this year. More people are
poor in Britain, proportionately,
than in any other EC country.

Police and press whip up anti- beggar hysteria

Driving the ho
off the streetsr

2

youngsters starting out in life, lying

on cardboard in the doorways
of large buildings, wrapped in rags.

They live in a capital city with its
own “‘cardboard city™’.

They represent — those Labour
MPs — constituencies from which
these destitute young people are
driven to London by poverty and
unemployment to see what they can
find there.

Will they protest at the brutal
“Operation Taurus’’? The labour
movement should demand of them
that they do.

“‘Operation Taurus’’ — Taurus
the Bull. Operation Bullshit!

“The emancipation of the working
class 15 also the emancipation of all
human beings without distinction of

sex or race.”
Karl Marx
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Bullshit on the
shoptloor

That old misery-guts

INSIDE

Orwell may have got

a few things wrong in
1984 but he was dead
right about ‘‘Newspeak”’.
These days, insurance
salesmen are ‘‘financial
advisers’’, and PR men
are ‘‘image consultants’.
In industrial relations all
the talk is of ‘‘Human
Resource Management’’
(HRM), ‘‘Quality of
Working Life’’ (QWL)

THE UNIONS

By Sleeper

and the ‘‘Groupleader’’ (GL) concept.

The motor industry seems to be particularly prone to
industrial Newspeak, so it was refreshing to read (in
Trade Union News) a carworker sum up what all these
fancy concepts really mean: ‘‘Bullshit!”’

““The real reasons for GLs are: (i) to reduce supervi-
sion; (ii) to weaken/eliminate shopfloor organisation and
trade union influence; (iii) to be party to, and party of,
cost-cutting...through combining parts of separate job
allocations, and so on.”

Other names associated with this process are ‘‘team
working”’, “‘flexibility”’, ‘‘versatility’’, ‘““multi-skilling”’
and ““quality circles’’. It all amounts to the same thing: a
concerted employers’ offensive to introduce ‘‘Japanisa-
tion”’. The precise details vary from company to com-
pany, but in general ‘“‘Japanese work methods’’ involve
abolishing traditional skills demarcations, introducing
““teams’’ and ‘“quality circles’’ that by-pass existing
union structures, and appointing ‘‘Groupleaders’’ from
the shopfloor, to ““lead”’ groups of three to 12 workers
and monitor quality, job performance, etc.

The package is often accompanied by single union no-
strike deals and accompanied by ‘‘sweeteners’’ like im-
proved wages, consolidation of bonus payments and
shorter hours.

These methods were pioneered in Britain by Nissan at
its greenfield site in Tyne and Wear. When Isuzu took
over the Bedford van plant at Luton (now IBC) in 1987,
a similar agreement was forced in, using the threat of
closure to ensure acceptance (by the narrowest of
margins).

Vauxhall has been easing Japanese methods into its
Ellesmere Port plant since 1986, and Ford is bringing in
the Groupleader concept at Halewood. The response,
even from militant shopfloor trade unionists, has tended
to be that ‘“Japanisation’’ is now inevitable and the best
that can be done is to attempt to limit the worst excesses
of the new working methods and maintain basic union
structures alongside (or within) them. This is essentially
the approach that has been adopted by the unions at
Ellesmere Port. The problem with this response is that it
concedes victory to the employer in advance.

In fact, the battle against new working methods is far
from lost. A recent (unpublished) study by one Michael
Cross, a “‘visting fellow at Manchester Business School”’,
suggests that the new methods have yet to gain
widespread acceptance in British manufacturing plants.
While there has been an increase in multi-skilled team
working, it is only from 0.75 per cent in 1981 to 2.75 per
cent in the first quarter of this year. And only 22 of a
sample of 405 plants in which new working methods have
been introduced have developed ‘‘world-class” flexible
working patterns compared to those in Japan and the
US.

All of which is not to underestimate the difficulties
faced by shopfloor activists, especially in the recession-hit
motor industry. There may, indeed, come a point at
which we have to accept that outright opposition is no
longer viable and instead attempt to negotiate the best
deal possible under the circumstances. But that point
hasn’t (in most cases) been reached yet. Despite all the
bullshit.

Mr J Dromey — an apology

n last week’s Sleeper column it was suggested that Mr
IJack Dromey, Public Services Secretary of the

Transport and General Workers’ Union, was a
shameless careerist, motivated by personal ambition and
the desire for high office. It was further suggested that
Mr Dromey’s decision to withdraw his candidature for
the position of Deputy General Secretary of the union
was a mere ploy designed to further his long-term plans
for self-advancement.

We now accept that there is not a scintilla of truth in
these statements. Mr Dromey’s decision to re-submit his
candidature is conclusive proof that he is a selfless,
dedicated servant of the labour movement whose integrity
is beyond question. We wish to unreservedly withdraw
these allegations and apologise for any distress and em-
barrassment caused to Mr Dromey and his family.

NEWS

Outing: telling the truth

OUT AND
PROUD

Kevin Sexton talked to
Peter Tatchell about the
recent furore in the
Press over the “outing”
of closet gays

uting has been in all
Othe major tabloids.

The ‘‘Faggots
Rooting Out Closeted Sex-
uality’’ (FROCS) used a
hoax outing of prominent
public figures to show up
media hypocrisy when it
comes to respecting
people’s private lives.
Peter Tatchell said that in
general he opposed outing.
He would support outing
when lesbian and gay public
figures advocate policies
damaging to the homosexual
community. ““If lesbians and
gays in public life are not ac-
tively harming our communi-
ty, then it’s their decision
whether or not to come out;
that decision should be left
up to them”’.

Tatchell believes that the
FROCS campaign provided
much-needed debate. The
normally brutal tabloid press
was very cleverly manoeuvred
into condemning outing and
defending a person’s right to
privacy.

Tatchell believes that what
the tabloids said will make it
much more difficult for them
to continue with their own
savage ‘‘outings’’.

Would Tatchell support
the outing of Tory MPs as a
tactic during the General
Election Campaign? Yes,
against those Tory MPs who
have a record of voting for
anti-lesbian and gay legisla-
tion.

He believes that there are
strong moral arguments in
favour of the outing tactic.

Why, he asks, is it wrong
to tell the truth about a per-
son’s sexuality? No-one com-
plains if a public figure’s
heterosexuality is discussed.

One of the key issues
behind this campaign is
Freedom of Speech. People
shouldn’t run the risk of libel
suits for simply stating the
fact that certain well-known
celebrities are lesbian and
gay.

The recent Jason Donovan
decision to sue the “Face”
magazine for libel is collusion
with homophobia.

By suing the ‘‘Face’,
Donovan is effectively saying
that there is something ter-
ribly wrong with being
described as a homosexual.

“I'm not Jewish, but if so-
meone described me as being
Jewish, I wouldn’t bother de-
nying it; there is nothing
wrong with being Jewish’’.

Peter Tatchell thinks it is
extraordinary that it is still
considered defamatory under
British law to say that a per-
son is gay.

Tatchell insists that instead
of attacking the outers, the
heterosexual hypocrites
should be attacking society’s
homophobia, which forces
lesbians and gays to hide their
sexuality. Tatchell cites as ex-
amples the outing of Peter
Mandelson, the Labour Party
Publicity guru, Allan
Roberts, the late MP for

or an invasion of ‘pri

The leshian ana gay mavement needs more than good stunts. It needs

;-

to organise within the labour movement

Bootle and Maureen Col-
quhoun, MP for Northamp-
ton North in the 70’s.

Tatchell believes that the
vulnerability of certain closet
gay and lesbian Labour MPs
could become politically very
important.

““There are several quite
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to come out voluntarily to
avoid the risk of being in-
voluntarily exposed by the

Complete run of
Workers' Liberty
Nos.1-14 — £15, post
free

Workers’ Liberty Nos.1,
2, 713 — £5, post free
Other publications:

The Case for Socialist
Feminism (published by
Women's Fightback) £1 plus
32 post

1917: How the workers
made a revolution 60p plus
32 post

New Problems, New
Struggles (a handbook for
trade unionists) £1 plus 32p
post

Write to PO Box 823,
London SE15 4NA. Cheques
payable to SO.

For a full publications list

vacy?

sleazy tabloids.

“These people have been
Labour MPs for more than a
decade and are well-
established in their own con-
stituencies and have rock-
solid majorities; they can
easily afford to come out.”

Campaigns such as outing
cannot be part of a vacuum.
The tactic of outing should
be used during mass cam-
paigns.

Peter Tatchell raises im-
portant points about the
tabloids, and their
hypocritical lip-smacking
response to mass outing.

Personally, I believe that
Tory MPs who voted for and
will continue to vote for
legislation such as Paragraph
16 and Clause 25 should be
outed by lesbian and gay ac-
tivists.

However, 1 believe that
Tatchell places unjustified
faith in the FROCS cam-
paign’s ability to force the
tabloids to be more cautious
regarding discussion of
homosexuality. The Murdoch
and Maxwell press will con-
tinue to expose and use peo-
ple’s sexuality when it suits
them.

For socialists, the most im-
portant issue to face in the
coming months is the General
Election. We must support
and build a lesbian and gay
movement which carries out
more than press stunts. We
must organise within the
Labour Party to force the
leadership to commit itself to
the repeal of Section 28, Sec-
tion 30 (Clause 25 previously)
and all homophobic legisla-
tion passed under the last
twelve years of the Tories.

But that can only be done
by an organised mass Labour
movement-based lesbian and
gay movement.

Get out! Get active! Get
even!

Peter Tatchell

send a SAE to the address
above.

Workers' Liberty
Book Service

A mail order service for
socialist and labour
movement books

Special Introductory
Offer

John Mcliroy: The Permanent
Revolution? Conservative
law and the trades unions
£1 off publisher's price —
£8.95 post free!

From WLBS, PO Box 823,
London SE15 4NA. Cheques
payable to Alliance for
Workers' Liberty. For full
details of the Book Service
send a SAE to WLBS




Mass demonstration in Johannesbury. Workers must take advantage of the Inkathagate scandal to press for constituent assembly.

INTERNATIONAL

Inkathagate: the president is in trouble

De Klerk raises more
questions than he answers

By Tom Rigby

FW De Klerk looks like
he is in big trouble over
allegations that his government
has been backing Chief
Buthelezi’s Inkatha movement.

Last Tuesday, 30 July, De Klerk
announced that he was demoting
his Law and Order and Defence
Ministers to the Prisons and
Forestry portfolios.

He also categorically denied any
security force involvement in the
brutal factional violence that has
been ripping South Africa’s
townships apart.

Inkatha, as is well known, is one
of the major protagonists in this

south African president

violence.

The problem for De Klerk is that
his story is just not consistent. By
demoting two key ministers he may
have unwittingly helped to focus at-
tention on himself.

Is it really plausible that the presi-
dent knew nothing of covert fun-
ding to Inkatha — major prospec-
tive allies for the National Party in
any post-apartheid election? This
claim looks particularly hollow
when we take into account De
Klerk’s boast that the cabinet works
as one unit; ‘“The whole cabinet,
man for man, exactly because of the
think scrums and thorough pre-
planning, operates as one team,’’ he
said.

Why has the Defence Minister
been demoted when none of the re-
cent ‘‘Inkathagate’’ allegations
focus on the armed forces?

The BCCI scandal unfolds

Is this to dampen the effect of re-
cent press revelations about army
involvement in the township car-
nage, or is De Klerk bowing to the
pressure of the ANC, who have
been demanding Malan’s resignation®
for months?

Or perhaps by sacking Malan De
Klerk has admitted that previously
published allegations about hit squads
squads are true?

Such a weak show from De Klerk
will hardly strengthen his standing
with his own supporters, particular-
ly the Afrikaner middle class and
workers who have been deserting
the National Party in recent fimes
for the hard-right Conservative
Party.

At the same time the ANC has
been emboldened by the crisis.
Quite rightly they are calling for an
amnesty for all those involved in the

As capitalist as apple pie

By Martin Thomas

i1 iolence,’”’ said the

VAmerican black power

leader Bobby Seale, “‘is

as American as apple pie’’. And

fraud is as capitalist as the
almighty dollar.

Day after day, from the tap open-
ed by the investigations into the col-
lapsed Bank of Commerce and
Credit International, come more
revelations, of fraud and sleaze
stretching further and further.

The sober Financial Times com-
ments: ‘“‘BCCI’s frauds were not
only fundamental to the branch’s
operations, but also required the
collusion of...customers...share-
holders...and even other banks.

“BCCI appears to have been
helped by a disinclination among
supervisors and auditors to suspect
frand.”

All that is typical of the way the
big financial markets operate — the

special casinos which regulate how
accumulated wealth is deployed,
directed and distributed. Not
everyone in those markets breaks
the rules, but their working assump-
tion is that it is better to turn a blind
eye to a bit of rule-breaking than to
risk panics and collapses.

Two years ago a sarvey by the G-
ty Police Frand Squad in Londen
found that nearly one I six of e
City’s fimancial inctiiubons had suf-
fered frands — someSmes very g
ones — withow! reportieg them o
the police. They preferved to sack
the criminal quieth . fmmir the bosses.
and svoid the discredit and trowbee
which weold be czmsed by comrt
cases.

Now it seems that the CIA, the
government of Aba Dhabi, and
probably MIS, the Bank of England
and British government depart-
ments sll had = pretty good idea of
the goings-on at BCCI long ago,
and decided to keep quiel.

In a capitalist economy you do
not get rich by producing. You get

rich by having, and deploying,
capital. Whether the capital is
deployed in the production of
cigarettes or cancer treatmenis — or
not directly in production atall — is

or from sheer luck.

Fraud or no fraud, high finance
is no way to run a human society.
The Labour Party should commit
itself to public ownership and
democratic control of all the banks
and financial institutions.

township violence and an inquiry
into allegations of police and army
involvement.

The key to benefiting from De
Klerk’s trouble lies with a renewed
offensive by the mass movement
around the demand for a consti-
tuent assembly (directly elected
constitution-making body). This
makes far more sense than the de-
mand for an interim government of
the National Party and ANC
leaders that the ANC is presently
concentrating on.

It is a more clearly democratic de-
mand and avoids the trap of preten-
ding that the South African armed
forces can be ‘‘democ-
ratised”’ by placing them under the
partial, formal control of a handful
of ANC nominees from the un-
elected interim government.
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South Africa’s
workers must
lead the fight
for a
constituent
assembly

A member of the
Workers' Organisation
for Socialist Action
(WOSA), active in the
independent trade union
movement, advocates a
working class campaign
for a constituent
assembly

rganised labour must put
Oits stamp on the campaign

for the democratically elected
Constituent Assembly.

It is clearly a demand which the rul-
ing class has no intention of acceding
to. There are currently attempts to
find a “‘compromise’’. This may come
in the form of an all-party conference
which ‘“transforms itself’’ into a
‘‘constituent assembly”’.

It might come in the form of certain
prior agreements to restrict the nature
of the constitution which the Consti-
tuent Assembly can agree to.

If such restrictions were to succeed
in pulling out enough of the teeth of
the Constituent Assembly before it is
even elected then it is possible that the
ruling class would allow it to go
ahead.

The organisations of the working
class must make it clear that none of
these ‘“‘compromises’’ is acceptable.
Sometimes we are told that we are the
ones who understand negotiation; after
all we negotiate with capital every day.

This apparent truth is a deception.
While we negotiate the terms under
which we will continue to be exploited,
we do not negotiate the taking of
power in the factories.

The issue of the Constituent
Assembly is the dividing line for us on
the question of democracy. If the new
constitution is made by any forum
other than one which we freely elect
then it cannot be a democratic con-
stitution. That is not negotiable.

We must call for a reconvened
Workers’ Summit (a rank and file
delegate meeting of workers only from
the two big union federations
COSATU and NACTU) to express the
united view of the organised working
class on this issue — and to identify
the campaign of mass action which
will bring the Constituent Assembly in-

Inkathagate: the

* £30,000 was paid to Inkatha by
the state to help them finance a rally
in the centre of ‘““white’” Durban.

* That the police secretly funded
and controlled Inkatha’s ‘‘trade
union’’ UWUSA. The organisation has

been used to attack genuine trade
unions, particularly in the mines where
the workforce is more directly
segregaied oz racial limes Owme police
docemes! o ¢ COMPLIIDS el TTe
LWLSA speratns bomg Smamcal
shopgy: “The MWimster jof Lo snd
Orfe = cvac=met s 3 Irive— e
LELSA) ander fhe comrui of Se

to being.
From Workers’ Voice journal of WOSA.
South African police could have been
allowed to develop in such a way.”

* That Inkatha and the security ser-
vices are so intertwined that the hated
BOSS — the old name for the secret
police — used to write Chief
Buthelezi’s speeches and send them via
a special high security scrambled fax
machine. BOSS also provided imforma-
tos for Betheleri sbowt poltical op-
poments of bmaary

T Oviper slegatans moime
st (Nl spuals m The
M TSIEs Ehi  bemetpmfs Rl TR
1 Sperml B LN RS TelEmE siame
W fhe TECTE MSTERT TEA RSB
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Gobbledegook and

G7

ecently we reported the
Rsackiﬂg of Vanessa Redgrave's

erstwhile comrade and
secretary, Corinna Gilbert, for
allegedly allowing a CIA agent ac-
cess to the headquarters of the
Marxist Party.

Ms Redgrave has recently also
been sponsoring, in the best tradi-
tions of scientific socialism, a new
body known as The International
Association for the Development of
Historic Science in the Origins,
Causes, and Consequences of
Stalinism in the USSR and Other
Countries.

If that's too much of a mouthful,
just refer to it by its more snappy
anagram, TIADHSOCCSUSSROC.
That's easier, isn't it?

at the G7 Summit, Japan's

Finance Minister Hashimoto
pledged that his government
would put a stop to further
brokerage and stock market
scandals.

Far from containing the scan-
dals, which threaten Japan's in-
ternational reputation as a
reliable stock market, the
government is proving itself im-
potent as new revelations show
that the richest companies —
Nissan, Hitachi and Toyota, and
leading politicians, are
systematically bribed at the ex-
pense of small shareholders.

The bribes total £550 million
so far. But it is not only com
panies that have benefited. The
government's own Pension
Welfare Public Corporation
received some £20 million, the
higgest single beneficiary.

Hashimoto's pledge has proved
worthless and the scandal could
yet develop along parallel lines
to the Recruit scandal a few
years ago which brought down
the government and raised the
prospect for the first time since
WWII of a Socialist Party
government.

Iso while the G7 Summit
Awas in progress the US

Budget Director, Richard Dar-
man, announced that America's
budget deficit for next year is ex-
pected to rise to a record $348
billion.

Taking a line from Norman La-
mont, he reassured those millions
of unemployed that the recession is
almost over, recovery is just around
the corner. It's a very big corner.

Less than a fortnight ago

amont is soon going to
Lhave to do more explaining.

about the parlous state of
the British economy as the
government heads for a big
deficit.

Not only will it be the first
deficit since 1986-87 but it will
be a big one. Some commen-
tators are predicting a deficit of
£20 billion, which will only be
cut by the proceeds from
privatisations or British Telecom
sales.

Lamont can’t expect much
assistance from John Major,
after all, he's only the Prime
Minister and can't be expected
to know about the economy.

0f more concern is that the
new deficit could provide Kin-
nock, John Smith and Gordon
Brown with the excuse to ditch
those few spending com-
mitments they do have.

emember Egon Krenz, who
Rhecame boss of East
Germany for just six weeks
in 19897
Wonder what's become of him?
Unlike his older Stalinist colleagues,
who have mostly either died, been
spirited away by the Soviet govern-
ment, or gone to nursing homes or
to jail, he’s still out and about.
He has just lined up a job as a
manager for a West German proper-
ty developer?

Where are tﬁev' now? Egun-Krentz
— moving into property develop-
ment

he more sprightly ex-
T"Cummunist" leaders are

adapting to capitalism pret-
ty well.

For the workers in East Ger-
many, it's tougher going. A West
German glossy magazine, entitl-
ed Schénes Leben
(Beautiful Living) has found
sales in the East so poor that it
has launched a separate eastern
edition — entitled simply Leben
(Living).

—
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The
Safe — they're alveady ut.”

o the summer outing
Shas been cancelled.

(‘‘Faggots Rooting
Out Closet Sexuality’’),
having worked the tabloid
press into a near-frenzy of
anticipation, finally
announced that their
threat to “‘out’’ prominent
closet gays was a hoax.

Journalists payed 20p each
to attend last Wednesday’s
FROCS press conference,
hoping to hear a list of 200
celebrities (politicians, show-
biz folk, even royals)
“outed”’.

Instead, Mr. Shane
Broomhall announced: ‘“We
have never outed anyone, or
even intended to, however
much the press begged us to.
The whole purpose of this
hoax is to expose the double
standards, hypocrisy and

‘Gettin

WOMEN'S EYE

* By Liz Millward

has decided (based on
sound legal precedent
no doubt) that if you say
to your friends that you
will kill someone, and
you write slogans
denouncing that person
around your house, and
you do kill the person, you
cannot -then argue that
you committed the crime
during a momentary loss
of control.
Thus you are sent down for

The Court of Appeal

murder, rather than the lesser
| offence of manslaughter.

{ Tamnota lauver but the
) Court of Appeal seems to

: A GROUP of militant homo- It has been drawn up by a and Mges are

2 FOLLOW ROBIN HOOD'S ARROW.
¥ and win a holiday in Disney \'Iorld

PLUS £1.000 TO SPEND

Gays threaten to ‘out’ MPs i in poster campalgn

~ group supported and en-

Paigners is prepar- gay.” >
ing 1o ex] leading public dorsed by Peter Tatchell, the ~ Other people, including
g ilp‘:lievu are gay. former Labour will

who is now a lead-
i:q homosexual rights cam-

Lumlhcdefwdnd their

ought to come out and could
peovide soume pnsnm role _van mad
Dr_youny

TheGuardian

By Jim Denham

homophobia in the media.”

There seems to be some
doubt as to whether that
really was the intention of
FROCS — it has been
suggested that the organisers,
faced with the prospect of
litigation, suddenly
developed a bad case of cold
feet.

But either way, the end
result was a splendid jape
that fully succeeded in
making the tabloids look silly

—
Her this month claiming that
Jason Donovan, the pap star,

Jasper Gerard
u-';dﬁnw

Each postar, 10 be

pasted
overnight in city areas, will be
mg:r is appearing in Joseph dominated by a photograph of

Technicolor  the subject. [n the case of pali-
Drumm creating 2 flurry will
of publicity in wlud| Donc-

(even if that wasn’t the
original intention). And there
was a serious point to it: as
Mr. Broomhall said, it was
the press who invented the
“‘outing’” tactic in the first
place: remember the Sun’s
vicious campaign against
Peter Tatchell in the 1983
Bermondsey by-election?
Hopefully, Mr. Tatchell
felt some sense of poetic
justice at the Sun making an
even bigger fool of itself than
the rest of the press over the
FROCS business. Before the
‘‘hoax’’ revelation, the
soaraway tabloid seized on
Tatchell’s qualified support
for outing, in order to renew
its vendetta against him:
under the heading ‘‘Closet
hypocrite”, the Sun ranted:
“Peter Tatchell squealed like
a stuck pig because
newspapers revealed his
homosexuality... Now
hypocrite Tatchell is backing

g away with

have applied fairly sound
reasoning, assuming, of
course, that all the alleged
events are true.

However, the woman now
serving a life sentence for
murder committed under
these circumstances feels that
the law has treated her very
badly.

Her argument for having
committed manslaughter
rather than murder is that she
was regularly beaten by the
man she killed; who was her
husband. She further sug-
gests that if her husband had
killed her as part of his
violent behaviour he would
probably have ‘‘got away’
with manslaughter.

This assertion is
strengthened by another case
this week where a man killed
his drunken and nagging wife
and was allowed to plead
guilty to manslaughter. The
judge accepted his argument
that he had temporarily lost
control and had not intended
to kill his wife — and he has
not been sent to prison.

There is no doubt that the
courts treat men and women
differently. I have a nasty
suspicion that a woman who
killed her husband would get
a longer sentence than a man
who killed his wife even when

all the other circumstances
were the same.

But I am alarmed by the
arguments surrounding the
Court of Appeal case. The
woman in the case admits she
killed her husband but says
she should be allowed to
plead manslaughter because
of his violence to her.

In the second case, a
manslaughter verdict carried
no prison sentence, so had
the woman received the same
treatment, she would have
“‘got away’’ with it, and not
be facing life imprisonment.
The logic of the argument is
that the woman should be
“‘allowed’” to kill her violent
husband without having to go

to prison.

Various campaigners
around the case have
generalised from this,

substituting ‘““women’ and
“*violent men"’ for ‘‘this par-
ticular woman and her
husband’. In other words,
under the banner of feminism
there are groups of women
campaigning for the legal
rights of women to kill their
violent husbands, justifying
themselves by saying that
men have got away with kill-
ing nagging wives for cen-
turies. This is all upside down
and back to front!

Not so
placid

lmd.u ta publish from this
"W: picked on lum u a
gl r:m:thern are examining

claim  source, at least three gay Tory

Domingo

and m:ludr at least one things, but obviously yq

know who is lesbian and H
lechell who delaﬂ:s bis  andthey know you know,™

role as “peripheral”, says spokesman

“You see them in clubf

MPs' voting records on clavse people have slept with ther]

28 of the Local Government |1 common knowledge. |
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of you know.”

by councils.

According o another 15 were marmied

wonlri mke no rhﬂ'mnwr
i

The Sunday Times — among the dupes

veryone knows when
ou're out and down

a spiteful campaign by gays
to expose other public figures
who they claim are
homosexual... Tatchell and
his mincing militant mates
have no right to use other
people’s lives for their
warped political ends.”’

But it isn’t just the tabloids
that have been made to look
silly. Shane Broomhall claims
that Murdoch's *“‘quality”’
Sunday Times played a major
role in the whole farce: ““The
figure of 200 names was
suggested to me by the
Sunday Times and then I
came up with a breakdown of
MPs and judges off the top
of my head to make it seem
more credible’’.

As one (unnamed)
““tabloid journalist’> was
quoted: ‘‘We’ve been shafted
by the buggers’’. Hearty
congratulations to all
concerned!

murder

Women should be entitled
to the same rights under the
law as men. And that applies
to the victims of male
violence as much as the
perpetrators. So a man who
kills his ‘‘nagging’’ wife
should not “‘get away with
it” by being able to plead that
he was provoked into losing
control.

It is this change in judicial
practice which would being
us closer to equality, not a
change in the law to allow a
history of violence to justify a
manslaughter-because-of-
provocation plea.

Society also makes it easier
for a man to leave his ‘‘nagg-
ing’’ wife than the victim of a
violent husband to leave him.
It has taken decades of cam-
paigning to get domestic
violence taken at all seriously
by the police and the law.
Women’s refuges are
disgracefully underfunded,
and the legal advice and ser-
vice and emotional support
they provide should be much
more widely available. No
woman should have to kill
her husband to escape
violence,

Men hagve got away with
murder for centuries, but that
is no reason to extend the in-
justice to women,




BEHIND THE NEWS

What prospect for

a Palestinian state?

Adam Keller reports from Tel
Aviv
sraeli prime minister Yitzhak
IShamir has drawn a series of
defensive lines. When he has

to retreat, he withdraws to the
next line.

For a long time, Shamir demand-
ed that there would not be a United
Nations representative at any peace
conference and that any conference
would be a one-off event.

Now Shamir has given up on
these demands. But he is arguing
about Palestinian participation. He
insists that there should be no
Palestinian representation from
East Jerusalem.

His argument is: Israel will talk
only to Arabs of Judea, Samaria
and the Gaza Strip; we will not talk
to anyone from East Jerusalem
because this is part of Israel.

The arrangements for this peace
conference are in fact very unfair to
the Palestinians and the PLO. They
have no right to a delegation of
their own. They have been forced to
accept a second-class status.

The Palestinians seem to be hav-
ing to accept the idea of a joint
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation.
There are many Palestinians in Jor-
dan. In fact the Prime Minister of
Jordan is a Palestinian.

Palestinians as part of a Jorda-
nian delegation could be interpreted
as being representatives of the
Palestinian diaspora.

But the Palestinians are also in-
sistent about the East Jerusalem
question. If Palestinians from East
Jerusalem are ruled out this means
Faisal Husseini, a spokesperson for
the Intifada, will be unable to at-
tend. In fact, many of the people
who have been at the recent discus-
sions with James Baker will be
unable to attend.

The Israeli government will ob-
ject to any diplomacy which implies
that the Palestinians are an in-
dependent entity.

The Israeli press has reported
Shamir as demanding that only Jor-
danians on the Jordanian delega-
tion will have speaking rights: the
Palestinians will not have speaking
rights. Also, Shamir wants to see
the Jordanian speech in advance.
He wants to make sure that *‘PLO"’
is not mentioned.

The next stumbling points are:
who, exactly, will receive the invita-
tions?

Will the Palestinians? If so,
which Palestinians? How will the
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation be
formed?

It is more or less decided that the
joint convenors of the conference
will be the USA and the USSR.

The negotiations will be con-
ducted the following way — there
will be one or two days of plenary
sessions.

Then the conference will divide
into five working groups. Israel will
have separate talks with Syria,
Lebanon, Saudi and the Gulf States
and Palestine-Jordan. The fifth
group will discuss general regional
problems.

The traditional Likud position
has been that it is better to have
separate direct negotiations bet-
ween Israel and each one of the
Arab states than to have a con-
ference where all the Arabs are
together. The official reason is to
isolate the most extreme positions.
The unofficial reason is to divide
the Arabs.

he question now is
Twhat will Syria do?
There are two issues: the

Is Shamir backtracking?

Israeli occupation of the Golan
Heights and southern Lebanon.

The price Assad got from the US
in return for his support during the
Gulf War, was a free hand in
Lebanon. Assad wants Lebanon as
a Syrian satellite. Historically,
Syrian nationalism has never ac-
cepted Lebanon’s independence.
_They regard Lebanon as artificially
constructed by French colonialism.
In fact, Syria’s attitude to Lebanon
parallels Irag’s attitude to Kuwait.

But Assad is a cautious man. He
is not trying to formally annex
Lebanon. He wants to give the ap-
pearance of co-operation between
two sovereign states. He is setting
himself up as the arbiter of internal
Lebanese politics.

To achieve his ends, Assad
favours a Lebanese army which has
real power over Lebanese territory.
But the extension of Lebanese army
power southwards first brought
them into conflict with the PLO,
then with the Israeli-run South
Lebanon Army (SLA).

After the Lebanon war, the
Isracli government declared a
security zone in South Lebanon
controiled by the SLA. Assad hopes
for US pressure to get Israel out of
South Lebanon.

Israel has already declared that it
will not negotiate with Syria about
Lebanon.

The second issue for Israel and
Syria is the Golan Heights. A few
days ago, the Syrian Foreign
Minister, said the US had promised
pressure to get an Israeli
withdrawal. The Americans have
denied this. But the US has also said
that they never recognised the oc-
cupation of Golan.

Of course, the big questions
behind all this are: What, exactly,

does America want? and how much
pressure are they prepared to exert?

It seems clear that they are deter-
mined to see this peace conference
convened.

Firstly, it is the personal concern
of Bush and especially Baker. It will
be humiliating if they fail.

The immediate problem is the
question of East Jerusalem. It is
possible that the first stage of the
negotiations will agree some sort of
autonomy for the Occupied Ter-
ritories from which East Jerusalem
will be excluded and their represen-
tatives will not take part in these in-
itial negotiations.

It is possible that there are some
conflicts between the Palestinians
— between the Arafat leadership
looking for diplomatic openings,
and the Palestinian leadership in
East Jerusalem. People like Faisal

‘Husseini have been under a lot of

r

pressure from the Palestinian public
who regard all the manoeuvring
with great suspicion.

I understand that Faisal Hus-
seini’s life has also been threatened
by the Islamic fundamentalists.

An opinion poll published recent-
ly in an East Jerusalem Arab paper
suggested 60% Arab opposition to
talks with Baker. There is the strong
feeling that it is always the Palesti-
nians who are asked to compromise
and have had nothing in return.

Then there is the question of the
Israeli settlements. It is clear that
the US will not demand an end to
the building programme as a pre-
condition for talks. Saudi-Arabia
has offered to begin trading with
Israel if the building programme =
ended.

Ilnside Israel there 5 a2 lot

of speculation z2bout

clections. The position of e

Labour Party is that if the ex-
treme right try to break up the
government to stop the negotia-
tions, Labour will back Likud
in order to maintain the talks.
Labour’s position has, so far,
held the government together.

However, Labour’s position is
ambiguous. It is very right wing on
the question of the Golan Heights.
Most of the settlers there are
Labour kibbutzniks. On the other
hand, the Labour Party is very pro-
American.

Mapam and Ratz have fallen in
behind the Americans.

If Shamir is leaning towards
withdrawal from the Occupied Ter-
ritories, he could do it with the cur-
rent internal political line-up. Will
Shamir do it? This depends on the
Americans and no-one knows their
attitude for sure.

eaders of Socialist
ROrganjser will be pleased

to learn that the Israeli
authorities have dropped pro-
ceedings against Adam Keller
which were started when Adam
spoke alongside a PLO member
at the November 3 Campaign
Against War in the Gulf con-
ference in London.

2y had
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Japan
seeks new
imperial
rule

Takeo Shin from the
Socialist Workers'
Party of Japan reports
on the tasks and
prospects for the
Japanese left

apanese politics is now at
Jone of its most crucial

stages since World War II.

As everyone knows, Japan,
along with Germany, leads the
world economy. The ruling class,
and the Liberal-Democratic Party
(LDP) as its political
spokesperson, are using this
‘“‘chance”’, trying to ‘“‘complete”’
Japan’s development as a new-
born imperialist state.

Last April they sent a
minesweeper and troops to the
Gulf on the pretext of defending
Japanese oil tankers. Japan’s
constitutional ban on sending any
military force abroad was broken
for the first time since the War.

The LDP also want to seize the
chance for political reformation,
including the introduction of a
new electoral district system. We
also see a drive for patriotism in
education and reactionary laws
against foreign workers. We must
struggle against every single policy
of the LDP.

owever, the Japanese
HSocialist Party (JSP),

which was relatively radical
in the past, is now ‘‘reflecting’’ on
its “‘socialist” past and trying to
“‘renew’”’ itself as a ‘‘sensible’’ op-
position just like the Kinnockites.
The JSP was totally defeated in
the local elections last April, and
that is accelerating its rightward
shift.

The Japanese Communist Party
(JCP), which has 400,000 members is
also rotten to its core. After the Gulf
War they issued this statement: ‘“The
US military action on Iraq had a cer-
tain significance to liberate Kuwait"".
According to the JCP the Gulf War
was a “‘just war”’!

But the JCP, like all Stalinist par-
ties, is in a great crisis since the
revolutions in Eastern Europe and the
USSR. The JCP had kept up fraternal
relations with the Romanian Com-
munist Party, calling Ceaucescu ‘‘com-
rade”” until just before the revolution
in 1989,

The majority of the JCP members
began to criticise their leadership, and
the whole party has been thrown into
chaos. o

This party, which still demands
“Japan’s real independence from the
US’* and “‘reform within the capitalist
system’’ with ‘‘respect for the present
constitution”’ is doomed to collapse
sooner or later.

nfortunately, most of

the Japanese so-called

New Left groups, desperate
at this difficult situation, have
escaped into various minority
movements, abandoning the strug-
gle in trade unions.

The most typical of these
movements is the one against the ex-
pansion of the New Tokyo Interna-
tional Airport. They are struggling to
defend the land of the pesxamtc who
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The story of Labour Thatcherism

Kinnockism 8

Australian
style

Labor Party in government

is more right wing than the
Labour Party of Neil Kinnock,
according to many Labour
Party supporters in Britain.

Therefore socialists can expect
that under a Kinnock Labour
government the working class
would fare better than under
Hawke’s governments since 1983.

Bob Hawke and Paul Keating
(when Treasurer) implemented a
Thatcherite project of deregulating
the economy, cutting the public sec-
tor in areas such as health, educa-
tion and welfare, restricting union
rights, pushing down the spending
power of workers, and
redistributing wealth from the poor
to the rich.

But what of Kinnock? He recoils
from making any commitments to
repeal Thatcher’s anti-union laws
or to restore the cuts made by the
Tories. He may sound more con-
cerned than Hawke, but that is
about all, even from the position of
the Opposition, where it’s easier to
make promises.

Kinnock is appealing to the same
logic as Hawke. Both have claimed
that they can manage capitalism
better than the conservatives, that
they can revitalise industry,
enhance their country’s interna-
tional competitiveness, and achieve
this with more co-operation and less
social disruption than the conser-
vatives.

Hawke and Keating had some
successes on the economy — though
they have been totally destroyed in
the current recession. There was
an increase in jobs. There was a
patch of improvement in
Australia’s balance of payments,
and inflation and interest rates
eventually were lowered, but not
until there had been a long period
of very high figures. Their greatest
success, though, was the one pro-
claimed by Keating to the bosses —
the significant fall in wages share of
the cost of production. And this
was achieved without any serious
disruption from the unions.

Bob Hawke’s Australian

These ‘‘successes’® of the
Australian Labor Party government
are successes essentially for the
bosses, and at the expense of the
working class.

These are the successes that Kin-
nock hopes to emulate. Kinnock
will be wanting above all to
demonstrate to the bosses that he is
in control of the Labour Party and
the unions. Before the elections, he
is witchhunting in Lambeth and
Liverpool to show that he controls
the Party. Twelve years of the

Tories have done the job on the
unions for now, but how will Kin-
nock keep them down once the
Tories are gone? :

Undoubtedly Kinnock will be
keen to emulate the Australian
Labor Government. It is worth
understanding what Kinnock is try-
ing to emulate, in order to be better
prepared to work for Kinnock’s
failure.

So, how did the Australian Labor
government manage to erode the
living standards and rights of the

government).

working class, with only a few
isolated cries of opposition?

tep one: the Accord. During
Sthe 1983 election campaign,

the ALP and the Australian
Council of Trade Unions (ACTU)
announced they had reached an Ac-
cord, or social contract. The
substance of the Accord was that
unions would accept decisions on
wages made by the Arbitration
Commission, and would not take
industrial action on wages.

There were a handful of
sweeteners in there, which enabled
different factions to sell the Accord
with different arguments. The
sweeteners were all part of Labor
Party policy in any case, and so the
Accord conceded nothing in return
for a huge giveaway by the unions.

The Accord was not adopted by

Hewke and Finance Minister Paul Keating — they have implemented a Thatcherite pro-
ject. (Inset ‘The Observer’, 14th February 1988, explains the nature of the Labor

the rank and file membership of -
unions, or even in most cases by
elected union bodies. It was impos-
ed in a rush by the ACTU Ex-
ecutive, without dissent, locking
gutless higher officials into impos-
ing it down the line.

Step two: isolation. The
undemocratic nature of the adop-
tion of the Accord, and the expecta-
tions of better wages under Labor,
were the basis on which parts of the
left hoped that rank and file
workers would soon break free of
the Accord.

This break out did not happen,
despite the optimism of the left.
The major unions were all tightly in
the grip of pro-Accord leaders. Any
unions which attempted to gain
wage rises outside of the industri‘al
courts were isolated and marginalis-
ed. These unions were usually too




and weak to win alone.

There was some opposition from
ithin the ALP to the Accord, and
the anti-working class policies of
e government, and these were met
ith disciplinary action, suspensions
d expulsions. These served as ex-
ples, but they were not on a large
e, and were not directed against
oups but individuals. There were
ely enough socialists organised
to gel;?ups in the Labor Party to be

Step three: intimidation. Legisla-
n was put through by Labor
ainst the Builders Labourers
jon (BLF) which was strong
ough to win independently. The
LF was denied access to industrial
urts. Another supposedly left
ion, the BWIU, took over the
t to legally represent that in-
stry, and police were brought on-
building sites by the BIWU to
event the BLF from organising.
Anti-union laws on the books
om the previous conservative
vernment were conveniently left
epealed on a technicality, by the

P.

The official left which were back-
the Accord pointed constantly
the New Right, and its That-

erite demagogy, as the main
ger facing workers. The New
t obliged by backing and
unting a number of specific
pany attacks on union rights.
en workers responded with
ike action bosses used the above
ntioned anti-union laws to sue
kers and unions for damages.
is compounded the atmosphere
intimidation of workers from
ing action.

Step four: the left isolates itself.

revolutionary socialist left had
very poor record of attempting to
k in the ALP especially, and, to
lesser extent, the trade unions.
is partially accounts for their
ion at the time of the election
Labor in 1983.

e
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MICHAEL DAVIE
Why the rich are
backing Hawke

IN ITS Bicentennial year, Minister,
Australia is adding

prive— £ F ety

At first the anti-Accord left was
quite small, but there were a
number of attempts to organise a
united left campaign against the Ac-
cord, combining propaganda to ex-
pose the Accord, and solidarity
campaigns with workers struggles.

Workers who had felt the wrath
of the Hawke government, the AC-
TU leaders and the courts were
drawn to these campaigns in larger
numbers than expected, so
desperate were they for support.

““But the left was
almost entirely
antagonistic to the idea
that a political fight was
needed to reshape the
existing labour
movement. Work inside
the Labor Party was
totally rejected.””

The far left had the opportunity to
reach those workers with their
ideas, and the workers were hungry
for a way forward.

But the anti-Accord left was
almost entirely antagonistic to the
idea that a political fight was need-
ed to reshape the existing labour
movement. Work inside the Labor
Party was totally rejected. Work in
the unions was focused on the need
for strike action and solidarity with
strike action. If strike action had
materialised this may not have been
so disastrous. But as there was no
broad strike action, the result was
demoralisation of the left.

wo other developments were
Trc]evant. There was a spurt of
growth in peace and green
campaigns, which attracted radical
youth. The growing political crisis

and
to the wanted to retire from politics tralia,
inventions it has ah-fggdy and make a fortune.

Calatinantbes

then he Hungnry,andnowmi\m-

through his TNT
eompany, dominates the Toad
thavafare, the transnort hneiness,

in the USSR reverberated through
the Stalinoid left. Many on the far
left turned their hopes towards
green politics or structural rear-
rangements amongst left groups.

Candidates were run against
Labor, ostensibly to demonstrate
and give voice to the positive
development of working class con-
sciousness in breaking with Labor.
In New South Wales the dead end
of this approach was brought home
with a rude shock when the conser-
vative Greiner government replaced
a long-standing Labor government.

The left had achieved zero, the
working class had lost considerably
with a vicious programme of law
and order and of cuts in education,
health, welfare, public transport
and public works.

Lessons for Britain:

1. Beware of deals between trade
union and Labour Party leaders,
fight them tooth and nail.
Democracy and accountability in
the unions is vital. A movement to
fight for.democracy and accoun-
tability is the only way to give this
meaning.

2. Trade union laws are a tool of
a capitalist Labour government as
much as of a conservative govern-
ment. Campaigning to defeat them
is also essential.

3. Disillusion with Labour is not
inherently positive, in fact it can be
the reverse. It is essential to
persevere with the fight inside the
labour movement and to expose the
bankruptcy of schemes such as the
Mahmood election campaign in
Walton.

4. While workers do have higher
expectations of a new Labour
government than an old Tory
government, this does not
guarantee an 1mmment wave of in-
dustrial militancy. It is necessary to
be prepared for a variety of
developments, to avoid demoralisa-
tion in case militancy is delayed in
developing.

Has Benn

abandoned hope?

PLATFORM

By Danny Nicol
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should have spent five years

preparing something that is a
gift to Labour’s enemies.

He claims (Campaign Group
News, June 1991) that his Com-
monwealth of Britain Bill will
‘“‘gstablish popular sovereignty’’.
Baut his Bill, which provides for a
written constitution, is just what
the Liberals always lobbied for,
later the SDP, and now as Liberal
Democrats.

It’s a sad example of Tony’s in-
veterate populism that he has
jumped on the bandwagon of
Charter 88 with seemingly no con-
ception of the horrendous im-
plications these changes would
have for the struggle for
democratic socialism.

Tony’s proposed constitution
will enshrine a High Court with
responsibilities which ““include the
safegunarding of the Com-
monwealth Constitution”’. This is
absolute folly. It means — indeed,
any written constitution means —
that the courts are able to declare
legislation invalid if they believe it
falls outside the confines of the
constitution. Given the record of
the judiciary and how they are
likely to interpret constitutional

It is sad that Tony Benn

| provisions, there is no case at all

for giving them the opportunity,
carte blanche, to nullify pro-
gressive legislation.

Our present consfitution is bas-
ed on the doctrine of Parliamen-
tary Sovereignty. (A doctrine ad-
mired by many other countries
with different systems.) Parliament
is the supreme law-making body
and its Acts cannot be challenged
in any court of law. In other
words, the courts must enforce
statutes, they cannot question their
validity.

This keeps judges out of the
political arena which is essential
for Labour governments. No-one
familiar with, for example, the
case-law on industrial conflict, for
example during the miners’ strike,
can doubt that legislation which
set the unions free from the Tory
anti-union laws would fall foul of
High Court.

This is so even though Tony
suggests, with the eclecticism
which pervades his Bill, that the
judges be nominated by a Presi-
dent and confirmed by a Com-
mons committee. Just look at the
United States, where the Supreme
Court only this month ruled,
against the wishes of elected
representatives, that legislation to
give information about abortion is
unlawful.

In Britain, subordinate legisla-
tion and administrative actions are
not subject to Parliamentary
Sovereignty, and are therefore
amendable to judicial review.
Remember how Ken Livingstone’s
‘“Fares Fair'* policy was held to be
illegal when attacked in the courts
by Bromley Council. It’s lndicrous
to go out of our way to ensure

Tony Benn

that Labour Acts of Parliament
should suffer a similar fate.

Tony claims that ‘‘the House of
Commons is a shell concealing its
political impotence against the Ex-
ecutive’’. But there is another side
to this argument: the right of the
British people to elect a govern-
ment with the power to govern,
and which they can hold accoun-
table. Britain needs a strong
socialist government, resolute in
carrying out its policies. A decade
of Thatcherism seems to have left
some socialists running scared of
strong government.

Of course the balance between
the executive and legislature isn’t
right. Backbench Labour MPs
should have more power. At the
same time they should be more ac-
countable to the Party member-
ship for the way they use it.

The Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy (CLPD) has long cam-
paigned for changes in the
Parliamentary Labour Party that
would bring this about. What
Tony is proposing, however, is a
USA-style Separation of Powers, a
system of checks and balances, fit-
ted to administer capitalist society
and obstruct the efforts of future
governments to shift wealth and
power in favour of working peo-
ple.

The Queen’s constitutional posi-
tion is to be abolished, replaced by
a President elected by Parliament.
This policy would be highly un-
popular with the British public;
but — as important — it’s also a
case of failing to see the wood for
the trees.

The last time the Royal Assent
was refused was 1707. The
prerogative powers which Tony
complains of have long ceased to
be exercised by the monarch. They
are now a Prime Ministerial
prerogative in all but name.
Removing these powers, or at least
making them subject to a Com-
mons vote, has nothing to do with
the Queen, and is a matter of
changing the balance of power
between government and Com-
mons. To bring the Queen into it
merely obscures this fundamental
issue.

Tony suggests a second
chamber, ‘‘elected in such a way
as to represent England, Scotland
and Wales in proportion to their
populations’’ with delaying power
of one year. This is a retreat from
the left’s traditional policy of
abolition of the House of Lords in
favour of a sovereign House of
Commons. Having it elected in a
different way from the Commons
invites a clash between the two.

A second chamber endowed
with the legitimacy of popular
election would have considerable
moral and political authority in
standing up to a House of Com-
mons prepared to pass radical
laws. No wonder it's embodied in
the Policy Review as official
Labour policy!

Although some of the measures
in Tony’s Bill are desirable, they
are outweighed by the dangers in-
volved in a written constitution,
placing future Labour govern-

ments at the mercy of the
judiciary. E

1 fear that — consciously or un- +‘A
consciously — Tony has ahandon- i
ed any hope of a socialist govern- |
ment coming to power through ex-_
isting constitutional channels. He |
has fallen victim to the present
climate of despair which seeks
refuge in building constitutional
castles in the air.

Rather than attempt a lhorough :
going analysis of why the left lost |
the battle for the Labour Party
and how it can learn from its
mistakes, Tony's proposals side-
track the depleted forces of the
left into channels which can only
give succour to the capitalists.
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Critics of ‘democracy’ include Einstein, Benn and Leni

What i1s wrong
with parliamentary

democracy?

In the British labour movement the Kinnockites use the
crude charge that Marxists are against democracy as a
cudgel against Labour Party socialists. They are as

ignorant as they are demagogic!

The Communist Manifesto of Marx and Engels defined
socialism as a matter of ‘winning the battle of
democracy’. But for decades after 1917 democracy and
socialism seemed to have parted company. The
‘democrats’ in the labour movement were mainly pro-
capitalist; the Stalin-poisoned revolutionary movements
wanted one-party dictatorships. Those in the Trotskyist
tradition who still said: ‘He who is not a democrat is not
a socialist’ were an isolated handful.

In this second extract from the SO pamphlet
‘Socialists and Democracy’, John 0'Mahony discusses
the Marxist criticism of the existing parliamentary

system.

e decline of the direct
Tlc-:‘oﬁtroll'mg power of the
elected chamber, the House
of Commons, has been going on
for over 100 years. In parallel to
the extensions of the franchise
after 1867, the ruling class has
systematically created parallel
levers of power, diminishng
parliament.

Real power has shifted from
parliament to the cabinet, and then
to the prime minister, backed by the
unelected permanent bureaucracy.

The cry that parliamentary
democracy is in danger is a truly
ridiculous weapon to find in the
hands of Labour parliamentarians
who — like Michael Foot and Neil
Kinnock for example — have for
years and decades, in government
and out, allowed themselves to
function as so many mere
parliamentary gargoyles, decorating
and camouflaging the structure of
unelected bureaucratic and military
power which has grown to
dominance within the facade of Bri-
tain’s ancient parliamentary system.

Those who say we are the enemies
of democracy have themselves sur-

rendered many of the ancient rights
of parliament to the civil service
and the military. Many of them
bear direct personal responsibility
for the diminishing of parliamen-
_tary democracy, and for the conse-
quent growth of political cynicism.

And now they discover that
parliamentary democracy is in
danger — and in danger from their
critics and opponents in the labour
movement!

Tony Benn has done tremendous
work to bring to the attention of the
labour movement the reality that
now clothes itself in the traditional
garb of the British parliamentary
democratic system. He brings from
his experiences as a government
minister examples of the realities
lurking behind the democratic
facade, vindicating what revolu-
tionary Marxists have said for many
decades.

The permanent civil service to an
enormous extent determines policy
and ensures its continuity whatever
government is in power: Benn once
received a civil service brief marked,
““For the new Minister, if not Mr
Benn’’. Prime ministerial patronage
ensures that Parliament’s role as a
scrutineer of government is under-
cut and atrophied.

““Private capital
tends to be
concentrated in few
hands... the result is
an oligarchy... with
enormous power
that cannot be
effectively checked
even by a
democratically
organised political
society.””

Albert Einstein

Real control of the armed forces
— whose subordination to parlia-
ment at the end of the 17th century
was the decisive final act in securing
parliamentary rule in England — is
therefore less and less exercised by
parliament.

The former Chief of the General
Staff, Lord Carver, has publicly ad-
mitted that in February 1974, when
the last Labour government was
returned amidst massive industrial
struggles. In a debate with Pat Ar-
rowsmith, Carver confirmed that
army officers had discussed a coup
in February 1974. ““Fairly senior of-
ficers were ill-advised enough to
make suggestions that perhaps, if
things got terribly bad, the army
would have to do something about
it.”” The top brass put a stop to it —
but the top brass of the Chilean
armed forces who were represented
in Salvador Allende’s cabinet didn’t
stop the fascistic coup of 1973
which pulverised the Chilean labour
movement. They organised it.

In Britain the ““fairly senior of-
ficers”” of 1974 are now probably

““senior’’.

The list could be vastly extended.
The point is that parliamentary
democracy is hollowed out,
decrepit, enfeebled in face of the
permanent state apparatus. The rul-
ing class increasingly exercises its
rule through direct ties to that ap-
paratus. And in its international
relations parliamentary democracy
is subordinate to the dictates of
forces not elected by the British
people; in fact not elected by
anybody at all.

Not the British parliament but
the IMF decided on the savage cuts
introduced by the Labour Party
champions of parliamentary
democracy when they held power in
1976: when they had control of
parliament, they accepted the
IMF’s dictates.

But there is a more basic criticism
than this: bourgeois democracy is a
chimeras it is not true, whatever the
formalities, that the people can rule
politically while the very rich own
the means of production and
dispose of all the power which their
immense wealth brings them.

No less a person than the great
scientist Albert Einstein, who was
not a Marxist, as far as I know, tru-
ly summed up the class reality of
bourgeois democracy in the follow-
ing profound passage from an arti-
cle he wrote in 1949:

“Unknowingly prisoners of their
own egotism, [people] feel insecure,
lonely and deprived of the naive,
simple, and unsophisticated enjoy-
ment of life. Man can find meaning
in life, short and perilous as it is,
only through devoting himself fo
society.

The economic anarchy of
capitalist society as it exists today is,
in my opinion, the real source of the
evil. We see before us a huge com-
munity of producers the members
of which are unceasingly striving to
deprive each other of the fruits of
their collective labour — not by
force, but on the whole in faithful
compliance with legally established
rules. In this respect, it is important
to realise that the means of produc-
tion — that is to say, the entire pro-

- 3

ductive capacity that is needed for
producing consumer goods as well
as additional capital goods — may
legally be, and for the most part
are, the private property of in-
dividuals.

For the sake of simplicity, in the
discussion that follows I shall call
“workers”’ all those who do not
share in the ownership of the means
of production — although this does
not quite correspond to the
customary use of the term. The
owner of the means of production is
in a position to purchase the labour
power of the worker. By using the
means of production, the worker

‘Bourgeois democracy is a
chimera: it is not true,
whatever the formalities,
that the people can rule
politically while the very
rich own the means of
production and dispose of
all the power which their
immense wealth brings
them.’

produces new goods which become
the property of the capitalist. The
essential point about this process is
the relation between what the
worker produces and what he is
paid, both measured in terms of
real value. Insofar as the labour
contract is “‘free’’, what the worker
receives is determined not by the
value of the goods he produces, but
by his minimum needs and by the
capitalists’ requirements for labour
power in relation to the number of
workers competing for jobs. It is
important to understand that even
in theory the payment of the worker
is not determined by the value of his
product,

Private capital tends to become
concentrated in few hands, partly
because of competition among the
capitalists, and partly because
technological development and the
increasing division of labour en-
courage the formation of larger
units of production at the expense
of the smaller ones. The result of
these developments is an oligarchy

Chilean soldiers in parade: the military top brass in Salvador Allende’s cabinet in 1973 didn't

of private capital the enormous
power of which cannot be effective-
ly checked even by a democratically
organised political society. This is
true since the members of legislative
bodies are selected by political par-
ties, largely financed or otherwise
influenced by private capitalists
who, for all practical purposes,
separate the electorate from the
legislature. The consequence is that
the representatives of the people do
not in fact sufficiently protect the
interests of the underprivileged sec-
tions of the population. Moreover,
under existing conditions, private
capitalists inevitably control, direct-
ly or indirectly, the main sources of
information (press, radio, educa-
tion). It is thus extremely difficult,
and indeed in most cases quite im-
possible, for the individual citizen
to come to objective conclusions
and to make intelligent use of his
political rights.”’

ny Benn, 11 years a member

I of Labour governments in the

’60s and ’70s, governments

supposedly in control of Britain,

has summed up the state of British
democracy thus:

“Despite all that is said about
democracy and our traditional
freedoms, the people of Britain
have much less control over their
destiny than they are led to belie-
ve...and a great deal less than they
had a generation ago. In short, the
powers which control our lives and
our futures have become pro-
gressively more concentrated, more
centralised, more internationalised,
more secretive and less accountable.

The democracy of which we
boast is becoming a decorous
facade behind which those who
have power exercise it for their own
advantage and to the detriment of
the public welfare.”

Benn is especially concerned with
the loss of British autonomy to the
IMF and the EEC, But the follow-
ing has nothing directly to do with
Britain’s position in the world:

““A hereditary House of Lords,
topped up by the pliable recipients
of prime ministerial patronage, still
has great power to delay or obstruct
the policies adopted by an elected
House of Commons. It also has an
unfettered veto, in law, to protect
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stop a fascistic coup — they organised it!

itself from abolition.”’

The Crown still retains an unfet-
tered legal authority to dismiss an
elected government, dissolve an
elected House of Commons, and
precipitate a general election at any
time it chooses. To do so it need on-
ly call upon its prerogative powers
as used by the Governor General of
Australia when the Labour govern-
ment of Gough Whitlam was
dismissed...

““All cabinet ministers derive
their executive authority, in its legal
sense, not from election as leaders
of the majority party in the Com-
mons, but as members of Her Ma-
jesty’s Government, formed by the
prime minister at the Crown’s in-
vitation...But the courts and the
armed forces swear allegiance to the
Crown and not to the elected
government.’’

Though Benn’s writings are of
great value in opening the eyes of
the broad labour movement to the
realities behind the parliamentary
facade, none of this is very startling
to Marxists. For example, Trotsky
wrote this in Where is Britain Go-
ing? in 1925:

““The royal power’, declare the
Labour Party leaders, ‘does not in-
terfere’ with the country’s pro-
gress...The royal power is weak
because the instrument of bourgeois
rule is the bourgeois parliament,
and because the bourgeoisie does
not need any special activities out-
side of parliament. But in case of
need, the bourgeoisie will make use
of the royal power as a concentra-
tion of all non-parliamentary, ie.
real forces, aimed against the work-
ing class.”

Tony Benn sums up:

“The democratic rights of the
people can, in a crisis, be ad-
judicated to be illegal, thus
legitimising the military in ex-
tinguishing them”’ (from ‘Britain as
a Colony’, in Arguments jfor
Socialism).

threaten the democracy we have
now. Read what Ian Gilmo
former chair of the Torv Party,

SAVS

IL is the ruling class who will

““Conservatives do not worship
democracy. For them majority rule
is a device...Majorities do not
always see where their best interests
lie and then act upon that
understanding. For Conservatives,
therefore, democracy is a means to
an end, not an end in itself.

‘“In Dr Hayek’s words,
democracy ‘is not an ultimate or ab-
solute value and must be judged by
what it will achieve’. And if it is
leading to an end that is undesirable
or inconsistent with itself, then
there is a theoretical case for ending
it. “Numbers in a state’, said Burke,
‘are always of consideration, but
they are not the whole considera-
tion’. In practice no alternative to
majority rule exists, though it has to
be used in conjunction with other
devices.”

Listen to the brutal truth express-
ed by Bonar Law, Tory leader dur-
ing a Tory/landlord revolt against a
Liberal government (and later a
prime minister): ‘“There are things
stronger than parliamentary ma-
jorities™’.

On the eve of World War 1, sec-
tions of the British ruling class and
the army, and the entire Tory party,
raised a storm of revolt against the
Liberal government’s decision to
give Ireland Home Rule. There was
an officers’ revolt in the British ar-
my in Ireland.They armed and drill-
ed a large — Orange — private army
(with German guns).

They succeeded. They forced the
Liberal government to abandon its
plan to solve Ireland’s British pro-
blem by way of an all-Ireland Home
Rule parliament. Eventually, parti-
tion and all that has flowed from it
was the direct result of the Tory
revolt. Listen to Bonar Law again:
“We regard the government as a
revolutionary committee which has
seized upon despotic power by
fraud. In our opposition to them we
shall not be guided by the con-
siderations or bound by the
restraints which would influence us
in an ordinary constitutional strug-
gle...I can imagine no length of
resistance to which Ulster can go in
which 1 should not be prepared to
yport them, and in which, in my
ef, they would not be supported

peonle

When Lenin here talks about
“dictatorship” he means the rule of a
class, not the rule of a Hitler or a
Stalin. He sees “the dictatorship of the
proletariat” as a great expansion of
democracy. This is an abridged version
of Lenin's “Theses on Bourgeois
Democracy and the Dictatorship of the
Proletariat”, adopted by the Founding
Congress of the Communist
International in March 1919

Faced with the growth of the
revolutionary workers’ movement in
every country, the bourgeoisie and
their agents in the workers’
organisations are making desperate
attempts to find ideological and
political argnments in defence of the
rule of the exploiters.

Condemnation of dictatorship and
defence of democracy are particularly
prominent among these arguments.
The falsity and hypocrisy of this
argument are obvious to all who
refuse to betray the fundamental
principles of socialism.

First, this argument employs the
concepts of ‘‘democracy in general”
and ‘‘dictatorship in general’’, without
posing the question of the class
concerned. This nonclass or above-
class presentation, which supposedly is
popular, is an outright travesty of the
basic tenet of socialism, namely, its
theory of class struggle. For in no
civilised capitalist country does
“democracy in general’ exist. All that
exists is bourgeois democracy, and it is
not a question of ‘*dictatorship in
general’’, but of the dictatorship of
the oppressed class, ie. the proletariat,
over its oppressors and exploiters, ie.
the bourgeoisie, in order to overcome
the resistance offered by the exploiters
in their fight to maintain their
domination.

History teaches us that no oppressed
class ever did, or could, achieve power
without going through a period of
dictatorship, ie. the conquest of
political power and forcible
suppression of the resistance always
offered by the exploiters — a
resistance that is most desperate, most
furious, and that stops at nothing.

The bourgeoisie, whose domination
is now defended by the Socialists who
denounce ““dictatorship in general”
and extol “‘democracy in general®’,
won power in the advanced countries
through a series of insurrections, civil
wars, and the forcible suppression of
kings, feudal lords, slaveowners, and
their attempts at restoration.

In books, pamphlets, congress
resolutions, and propaganda speeches
socialists everywhere have thousands
and millions of times explained to the
people the class nature of these
bourgeois revolutions and this
bourgeois dictatorship.

The most democratic bourgeois
republic is no more than a machine for
the suppression of the working class
by the bourgeoisie, for the suppression
of the working people by a handful of
capitalists.

It was Marx who best appraised the
historical significance of the [Paris]
Commune [of 1871]. In his analysis,
he revealed the exploiting nature of
bourgeois democracy and the
bourgeois parliamentary system under
which the oppressed classes enjoy the
right to decide once in several years
which representative of the propertied
classes shall *‘represent and suppress’’
the people in parliament.

The significance of the Commune,
furthermore, lies in the fact that it
endeavoured to crush, to smash to its
very foundations, the bourgeois state
apparatus, the bureaucratic, judicial,
military, and police machine, and to
replace it by a self-governing, mass
workers’ organisation in which there
was no division between legislative and
executive power. All contemporary
bourgeois-democracy republics,
including the German republic, which
the traitors to socialism, in mockery of
the truth, describe as a proletarian
republic, retain this state apparatus.
We therefore again get quite clear
confirmation of the point that
shouting in defence of ‘‘democracy in
general”’ is actually defence of the
bourgeoisie and their privileges as
exploiters.

“Freedom of the press’’ is another
of the principal slogans of “‘pure
democracy’’. And here, too, the
workers know — and socialists
everywhere have admitted it millions
of times — that this freedom is a
deception while the best printing

presses and the biggest stocks of paper
are appropriated by the capitalists and

overwhelming majority of

while capitalist rule over the press

Workers' dictatorship?

remains, a rule that is manifested
throughout the world all the more
strikingly, sharply, and cynically, the
more democracy and the republican
system are developed, as in America
for example. The first thing to do to
win real equality and genuine
democracy for the working people, for
the workers and peasants, is to deprive
capital of the possibility of hiring
writers, buying up publishing houses,
and bribing newspapers. And to do
that the capitalists and exploiters have
to be overthrown and their resistance
suppressed.

The capitalists have always used the
term ‘‘freedom’ to mean freedom for
the rich to get richer and for the
workers to starve to death.

In capitalist usage, freedom of the
press means freedom of the rich to
bribe the press, freedom to use their
wealth to shape and fabricate so-called
public opinion.

In this respect, too, the defenders of
“‘pure democracy’’ prove to be
defenders of an utterly foul and venal
system that gives the rich control over
the mass media. They prove to be
deceivers of the people who, with the
aid of plausible, fine-sounding, but
thoroughly false phrases, divert them
from the concrete historical task of
liberating the press from capitalist
enslavement.

Genuine freedom and equality will
be embodied in the system which the
communists are building and in which

Lenin

there will be no opportunity for
amassing wealth at the expense of
others, no objective opportunities for
puiting the press under the direct or
indirect power of money, and no
impediments in the way of any
workingman (or groups of
workingmen, in any numbers) for
enjoying and practising equal rights in
the use of public printing presses and
public stocks of paper.

The imperialist war of 1914-18
conclusively revealed even to backward
workers the true nature of bourgeois
democracy, even in the freest
republics, as being a dictatorship of
the bourgeoisie. Tens of millions were
killed for the sake of enriching the
German or the British group of
millionaires and multimillionaires,

The main thing that [Reformist]
Socialists fail to understand and that
constitutes their shortsightedness in
matters of theory, their subservience to
bourgeois prejudices, and their
political betrayal of the proletariat is
that in capitalist society, whenever
there is any serious aggravation of the
class struggle intrinsic to that society,
there can be no alternative but the
dictatorship of the bourgeoisie or the
dictatorship of the proletariat. Dreams
of some third way are reactionary,
petty-bourgeois lamentations. That is
borne out by more than a century of
development of bourgeois democracy
and the working class movement in all
the advanced countries and notably by
the experience of the past five years.

This is also borne out by the whole
science of political economy, by the
entire content of Marxism, which
reveals the economic inevitability,
wherever commodity economy
prevails, of the dictatorship of the
bourgeoisie that can be replaced only
by the class which the very growth of
capitalism develops, multiplies, welds
together, and strengthens, that is, the
proletarian class.

Proletarian dictatorship is similar
the dictatorship of
it arises out of the ¢
dictatorship doss, to suppres
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the resistance of the class that is losing
its political sway. The fundamental
distinction between the dictatorship of
the proletariat and the dictatorship of
other classes — landlord dictatorship
in the Middle Ages and bourgeois
dictatorship in all the civilised
capitalist countries — consists in the
fact that the dictatorship of the
landowners and bourgeoisie was the
forcible suppression of the resistance
offered by the vast majority of the
population, namely, the working
people. In contrast, proletarian
dictatorship is the forcible suppression
of the resistance of the exploiters, ie.
an insignificant minority of the
population, the landowners and
capilalists.

1t follows that proletarian
dictatorship must inevitably entail not
only a change in democratic forms and
institutions, generally speaking, but
precisely such a change as provides an
unparalleled extension of the actual
enjoyment of democracy by those
oppressed by capitalism — the toiling
classes.

The substance of Soviet government
is that the permanent and only
foundations of state power, the entire
machinery of state, is the mass-scale
organisation of the classes oppressed
by capitalism, ie. the workers and
semiproletarians (peasants who do not
exploit the labour of others and
regularly resort to the sale of at least
part of their own labour power). It is
the people, who even in the most
democratic bourgeois republics, while
possessing equal rights by law, have in
fact been debarred by thousands of
devices and subterfuges from
participation in political life and
enjoyment of democratic rights and
liberties, that are now drawn into
constant and unfailing, moreover,
decisive, participation in the
democratic adminstration of the state.

The old, ie. bourgeois democracy
and the parliamentary system were so
organised that it was the mass of
working people who were kept furthest
away from the machinery of
government. Soviet power, ie. the
dictatorship of the proletariat, on the
other hand, is so organised as to bring
the working people close to the
machinery of government. That, too,
is the purpose of combining the
legislative and executive authority
under the soviet organisation of the
state and of replacing territorial
constitutencies by production units —
the factory.

The army was a machine of
oppression under not only the
monarchy. It remains as such in all
bourgeois republics, even the most
democratic ones. Only the soviets, the
permanent organisations of
government authority of the classes
that were oppressed by capitalism, are
in a position to destroy the army’s
subordination to bourgeois
commanders and really merge the
proletariat with the army; only the
soviets can effectively arm the
proletariat and disarm the bourgeoisie.
Unless this is done, the victory of
socialism is impossible.

Only the soviet organisation of the
state can really effect the immediate
breakup and total destruction of the
old, ie. bourgeois, bureancratic and
judicial machinery, which has been,
and has inevitably had to be, retained
under capitalism even in the most
democratic republics, and which is, in
actual fact, the greatest obstacle to the
practical implementation of democracy
for the workers and the working
people generally. The Paris Commune
took the first epoch-making step along
this path. The soviel system has taken
the second.

Destruction of state power is the
aim set by all socialists, including
Marx above all. Genuine democracy,
ie. liberty and equality, is unrealisable
unless this aim is achieved. But its
practical achievement is possible only
through soviet, or proletarian
democracy, for by enlisting the mass
organisations of the working people in
constant and unfailing participation in
the administration of the state, it
immediately begins to prepare the
complete withering away of any state.

That proposal indicates the complete
ideological bankruptcy of the theorists
who defended democracy and failed to
see its bourgeois character. This
ludicrous attempt to combine the
soviet system, ie. proletarian
dictatorship, with the National
Assembly, ie. bourgeois dictatorship,
utterly exposes the paucity of thought
o Yellow Socialists and Social
rais, their reactionary petty-
urgeois political outlook, and their

-

.

cowardly concessions to the irresistibly |

growing strength of the new,
proletarian democracy.
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Bmarian troops and ead after an assault on a Turkish nn in the war of 1912

How Yugoslavia

came into being

By Steven Holt

s fighting continues in
ACroatia, with over 300

people killed in the past
month, and with EC-sponsored
peace talks having recently
failed, it is important to have
some knowledge of the
historical background to the
conflicts now raging.

The various slavic tribes —
Slovenes, Croats and Serbs —
migrated to what is now Yugoslavia
around AD 500-700, displacing or
assimilating the Roman settlers and
the earlier extant ethnic groups.

A fairly large and centralised
Croatian kingdom was important
from around 925 until 1102, when it
was absorbed by Hungary, under
the control of which state it remain-
ed for over 800 years. Bosnia ex-
isted as an independent Kingdom
from 1180 to 1254, before being ab-
sorbed by Hungary.

A Serbian state was established in
1168; at its most powerful it became
an empire covering the areas of
modern-day Serbia, Macedonia,
Montenegro, Albanian and the nor-
thern half of Greece.

The Ottoman Turkish invasion of
Europe resulted in the battle of
Kosovo on 28 June 1389, at which
the Serbs were defeated and sub-
jugated under Turkish rule for
nearly 500 years. Following this vic-
tory, the Turks were able to occupy
Bosnia (1463), Hercegovina (1482),
Montenegro (1499) and much of
Croatia (1526) (but not Zagreb)

The coastal strip, Dalmatia, came
under the control of Venice until
1797, when it was annexed by the
Hapsburg Austro-Hungarian Em-
pire. In 1809 Napoleon annexed
Dalmatia, Slovenia and part of
Croatia, but this area returned to
Hapsburg control in 1813,
Throughout the Turkish occupa-
tion, Montenegrin guerrilla forces

resisted from bases in the moun-
tains that were inaccessible to the
occupying forces.

A Serbian national uprising
against the Turks managed to hold
Belgrade from 1804 to 1813, and in
1815 another Serb uprising forced
the Turks to grant a large measure
of autonomy.

In the 1870s Serbia, Montenegro
and Bulgaria, helped by Tsarist
Russia, fought against Turkey to
support uprisings in Bosnia-
Hercegovina and elsewhere. In 1878
this led to Serbia and Montenegro
being recognised as fully indepen-
dent states, whilst Bosnia-
Hercegovina came under military
occupation by Austria-Hungary.
This caused resentment in Serbia,
whose Pan-Slavists wanted to unite
all the Slav peoples under Serbian
control.

In 1908 Austria-Hungary formal-
ly annexed Bosnia-Hercegovina, in-
flaming nationalist feeling in Ser-
bia. In the Balkan wars of 1912
(against Turkey) and 1913 (against
Bulgaria), Serbia gained Macedonia
and what is now Southern Serbia.

On 28 June 1914, Archduke Fer-
dinand of Austria was assassinated
by Bosnian nationalists, whose
cause was supported by Serbia. The
subsequent Austro-Hungarian
ultimatum to Serbia led directly to
the outbreak of the First World
War. After three attempts at inva-
sion by Austria-Hungary, Serbia
was finally occupied, but the sur-
vivors from the Serbian army
fought on throughout the war.

The First World War ended with
defeat for all Serbia’s enemies —
Austria-Hungary, Bulgaria and
Turkey. In 1918 Serbia was able to
gstablish the ‘‘Kingdom of Serbs,
Croats and Slovenes’’, which incor-
porated Montenegro also, in ad-
dition to the former Serb territory
and areas previously in Austria-
Hungary. In the Treaty of Rapallo
(1920), some of the coastal areas of
Dalmatia came under Italian con-

trol.

unpopular right from the start,

the main antagonism being
that between the Croats, who
argued for regional autonomy, and
the Serbian ruling class, whose aim
was a Greater Serb state (which in
practice was repressive to all na-
tionalities, including the Serbs).
Croatian nationalists in exile form-
ed the Ustase movement, led by
Ante Pavelic, The Italian fascist
leader Mussolini funded the Ustasi,
and they later ran a pro-Nazi state
whose atrocities at least equalled
those of Hitler in Germany, An-
tonescu in Romania and Szalasi in
Hungary.

The Yugoslav Communist Party,
which was growing in support
among the peasants and the
numerically small working class,
was banned in 1921 and many of its
leaders were imprisoned. Following
the assassination of the Croat Pea-
sant Party leader Stefan Radic in
1928, a Croat national assembly
started agitation for independence.

King Alexander responded to this
by establishing a dictatorship in
1929 over the country now named
Yugoslavia (country of the
Southern Slavs). Some attempts
were made from 1931 to 1939 to
placate Croatian nationalism, but
the Yugoslav state remained essen-
tially under Serbian control.

In 1941 the Yugoslav government
gave in to German demands to sign
a treaty allowing German troops
free passage through Yugoslav ter-
ritory. This enraged Serbian ex-

The newly established state was

‘treme nationalist army officers,

who staged a coup on March 27th.
This led to an invasion of
Yugoslavia by Germany, Italy,
Hungary, and Bulgaria, plus the
Italian puppet-state Albania.
Yugoslavia was ill-equipped to
resist this invasion from all sides,
having an obsolete air force and few
tanks, most of which were out of

date. The invasion was also assisted
by Ustasi guerrillas, and many army
officers who were members of the
Ustase or Ljoti¢ (the Serb fascist
movement) readily surrendered
their troops.

Much of the Yugoslav territory
was annexed by the invading states:
Slovenia (where there were large
numbers of ethnic Germans and
Italians) was divided between Ger-
many and Italy; Italy also took
much of Dalmatia and re-
established Montenegro as a
puppet-state; Albania was enlarged;
Bulgaria took Macedonia and part
of Serbia; Hungary took the Banat
and other areas with a large
Hungarian population. Croatia
became an independent fascist state
(whose army fought at Stalingrad
and elsewhere) while the remnant of
Serbia became a puppet state under
German military administration.

Severe repression was practiced
in all these areas, and resistance to
occupation grew to a level only
equalled by Greece, Poland and
parts of the USSR. There were
several resistance movements, the
most important being Tito’s Par-
tisans, who operated throughout
Yugoslavia with a loose command
structure allowing autonomy to
regional forces.

In 1942 the Montenegrin Par-
tisans led by Milovan Djilas tem-
porarily liberated Montenegro, but
were eventually defeated by Italian
and Albanian forces. By 1944 much
of Yugoslavia was under Partisan
control and Tito was recognised
(reluctantly) even by Churchill (as
opposed to the situation in Greece,
where British troops invaded to
crush the Communist adminstra-
tion after the Germans had
evacuated Greece).

Another resistance group was led
by Draza Mihailovi¢, whose Cet-
niks were Serb nationalists who
fought the Partisans as well as the
occupying forces. Contrary to cur-
rent propaganda from Milosevic.

Former dictator Tito

many Croats fought against the
fascists, in the Partisans, and also
the Croat Peasant Party.

fter the Second World War,
Aihe 1918 borders were re-

stablished, with the addition
of the coastal ports formerly under
Italian rule. The port of Trieste,
against Yugoslav wishes, was
allocated to Italy in 1954.

Under Tito, the various regions
and nationalities (with the excep-
tion of the Germans, who were
brutally expelled, as elsewhere in
Eastern Europe) were granted a
large degree of autonomy and inter-
communal tensions decreased.

The recent resurgence of na-
tionalist hatreds has an economic
basis in the relative wealth of
Slovenia, Croatia and Vojvodina
and the relative impoverishment of
the rest, but has been greatly ex-
acerbated by the media; initially the
state-controlled Belgrade press and
television, and the other republics
have responded.

Of the main Yugoslava
languages, Serbian, Croatian,
Montenegrin and Macedonian are
very similar. Other languages
spoken include Slovenian,
Bulgarian and non-Slavic languages
(Albanian in Kosovo, around one
million people; Hungarian in Vo-
jvodina and Slavonia, around half a
million people; with smaller
numbers speaking Italian, Roma-
nian and Turkish). Religion is
divided between Catholics (Croats),
Muslims (Bosnians, Albanians and
some areas of Serbia) and Orthodox
Christians (Serbia and other
southern areas).

The nationalists in Belgrade,
Zagreb and elsewhere have stirred
up hatred by emphasising the
linguistic, relgious and cultural dif-
ferences between the various com-
munities. Socialists should argue
for the common interests of the
working class people of all the com-
munities.




Robin Hood (Kevin Costner) and Little John (Nick Brimble) in a fight for supremacy

A right-on Robin

Cinema

Tony Brown reviews “Robin
Hood: Prince of Thieves”

tradition of, and a depar-
ture from, earlier
portrayals of the 12th century
outlaw of Sherwood Forest.
There are no real plot surprises
which is only to be expected. What
is interesting is that this version is
rooted in the 1990s.
From the very first scenes in the
Jerusalem dungeon to the final
flower-child wedding in the forest,

Robin Hood is both in the

what we get is a modern,
political /psychological, right-on,
anti-authoritarian play.

For a film-maker, myths both
constrict and allow great freedom.
The basic storyline has to be told,
but that story is so widely
applicable that it can be moulded to
explore new ideas.

Certainly Errol Flynn didn’t need
to take account of a feminist Lady
Marian. Indeed, in the 1930s she
was Maid Marian — perhaps a
different translation from the
original? Richard Greene relied on
his own wits and made do without a
black Moor as his right hand man.

And neither Flynn nor Greene
gave a second thought that their
noble origin should be questioned

as something that artificially
separated them from their salt of
the earth comrades.

But in between sword-fights,
derring do, romance and oppressive
plunder by the evil Sheriff of
Nottingham, we reflect on these
and other important questions.

Returning from the Crusades to
find his father murdered and his
lands stolen, Robin is outlawed
after defending a young boy who
has stolen a deer from the
loathsome Guy of Gisborne.

Forced to flee into Sherwood
Forest he encounters a rag-tag
bunch led by Little John, who he
beats in a quarterstaff fight, and
eventually stays to lead the men in
their fight against injustice, official

An antidote to Neighbours stereotyping

Revenge but no answers

Television

By Belinda Weaver

hame (two weeks ago,
SChannel 4) provided an

an antidote to the
Neighbours Australian fantasy.

In this small Western Australian
town, the neighbours were either
rapists or apologists for rapists.

The double standard was alive
and well. Boys forcing girls to have
sex were just ‘‘having fun’’; the
girls were sluts for not having
avoided gang-rape.

In this blame-the-victim town,
women were too afraid to lay
charges. One woman who tried was
laughed out of the police station.

Economic pressure was also used
to shut women up. One of the
rapists was a boy whose family
owned the local meatworks, the big-
gest — practically the only —
employer in town. Any girl com-
plaining would never work again.

Then into town came Asta, an in-
dependent, motor-bike-riding
lawyer, who met and felt sorry for
Lizzie, the latest young victim of
rape.

Asta had a fine line in quips.
When one of the local yobs, af-
fronted by her jeans, asked her
whether she had a dress, she
replied, ‘“Yes, but not in your
size.’’ Unlike most women in town,
she took the piss out of the guys,
making them look foolish.

Predictably, they tried to get their

revenge by attacking and raping
her, but she defended herself and
got away. Her example made the
other women in town decide to join

forces to end the conspiracy of fear.
* If ever a set of women needed to
learn to fight back, it was these
women, their whole lives fenced in
by fear — fear of rape, fear of the
stigma of rape.

But ‘“Shame’’ didn’t really pro-
vide answers for them. At the end,
they joined up and were pressuring
the police for action, but only after
Asta had stirred them up. Had she
never turned up, they’d probably
have gone on as they were,
miserable, angry, but resigned.

Asta was like some superwoman

— articulate, forceful, game, able
to defend herself against a gang of
men, schooled in the law. How
many women could live up to that?
“Shame’’ was a different kind of
fantasy, but a fantasy all the same,
a feminist revenge fantasy that
didn’t tackle why rape happens, but
merely kneed the rapists in the
balls.

pillage and a heavily regressive tax
system.

Robin considers the Crusades
wrong, an adventure against the
Muslims that should never have
been waged. Through his
experience he has become an anti-
militarist, though not a pacifist. He
embraces Azeem, his fellow
escapee, as an equal and discovers
from his wisdom, new technology
and a new form of birth delivery (I
told you this was a modern
interpretation).

The core of the Robin Hood
myth remains the same — a simple
fight back against oppression. It is
necessary to take from the rich to
redistribute to the poor in order to
right the wrong. It is a simple
evocation of socialism.

In order to make the point crystal
clear, the oppressor — the Sheriff
of Nottingham — is drawn as
heartless, tyrannical and blood-
thirsty, and Alan Rickman (the
Germanic terrorist leader of Die
Hard I) gives us a very camp,
satanical Sheriff. .

I was reminded of Neil Kinnock
who, only days earlier, had said
that ‘the Labour Party does not and
never will support breaking the
law’. At the time I wondered about
his attitude to those who had refus-
ed conscription to fight in Vietnam.

But as I sat in the Enfield Can-
non, I realised that Kinnock would
have supported the Sheriff of Not-
tingham and called for a stiff
sentence for Robin before expelling
him from the Sherwood branch.

Forget the mean-spirited criticism
of Kevin Costner’s accent and in-
stead enjoy the garrulous bon
viveur Friar Tuck, the tormented
Will Scarlett, the fat, corrupt
Bishop and the heroic Little John.
And there is of course the romance
between a newly-assertive Lady
Marian and a sensitive Robin.

1t’s all there, including a famous
cameo King Richard who suddenly
appears so he can give Marian away

(well, it’s not all new-age) typifying
the good humour of the film.
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Two
poems by

Bertolt
Brecht

REPORT FROM GERMANY

We learn that in Germany

In the days of the brown plague

On the roof of an engineering
works suddenly

A red flag fluttered in the
November wind

The outlawed flag of freedom!

In the grey mid-November from
the sky

Fell rain mixed with snow

It was the 7th, though: day of
the Revolution!

And look! the red flag!

The workers stand in the yards

Shield their eyes with their
hands and stare

At the roof through the flurries
of icy rain.

Then lorries roll up filled with
stormtroopers

And they drive to the wall any
who wear work clothes

And with cords bind any fists
that are calloused

And from the sheds after their
interrogation

Stumble the beaten and bloody

Not one of whom has named
the man

Who was on the roof.

So they drive away those who
kept silent

And the rest have had enough.

But next day there waves agaim

The red flag of the proletariat

On the engineering works roof.
Again

Thuds through the dead-still
town

The stormtroopers’ tread. In
the yards

There are no men to be seen
now. Only women

Stand with stony faces; hands
shielding their eyes, they gaze

At the roof through the flurries
of icy rain.

And the beatings begin once
more. Under interrogation

The women testify: that flag

Is a bedsheet in which

We bore away one who died
yesterday.

You can’t blame us for the
colour it is.

It is red with the murdered
man’s blood, you should
know.

THE LAST WISH

In Altona, when they raided the
working-class districts

They caught four of our people.
For their execution

Seventy-five were dragged along
to watch.

This is what they saw: the
youngest, a big chap, when
asked

His last wish (in line with
standard procedure)

Drily said he wanted once more
to stretch his limbs.

Freed from his bonds, he
stretched and with both fists
Hit the Nazi commander on the

chin

With all his strength. After
which they strapped him

To the narrow board, face
upwards, and cut

His head off.

January 1933: Hitler comes to power
because the German working class
movement did not mobilise its united

strength to defeat him.
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of images that say:

women are like this,
sex is like this. Por-
nography presents unreal
images of women and
their sexuality (and men’s
sexuality for that matter).

It degrades sex as well as
degrading women.

Our sexuality as women is
kept under more repressive
social control than men’s —
though ultimately both men
and women and the relation-
ships between them suffer as
a consequence of this ine-
quality. Given this unequal
power structure it is of
crucial importance that
women have positive images
of sex and their own sexuali-
ty to counteract the narrow
role defined for them by
bourgeois patriarchy.

Women are not in-
timidated by explicit sexual
images or descriptions of
sexual fantasies. But we are
threatened by images that
presume a sexist ordering of
society.

By re-presenting men’s
power over women in im-
ages of women as all-
desirable, all-available, ever
responsive to men, in short,
public property for the use
of men, pornography rein-
forces the status quo and
keeps women “‘in their
place”.

But real women are not
like this, sex is not like this.
To be critical of the way sex
is represented in por-

Pornography consists

nographic images is not to
be anti-sex.

ensorship of por-
Cnogmphy is criticised by

those who see it as
attacking the problem of
sexism at the wrong place —
ie. attacking the symptom,
not the cause — and conse-
quently unworkable.

And some see censorship
of pornography as opening
the way for the abuse of
state power against minority
groups.

These criticisms are im-
portant and must be taken
seriously, but neither of
these criticisms is conclusive
against restricting por-
nography by law.

The question of censor-
ship goes wider than the
law. A sexist society censors
women’s expression of
themselves — their free
choice and their sexuality.
We already have censorship,
both of this kind and in the
interpretation of obscenity
and indecency in law; these
are usually interpreted in a
sexist and heterosexist way
in order to make judgements
on, and penalise, those who
““deviate’” from the so-called
norm.

Much freedom for women
could be gained by legisla-
tion to restrict pornography,
although ultimately the
removal of all sexist images
(pornographic or not) will
only happen when we have
created a non-sexist society.
Pornography is a symptom,
yes: a symptom that rein-

DISCUSSION

‘Freedom of choice’ ignores the reality of power

The case for censoring pornography

SOAPBOX

By Maria Exall

forces men’s control over
women’s environment, a
symptom of our hypocritical
society that is happier with
negative, furtive, ‘““not-in-
front-of-the-children’’ no-
tions of sexuality than any
open expressions of sexuality
that show the variety of
human sexual being.

Banning sexist images
does not create a non-sexist
society, but we should be
aware of too simplistic a
dismissal of the challenge to
a propaganda fight.

Pornography has a place
in the system of ideas and
culture arising from an ex-
ploitative society. An
ideological challenge is not
mere abstract speculation,
but is a struggle to win over
people’s understanding.

In other areas, the fact

"1871"

think that Steven Holt
Iwas a little too uncritical

of 1871 in his review in
last week’s SO (493).
Engels claimed the Paris
Commune of 1871 as the
first dictatorship of the
proletariat.

While only shortlived it
demonstrated that workers
could seize power in their
own name and in their own
interests and create a new,
better society. It is un-
doubtedly one of the most
important events of the last
150 years.

Its savage repression by the
French army, in which over
30,000 men and women were
systematically murdered in
only seven days,
demonstrated the extraor-
dinarily brutal and blood-

confuse and

thirsty means that the ruling
class were prepared to adopt
in order to defend their rule.

The Catholic Church built
the magnificent Sacre Coeur
as a monument to the soldiers
who butchered the Com-
munards.

It’s a tragedy then that Ken
McMullen’s 1871 is such a
confused, deliberately
obscure attempt to capture
the spirit of Paris in the
period leading up to the
revolution.

The action predominantly
focuses on a small theatre
company, but the film’s non-
naturalistic style and slow
pace make for difficult view-

ing.

McMullen couldn’t really
have wanted a wide audience
for 1871 as it is virtually im-
possible to understand unless
one has the most intimate

obscure

knowledge of the individuals
of the time. No attempt is
made to set the scene, to in-
troduce the characters or ex-
plain their role in the events.

It is not until the final
scene when the company
sings the Internationale that
any life is displayed.

Don’t, however, ignore all
of McMullen’s films. His
previous movie, Zina, about
Trotsky’s daughter who com-
mitted suicide in Berlin as the
Nazis came to power, is a rich
and moving film about
psychoanalysis, fascism,
Trotskyism and father/
daughter relationships.

But if it’s the Commune
you are interested in, buy
Marx’s The Civil War in
France, it’s a much better in-
vestment.

Tony Bruce
North London

that we are only attacking
the symptom not the cause
is no argument against
legislation, neither is the fact
that the aim of the legisla-
tion is unworkable.

Health and safety legisla-
tion is unworkable in prac-
tice in a capitalist economic
system. Capitalism is the
cause, unsafe working prac-
tices are the symptom, but
attacking the symptoms has
improved the health and
safety of workers.

What about the argument
that any legislation will lead
to power being used against
such groups as lesbians and
gay men?

It is undoubtedly true that
police will pursue with
greater vigour any infr-
ingements by lesbians and
gay men of any law.
Already lesbian and gay
writings are seized and
obscenity laws are applied to
ludicrous situations.

What this means is that
any legislation must protect
the rights of lesbians and
gay men to express their sex-
uality, We are socialists and
not anarchists. We believe
that the law can be used as a
tool to seek concessions
from capitalism and a way
of building for socialism.

If pornography is about
sex — defining it in such a
way as to maintain unequal
power relations — then les-
bians and gay men have lit-
tle to gain from a society
that gives licence to the pro-
liferation of pornography.

The experience of
liberalisation and deregula-
tion in the 1980s has been
that it has increased the
power of the already power-
ful against those who had a
small amount of power.
There is no guarantee that
increased liberalising of por-
nography legislation will be
beneficial to lesbians and

ys.

A small market in images
that show a variety of sexual
experiences and question
sexual orthodoxy may be en-
couraged, but the mass
marketing of blatant
heterosexist images will be
the more significant result.

The danger of handing
the state legislative power to
censor certain images is that
the harmful negative images
we wish to see removed will
not be the same ones that
much of the bourgeois
establishment and popular
prejudice wish to act
against.

This is not an argument
against legislation. It is an
argument against legislation
that has no safeguards for
lesbians and gay men.

he liberal bourgeois
Tideal that we should

all be free to choose
what we wish that does not
harm others is very similar
to the Tory rhetoric of in-
dividuals competing as free
agents harmonizing in the
free market. It totally ig-
nores the political realities
of economic power in the
situation.

There is a danger that by
advocating no censorship we
go along with an in-
dividualistic libertarian ethic
that has no place in a
socialist society. The sort of
freedom that we as socialists
should be about is less to do
with “‘free choice’’ and
more to do with access to
free choice.

In our present society free
choice means free choice for
some at the expense of
others. To ignore the power
relations between men and
women when considering
restrictions on free choice is
to ignore political realities.
In order to be free to
choose, we have to control
our own lives. For women
to be free to choose we must
have control and this means
being free from being con-
trolled.

Our sexuality is kept
repressed: to be free from
negative images of sex and
sexuality especially at a time
of vulnerability such as
childhood is surely a prere-
quisite to growing up free to
choose.

As socialists we support
working people taking con-
trol — not just putting up
with how things are.

When working class men
and women take a stand and
say they are not putting up
with being exploited or :
degraded, we support them.
When women take a stanid
against pornography because
it exploits and degrades -
them, we must support
them.

The issue is independence for
Croatia and Slovenia

for the retention of a

loose federal
Yugoslavia,’’ states
Steven Holt in SO 493.
The main problem with
this formulation is that it
fails to answer the key
question — should
Croatia and Slovenia be
allowed to form indepen-
dent states?

Socialists generally are in
favour of the widest level of
unity of peoples in a state.
““Other conditions being
equal, the class conscious
proletariat will always stand
for the larger state’’, was how
Lenin summed it up.

This general principle
means that socialists would
not have advocafed the break
up of Yugoslavia. However,
events have moved on in
Yugoslavia. Yugoslavia is
breaking up before our eyes.

While we would not have
advocated Slovene and Croa-
tian separatism, clear ma-
jorities in both nations want
to secede and form indepen-
dent nation states.

Socialists, while wanting to
see larger states, also put for-
ward a clear principle of
defending the right of nations
to self-determination. Lenin
stated: ‘‘It would be wrong to
interpret the right to self-
determination as meaning
anything but the right to ex-
istence as a separate state’’.

The right of nations to self-
determination is not confined
to big nations, “‘progressive’
nations, good nations, or op-

socialists should argue

pressed nations. A consistent
democratic and socialist na-
tional policy is based on the
right of all nations to self-
determination.

Croatia and Slovenia have
voted overwhelmingly in
referendums to secede from

WHAT'S ON

Thursday 8 August

“Women's Liberation”: SW London
S0 meeting. Speaker: Cath Croshy.
7.30, Lambeth Town Hall
"Socialists and the General Elec-
tion": Hull SO meeting. Speaker:
Ruth Cockroft. 7.30, Queens Pub

Saturday 10 August

Course on Marxist economics.
Speaker: Martin Thomas. Hosted by
Manchester SO. 11.00-5.00, Man-
chester Town Hall

Left Unity Dayschool. Newcastle.
More details from Nick:

091-284 6347

Sunday 11 August

South Africa Women's Day. 3.00,
Lambeth Trade Union Resource
Centre

Monday 12 August

“Socialists and Democracy”,
Manchester S0 meeting.
Speaker: Dan Judelson. 8.00,
Manchester Town Hall

Wednesday 14 August

““|srael-Palestine: what solution?”,
London SO Forum. Debate between
Tony Greenstein (‘Return’) and John

Yugoslavia. Socialists should
defend their right to separate.
We must be in favour of
Slovenia and Croatia being
allowed to form independent
nation states.
Tony Dale
Manchester

D’Mahony (editor: Socialist
Organiser). 7.30, Lucas Arms,
Grays Inn Road

Thursday 15 August

“Socialism and Democracy”,
Glasgow SO meeting. 7.30, City
Hall

“Socialism and Demacracy”,
Brighton SO meeting. Details: Garry
on 0273-694251

Sunday 18 August

March against racism. 2.00,

meet at mosque and cultural
centre, Gladstone Street, Not-
tingham

Monday 19 August

“Socialists and the Labour Party”,
Southwark SO meeting. Speaker:
Vincent Brown. 7.30, Two Eagles,
Elephant & Castle

Wednesday 28 August

“The Politics of Identity”, SO
London Forum. 7.30, Lucas
Arms, Grays Inn Road

Saturday 7 September

Socialists for Labour Conference.
Sheffield University. More details
from Cate Murphy on

071-277 7217




vote yes for action!

By a Central London BT
engineer

ext week (12 August)

the National Communi-

cations Union starts
balloting on the offer from
BT of a 7.3% pay rise for
1991.

The executive is recommen-
ding acceptance of this offer,
and is calling for a ““no”’ vote for
strike action.

Many branches, however, feel
the offer is wholly inadequate
(conference in June decided on a
claim of 15%) and are recom-
mending that their membership
do not accept the offer and vote

By Dale Street
he fight to prevent the
imposition of compul-
sory redundancies by

Liverpool City Council

suffered a major setback last

week when members of the

GMB voted against strike

action.

A ballot of 1700 GMB
members resulted in 63% of
those who returned their ballot
papers voting against strike ac-
tion, and 55% against other in-

Lewisham

NALGO strike
ballot

By Liz Dickinson,
Lewisham NALGO

t a recent branch meet-

ing a motion was over-

whelmingly carried fo
ballot members for 2 and 3
day strikes in September,

The motion followed on from
two moderately successful one-
day strikes in July against the
council’s compulsory redondan-
cy policy, in solidarity with other
council unions.

Lewisham council’s new
redeployment procedure now
means that any worker who is
made a redeployee faces the pro-
spect of compulsory redundancy
after three months.

Lewisham has already cut
back on vital services, and an
autumn of discontent is in the of-
fing, with the forthcoming social
services “‘policy review™ in Oc-
tober — a euphemism for more
cuts, job losses and compulsory
redundancies.

All this from a local authority
which prides itself on being a
“flagship of Labour
authorities'"!

The only members to vote
against a ballot were three S
members who, in ftrue
democratic fashion, wanted to
call strikes without one!

_with firstly, a pathetic pay rise

Sethack in

to take action for a better deal.

There is widespread feeling
that 7.3% is an insult to us as
workers in a highly profitable in-
dustry which can afford to pay
its chairman a 43% rise and its
shareholders over 12%.

This state of affairs is typical
of the situation in the years since
privatisation. Since then the in-
crease in our wages has been
155% whilst the increase in
sh;l;holders’ dividend has been

0.

This year it is crucially impor-
tant that we make a stand. A
vote for action over pay will
strengthen the union in the fight
to defend jobs as well. What is at
stake is the massive selling off of
working people’s jobs in BT.

Are we really going to roll over
and play dead while BT hit us

Liverpool

dustrial action short of strike ac-
tion.

Reasons given by GMB
members for the outcome of the
ballot include:

* The ““points”’ system, under
which workers who take strike
action are ‘““‘awarded’’ points and
are thereby more likely to lose
their jobs in a future wave of
redundancies;

® The fear of private contrac-
tors being brought in to do their
work if they go on strike, thus
undermining the impact of the
strike;

¢ Financial problems from
previous industrial action, and
fear of further financial pro-
blems in the event of extended in-
dustrial action;

* Demoralisation with a
dispute which has already lasted
32 months and which, as far as
many council workers were con-
cerned, was increasingly lacking
a sense of direction.

1,000 members of NALGO re-
main on strike, and NALGO
leaders have pledged that they
will remain on strike until redun-

dant NALGO members are
reinstated.
. But the belief that local

NALGO leaders will use the
GMB ballot result as a pretext to
end industrial action is not con-
fined to hardened cynics. On
more than one occasion NALGO
has already dragged its feet in
this dispute.

The council will regard the
GMB ballot result as a green
light for a further batch of
redundancies. The result was an-
nounced last Thursday (1
August) and the Labour Group is
already considering further job
losses at the time of writing.

Last week also saw the City
Council get its pay-off from the
government, when Liverpool was
named as one of the eleven coun-
cils to receive money from the
Tories” *“‘City Challenge”’
scheme.

The document submitted by
Labour Group leader Harry
Rimmer (which many members
of the Labour Group were not
allowed to see) in support of
Liverpool’s bid for money pro-
posed a series of tourist-oriented
renovation projecis for the
eastern part of the city centre.

CPSA ballot

By Mark Serwotka,
Chair Rotherham DSS

our weeks after the left

won a majority on the

DHSS Secfion
Executive of the CPSA, they
are still to be allowed to take
up office.

An 18-9 left wing majority was
revealed 4 weeks ago, but in 2
last ditch effort by the right wing
to cling onto power, a private
balloting firm has been called in
to recount the votes. This is a
clear attempt to stall for time
while efforts are made to invent

an excuse to invalidate the
original result. Every passing
week makes this easier for the
right wing.

To date, protest letters from
branches and members have been
greeted by the a one line response
from Marian Chambers to the
effect that she was looking into
it.

We cannot allow the right
wing fto get away with this.
Activists must easure that
bundreds of protests are seat into
Umiom HQ. All-members’
meetings must be called and
resolutions passed condemning
the leadership’'s complete
dishonesty. |

London DSS branches should |
be looking to call a lobby of the
Union’s HQ on the issue

INDUSTRIAL
Workers offered 7.3% Chairman gets 43 %

Telecom workers:

that will not improve our stan-
dard of living, and secondly,
with more redundancies?

The increase in BT’s wage bill
this year will be well under the
rate of inflation (estimates are a
mere 1.5%) due to the large
numbers of jobs shed.

We allowed 19,000 of our col-
leagues’ jobs to go last year and
BT’s plan for this year is 11,000.
Management’s ruthless plan for
our industry promises nothing
for the workers and very little for
our customers.

Our answer to redundancies
should be to campaign for a
long-overdue shorter working
week of 32 hours (4 days) and an
end to selling jobs. We must start
now — reject the pathetic 7.3%.

Yote no to 7.3% and yes for
action!
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1991 PAY BALLOT

* CHAIRMAN = 43%

F PROFITS =

FOR A FAIRER DEAL.

#*DIRECTORS =

14.2% #SHAREHOLDERS =

WESTMINSTER BRANCH RECOMMENDS THAT YOU
REJECT THE OFFER AND VOTE YES TO ACTION

23.4%
12.7%

7.3% DON'T YOU DESERVE MORE T0O ? |

The left branches are campaigning for a no vote

The Keith Harvey case —

a tremendous victory!

By Steve Price, Branch
Secretary, DHSS South
Staffs

eith Harvey, a
KRegistered Disabled
CPSA member from
Smethwick office recently
sacked by ‘‘caring”” DSS
management has won his job

back.

It was great news for Keith, a
31 year old counter-clerk who
has worked for the Department
since 1986. It was a great victory
for the union (and its members)
who fought his case all the way.

It was a defeat for the
Department which pays out
benefit to the sick and disabled
vet cannot even meet its
minimum 3% quota for
employing disabled staff. Is it
any wonder when they treat the
disabled so badly?

Keith is a chronic asthmatic
who has been absent for
approximately one year out of
the five he has been employed (6
months of this occurred in one
spell). In effect, he has been on
permanent probation since he
started.

At the end of five years,
management reviewed his
position and, although his health
had improved over the last year,
he was given notice of dismissal
from 30th June. After discussion
with his union reps, he decided to
appeal.

Keith’s brave struggle with his
asthmatic condition has won the

Asthmatic clerk wins job back
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An asthmatic social security clerk
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s Harver
admiration of his colleagues.
They have seen him drag himself
to work when he should have
been off sick. Many times. This
was partly because he has been so
desperate to hold onto his job; it
was also due to financial necessi-
ty as he had exhausted his paid
sick leave and was therefore not
being paid when off work. They
also respected him because he did
a good job on reception and
management never found fault
with the quality of his work.
Keith desperately wanted to win
this appeal; he has had his house
repossessed and the Disablement
Register Officer made it quite
clear that if he was sacked, his
future job prospects would be
negligible.

Keith’s final working day was
to be the 28th June. Local reps
built up quite a campaign in the
days and weeks leading up to
that date; petitions went around
a number of local offices, the
local media were involved in-
cluding local radio, three Labour
MPs and the major disability
organisations were contacted.
The most significant day was
Wednesday 26th when a meeting
of CPSA, NUCPS and even non-
members was held. Over 100
people crammed into the canteen
and the message was clear; his

British Timken pay freeze
— daylight robbery

By an AEU member

hile top managers in
British industry have
awarded themselves

such massive wage rises that
it even makes the tabloids
squeak, British Timken

management have announced

on Tuesday 16 July that there
would be a pay freeze for
workers.

It was nicely timed:
before the factory fortnight.

Timken is using the recession
as am excuse fo aftack unmiom
organisation at its Duston planmt.
They bope that the workers will
and be cowed by the prospects of
more job cuts im the period
abead.

Nothing is ever guaranteed, of
course, but if the strike vote to
defend shop steward Pat Markey

just

from being sacked had been 58 to
38 in favour instead -of against
strike action; if there had been a
concerted fight over the last
round of redundancies — who
knows? Maybe Timken wouldn't
have felt so confident about
imposing a wage freeze now.

Timken is spending millions
on the modernisation
programme at Duston. So the
bosses must be pretty confident
of future production there. The
reality is that the bosses are
expecting the workers to pay for
the economic mess, not of our,
but of their making.

They expect us, whe dsy =
and dav oul. mermmy . ificrmeos
ﬂd might. work eI

ph:.-d-d-. which rake in fortunes
for the besses; to, in effect, take
a pay cut in real terms because
their profits are being squeezed.
Again, we should say, loudly
and clearly: ‘“on yer bike!"".

George Bardwell has over-rul
.q,mu menagement's decision Lo sack the 31
venr-old clark o
Mr Harvey. of Hnlhr:rﬂ‘: fioac. Handswor
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colleagues were with him all the
way

On the 27th we met again and
it was decided to demand Keith
be kept on pending his appeal.
Under threat of strike action,
management ‘‘wholly excep-
tionally’* backed down and gave
him another 3 weeks. Staff
decided to work to rule and
boycott management’s ‘‘caring
for staff”* group pending the ap-
peal. Natiomal Officer Doug
Murdoch was handling Keith’s
appeal. He was supportive
though not directly involved in
most of the activity. District
Manager, Gary Clifford, is one
of the new breed of Benefits
Agency managers and he showed
little interest in Keith's case.

On the 12th of July, we were
told that Keith had won his fight.
He was very emotional: *'I just
can’t believe it... the best day of
my week, month, year...”.
Members were equally affected.
But they were also concerned to
see the small print of Keith's new
contract and decided unanimous-
ly to continue the work to rule
until he gets the right ferms.

Keith suffers from asthma, a
very common complaint. He suf-
fers very severely. In our view,
the Department have contributed
to Keith’s condition; for five
years he has had no job security,
has been subjected to continuous
health monitoring, and asthma is
a condition that is very much af-
fected by stress. It is also a condi-
tion that fluctuates over time and
there have been periods when
Keith has been very poorly and
others when he has been relative-
Iy well. For these reasons, he
needs a contract that provides
proper job security but allows
flexibility in when he can attend.
We want Keith to be allowed to
work when he is able — which is
most of the time — without his
feeling under pressure to come
into work when he is poorly.

Keith’s new contract will break
new ground for disabled
workers; in turn it is hoped that
any gain Keith makes will benefit
others. Members at Smethwick
Office will sccept nothing less.
Bat there are other mjustices suf-
fered by disabled workers and
the Agency’s fine words about
“*equal opportunities’ and “‘car-
ing for stafi’” have to be judged
by their actions. And they are
found seriously wanting. Let
there be no illusions: Keith
Harvey was sacked and the union
got him his job back!

Support
the

Camden
social
workers

2 striking Camden
social workers
talked to SO about
their dispute

1 Tle dispute is about
additional respon-
sibilities that

social workers were
undertaking with the new
legislation... we’ve been out
since 23rd May and on 4th
June we were balloted and
the result was unanimous —
76% of an 81% return of
ballot. So that was a very,
very strong message to our
employers that we were angry
enough because we’ve been
waiting for approximately
two years for them to work
towards implementing that
agreement. They have failed
to take any responsibility for
doing so, and pushed it back
onto the union.

‘““Management have done a
number of things to weaken our
morale including contacting our
banks, which is an invasion of
the Data Protection Act, telling
them that we’re on strike; one or
two individuals have been refus-
ed loans as a result. They've also
misused the law. While there is
provision for subpoenaing social
workers to court, the way and
the speed with which it has been
done has shown us it's the big-
gest instrument management
have for suppressing our action.
But they haven’t succeeded —
after 7 weeks all of us are still out
on strike, we're very solid, and
we think it’s a disgrace that
clients are being used to try and
intimidate us. People have been
harassed at home, and are quite
frightened about being contacted
by the Courts’ officers.

‘““Management are running the
cover on a limited budget and
they are saying to us that they
can’t afford to honour the claim
because of the deficit. We say it’s
their responsibility, not ours and
ihat they cannot misuse the
clients and us to compensate for
their mismanagement.

““A lot of us in the workforce
are women, and a lot of the
senior management are men. We
cannot continually be told, like
nurses and other caring profes-
sions, that we should know our
place and that the day nursery
will be closed if we get our pay.
Divide and rule is their tactic,
and I hope our resistance to that
will be an example, as others
have been — like the housing
strike in Camden.

““Yes, we are going to win, and
we are going to hold out. If we
don’t win this, then we might as
well just forget it for everything
else. Our strike is about a princi-
ple — our conditions of service,
how they’re negotiated and how
our employers treat us. We can’t
not win this.

“We've received tremendous
support from collections and
meetings at NALGO conference,
at various branch meetings up
and down the country and from
the Labour Party locally.

NALGO sagreed to go to
ACAS, but has heard nothing
from the council or ACAS
since. A branch meeting on July
29 agreed to work out how best

to further the dispute. These in-
clude balloting key sections of
the membership for all-out ac-
tion, and building for a branch-
wide Day of Action in August.
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One year on, the

wounds fester

Council workers:
time to fight

against low pay

NALGO: vote yes for action!

By Sarah Cotterill,

Manchester NALGO
e 6.4% offer from the
T::lmployers is an insult. This
year, public sector pay rises

are running at an average of
9.75%. Council workers’ pay

rises have repeatedly fallen
short of inflation. In real terms
that means pay cuts. We need a
12% pay rise to regain some of
the lost ground.

Half a million NALGO members

are being balloted for strike action
over pay. Their claim is for a

minimum wage of £9,330, 12% for
all staff, the adult wage at 18 and
improvements in working hours
and holidays.

The employers have offered
nothing on the minimum wage
claim. The figure of £9,330 is
recommended as the minimum
wage by the Council of Europe.
Beneath this figure, workers fall
below a decent standard of living.
Contrary to myth, a quarter of a
million workers fall below this
decency threshold. That is nearly
half NALGO’s local government
membership.

The minimum wage is not an
extra which can be used as a
bargaining counter in negotiations.
It must be the central core of this
year’s pay claim. Low pay is the
biggest problem facing many
NALGO members. The time has
come to deal with it. There should
be no settlement without the

minimum wage of £9,330.

A NALGO local government
delegate meeting on 22nd July
voted overwhelmingly to reject the
offer of 6.4%. Members are being
asked to vote for 10 days of
national strike action over 8 weeks.
It will be combined with selected
action by key groups like computers
and poll tax staff.

Socialist Organiser supporters
proposed that the 10 days strike
action take place over 4 weeks,
building up from 1 to 4 days. If this
failed to win a satisfactory offer, we
should consider all-out indefinite
strike action to show we mean
business.

But now the decision has been
taken by the national delegate
meeting, NALGO members must
all rally to win a massive yes vote.
Disagreement with the tactics of the
action mustn’t be used as an excuse
to accept the offer.

By Gerry Bates

the newspapers are full of

stories of the mistreatment
of American and British
prisoners of war by Saddam
Hussein in the Gulf War earlier
this year.

None of these stories can be fresh
news to the governments which are
releasing them. The governments
are using the stories to deflect and
drown critical thinking as the first
anniversary of Saddam’s invasion
of Kuwait comes round.

Two hundred thousand Iragis are
dead — or about that number: no-
one except the American govern-
ment knows how many lie in the
mass graves, and they are not tell-
ing. Tens of thousands more have
been killed, tortured or injured as
Saddam Hussein suppressed the
uprisings by Shi'ites in southern
Iraq and Kurds in northern Iraq.

Even in the Arab Sunni heartland
of Iraq, malnutrition, disease and
desperate poverty are rife, caused
by the attagks which bombed Iraq
back into the nineteenth century
and the Western economic
blockade. Babies, children and frail
elderly people are dying.

The Kurds, through their courage
and determination, and the pressure
they were able to put on the
Western powers through public opi-
nion, have won some precarious
autonomy and safety in their corner
of Iraq. Elsewhere in Iraq Saddam
still rules, as brutal and totalitarian
as ever, a modern Stalin.

Kuwait is *‘liberated’’ — so they
say. Many thousands of Palesti-
nians have been murdered by lynch
mobs, driven to flee, or condemned
to live in fear for their lives. Iraqi
opposionists exiled there who
managed to survive Saddam’s inva-
sion have been shoved back into
Saddam’s hands.

The US has elbow-twisted the
Arab states and Israel into agreeing
to a peace conference. But the
Palestinians will get no justice from
this conference.

The Sunday Times reports that
Britain exported 8.6 tonnes of
uranium, suitable for developing
nuclear weapons, to Saddam’s Irag
in 1988-90. Britain also — accor-
ding to almost everyone except the
government — exported materials
for chemical warfare to Iraq even |’
after the invasion of Kuwait.

It is a certain and incontestable
fact that the US and British govern-
ments backed Saddam while he was
suppressing the Kurds in the 1980s.

Their objection was never to Sad-
dam’s tyranny and brutality. The
Gulf War was not waged to end
tyranny and brutality. It was waged
to halt Iraq’s desperate challenge to
the control by the West, or by safely
pro-Western local despots, of the
Gulf’s super-rich oil reserves.

It was waged to keep the oil
reserves safe for the big Western
capitalist powers.

It has brought, and will continue
to bring, not peace and an improy-
ed “new world order”, but further
suffering and conflict as the US
tries to maintain its new imperial
pOWET.

Torture! Horror! Suddenly




