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THE BOSNIAN capital of Sarajevo has collapsed into wanton destruction, starvation and slaughter. Its 300,000 residents are withbut regular
supplies of water, medicine and food. Whole suburbs have been under siege for months without relief. Buildings are pounded day and night by

heavy artillery and rockets.

The Serb militias, armed and
backed by the Serbian dominated
Yugoslay army, are attempting to
seize and annexe whole swathes
of Bosnia against the wishes and
national rights of the Muslim and
Croatian communities who make
up 60% of the population. The
Croatian army and militias are
doing the same in Western
Herzegovina.

Tudjman’s government in
Croatia has a similar project of
national aggrandisement at the
expense of Serbian and Muslim
inhabitants of the region. All work-
ers, all socialists, must oppose
these reactionary nationalist
projects.

Now the United Nations (UN),
with Europe and the USA as the
driving force, are gearing up to
intervene. Ameeting of European
ministers on 27 June called on
the UN to take “all necessary
measures” to open Sarajevo air-
port, a searcely concealed code for
military action. The UN Secre-
tary General has given the Serbs
a 48-hour deadline to stop the
fighting or face the consequences.

Butchers

The imperialist powers, headed
as ever by the “peace-loving”
butchers in the White House,
claim that military intervention
will ensure “humanitarian aid” to
the people of Sarajevo. This is
filthy hypocrisy. The current cri-
sis with all its attendant human
misery is a direct result of policies
pursued by US and Eurcpean
imperialism.

For years they crippled the Yu-
goslav economy with debt, giving
rise to economic crisis, rivalries
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and national antagonisms as the
old Stalinist Yugoslav bureauc-
racy broke down along chauvinist
lines. They encouraged the rise of
the nationalist Muslim Party in
Bosnia through promises of eco-
nomic support and recognition of
independence.

They adopted a policy of the
repartition of Yugeslavia know-
ing full well this would divide
Bosnia along national lines. A
policy which, because of the inter-
penetrated nature of the peoples
of the area, could only bring forced
population transfers, pogroms,
and further massacres. A policy
that will only further inflame na-
tional and ethnic tensions
throughout the Balkans.

The very idea that the imperi-
alists are acting on altruistic or
humanitarian motives is a sick
joke. They want to break the Ser-
bian assault to enable the Croats

to get as much out of Bosnia as
they can. This will leave the im-
perialists free to extract profits
from a new semi-colonial “Greater
Croatia” and provide a buffer state
against the Serbs.

Connive

Asthe Shi'ites of Southern Irag
discovered to their cost last year,
the imperialist armies decide
nothing on “humanitarian” prin-
ciples. They will happily connive
with the extreme rightist Tudjman
and the fascist Croatian HOS mi-
litias to crush resistance to their
planned new order in the Bal-
kans. based on the restoration of
capitalism

There is only one way for the
people of Sarajevo to free them-
selves from the cycle of destruc-
tion and death. The workers of all
national and ethnic groups must
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break from national chauvinism
and the cynical war aims of their
leaders and build multi-national
defence militias against the po-
groms and fratricidal wars.

In Britain, to their shame, key
figures on the left such as Tony
Benn have added their voices to
the call for imperialist sanctions
against Serbia. Where economic
sanctions are imposed, military
sanctions are rarely far behind.
Benn’s social pacifism leads him
once again to fall in behind the
imperialists’ plans. No socialist
or worker should follow him down
this road.

Unlike Benn, true internation-
alists oppose all imperialist sanc-
tions and military interventionin
the region. We demand that all
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the victims of the imperialists
policies, all refugees and victims
of the civil war, must be allowed
free entry to EC countries.

‘Belligerent

The increasingly belligerent

attitude of the EC creates the need
for a united campaign of all work-
ing classorganisations across Eu-
rope againstintervention and war.
In Britain this means that the
entire labour movement, the un-
jons, Labour left and left wing
organisations must unite in com-
mon action against intervention
with rallies, pickets and demon-
strations on the broadest possible
scale. The imperialists must be
given the clear message:

® No more Irags! Hands off the Balkans!
@ No sanctions! No UN interventions!
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HIV/AIDS

A matter for the law?

HE PRESS has had a field

day with the case of an HIV

positive Birmingham man
who reportedly infected several
women. It has hounded all con-
cerned, inflicting even greater mis-
ery. AIDSis back as the main “moral
panic”.

Why is the press so fascinated
with this particular case? Because
it has been able tolink what is seen
as theimmorality of casual sex with
the immorality of willfully spread-
ing disease. Propaganda which
links the two is a powerful weapon
in the hands of the ruling class.
The message is: don’t have casual
sex.

Now someone previously seen as
an “innocent victim”, someone in-
fected through treatment for hae-
mophilia, has joined the role call of
those stigmatised as spreaders of
disease.

Terrified

Storiesabound of terrified women
who may have slept with him, their
terrified boyfriends, their babies.
Other stories suggest that this is
revenge sex, a man’s revenge on
womankind because his mother
gave him haemophilia through
passing on a deficient gene.

Yet it is the nature of the Tories’
own AIDS health prevention cam-
paign, together with the way the
gutter press has treated the AIDS
threat, that are i3ally responsible
for the lack of pruper information
on, or encouragement of, safer sex.

The overwhelming identification
of AIDS with gays, injecting drug
usersand Africans presentedin the
press has stigmatised those groups,
led to terrible discrimination and
attacks—and meant serious
miseducation. Although the govern-

BY CLARE HEATH

ment health campaigns have in-
sisted that AIDS is a problem for
everyone, this was done in such a
moralistic and ultimately unreal-
istic way that many people con-
tinue to think of it as a disease
affecting “guilty” but not “innocent”
people. Thus safer sex messages
aren’t taken to apply to them.

If the man accused in Birming-

e’s killed one women, infected three | e s,-;;,,
bthers and there is no faw to

ham and his partners had been
gay, the press would not have
whipped up a panie about his “vic-
tims”. Because gay men are ex-
pected to know the risks, his part-
ners would have been considered
tobe irresponsible for not practicing
safe sex. This same code of conduct
is not applied to heterosexual rela-
tionships, however brief. HIV is
considered to be so rare amongst
heterosexuals(usually but mislead-
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ingly called the “general popula-
tion”) as to be discounted as a real
threat—especially at the end of a
drunken Saturday night on the
town.

It’s true that, statistically, HIV is
rare amongst heterosexual, non-
drug injectors in Britain. But if
your partner happens to be one of
the unfortunate few, it doesn’t do
much good to know that it’s pretty
unusual! Heterosexual sexis notin
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Punishing the
parents

AR FROM giving much needed

F additional cash to single moth-

ers and their children, the Child

. Support Act (CSA) is going to in-

crease poverty. This new Tory legis-

lation means that mothers receiving

state benefits will have to name

their child’s father or face their ben-
eftt being cut by £7.95 a week.

The Torles argue that this is to

make fathers act in a more responsi-
ble way and continue to provide
financial support. They will be forced
by law to pay anything from £2 to
£125 a week to their families. But
most women and children will not be
any better off. Every pound gained
from the father will be deducted
from their benefit. The only winner
here is the state. The government
plans to save £400 million a year
through reductions in benefit paid
out.

Many single mothers don't want
to tell the state who the father of
their child is, but this law gives her
no choice. This is particularly true
for women who have split up from a
violent and abusive partner who know
they will be at risk if they name the
father and allow the state to estab-

BY CLARE ROBERTS

lish contact between them. The Act
makes some provision for exemp-
tion, but only where the state is
satisfled that there is a risk 6f harm
or undue distress to parent or child.
So women will be forced to prove
abuse to some interfering official or
face having their benefit docked.
The Tories are pushing this legis-
lation through not only to save them-
selves money, but as part of a gen-
eral policy on the family. An increas-
ing number of children are now being
brought up in homes that don't cor-
respond to the model of mum, dad
and kids. The Tories openly label
this a “threat” to society. They un-

derstand what a central role the
family plays in maintaining the sta-
tus quo, providing free labour in the
home and disciplining children. This
particular legislation is in effect a
punishment for women and men who
choose or are forced to live in other
ways.

But the question of the family is
not necessarily an easy one for the
Tories. There are important divisions
amongst them. On the one hand is
the old Thatcherite wing who want
women to be largely responsible for
children and cther dependents at
home, further reducing public spend-
ing on state care. On the other is the
more “modemising” wing who rec-
ognise the centrality of women to

MANCHESTER CAMPAIGN AGAINST DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
Fight the Child Support Act!
PUBLIC MEETING
Speaker from the campaign plus a Manchester DSS worker

Monday 6 July 6.30-8.00pm
Great Western Street

Children welcome

Creche available
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the workforce, see the lack of
childcare provision as obstructing
this, and argue for more support for
working mothers. At the moment
this latter wing, represented by peo-
ple like Gillian Shephard, is increas-
ing its influence and promoting im-
proved tax concessions and child-
care for working mothers. Of course,
Shephard and Co aren’t arguing for
increased state provision, but for
the private sector to be encouraged
to flll the gap. So whilst these two
wings of the Tories have somewhat
different ideas about the future role
of women in the economy, they share
one important belief . . . the state
should not pay!

The CSA will come into full force
next April. In the meantime prepara-
tions are underway in the DSS to set
up ways of sticking their noses into
everyone’'s affairs and gain powers
to dock wages and benefits.

Campaigns against the CSA are
being urged by various groups like
the National Council for One Parent
Families, Women’s Aid and Child
Poverty Action, but resistance needs
to go beyond letter-writing and lob-
bying. The Campaign Against Do-
mestic Violence in Manchester has
taken this issue up. Other groups
need to do the same, demanding the
immediate repeal of the Act and a
living wage or benefit for all families
including single parents, linked to
the cost of living and the average
industrial wage.

It is vital that such a campaign
builds links with the DSS workers
who are being forced to implement
the policies, and that the issue is

taken to workplaces and trade un-
ions. This attack will affect millions
of men, women and children, and is
something that all workers should
be taking up .l

and of itself safe sex. Unless safer
sex practices are used, heterosexual
sex can and does spread HIV just
as efficiently as gay sex. That is the
lesson that the government are fail-
ing to get over.

Many gay men have radically
changed their behaviour in re-
sponse to AIDS. But this was not
due to government health warn-
ings, but because there was a posi-
tive message about safe sex put
about through the gay community
and gay press. Avoiding AIDS did
not have to mean celibacy or one
partner for life, but could mean
many partners with safer sex. To
get such a positive message across
to all young people means good sex
education, a positive attitude to
options of sexuality, basically mak-
ing people comfortable with sex,
condoms and whatever else people
want to do to be safe. Effectively
abolishing sex education, outlaw-
ing discussions of homosexuality,
closing family planning clinies,
youth centres, lesbian and gay cen-
tres . . . all these Tory policies ob-
struct the fight against HIV.

Furore

And for all the furore, the Tories
are not going toimmediately change
the law and start detaining those
who are thought to be putting oth-
ersatrisk. Their reluctance is prag-
matic. On the one hand they al-
ready have sufficient powers under
existing legislation. On the other
they have been convinced that le-
gal detention of people with HIV is
unlikely to be much practical help
in controlling the epidemic. What
would they do—lock up all those
found tobe HIV positive? Give them
all injections to curb their sex drive?

What should we be arguing for to

help fight the epidemic? If someone
has HIV, they should be given all
the advice and support possible to
make sure they understand the
risks to others. They should be en-
couraged to tell partners. Butif the
state was to start doing compul-
sory partner notification, basically
directly telling all previous part-
ners that they have been in contact
with someone with HIV, then the
mostlikely resultis thateven fewer
people would come forward to have
HIV tests. They would then not
even know if they were HIV posi-
tive or not, and would not be able to
tell their sexual partners.

Although HIV and AIDS is still
most frequently affecting gay men
and injecting drug users, there are
an increasing number of other peo-
ple infected. Rights to privacy and
protection from discrimination
must be won for all those with HIV.
Without that people will either be
reluctant to get tested, or will feel
unable to tell people their results
and therefore may put others at
risk.

Sexually transmitted diseases
have always been used to generate
moral panic and then to control or
stigmatise the people affected. The
only real answer is to transform
attitudes to sexuality, to make sex
something that can be talked about,
learned about and practiced free
from all the present repression and
guilt.

Then responsible behaviour will
be much easier for those infected
and everyone else. But the capital-
ist system, and its bourgeois mo-
rality, its family model and its
hypocrisy can never deliver this.l
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EDITORIAL

No vote to Prescott

THE RESULTS of Labour’s leadership elections were
stitched up long before this month’s special confer-
ence. Even before the contest opened, trade union
bureaucrats Edmonds, Jordan and Morris were mak-
ing clear they expected John Smith to be the new
leader.

By mid-June, a combination of “consultation exer-
cises” and the odd postal ballot in the unions had
ensured that more than half the trade union block
vote was lined up for Smith and deputy leader candi-
date, Margaret Beckett.

Labour Party members faced with their ballot
forms will search long and hard for any detectable
difference between the candidates in their election
platforms. There is clearly no reason for supporting
any of the candidates standing for either leader or
deputy leader.

Smith represents the traditional right of the party.
His manifesto calls for a more “efficient economy and
a fairer society . . . a strategy of investment which
convinces all electors they will gain in prosperity”.
Capitalism will be run more efficiently under Labour
with John Smith at the helm goes the-argument.
Gould’s plea for a “radical agenda for the 1990s” is
certainly no left alternative.

Gould stands for a further distancing from the
unions and a shift in the parties policies rightwards
to appeal to the so-called middle ground.

On the question of union links there is no great
difference between the two main contenders. John
Smith is set to continue Kinnock’s “reform” of the
party with the introduction of one-member one-vote

(OMOV) and the reduction in the size of the block
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medsa, breakmg the dxrect. ]IDka with the trade un-
ions, he also recognises the reality of who pays the

piper. Thus when Smith’s ally, John Edmonds, back-
tracked on pushing ahead with OMOV in parliamen-
tary selections, Smith hastily backed down himself!

The undemocratic rules in the party prevented the
Campaign Group’s candidates, Ken Livingstone and
Bernie Grant, from even reaching the ballot paper.
Candidates had to receive 20% of Labour MPs nomi-
nations to go forward—a rule introduced specifically
to exclude any left challenge in the leadership race.

In the absence of any left candidates John Prescott,
standing for the deputy leadership, hasbeen tryingto
portray himself as a “traditional” Labour leader as
against the “modernisers”, a candidate who stands
for continuing strong links with the unions

Prescott’s boasting of his working class credentials
and talk of “back to basics” has fooled many trade
unionists and some left Labour supporters into think-
ing it might be worth supporting him. Predictably
enough a whole section of the far left has tailed along
behind.

For the Militant it is enough for Prescott to say he
is “happy to accept Clause IV” and that there is “a
good case for public ownership” to declare that it
“marks him out from all other candidates”.

The SWP typically jumped on the band wagon
when it became apparent that various trade union
executives, like NUPE, were going to back Prescott.
Originally it had argued that Prescott represented no
real alternative, that he had never challenged
Kinnock’s. policies and like Beckett was suddenly
trying to rediscover some “left” credentials. Suddenly
it discovered that:

“Voting for Prescott is the only way thousands of
trade unionists and Labour Party membera can show
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While Militant paints Prescott « up as as a defender

of “Clause IV and public ownership™ his actual posi-

tion is very different. In a recent interview in the
Morning Star he makes a series of attacks on the
profits of British Telecom but quickly adds:

“That is not to say that we want to immediately
renationalise the utilities. Labour is a party of com-
pensation, not confiscation, so we must look seriously
at the priorities of expenditure.”

Just like the rest of them Prescott has no intention
of taking anything back into public ownership. In-
stead he waffles on about the need for the utilities to
be “accountable”. For all his talk about maintaining
the trade union links he remains studiously vague
about his actual position, saying only that he is for
“reform of the block vote” and a “mass membership
party”, without giving any commitments on the role
of the trade unions within the party.

More significantly, like the rest of the candidates,
Prescott has been part of the witch-hunting right
wing Labour leadership which has hounded activists
from the party and dumped countless Conference
policies. Unlike Livingstone and Grant, he has no
links to the organised left. There is no movement
behind Prescott and no way of calling him to account.

Prescottis a typical “not-so-left faker”. That the so-
called “revolutionary” left can help peddle illusionsin
this man and his policies shows how far they have
been dragged rightwards by the rightward moves in
the Labour Party. The only way workers and social-
ists can show their “disgust with Labours leaders”
and its policies is to spoil their ballot papers and
return them to Walworth Road.®
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DEANE FAMILY
CAMPAIGN

justice —

racist justice

ANGRY SHOUTS of “This is a South
African court”, “Johannesburg, Los
Angeles” and “British police, racist
bastards” greeted the magistrates’
guilty verdict against Tony Deane
on 25 June. Tony, a young black
man, had just been convicted of
two charges of assaulting the po-
lice. Alongside his 54-year old fa-
ther, Amold, who was acquitted on
similar charges, Tony was punched
and kicked by constables from West
Ham police station on 4 November
last year.

The police assault left Tony with
facial and chest injuries. His father
had a serious asthma attack and
ended up in hospital.

Under the co-ordination of the
Newham Monitoring Project, a com
munity-based defence campaign
soon gathered strength in response
to the state's attempts to crim-
inalise the Deanes. Its activities
included a 3,000 strong demonstra-
tion through the streets of Newham
in protest against the police vic-
timisation of the Deane family and
the racist murder of a 28-year old
Tamil refugee.

Tony's conviction came in spite
of a blistering cross examination by

the defence counsel which revealed
that the constables at the heart of
the Crown’s case had literally cop-
ied each other's notes, in violation
of their own code of practice. There
were also irreconcilable differences
between the police testimony and
the evidence given by two civilian
witnesses.

The magistrates, however, clearly
saw it as their duty to save face for
the racist British state. Their sheep-
ishness was apparent in the impo-
sition of £250 fines and £50 in court
costs against Tony. They could have
sent him to prison for up to a year
but did not dare to go further to
incite the packed gallery. Tony's
bamister has promised an appeal
against the conviction.

Whatever the outcome of that ap-
peal, the struggle against state rac-

ism must continue. The fourth Tory

term promises the re-introduction
of the Asylum Bill which will in-
crease state harassment of black
communities.

The Deane family case is a re-
minder of the vital importance of
supporting black community seif-
defence and the fight against state
harassment and racism in general.l

OILC conference

THE FOUNDING conference of the
OILC, the offshore oil workers’ un-
ion, took place on 27-28 June.

Since its initial decision to be-
come an independent industrial
union last October the OILC has
recruited 1,500 members. It has
begun to forge links with Norwe-
gian unions which organise in the
oil industry, especially the OSS
which alsobegan itslife as an unof-
ficial union. There were nine Nor-
wegian brothers and sisters at the
conference.

These significant achievements
have not, however, deterred the on-
going offensive by union bureau-
crats whose historic failure to or-
ganise the British sector of the
North Sea created the necessity for
the OILC’s birth. On the eve of the
conference the leadership of the
RMT, which has an unspecified
number of members offshore, is-
sued a lying press statement, at-
tacking the OILC and opposing the
new union’s affiliation to the STUC
and the TUC. The OILC has not
yet decided whether to apply for
membership of either.

There is also mounting evidence
that the AEEU has been pursuing
a single union “sweetheart” deal
with the offshore contractors. The

HEEU has been especially vicious
in its red-baiting of the OILC.

At the same time substantial sup-
port has developed within sections
of the labour movement for the
OILC. Tke EIS teachers’ union con-
ference defied their platform to sup-
port the oil workers’ right to join
the STUC, while Scottish NALGO
has adopted a similar position. Ab-
erdeen and Govan Trades Councils
have also lent support.

Though the conference attracted
an official representative of the
SNP, the closest thing to a Labour
Party presence was a flying visit by
ex-MP Frank Doran. In contrast to
most other union conferences the
left was more than welcome and
contributions were taken from
workers in other sectors, including
victimised building worker, Mick
Dooley, secretary of the Joint Sites
Committee (see p4).

Aserious shortcoming of the con-
ference was the inadequate time
allocated for members to draw a
balance sheet and discuss the way
forward. While a three hour closed
session agreed a constitution,
elected a national committee and
confirmed Ronnie McDonald as the

- OILC's first general secretary, the

absence of a delegate structure pre-
cluded the discussion of resolutions.
Despite the OILC's undeniable
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successes many of its activists are
onshore, sacked and victimised in
the wake of the summer 1990
strikes, which at their height mobi-
lised far more workers than cur-
rently belong to the union.

Atthis stage ambiguities remain
in the OILC’s attitude towards fur-
ther industrial action. Such action
is necessary and inevitable if the
union is to achieve the goal of rec-
ognition from the multinational oil
bosses. There is a tendency within
the existing leadership to rely on
academically informed argument
with the likes of the EC and the
Health and Safety Executive.

Nonetheless, the potential re-
mains for building a healthy demo-
cratic industrial union and in the
wake of its founding conference the
OILC still warrants the support of
all socialists and class conscious
workers.H
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INCE THE end of January
S this year, rank and file build-

ing workers on the London
sites have been organising in the
Joint Sites Committee (JSC). Every
dispute that the JSC has been in-
volved in it has won. The JSC is a
concrete example of why rank and
file organisation is essential to stop
the bosses making workers pay the
price of the recession.

The crisis in the construction in-
dustry has brought massive unem-
ployment for building workers. The
sites have been getting more and
morelike the docks a hundred years
ago, with workers having to turn
up each morning withoutbeing sure
of getting a day’s work. Over the
last period more than a third of all
new projects and of sites where
building operations are in progress
have been cancelled.

The bosses are using the fear of
unemployment to push down rates
of pay. Three years ago before the
bubble of the construction boom
burst, bricklayers were getting an
average of £80-£85 a day. Nowmany
workers are lucky to get half that.
On Vascroft’'s site at Gloucester
Road pay is down to £23 a day fora
ten and a quarter hour shift!

. The JSC has filled the vacuum
left by eringing union officials who
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JOINT SITES COMMITTEE

Building workers

organise!

BY RICHARD BRENNER

have refused to take up a fight and
defy the anti-union laws. In a se-
ries of strikes, at the Brady Street
school site in Whitechapel, Guys
Hospital, Holborn Barrs, Vascroft's
and at the North Circular road-
works at Hanger Lane, the JSC
has treated the anti-union laws
with the contempt they deserve.
They have defied the laws and sent
out secondary pickets, used leaflets
and canteen meetings to get their

message across to building work-
ers, called on other workers for sup-
port, and united sub-contracted
workers with those on the payroll.

Delegations have been sent to
the UCATT conference, and on a
tour of Merseyside to take the mes-
sage of resistance to as many build-
ing workers as possible. By the end
of May the JSC in Londen had won
all nine of the strikes that it had
been involved in.

The problem of bankruptcies
amongst smaller companies of sub

A bit of muscle for
the union movement

G R McColl spoke to Mick Dooley,
Secretary of the Joint Sites
Committee (JSC), an organisation of
rank and file building workers across
London.

WP: Could you tell me about the organisation of the
isc?

MD: We've got about 40 hardcore active members and
150-200 in the JSC, at a push. Hopefully we're going to be
spreading and building up our numbers in the future.
We're also concentrating on galvanising our hardcore as

well, We were meeting monthly but we've started meeting .

fortnightly. The first meeting was in January and the first
dispute associated with the JSC was in February.

We've got between nine and 14 sites with active
members. Not all the sites have got more than one, but
we still have an input and members can tell us what's
happening on the site. If there’s any problems onthe sites
they can call us and we’re quick to react. We can build
around them using our contacts, people that we know are
sympathetic to taking action. That's been very successful
at two of the sites where 100% know what’s happening.
Although it's only two sites, for us it’s quite a big bonus.
Even when men with no hope say they won't support you,
you'll never really know who will support you until the
moment comes.

We've got people in the T&G, UCATT, no trade union
and in the electricians’ union. Basically every union has
been affected.

WP: Do you see yourselves as becoming in effect an
altemative union on the site?

AID: Some of the lads have got these grandiose ideas_
about becoming a little trade union but we never set out
tobe like that. All we set out to be is abit of muscle forthe
trade union movement. We realised we didn't have any
muscle, but that we could be like a muscular arm, a
pargaining point, which officials can go in there and
threaten the employers with.

Obviously there are some who want to take it a bit
further and if things carmy on the way they’ve been going it
might well go a bit further. I'm easy either way, I’'m not too
worried. Whether it'll be another Oil Industry Liaison
Committee | don't know—its early days yet and remains
to be seen.

WP: It's one of your main objectives to get a London-
wide strike?

MD: That's what's being discussed, and that's what
we're heading for. Some members wish to widen the
organisation andtojust tell people what's going on within

Mick Dooley

the building industry, how it's run, the methods of employ-
ment used and build support from around the country.

WP: Is a very substantial part of the workforce employed
by sub-contractors?

MD: | would say 50% at least are sub-contractors, say
700,000 sub-contractors and 600,000 PAYE. With us it
doesn't matter if you're employed or a sub-contractor.

WP: What are rates of pay like in London at the moment?
They reflect the fact that there's so many unemployed
building workers. There have been 50%, 60% wage cuts.
But its not just wage cuts. When you cut the wages you
also cut the conditions, safety etc. The thing is that you
can't afford to work in some instances unless you're
signing on, criminalising people for working.

WP: What sort of demands would you be putting forward
if you pull off the London-wide strike?

MD: We're very Thatcherite in our attitude towards our
demands! We're Thatcher’s children: we want more money.
Simple as that. We realise that we’re not getting the same
terms and conditions of employment other workers get,
so unless we get these employment rights, we want more
money. That's the only language the employers under
stand. We understand that and we're going to hit them
financially. Union recognition isn't necessarily our de-
mand. Once we've got more money we can deal with
that.

and trade contractors, leading to
workers not being paid, has been
tackled head on. At Guy’s Hospital
the main contractors, Higgs and
Hill, were forced to pay three weeks
wages owed to the employees of a
brickwork sub-contractor that had
gone bust, and workers who lost
three weeks money in similar cir-
cumstances at Hanger Lane have
taken their fight to the main con-
tractor, Balfour Beatty.

The JSC is building for an all-out
strike for higher pay in the sum-
mer. Every trade unionist and
worker should support them. As
the experience of the JSC shows so
far, action will be met by main and
sub-contractors with sackings and
victimisations of stewards and ac-
tivists.

The secretary of the JSC, Mick
Dooley [see interview, left], was
sacked by Sterns Brickwork from
the Brady St. School site. The JSC
helped organise the strike action
that forced them to reinstate him
At Vascroft’'s, Gloucester Road, a
ten-day battle won reinstatement
for three sacked workers, and after
picketting another Vascroft's site
nearby the bosses were forced to
concede reinstatement, recognition
of stewards, a cut in the length of
the working day and proper can-
teen facilities.

Imaginative and militant tactics
have been used such as the famous
occupation of the crane at Vascroft’s
Harrington Hall site, in a battle
over the sacking of five workers.

Mobilise

Ifthe strike goes ahead this sum-
mer the union bureaucrats must
not be allowed off the hook. They
must immediately declare the
strike official, and mobilise the
broadest possible support if the
Tories or the bosses try to use the
anti-union laws. The strength of
the JSCisthatitisorganised across
the unions and across all craft divi-
sions.

The JSC is doing what the offi-
cial unions should be doing. But it
will not be enough in the long runif

the JSC limits itself to being just a
militant back-up for the official
unions, able to confront the laws
without exposing the officials to le-
gal penalty. These laws have only
succeeded so far because the fat-
cat union bureaucrats have refused
to challenge them time and again.

Challenge

The JSC needs to challenge the
leadership of the unions, to hold
them to account, to demand that
they take up the struggle and to
organise against them and replace
them where necessary. Central to
this is the fight for a single union of
all building workers.

The JSC needs to fight for:

@® asingle union on the sites

@ clected officials subject to im-
mediate recall and paid no more
than the average wage of the
workers they represent

@® 2 minimum wage of £8 an hour

® a maximum 35 hour working
week

® workers’ control of health and
safety

@® workers’ control of hiring and
firing

@ nationalisation of the main de-
velopers and contractors under
workers’ control

This recession has thrown hun-

dreds of thousands of workers onto

the dole whilst thousands remain

homeless or in appalling accommo-

dation. Capitalism is unable to ra-

tionally plan production and build-

ing to meet their needs. Building

workers and other workers are

made to pay the price. To challenge

this workers not only need to build

militant unions with rank and file

control, but also to build a new

party.-

We need a party that fights for
socialism, for a democratic plan of
production tolaunch a massive pro-
gramme of house building, to house
the homeless and put workers back
to work.

That way the bosses’ class can be
forced to pay the price of the crisis
in the construction industry, not
the workers.ll

STEEL WORKERS at River Don
Stampings (RDS) in Sheffleld are
out on strike against management
attempts to cut their wages by an
average of £35a week. The bosses
are also trying to renounce all pre-
vious agreements with the union.
These attacks come after four
years of big give-backs to manage-
ment involving changes in hours,
flexible rostering and an 18 month
pay standstill. This from a conm-
pany that made £16 million pre-tax
proftt last year and paid sharehold-
ers a £9.50 dividend on each share.
RDS is part of the big steel group
Forgemasters PLC, which covers
four other plants. After a dispute in
1987 management broke Forge
Masters up into flve companies so
that under Tory anti-union laws
workers indispute at one site could
not bring the whole company out.

River Don strike

The management are deliberately
taking on the Don workers as a
test to see what they can intro-
duce elsewhere. Workers at an-
other plant in the group, Temple
Springs, are also threatened with
pay cuts. It is important that the
workers don’t let the management
isolate each plant in this way.
Spreading the action means defy-
ing the law, and taking on the
resistance of the bureaucrats.
Workers should start by sending
pickets out to the other plants,
holding meetings and winning their
support.l

Information, messages of support
and donations: River Don
Stampings Dispute Committee,
C/0 SCCAU, West Street, Shef-
fleld S14 EQ. Telephone Sheffleld
(0742) 724866.
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ONDON’S HOSPITALS and

L London’s hospital workers are

feeling the full consequences

of the Tory election victory. They

are facing amanagement onslaught

on jobs and provision which, if suc-

cessful, will leave services danger-

ouslylow, and hundreds of hospital
workers on the dole.

The new Kings Fund proposals,
detailed in the Workers Power bul-
letin reproduced here, aims to shut
whole hospitals. But the cuts have
already started and if they are al-
lowed to go through then the Kings
Fund proposals will follow them.

Workers at the Middlesex, Uni-
versity College Hospital and Eliza-
beth Garrett Anderson Hospital and
Hospital for Women, Soho, led the
way in the fight against the cuts
with a one day strike on 25 June.
The three hospitals are faced with  the beds will be closed and the jobs
200 job losses and the slashing of gone.

111 beds by September—and this Socialist Worker
will save only £6 million of the £19 Party supporters
million debt! have argued that
The strikers mounted lively and  ealling an indefi-
angry pickets, and marched to the nite strike would
Bloomsbury and Islington Health sowillusionsin the
Authority headquarters, demand- ability of such a
ing to speak tothe managers. Even-  strike to stop the
tually Sir Alan Greengross, Chair closures. They ar-
of the Health Authority, ventured gue that it is not
out under police protection. possible to turn a
Greengross blamed the market strike in one hospi-
mechanism for the cuts—ignoring tal into a rolling
the fact that he himselfis an advo-  strike across Lon-
cate of this system! don. Instead they
The danger now is that the mo- callforanational day
mentum will be lost. The one day of action. This de-
strike was useful to test the water mand is aimed at—

LONDON HOSPITALS

Indefinite

BY JANE POTTER
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From Workers Power's 25 June strike bulletin

Birmingham strikes

HE LABOUR movement in the
West Midlands has received a
very welcome shot in the arm
with disputes and strikes breaking
out over a number of issues. Bir
mingham neighbourhood office work-
ers are taking indefinite strike ac-
tion against chronic under-staffing
and Sandwell teachers saw off a
threat of compulsory redundancies
with a 90% vote for strike action.
Busworkers have also showed a will

shift pattems, enforce overtime and
cut holiday entitlement.

A massive 93% of the blue collar
workers voted for action after the
bosses drafted a “new agreement”
and then refused to sign it them-
selves! The strike has been solid
and determined with round-theclock
picket rotas and mass meetings. It
receiving good support from local
trade unionists where union rights
are clearly at stake.

labour. This threatens not just the
strike but also the health and safety
of the offlce staff. Their union
(ACTTS) must call them out as well
to prevent scabbing and make sure
the plant is shut down tight! If this
means coming up against the Tory
laws then the choice is clear—ei

ther defy the law or face the pros-
pect of no union rights for any sec-
tion of the workforce and an increas-

tions they can get another job”, de-
clared Managing Director Terry
O'Neill.

Those conditions have included
numerous accidents, lack of proper
safety equipment and compulsory
overtime which workers are ex-
pected to do at the drop of a hat.
Worker Steven Wright protested at
the excessive hours and was

promptly sacked.
ingly hostile and arogant manage-
ingness to take action against man- ment. :
agement’s attempt to cut real Support The Burnstall electro-plating work- Reinstatement
wages.

Two industrial strikes illustrate
both the new found determination to
fight for trade union rights and the
need for effective tactics to win.

Three hundred hourly paid work-
ers at Alcan Plate in Kitts Green,
Birmingham, responded to manage-
ment threats to derecognise the

TGWU, AEEU and MSF by taking
strike action. They had no choice
after management announced con-
tract changes to reduce pay, alter

ers' strike in Smethwick is also over
trade union recognition plus health
and safety rights. It is also con-
cemed with a racist management
and includes a fight for equal pay for
women workers.

The Bumstalls management—who
gave themselves a 40% pay increase
last year while the workforce got a
princely 1%—show no concem for
safety or welfare and treat the mainly
Punjabi workforce with disdain. “If
the workers don't like our condi

The strikers are even getting
financial support from workers at
another Alcan plant inIreland. Clearly
they must actively seek the support
of fellow workers at the thirty other
Alcan sites in Britain to ensure that
work is not transferred to these
plants.

Workers at the Kitts Green site
must also overcome management’s
determination to use white collar
staff still inside the works as scab

The twenty strikers are demand-
ing his reinstatement along with
proper safety measures and an end
to discriminatory pay where women
workers take home £20-£30 less
than the men.

Strikers told Workers Power about
the daily pressure from a racist and
arrogant management—such asone
worker who was docked £4 for “be-
ing cheeky”.

The deflant stand against these
Victorian conditions has brought

wide support. Workers from local

castings plants regularly visit the

picket line and collections and del
egations are coming from public and
private sector alike.

This has continued despite an at-
tempt to criminalise the strikers.
Six have been prevented from at-
tending the picket line after being
accused of involvement in an as-
sault. Management are bringing in
extra workers to work alongside the
three scabs, to try to keep the plant
going.

Unionising and organising the
many tiny firms in the Smethwick
area, and areas like it, is a vital task
for the union movement at present.
Strikes like that at Bumnstalls can be
won by stopping suppliers and out-
lets, and getting support on the
picket line to stop the plants operat-
ing.

The strike should also be used to
spark off similar action in other small
firms and in particular as part of a
campaign to force up safety stand-
ards in electro-plating.l >

Messages of support and donations to
Joe Quigley, GMB, WIill Thorne House,
2 Birmingham Road, Halesowen,
West Midlands B63 3HP

Cheque to: GMB Burnsall Strike Fund
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HE DANES have really gone and

done it now. First their unex-

pected rejection of the Maast-
richt treaty. Then, even less forgiv-
able, their victory in the European
Football Championship!

Whatever the implications for Eu-
ropean football, the repercussions
of the Danish referendum are still
reverberating around the European
Parliaments. The rejection of the
treaty by Denmark has re-opened
many of the debates that took place
prior to the Maastricht summit. The
European bourgeoisies thought they
had done enough at Maastricht to
paper over the contradictions that
existed between them. The Danes

have just tom it apart.

Maastricht was a compromise.
Like all compromises it can be in-
terpreted in different ways. The root
of the problem for the British ruling
class is that Britain's policy towards
Europe is distinct from that of France
and Germany. Although Major has
broken from the deliberately obstruc-
tionist approach to economic and
political integration displayed by the
Thatcherites, he retains the British
bourgeoisie’s hostility to a highly
centralised European block.

Investment

The reason for this is that British
capitalism has pattems of trade and
investment that are quite different
from those of France and Germany.
It has massive investments in non-
EC countries and considerable trade
with the USA and Japan. For years
it has pursued a worldexploitative
role under the benevolent hegemony
of the USA. Major is keen to pre-
vent European unification obstruct-
ing British trade and investment pat-
tems.

With the Danish referendum re-
sult allowing rediscussion of such
questions, Major has seized his op-
portunity. He is again pushing Brit-
ain’s own view for the future of Eu-
rope—a larger and looser alliance.
He has urged the rapid entry of Swe-
den, Finland, Austria and Switzer-
land into the EC, although he had to
concede that this could not take
place before other states ratifled
{(or rejected) the Maastricht Treaty.
He also wants the doors to be
opened to other states, including
those in Eastem Europe, to slow
down the process of unification.

The Danish vote has been inter-
preted as a vote against the cen-
tralisation of power within the EC.
To counter this, and the arguments
of hardHine anti-Europeans in his own
ranks, Major is promoting the doc-
trine of “subsidiarity”. This is al
ready in the treaty.

Subsidiarity means that the EC
will only take decisions on issues
that could not be better determined
by the member states themselves.
It involves devolution of power to
national and local levels. But this is
interpreted differently according to
the different approaches to unity
adopted by the various member
states.

Subsidiarity

“Subsidiarity” could open a
Pandora's box with every state
claiming particular areas of policy—
agriculture, competition, environ-
ment—should be left up to the indi
vidual state to decide on. The
uniflers in the EC know that this is
a road to disintegration not integra-
tion and unity of Europe.

European union has been the most
significant issue to divide the To-
ries over the past decade. In recent
weeks the anti-European lobby has
become far more vocal, seizing the
opportunity presented by the Dan-
ish vote to demand renegotiation of
the treaty and a referendum too.
Egged on by Thatcher, they have
threatened to defeat Major when it
comes up for ratiflcation.

Socialists can only welcome any
divisions in the Tory ranks. But to
align ourselves in anyway with the
reactionary Thatcherite forces which
are opposing Maastricht would be a
disaster. When Dennis Skinner
shouted across to the Tory back-

benchers during a recent debate “we
have the majority between us” he
was doing precisely this.

Workers want a united Europe.
We want to do away with the poi-
son of nationalism and racism that
has killed millions in wars and geno-
cide on our continent. But only the
working class can unite Europe in a
progressive manner.

Workers must be united against
the Tories by intemationalism not
“little Englandism”.

@ For a United Socialist States of
Europe!

HE MORNING STAR found
a new ally in its anti-
Maastricht campaign at the
end of last month—Baroness
Thatcher! The Dipsomaniac of
Dulwich got pride of place on the
Star’s front page. The paper even
suggested that she was backing
their call for a referendum on the
issue!
The Morning Star and the Com-
munist Party of Britain (CPB) have

been in the forefront of initiating a

campaign against Maastricht,
along with the Labour left. The

Danish referendum result has been
hailed as a victory which must be
repeated in Britain.

On Saturday 20 June, at the
“Relaunch the Left Conference” in
Leeds, 500 socialists were repeat-
edly told how the left would be
revived by campaigning for a refer-
endum against Maastricht. Ken
Livingstone has announced how
this issue is already bringing the
“hard left” closer to the Tribune
Group. He intends to achieve his
ambition of reuniting the left (un-
der his leadership of course) around

opposition to Maastricht.

The “No to Maastricht Cam-
paign” was officially launched at
the end of June. Veteran right wing
Little Englander, Peter Shore, has
been dragged out of obscurity to co-
chair the campaign with Tony
Benn. Livingstone is its secretary.
It has the support of the Campaign
Group of MPs and the CPB. Its
main demands are for a referen-
dum and a no vote.

The nature of this campaign is
all too clear from the arguments of
its leading figures. The Morning

Irish section of the League for a Revolutionary Communist Intern

After the Irish refere

18 June left nothing but confu-

sion in its wake among lrish
socialists. With the solitary excep-
tion of the LRCI section, the lrish
Workers Group (IWG), every “Trotsky-
ist", Stalinist, left reformist and na-
tionalist group called for a no vote.
Now each is struggling to prove that
some portion of the 31% no vote
represented an element of opposi-
tion to imperialism, capitalism or mili-
tarism, or was in defence of wom-
en's rights.

Much of that 31%, however, is
widely acknowledged to be the fruit
of the “Pro-Life Campaign”, which
fielded the biggest number of activ-
ists_nationwide in the most system-
atic canvass.

Only in four of the 41 constituen-
cies did the no vote edge above 40%,
and only two of these, in Dublin, can
claim any significant left influence.
At 43% Dublin North West retumed
the highest no vote under the influ-
ence of deputy Proinsias De Rossa,
leader of the Democratic Left.

For the prochoice movement (Re-
peal the Eighth Amendment Cam-
paign) the outcome was a disaster.

THE MAASTRICHT referendum on

ANTI-MAASTRICHT CAN

Having decided to call for a no vote
in order to strike against the anti-
abortion Protocol 17, they were diso-
riented and demobilised by public
confusion of their position with that
of the anti-abortionists. Their anti-
Maastricht demonstration in Dublin
was a total flop.

After the result they consoled them-
selves that prochoice voters actu-
ally voted yes in order to reject SPUC
and their boot boys in Youth De-
fence, an anti-abortion grouping.

The IWG published a broadsheet
fighting for the elements of a work-
ing class programme to mobilise real
action against capitalist austerity,
against imperialist militarism, racism
and immigration controls and for
women's rights. We demanded an
explicit rejection of both the Ma-
astricht imperialist superstate project
and of illusions in national sover-
eignty as an altemative. We there-
fore called for voters to spoil their
votes by writing in intemationalist and
pro-choice slogans.

Both Militant Socialist (sister group
of British Militant) and Socialist
Worker trotted out the “Irish sover-
eignty” lobbies’ stock anti-Maastricht

Tying the wo
nationalism

ational

arguments. They differentiated them-
selves only by footnotes stating that
socialism, and not national sover-
eignty, was the only altemative for
workers!

They were incapable of spelling
out how in any way a vote against
Maastricht would help prevent an lrish
capitalist offensive or an increase in
militarism in the country, with or with-
out European union. Their only justifi-
cation for a no vote was to “make
life difficult” for the Irish bourgeoi-
sie. Sadly, this fantasy-politics could
achieve nothing concrete for the work-
ing class and merely refurbished the
deep-rooted adaptation of the lrish
left to elements of economic nation-
alism.

The anti-Maastricht “National Plat-
form”, comprising petit bourgeois
nationalists, the remnants of the
Communist Party and Sinn Féin, was
the fullest expression of this trend. It
refused to take an openly prochoice
stand lest it alienate antiabortion
supporters, and even supplied its
literature to the Pro-Life Campaign.

The capitalist parties—supported
by the Irish Labour Party and the
ICTU—confined their campaign to the

Irish
Workers
Group

Stru

media and did not attempt to com-
pete on the doorsteps. They touted
their 69% majority as a crushing de-
feat for the right wing fundamental
ists—but not because they intend to
liberalise abortion rights!

They want to maintain the all-party
consensus, in favour of minimal le-
gal adjustments in the autumn, as a
bulwark against divisive anti-abortion
elements within the govermment par-
ties and the opposition Fine Gael. In
a calculated attempt to deny any fo-
cus for either right or left on the
abortion issue until at least Septem-
ber, Albert Reynolds has refused ta
say what legal or constitutional meas
ures are planned.

On the economic front the nex
four budgets must dramatically re-
duce Irish indebtedness in order to
join the European Monetary Union:
That means stepping up austerity
measures, with ominous threats @
cut unemployment assistance for the
20% jobless already on the agenda.

The central task of Irish socialis
in the months ahead is to fight for &
rank and file movement across the
unions and the unemployed, able t
challenge the increasing collaborz

Irish Workers Group: J Larkin, ¢/0 12 Langrishe Place, Dublin 1, Ireland

Abortion Information




Star is staunch in defence of the
British Parliament. Arecent edito-
rial declared:

“This is not a run-of-the-mill is-
sue for Parliament. It is part of the
struggle to protect the democratic
gains achieved by our people over
centuries and to preserve the sov-
ereign rights of Parliament.”

Tony Benn, in his speech against
Maastricht in Parliament, ex-
pressed similar concerns. It was
absolutely wrong, he argued, to
take a bill in Parliament, “without
consulting the people who will lose

IPAIGNS

tion between government and trade
unions, through a programme for real
action against these attacks on all
fronts.

The IWG is fighting, alongside the
anarchist Workers Solidarity Move-
ment, to create a bloc of activists
fighting to re-mobilising the Repeal
the Eighth Amendment Campaign on
a democratic basis, and win it to
outright support for decriminalisation
of abortion and for abortion on de-
mand.

The centrist “Trotskyists", however,
are determined to stand by passively.
They hope to find a niche in a wider
but limited campaign in the autumn
which they expect to emerge around
the referendum predicted for Novem-
ber. It will propose to protect travel
rights for women, to ensure that Ire-
land's abortion problem can still be
exported to Britain, but will only al-
low very restricted access to abor-
tion information.

But the Pro-Life Campaign will op-
pose even this. Prochoice activists
must intervene with a clear pro-
gramme for women in the open bat-
tle which will certainly ensue .l
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their power through it”.

The whole theme of this cam-
paign is that the workers of Brit-
ain will somehow lose “their” power,
“their” sovereignty and “their” Par-
liament, if Maastricht goes
through. This is absolute nonsense.
The British Parliament reflects the
interests of the British bourgeoi-
sie, not the working people. Of
course socialists must be the most
consistent defenders of democratic
rights, even under the capitalist
system. But if Benn and the
Stalinists were really motivated by

s OCIALIST ORGANISER (SO)
used to pride itself on the prin-
cipled abstentionist position on
the EC it argued against the CIiff
grouping in the 1970s. In a choice
between a capitalist Europe or a capi-
talist Britain they comectly said work-
ers should abstain.

But that was yesteryear. Tcday the
Alliance for Workers' Liberty (AWL) is
throwing its abstentionismin the same
place as it threw the rest of its
Trotskyism—overboard.

Socialist Organiser No 527 an-
nounces it is for a referendum on
Maastricht. Now this is very strange
because firstly they argue that refer-
enda are a “poor form of democracy”
and secondly they appear to want to
abstain anyway. But never mind, Tony
Benn is in favour of a referendum on
Maastricht so how can SO disagree?

Such a referendum, we are told,

democratic rather than chauvinist
concerns, why do they not advance
the truly democratic and interna-
tionalist demand for a pan-Euro-
pean constituent assembly? Instead
they defend the British Parliament,
warts and all, and fool the working
class into thinking that the sover-
eignty of the British bosses is
“their” sovereignty.

Other arguments mustered
against Maastricht utilise the “Brit-
ish is better” technique, by cover-
ing over the reactionary policies of
our own ruling class. Ken Living-
stone is a past master at this. Ina
recent article he declared:

“The Maastricht Treaty is being
used as an opportunity to attempt,
for the first time since 1945, to
seriously weaken the welfare state
in Western Europe.”

And what have the Tories been
doing for the last 13 years Com-
rade Livingstone? These attacks
will continue, with or without
Maastricht.

The same method is used in re-
lation to immigration and racism.
At a recent convention of the Anti-
Racist Alliance, Livingstone de-
clared:

“The [Maastricht] Treaty puts
forward the kind of immigration
controls and economic structures
in which racism will increase.”

The EC commissioners were, he
argued, pressing for the common
application of the worst immigra-
tion rules throughout the EC area.
True, but who is the “market
leader” in Europe in racist immi-
gration controls? Tory Britain of
course. Livingstone conveniently
“forgets” this in his diatribes
against Europe.

None of this is to say that social-
ists should line up behind the
Maastricht Treaty, its undemo-
cratic bureaucracy or the bosses’
plans for a united imperialist Eu-
rope. But the whole basis of the
“No to Maastricht Campaign”is to
prove that Maastricht and a uni-
fied Europe will be qualitatively
worse for workers, women and
blacks than a Britain outside the
EC.

To be able to do this the Stalinists
and the Labour lefts have to paint
“British institutions” in glowing
colours and cover up the anti-
worker and racist record of our own
ruling class. These ideas can easily
grow over into nationalism and

chauvinism.

But it is not just the Stalinists
and the Labour left who have fallen
in behind the referendum and the
no vote position. They have been
joined by the so-called “revolution-
aries” and “internationalists” of the
British left. The Militant, the So-
cialist Workers Party (SWP), So-
cialist Outlook and Workers Press
have all fallen in behind Benn and
Livingstone.

Both Militant and the SWP ar-
gue very similar positions. Social-
ist Worker (20 June) declares:

“The EC is not in the interest of
workers in Britain, Europe or the
rest of the world. We are against it.
The Maastricht treaty is a pro-capi-
talist refiement of the rules of a
bosses’ club. We oppose it. We are
for areferendum on Maastricht and
would vote no if there were such a
referendum.”

Both Militant and the SWP point
out they are “internationalist” and
seek to distinguish themselves from
the nationalist arguments of the
Tory right.

Before 1971 the SWP had an
abstentionist position on the EEC.
It used to argue, correctly, that
whether Britain was in a bosses’
Europe or a bosses’ Britain the
workers would still be exploited.
Therefore the choice of in or out
was irrelevant for British workers.
“In or out, the struggle against capi-
talism goes on”, they used to say.

Abstentionist

When the Labour Party and
trade union left, along with the
Stalinists, threw themselvesintoa
thoroughly nationalist defence of
“British sovereignty” and against
the Common Market in the 1970s,
the International Socialists, as the
SWP was then known, quickly
“swam with the stream”. It dumped
its abstentionist position and joined
the vote no campaign in the 1975
Referendum on the EEC.

Since then of course it has never
raised this “vital question” for Brit-
ish workers. It never argued the
“need” to get out of the EC. It never
demonstrated how workers were
“much worse off” in the EC than
they would have been outside of it.
It never led a campaign against it.
The simple reason for this is that
after the defeat in the referendum,
and especially after the victory of

SOCIALIST ORGANISER

For a republican Europe?

will “open up the debate on Maast-
richt”. And how will SO respond to
this debate? In its normal decisive
manner. “If a referendum is called we
will probably abstain rather than vote
no.” (Our emphasis)

A few paragraphs on the article
declares:

“Our slogan should not just be ‘No
to Maastricht’, but ‘No to Maastricht!

"No to the barriers between European

nations! Yes to workers' unity! Yes to
a fight for democracy within the EC,
and a democratic united Europe!”

An observant reader might notice
that there is a lot about democracy
here but very little about socialism.
This is neither an accident nor the
result of a rookie AWL student left in
charge of the paper for the weekend.
It is the AWL's considered policy on
Europe!

In the same issue they develop

their slogan as a call for a “Republi-
can United States of Europe!”™ The
exclamation mark is well placed, be-
cause such a slogan can only mean
that SO is in favour of an imperialist
united states of Europe. Or perhaps
the AWL has not noticed that they are
talking of uniting some of the major
imperialist powers in the world under
a bourgeois republic.

Theyevenwheel out Trotsky's 1915
“Peace Programme” to try and bol-
ster this breathtaking piece of revi-
sionism. The carefully excerpted piece
in SO deliberately gives the impres-
sion that Trotsky was arguing for a
bourgeois united states of Europe,
he was not.

“The united states of Europe repre-
sents first of all a form—the only
conceivable form—ofthe dictatorship
of the proletariat in Europe.” (“The
Peace Programme”, 1915)

Thatcher, Europe became more
popular amongst the trade union
leaders. The anti-marketeers dwin-
dled to a tiny minority.

Now the “left” thinks it is going
to relaunch itself by accommodat-
ing to nationalist opposition to Eu-
ropean unity. So the SWP, Militant
et al have suddenly rediscovered
their opposition to the EC. These
groups try and cover their capitu-
lation to the narrow nationalism of
the Labour left and Stalinists by
linking a no vote to a slogan for a
“Socialist Europe”, or in the SWP”s
case, “We are against a bosses Eu-
rope and for a socialist world”.

All well and good. But thisisnot
the question posed, and they know
it. It is an immediate question: are
you in favour of a united capitalist
EC or an independent capitalist
Britain? Revolutionaries have no
need to hesitate or vacillate on this.
We are for neither. Where the choice
is posed we call on workers to ab-
stain.

Revolutionary socialists must
chart a thoroughly international-
ist way forward. We are for the
breaking down of of the European
states’ national barriers. We fight
for the greatest unity of European
workers against attacks on current
welfare provisions and for their
extension. We fight against all im-
migration controls outside and in-
side Europe.

To regard any of the existing im-
perialist states in Europe as a pro-
tective bulwark against the bosses’
offensive, or worse, to line up with
a Thatcher or a Le Pen against the
EC, would be to strengthen the
poison of nationalism in the work-
ing class movement.

We are against any referendum
on Maastricht. Referenda with the
questions determined by the bour-
geois state are thoroughly anti-
democratic and can only be weap-
ons used against the workers. Any-
where in Europe where such refer-
enda are called we fight for a cam-
paign of active abstention, denounc-
ing both the anti-working class con-
sequences of the Maastricht Treaty
and the existing reactionary legis-
lation of the member states.

That is the way to fight against
the bosses plans, inside or outside
of a unified imperialist Europe.
That is the way to mobilise work-
ersin the fight for a socialist united
states of Europe.H

Trotsky and the Communist Inter
national soon recognised that the
slogan he had used in 1915 was
unclear and it was correctly replaced
by the slogan of the “Federated Euro-
pean Soviet Republic”.

The AWL, in line with their retreat
from Leninism and attempt to tum
the struggle for socialism into a strug-
gle for “democracy” apd “freedom”,
have once more revived this discarded
slogan. They give it precisely the op-
posite content to Trotsky. In so doing
they reveal themselves once again
as pure Mensheviks. They raise two
completely separate slogans. First
they struggle for a “Republican [impe-
rialist!] United States of Europe!” then
at some point, in the no doubt distant
future, for their “Workers' United
States of Europe!”

It is an old bankrupt message wor
thy of a bankrupt political tendency.
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OU HAVE tolaugh. The Brit-
ish Royal Family has been
promoted by decades of me-

dia sycophancy as the model of good
behaviour and family life. Now that
same media has revealed the truth
behind the royal soap opera, ably
abetted by the public marital break-
ups of three heirs tothe royal throne
and thinly disguised backbiting by
the royals and their hangers-on.

The model familyimage hasbeen
blown apart by revelations of ex-
tra-marital affairs, divorce, depres-
sion and attempted suicide. In short
the royal family has much the same
problems as a lot of other families,
except that, overflowing with
money it can afford toease the pain
of it all with perpetual ski-ing holi-
days and assured financial inde-
pendence.

Since the mid-1960s the monar-
chy has consciously promoted itself
in the media. We were treated to
“Ay on the wall” documentaries
about life with the Mountbattens
and photo-opportunities at every
stop on the Queen’s itinerary of
hospital visiting, motorway open-
ing and subsidised foreign travel.

But, in choosing the full glare of
the cameras to maintain their le-
gitimacy, the royals were taking a
big gamble. No soap is complete
without its sex, violence and mari-
tal breakdowns.

Innuendo

One by one the royal princes and
princesses got the tabloid hatchet
treatment. Mad Charles talking to
his plants, fat Fergie with her end-
less holidays and tasteless house,
horsey Ann with her bodyguard boy-
friend, effete Edward who flunked
the Marines, the perennially drunk
divorcee Margaret: all came in for
ever bolder criticism and innuendo.

Throughoutit all Diana washeld
up as the big exception. After
months of training she was finally
allowed togivean interview toITV’s
simpering Alastair Burnettin 1985,
when she uttered the immortal
words “I see my main role as wife
and mother”.

The trendy princess who bopped
away at Michael Jackson gigs and
did caring work for AIDS patients
was at the same time portrayed as
a model post-feminist who
uncomplainingly combined her role
as mother with a full day’s work. In
the words of one of the many un-
named palace insiders: “without
Diana there is no Royal Family”.

Then came Andrew Morton’s rev-
elations. By all accounts the story
of bulimia, depression, suicide and
victimisation has done nothing to
dent Diana’s popularity. But
Morton’s book and the subsequent
press rampage has drawn vicious
criticism from the aristocratic wing
of the Tory press—led by the Daily
Telegraph—and has provoked
threatening noises about press cen-
sorship from Downing Street.

Legitimacy

Why? Because for the British
ruling class there is a serious side
to the public bust-up in the monar-
chy. It calls into question the legiti-
macy of twoinstitutions that play a
vital role for British capitalism.

The first is the institution of
marriage. With 60% of all marriages
ending in divorce, the sanctified
model of monogamous sex and fam-
ily life is being undermined. The
royal family were supposed to be
an example to all of the joy and
moral satisfaction to be found in
marriage itself.

The collapse of Andy and Fergie's
marriage was bad enough. For
whole sections of the ruling class a
squalid end to Charles and. Di’s
marriage, one that has been glori-
fied in the media more than any
other, would be nigh on intolerable.

The second is the monarchy it-

Unhappy wives of Windsor

Abolish

self. The Queen is both the biggest
landowner and the biggest capital-
ist in Britain. Her personal wealth
is enormous. She and her family
pay no taxes, and receive hundreds
of thousands of pounds a year from
our taxes, all in addition to the
millions they earn from their land
and investments.

The most common argument
used by anti-royalistsis the unfair-
ness of the monarchy’s advantages,
the financial waste involved in
keeping the Queen’s family sup-
plied with ski-boots and astrology
sessions, the system of “honours”
which is legalised corruption and
bribery in the British establish-
ment, and the patent hypocrisy of
claiming that Britainis a “classless
society” when it is ruled by a he-
reditary billionaire.

Revolutionary socialists whole-
heartedly agree with all these rea-
sons for getting rid of the monar-
chy. Unlike the capitalist opponerits
of the monarchy such as Rupert
Murdoch, we openly campaign for
its abolition. But we gofurther than
any multi-millionaire press baron
is able to do when we call also for
the Queen’s billions to be expropri-
ated and put under the control of
the working class.

Mrs Windsor and her offspring
can break with the habit of a life-
time and do an honest day’s work
for their living. If they complain too
hard, they would do well to ponder
the fate of their distant relatives
Charles I, Marie-Antoinette and
Tsar Nicholas the Last.

But for the working class move-
ment, the most serious reason for
getting rid of the monarchy is the
role it plays in the British state. It
is not just a costly relic but part of
an unelected machine that defends
capitalist property in Britain and
the Commonwealth.
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BY COLIN LLOYD

The powers of the Queen, known
as the “Royal prerogative” mean
she can:

@ dissolve or refuse to dissolve
parliament at will

appoint or dismiss a prime min-
ister

declare war and mobilise the
army

veto any act of parliament
distribute honours, including
peerages in the House of Lords
In addition she is Lord Admiral of
Britain and Commander in Chief
of the armed forces. Every soldier
swears an oath of allegiance to the
Queen, and her enemies withinand
without, not to parliament and Brit-
ish democracy.

Prerogative

In times of class peace the
Queen’s prerogative makes her a
key power broker in British poli-
tics. She has access to, and isby all
accounts an expert on, the inner
workings of successive govern-
ments. She reads all cabinet min-
utes—which even the majority of
MPs never see—and secret docu-
ments on defence, foreign policy
and subversion. "

Her Privy Council is appointed
by, and consists of, past and present
trusted members of government.
Left wing members of the Labour
Party, even when they are minis-
ters, ars not invited o join. The
Privy Council is not just an archaic
remnant of feudalism. It is the fo-
rum where major and minor crises
of Britisi ‘mperialism sre sorted
out.

We are all told in school that the
Queen’s drastic powers to override
parliamentary democracy will
never be used. But they were used

the

monarchy!

throughout the 19th century and
remain intact for the future. In
times of need, when the normal
pressure valves of parliament and
repressive legislation prove inad-
equate to defeating workers’ resist-
ance, the monarchy’s powers are
designed to make it the organising
centre of the extra-parliamentary
rule of the bosses and bankers.

The most recent example of the
extra-parliamentary usefulness of
the monarchy came in 1977 when
Australian Labour Prime Minister
Gough Whitlam was summarily
sacked by the Queen’s representa-
tive in Australia in order to pro-
voke a parliamentary coup by the
Tory opposition. Like all
“Bonapartists” the monarch’s rep-
resentative claimed to be acting in
the good of the national interest,
rising above class and parliamen-
tary squabbles.

When we look at the media im-
age the monarchy has created for
itself we see it is precisely designed
tolegitimiseitsrole as aforce “above
politics” and “above class” that can
nevertheless play a decisive factor
in events.

Charles’ forays into the world of
politics are a case in point. He has
spent his adult life trying to subtly
politicise the monarchy over a vari-
ety of “non-party” questions: the
environment, architecture, youth
training in the inner cities and
population control.

The fact that every one of these is
aclassissue—itis the workers who
have to breathe polluted air, live in
crumbling tower blocks and de-
prived inner cities etc—does not
stop him from advancing ludicrous
and utopian social programmes of
his own.

Despite the fact that he is sup-
posed to be above politics none of
the great defenders of parliamen-

tary democracy lift a finger to chas-
tise him.

All this is in preparation for the
day when Charlie boy or one of his
brothers might have to step in to
“knock some heads together”—this
time not architects’but elected poli-
ticians’.

There is a whole strain of left
reformism in Britain which con-
stantly shies away from the de-
mand for a republic. George Orwell,
aleft Labourite and Spanish Civil
War fighter in the 30s, once wrote
that, because “the power and the
glory” in Britain were divided be-
tween the men in bowler hats and
the monarchy, “it is in any rate
possible that a Hitler or Stalin can-
not come to power”.

Carrying onin Orwell’s footsteps
left Labour politicians like Tony
Benn rail against the House of
Lords but refuse to fight for the
abolition of the monarchy. The pro-
Labour Daily Mirror casts itself in
the role of Diana’s protector against
the “foreign republican” Murdoch.

Abolition

We stand for the abolition of the
monarchy because it is an extra-
parliamentary tool in the hands of
the bosses and an obstacle to the
struggle for socialism. The labour
movement cannot afford to ignore
the Royals, however peripheral they
may appear in political life.

A spoof copy of an Act of Parlia-
ment once circulated amongst Mili-
tant supporters and the Labourleft,
with Elizabeth R giving royal as-
sent to an “enabling act” to nation-
alise the top 200 monopolies. The
joke would have been on the La-
bour left if they had ever tried it in
reality.

There is no parliamentary road
to socialism. Faced with any real
threat to their power and privilege
the British bosses would mobilise
the police, courts and army against
the working class. They would use
what is left of the power and pres-
tige of the royal family tolegitimise
their actions and win the broadest
possible public support.

That'’s why we say: shed no tears
for Charles and Di. Even if she
dumps the hapless crank, Di wili
not have to live like so many work-
ing class single mothers, on income
support, or in squalid bed and
breakfast. She will go back to the
privileged lifestyle she came from.
Her kids will have their top private
education and health treatment,
and nobody will be chasing Charles
for maintenance
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Rabin: no
peace-maker

Does the victory of the Labour Party in the Israeli elections herald a just solution
for the Palestinian people? Richard Brenner suggests not.

O SOCIALIST could have
failed to enjoy the sight of
Yitzhak Shamir’s face when
he realised that his political career
was over. This justified sense of
satisfaction over the ousting of a
leader who was responsible for a
state policy of murder, terror and
torture against Palestinian mili-
tants, should blind no-one to a sim-
ple fact about the outcome of Isra-
el’sJune election: Yitzhak Rabin is,
like his predecessor, a hardened
racist and foe of the Palestinian
struggle for self-determination.
Fifteen years of rule by the right
wing Likud coalition are over. There
are a number of reasons why
Rabin’s Labour Party and its allies
have won 61 out of the 120 seatsin
the Knesset, Israel’s parliament:
disenchantment with the corrup-
tion of the Likud; the party’s inter-
nal strife in the run up to the elec-
tion, overwhelming support for
Labour by new immigrants from
the former Soviet Union.

Negotiations

But the crucial question was the
peace negotiations. Labour gained
because the Likud appeared inca-
pable of taking the talks any fur-
ther. Likud’s support for continu-
ing settlements of occupied land
undermined any prospects for a
negotiated solution. Above all it had
antagonised the USA, which re-
sponded by threatening to with-
hold $10 billion in loan guarantees.

Given Israel’s dependence on US
finance and military support, there
was little chance for a party which
appeared in direct conflict with the
state major backer. US loans are
essential if Israel is to gain access
to further finance in the world’s
currency markets. Without them,
the massive numbers of Soviet and
other Jewish immigrants cannot
be housed. Therefore, not only the
immigrantsbut alsobroad sections
of Israeli Jewish society seeking an
American sponsored settlement in
the region voted overwhelmingly
for Labour.

The “peace process” will now
move up a gear. Already Rabin has
pledged that Israel will give up
land for peace. He claims he will
implement autonomy for the Pal-
estinians on the West Bank and
Gaza within six to nine months of
taking office.

Dilemma

Israel has long faced a dilemma.
It was founded according to the
principles of the Zionist movement
as a specifically Jewish state in
Palestine, a supposed “land with-
out a people for a people without a
land”. But Palestine wasnot aland
without a people. It was inhabited
by Palestinian Arabs. Hundreds of
thousands were driven from their
land, to be denied the right to re-

- turn whilst at the same time entry

and citizenship rights were ex-
tended to anyone of Jewish birth.

Since the 1967 war, Israel has.

been in military occupation of ex-
tensive Arab landsincluding Gaza,
the West Bank, the Golan Heights

L

and East Jerusalem. If these terri-
tories were formally annexed, Ar-
abs would outnumber Jews in very
little time. The fundamentally rac-
ist foundations of the Zionist project
make this prospect intolerable un-
less, as the far right have advo-
cated, Palestinians are further re-
stricted in their democratic rights
or forcibly removed.

Time-bomb

Shamir wanted to increase the
speed and scope of Jewish settle-
ment in the occupied territories in
order to slow the fuse on the demo-
graphic time-bomb, and to create
extra space for new immigrants.
But millions of Israelis, and signifi-
cantly also their US paymasters,
realised that this could be no last-
ing solution, that it would exacer-
bate tensions and make further
cycles of war and Arab insurrection
inevitable. For that reason Labour
favours “land for peace”, a halt to
new settlements and a negotiated
solution. And the USA, keen to re-
stabilise the region under its own
hegemony, threatened to cut Isra-
el’s financial lifeline if it did not
follow this path.

Neither Labour nor the USA is
acting on altruistic motives. Nei-
ther is committed to genuine self-
determination for the Palestinians.
When PLO leader Yasser Arafat
commented that “The Israeli pub-
lic voted against war and the ter-
rorism of Shamir” he was moti-
vated more by opportunism than
naivety. Rabin, far from opposing
Zionist terror, has been one of its
principal perpetrators. As a gen-
eral he masterminded the land-
grabbing 1967 war. In 1988 he was
the minister responsible for the
murderous suppression of the up-
rising of Palestinian youth.

What Labour is proposing bears
no resemblance to a just or demo-

cratic solution to the Palestinians’
national claim. Like Shamir, Rabin
will have no truck with negotia-
tions with genuine Palestinian or-
ganisations and will continue try-
ing to keep the PLO excluded from
the talks. East Jerusalem and the
Golan Heights have been declared
non-negotiable.

The “limited self-rule” envisaged
by Labour would ensure that the
Zionist oppressors maintain a mo-
nopoly of armed force and complete
Israeli control over the economic
life of the territories, with an effec-
tive Israeli veto over the political
forces and policy decisions of the
Palestinian areas’ “autonomous”
governing bodies.

Discrimination

The “semi-state” would remain a
source of cheap labour for Israeli
agriculture, construction and serv-
ice industries. Such a Palestinian
state or statelet alongside Israel
would constitute an “Arab
bantustan”, abandoning the
750,000 Arabs within Israel itself
tocontinued discriminationin hous-
ing and employment, and demobi-
lising the Palestinians’ national
revolt in return for a puppet state
on the least fertile land, ruled by a
pliant administration of sanitised
Palestinian nationalist bureau-
crats. E

The “left-wing” Meretz, an alli-
ance of the former Mapam, Shinui
and Citizens’ Rights Movement,
were able to win twelve seats draw-
ing many young voters to their sup-
port for civil rights and an inde-
pendent Palestinian state. But
these “left” Zionists can only go so
far as recognising the Palestinians’
rights to a state alongside Israel.
This would preserve the unjustifi-
able privileges of the Israeli-Jew-
ish population, who benefit from
the Zionists having seized the best

land, and the most developed con-
urbations.

Partition would leave the Pales-
tinian national question unre-
solved. The Jewish state would con-
tinue to exist on the basis of the
systematic denial of the national
and democratic rights of the Pales-
tinians.

Support

A really socialist Israeli-Jewish
left cannot be Zionist. It must stand
for the ending of the expansionist
and racist Zionist state of Israel. It
must support the struggles of the
Palestinian resistance withoutcon-
ditions. Only in that way can unity
be built between Jew and Arab,
based not on the abandonment of

the just claims of the oppressed but
on common struggle against chau-
vinism and for socialism and last-
ing peace within a single state of
Palestine. :

Illusions in Labour’s peace ini-
tiative can only lead the Palestin-
ian masses to defeat. They must
reject all accommodation to Zion-
ism on the part of their leaders and
forge a revolutionary workers’
party. Such a party must maintain
strict independence from the Pal-
estinian bourgeoisie. In alliance
with the poor peasantry, it must
adopt a strategy based neither on
imperialist peace deals nor guer-
rilla war, but on the mobilisation of
the Palestinian workers at the head
of the fight against the Zionist state
and its imperialist sponsors.l

LRCI

Lutte Ouvriere

OVER THE weekend of 6-8 June, a
16-strong delegation fromthe League
for a Revolutionary Communist In-
temational (LRCI) attended the féte
organised by the French left organi-
sation Lutte Ouvriere (LO). The LO
féte combines cultural and social
events with political meetings and
forums and is an annual event for
many groups on the intemmational
left.

The LRCI's activity at the féte, led
by our French section, Pouvoir Quvrier
(PO) and the LRCI enjoyed consider-
able success. We made a significant
number of contacts and sold 138
copies of various LRCI publications,
conducted two well attended forums
and contributed to many others or-
ganised by different left tendencies.

In our first forum on the rise of
fascism and the far right in Europe
PO comrades explained the back-
ground to the growth of Le Pen's

Front National in France and de-
tailed the appalling passive response
from the major “revolutionary” or-
ganisations. LO in particular has ar-
gued that the FN presents little threat
and can be ignored by the left.

According to LO, the FN cannot be
characterised as a fascist organisa-
tion because it has not organised
attacks on “left wing militants, oron
working class militants in general”,
prefering the respectable road of
“electoralism”.

This position completely ignores
the FN's involvement in attacks on
immigrants and their hostels. Of
course Le Pen wishes to hold onto
his “respectable” image as long as
possible, while at the same time
encouraging his fascist bands to at-
tack and terrorise immigrant com-
munities. LO uses this classic fa-
scistic division of labour to clap a
telescope to its blind eye and de-

FEte

clare, “We see no fascists!”

Our comrades in PO, who have
been consistently arguing for, and
where possible seeking to imple-
ment, a policy of no platform for Le
Pen, have first hand experience of
the danger of such passivity. Each

“time Le Pen is allowed to march
unchallenged his movement gains
strength. Each time his fascist core
is allowed to surround itself with the
cover of the “respectable racists” of
the middle class, that core is em-
boldened. Attacks on left wingers
have been the result, and the threat
of Le Pen growing stronger looms.

The forum attracted 75 people,
mostly youth, some of whom were
deeply alarmed at the do-nothing
approach of LO. An intervention into
the forum by LO to justify their stance
was welcome. It gave PO the oppor-
tunity to debate with this larger ten-
dency in front of a receptive audi

ence.

A second forum was held on the
CIS attracted around fifty people. A
comrade from PO gave a flrst hand
account of the crisis there and out-
lined the LRCI's action programme.

Both the LRCI and PO got our
message across to many visitors to
the féte through our forums and the
many impromptu discussions with
visitors to our stall, and also through
the sale of publications in French,
English, German, Spanish, Russian
and Italian.

One event that did mar an other-
wise very open and democratically
run political féte was LO's decision
not to allow the lesbian and gay
AIDS campaigning group Act-Up to
have a stall. LO have always granted
stalls to left political tendencies big
and small, regardiess of their differ-
ences with such tendencies. To not
extend this to Act-Up, at a time of
increased homophobia and with the
issue of AIDS a vital one for the left,
can only be construed as an act of
anti-gay discrimination by LO itself.
As such we call on them to reverse
their policy for next year and lift the
ban on Act-Up and any other cam-
paigning lesbian or gay organ—
isation.l
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Proletarian power and

Qina Msebenzj

- democracy
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HE RECENT period in South
T Africa has been a testing time
for revolutionaries. The ANC,
charting a path of negotiation and
compromise, has shown itself pre-
pared to betray the interests of the
mass of black workers. Having subar-
dinated the working class struggle to
a fight for capitalist democracy alone,
in alliance with bourgeois forces, it is
now prepared to settle for less than
one person one vote, in the form of
various proposals for “interim”, or
“transitional” forms of rule. It aims to
achieve not socialism, but a stable
“non-racial” capitalist South Africa.
To winthe masses from the treach-
erous leadership of the ANC, a revo-
lutionary workers' party must be built.
It would have to take up not only the
immediate questions of jobs, prices,
housing, land and state/Inkatha ter-
ror, but also that of democratic
rights—the most buming and press-
ing question for the South African
masses. The ANC appears to offer a
“democratic” South Africa and prom-
ises black power. As a result the
masses have deep-seated illusions
in the negotiations and the assembly
that they hope it will achieve.

Aspirations

Trotskyists recognise the demo-
cratic aspirations of the South Afri-
can masses and relate to these illu-
sions. They fight to demonstrate in
practice that the bourgeois national-
ist forces such as the ANC are un-
prepared to see the fight even for
democratic rights through to the end.
That is why they must fight for a
democratic constituent assembly,
without any restrictions imposed by
the capitalists on its decision-making
powers, on the basis of one person
one vote. They must point out that
such an assembly could only be con-
vened inthe teeth of the most violent
opposition of South Africa’s rulers.
Such an assembly must therefore be
established through revolutionary
methods of struggle, through general
strikes, delegate-based councils of
action, and the formation of workers'’
militias.

Revolutionaries must also recog:
nise that the constituent assembly is
not an end in itself. Because we
recognise that racism, exploitation
and oppression will continue under
capitalism whatever the form of rule,
we fight for the total destruction of
the capitalist state and its replace-
ment by a workers' state.

But many on the left use the con-

_ stituent assemblysloganina muddied

oropportunist fashion. This is certainly
the case with the journal Qina
Msebenzi.

Announced

When the new South African jour
nal was announced in the pages of
the WIL's paper Workers News last
November, the organisers declared:

“At present our central political
emphasis is the rejection of negotia-
tions in favour of the struggle for a
revolutionary democratic constituent
assembly convened by the oppressed
masses themselves. For us, a strug-
gle on this basis is now the shortest
route to the establishment of the
dictatorship of the proletariat in South
Africa.” [Our emphasis]

Is it the case that the struggle fora

constituent assembly necessarily
represents “the shortest route to the
establishment of the dictatorship of
the proletaniat”?

It is not. The example of the Rus-
sian Revolution showsthat it is possi-
ble for the working class to seize
power without first establishing a
constituent assembly. The struggle
itself, the forms of workers' organi-
sation thrown up in the struggle, the
strength of the revolutionary party,
the changing consciousness of the
masses: all these factors will deter-
mine whether a constituent assembly
will first come into existence or, as in
the case of Russiain 1917, will be by-
passed by the coming into existence
of organs of dual power in the form of
soviets, the embryos of the future
proletarian dictatorship. The maintask
of revolutionaries is to advance
methods of struggle and a programme
of action which can link the struggles
of the present day to the goal of
socialist revolution and the building
of a workers' state.

Negotiations

The LTT, in its pamphlet “Negotia-
tions in South Africa and the Struggle
for a Revolutionary Democratic Con-
stituent Assembly” (May 1992) state:

“. .. without conceding one iota on
our understanding of the necessity of
establishing the dictatorship of the
proletariat, we believe that the revo-
lutionary vanguard will be won from
the ANC by a consistent struggle for
100% democracy and the slogan for
a constituent assembly.”

It is insufficient and dangerous to
allow the guestion of the proletarian
dictatorship to remain an abstract
strategic goal without linking it to
present struggles through the use of
transitional demands. The problem is
that Qina Msebenzi makes just that
mistake.

In the first issue of the joumal they
try to emphasize class demands
alongside democratic ones. They as-
ser:

“ . . alongside the call for the
constituent assembly, we call on
workers to form~their own defence
units, for mass action to be intensi-
fied and for the masses to form their
own organs of power.”

But all this is left at the level of
abstraction ratherthan integrated with
democratic demands in a concrete
transitional programme. By issue 2
of Qina Msebenzi the problem is re-
solved . . . forthe worse. In an article
entitled “COSATU and revolutionary
trades unionism”, they advance not a
transitional action programme but a
hybrid of the “workers' control” de-
mands of the left of COSATU and

John Mckee reviews the first two issues of a new
South Africanjournal Qina Msebenzi launched last
year. The journal declares itself to be a “Leninist-
Trotskyist newspaper”. The group of comrades
around Qina Msebenzi declare themselves
solidarity” with the Leninist Trotskyist Tendency
(LTT) which was formed in March 1991 by the
British Workers International League (WIL) and a
small group in Germany and Belgium.

“

in

some transitional demands gutted of
their revolutionary content.

Thus they demand “werkers’ con-
trol and nationalisation™ without call-
ing for the expropriation without com-
pensation of these factories from the
bosses. The struggle against Inkatha
is reduced to a programme for organ-
ising the unemployed, public works
schemes and fighting redundancies.

Astonishingly, in a situation where
the reactionary gangs of Inkatha are
terrorising the workers and the town-
ships the question of armed self
defence and the organisation of work-
ers’ community defence squads is
missing.

The question of organising factory
committees of struggle, and of linking
them to township based soviet-type
organisations is not even mentioned
in this “transitional programme”. Yet
such organs of proletarian power are
essential if our class is to break the
resistance of the capitalists and es-
tablish its own rule.

When it comes to the guestion of
government Qina Msebenzi calls for
“a workers’ govemment in order to
make the transition to socialism”.
But what sort of “workers’ govern-

SOUTH

AFRICA

ment * is posed? A government that
enables Qina Msebenzi to elide the
struggle for socialism with the strug-
gle for bourgeois democracy. This is
an inevitable conseguence of the
notion that the struggle for democ-
racy is the “shortest route” to the
proletarian dictatorship:

“It should be a govemment run by
the workers, in some ways like a
trade union—democratic reps, right
to recall these reps, structures for
mandating etc. It should take over
the newspapers, radio stations, large
venues, everything that the workers
need for communicating ideas and
discussing issues. A genuine con-
stituent assembly is a step towards
such a govemment."”

The only workers’ govemment that
revolutionary socialists fight for is a
workers' govemment that breaks from
the bourgeoisie. One that arms the
workers, sets about disbanding the
repressive organs of the bourgeois

_state and expropriates the capital-

ists. Such a govemment, in order to
survive, could only base itself on the
armed workers and their soviets. Its
assumption of power would be a prel-
ude to civil war with the bourgeoisie.

- Bl-Monthiy Leninist/ Trots
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It would either
rapidly assume the form of the
dictatorship of the proletanat or col-
lapse before the bourgeoisie’s offen-
sive, :

Could such a government come
through a constituent assembly?
Possibly, but only if the working class
was mobilised around a revolutionary
action programme which had won
them to building soviet organisations
and their own workers’ militias. The
constituent assembly would have to
be forced by a revolutionary party to
subordinate itself to organs of work-
ers' power.

To maintain that a constituent as-
sembly could be a step towards a
workers’ government without taking
this path is to confuse bourgeois
democracy and the proletarian dicta-
torship. Instead of the constituent
assembly demand being utilised in a
principled manner to break the demo-
cratic illusions of the masses, Qina
Msebenzistrengthens preciselythose
illusions. In short, it adapts to the
programme of bourgeois democracy.

Far worse is Qina Msebenzi's po-
sition on the Convention for a Demo-
cratic South Africa (CODESA). CODESA
consists of 19 parties, including the
ANC, De Klerk's National Party,
Inkatha and various stooge
“Bantustan” groups. It seeks a con-
stitutional settlement aimed at pre-
venting the black majority controlling
the constituent assembly. Since De-
cember 1991 it has been the vehicle
through which the ANC is trying to
impose the sell-out on the masses.

Revolutionaries have to take a clear
line on CODESA, ruthlessly exposing
its role, demanding that the ANC pulls
out of it, ciearly counterposing to it
the struggle to overthrow the apart-
heid govermment and the fight for a
constituent assembly. Qina Msebenzi
claimsto recognise all these aspects
of CODESA but concludes:

“Given all these problems with
CODESA, should COSATU be in
CODESA? Our answer given the
present balance of forces, is ‘yes.™

What explains this appalling ac-
commodation? The majority in the
leadership of COSATU wanted to par-
ticipate in CODESA. The SACP and
ANC were against it doing so, be-
cause they want a completely free

hand

to broker a deal. But

none of this means that revolutionar-
ies should support or endorse the
COSATU leadership’s willingness to
enter this undemocratic stitch-up. To
do so would sow further illusions
amongst the masses, especially
amongst the workers who see their
leaders participating in the negotia-
tions.

Qina Msebenzicalls on COSATU to
go but, “not to participate, but to
make demands; to force the ANC out
of CODESA: to call for the mass or-
ganisations to convene the constitu-
ent assembly”. This is a sheer eva-
sion. All Qina Msebenzi's demands
could be better mobilised for outside
of CODESA and against it. Workers
should be demanding that COSATU,
from the outside, mobilise the trade
unions against the sell out being or-
ganised by CODESA—or whatever
body replaces it—through strikes and
mass action. They should demand
that the ANC and SACP themselves
withdraw from CODESA. Instead Qina
Msebenzi provides left cover for the
leadership of COSATU and sows illu-
sions in CODESA.

Confusion

Thus confusion on the relationship
between the democratic and social-
ist tasks ofthe revolution has had the
direst of consequences for Qina
Msebenzi. What may have seemedto
the unwary reader to be an innocuous
formulation on the struggle for demo-
cratic rights being the “shortest route”
to workers’ power reveals itself to be
justification for a thoroughgoing ad-
aptation to the bourgeois democratic
illusions of the masses.

When it launched its joumnal the
comrades around Quina Msebenzi
declareditwould, “serve as abeacon
and a pole of attraction for the mili-
tants in the unions, in the township
organisations and onthe campuses”.
Unfortunately, judging from the politi-
cal line of its first two issues, Quina
Msebenzi has done little more than
add yet another journal to contribute
to the centrist confusion onthe South
African left.
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Czechoslovak election makes
some form of separation of
the two republics within the fed-
eral state appear tobe unavoidable.
In Slovakia the largest party is
now the Movement for a Democratic
Slovakia (HZDS), led by Vladimir
Meciar. During the election cam-
paign Meciar promised that, if
elected, he would immediately de-
clare Slovakia a sovereign state.
He would alsoslow down the return
to the private market, i.e. the res-
toration of capitalism, and maintain
state subsidies to industry.

In the Czech lands the Civic
Democratic Party (ODS) was
elected the largest party. Their
leader, right winger and chief ar-
chitect of the moves to restore
capitalism, is Vaclav Klaus. The
ODS wants no slow down in resto-
ration and is prepared to see huge
swathes of Czech industry go to the
wallin the name of free enterprise.

With such radically different
leaders the scene was set for conflict
between the Czechs and Slovaks.
Not only were there economic policy
differences over the pace of resto-
ration but these differences became
rapidly intermixed with the na-
tional question as each leader
played the nationalist card against
the other.

In 1990, over a year after the so-
called “Velvet Revolution”, the
Federal Assembly finally decided
on a programme to reintroduce
capitalism to Czechoslovakia. It
involved rapid privatisation, cuts
in subsidies for industry and the
freeing of prices. The reforms re-
sulted in a severe crisis in the
Czechoslovak economy, which had
already been languishing in stag-
nation for years.

T HE RESULTS of last month’s

Recession

The economy went into a deep
recession. Net Material Product fell
last year by 20%, industrial output
fell by 23.1%, construction was
down by 31% and retail trade was
down by 39%. Over this period
Czechoslovakia did worse than any
other Eastern European state ex-
cept Bulgaria. The reforms natu-
rally had a dramatic effect on liv-
ing standards. In 1991 the con-
sumer price index increased by
53.6% whilst wages only rose by a
mere 10%.

Historically, Slovakia has been
the weaker of the two republics
and the Slovakshave suffered most
from the effects of restoration.
Twenty seven per centofhouseholds
in Slovakia now exist at official
subsistence levels. Real wages fell
in the last year by 21% for white
and blue collar workers and by 30%
for agricultural workers.

Unemployment in Slovakia is
much higher than in the Czech ar-
eas. At present unemployment in
the Czech Lands is 3.2%, whilst in
Slovakiaitis 11.1%. There are plans
for it to be allowed to rise to 10% in
the Czech Lands and 18% in
Slovakia.

It is no surprise that such dis-
parity has fanned nationalist feel-
ings. Yet, whilst most Slovaks feel
they are being treated unfairly,
there is no sign that they wanted a
total split. Opinion polls show that
the majority of Slovaks (60-80%)
appear in favour of keeping some
form of federation. The political
party most clearly in favour of
separationi, the Slovak National
Party, gained only 14 seats in the
Slovak parliament in the election.

This does not, of course, mean
that the national question does not
exist in Czechoslovakia. The fact
that it is at centre stage at the
moment is, however, more to do
with the manoeuvring of the pro-
capitalist restorationists.

As in other parts of Eastern Eu-
rope the fragments of the old
Stalinist bureaucracy and the pro-

CZECHOSLOVAK ELECTIONS

The election results in Czechoslovakia increased growing divisions between Czechs and Slovaks. Whatever
the outcome of the current negotiations between the major parties, there is a difficult period ahead for
workers and socialists in both republics, as Kate Fields explains

The road to

Czechoslovakian election posters
bourgeois restorationists seek touse
nationalism to divide the working
class and destroy any working class
resistance to their attempts to re-
introduce capitalism.

Meciar in Slovakia, whilst he
calls for a slow down in the resto-
ration programme, is certainly not
opposed to it. His political base is
built on the idea that there is some
painless route to capitalism for
Slovakia, if only the Czechs would
pay for it! He knows that this is
impossible but can easily pose asa
heroofthe Slovaksin his demagogic
speeches. That is, until separation
is posed point blank.

restoration.

The results of the Czechoslovak
elections saw the bourgeois press
in the West react with dismay. Was
this a concern that a separation
mightlead to a bloody conflict? Were
they worried about the fate of the
Hungarian minority in Slovakia?
No. Their only concern was the fate
of capitalist restoration across
Eastern Europe.

With Hungary moving increas-
ingly hesitantly towards the mar-
ket, Poland in chaos and Yugoslavia
torn apart, Czechoslovakia was the
big hope for the European bour-
geoisie. Czechoslovakia was the

than 30% of the state’s foreign trade.
Slovakian industry is primarily
heavyindustry and military rather
than civilian. With a much weaker
industrial base, less trade with the
West and less ability to earn hard
currency, Meciar is unlikely to be
able to deliver on his promises of a
less painful transformation.

The economic climate may look
better in the Czech Lands but it
will be forced to expend consider-
able political energy on resolving
questions posed by the separation.
It will have to reach agreement
with Slovakia on dividing the na-
tional debt, disentangling the pri-

The results of the Czechoslovak elections saw the bourgeois press in the
West react with dismay. Was this a concern that a separation might bring
lead to a bloody conflict? Were they worried about the fate of the
Hungarian minority in Slovakia? No. Their only concem was the fate of

capitalist restoration across Eastern Europe. ;

Klaus in the Czech Lands has
shown that he too is prepared to
play the nationalist card. Since the
election he has gradually been
promoting the idea that the Czechs
would be better off without the
Slovaks. He will increasingly blame
the Slovaks for holding up restora-
tion and, therefore, creating all the
economic problems and hardships
that the Czech masses will have to
endure.

But, whilst both Meciar and
Klaus can use the national question,
it is a highly risky strategy. The
endless talks, negotiations, threats
and back-peddling over the past
few weeks are a reflection of this
dilemma. Whatever happens the
national question poses great dan-
gers for the future of capitalist

“model” restorationist state. It was
committed to pressing ahead with
massive privatisations, rapid re-
moval of state subsidies and forcing
thousands of enterprises into
bankruptcy, measures seen essen-
tial to the rapid restoration of
capitalism.

In the weeks before the election
Western pundits were praising the
commitment and courage of the
Czechoslovak restorationists. Now
they are wringing their hands be-
moaning the prospect of yet another
failure.

The worries of the imperialist
bourgeoisie are not unfounded. If
there is a total split in the Czecho-
slovak state there would quickly be
economic chaos in independent
Slovakia. Slovakia accounts forless

vatisation plans and separating the
two economies. This will be a drag
on the pace of restoration.

If there is only a partial split—
with looser ties while maintaining
some federal structures—the pros-
pect of any rapid restoration is no
better. The present constitution will
ensure that both the HZDS and the
ODS have effective vetoes in the
House of Nations, the federal par-
liament. It seems likely that there
will quickly be a situation of dead-
lock.

Yet those who are opposed to the
restoration of capitalism in
Czechoslovakia cannot sit back and
take heart from the poor prospects
of the Czechoslovak reformers. The
election results could mean either
economic chaos or stagnation. But,

whatever the outcome, we can ex-
pect both Klaus and Meciar to look
hard at the luxury of democracy as
they are faced with growing eco-
nomic problems. They are both
likely to take on greater powers to
use against the masses. The iron
fist will appear with the “velvet”
glove. The restorationists will con-
tinue to try to solve their difficulties
at the expense of the Czechoslovak
working class. The attacks on jobs
and living standards will continue
and worsen.

Already in Slovakia, Meciar has
declared that Slovak will become
the only official language. This will
not only affect the small number of
Czechs. A fifth of the population is
made up of various minorities, the
largest being the Hungarians. Al-
ready nationalists have been oblit-
erating the Magyar parts of dual
language signs in Slovakia—a har-
binger of what is in store for the
Hungarian and Romany minorities
if nationalism is let off the leash as
in the former Yugoslavia.

Divided

What prospects are there then of
resistence? There have been some
protests and strikes against the
effects of the restoration pro-
gramme. They have, however, often
been divided along national lines.

Farmers have protested against
the cutting of state subsidies and
repeal of the law on land ownership.
On 10 February 15,000 Czech
transport workers struck against
the halving of state transport sub-
sidies. The strike was supported by
the Czech and Slovak Confedera-
tion of Trade Unions. However, de-
spite the high degree of sympathy
among Slovak transport workers
they were not called upon to support
the strike.

The ex-communists—the Com-
munist Party of Bohemia and
Moravia and the Slovak Democratic
Party of Labour—support the res-
toration process, albeit with the
utopian demand that the working
class should not suffer too much.
They are developing into clearly
social democratic parties. The anti-
capitalist left in Czechoslovakia is
tiny.

The Czechoslovak trade unions
are weak and inexperienced. They
are influenced by pro-restorationist
ideas and therefore cripple the
possibility of any real struggle
against the government onslaught.
Unlike Solidarnosc in Poland the
unions have little experience of or-
ganising struggles. Whilst the new
unions played a key part in the
“Velvet Revolution” establishing
6,000 strike committees, this wasa
short lived period of activity. They
were used rather as a stage army
by the Civic Forum and were not
able to establish their own inde-
pendent political leadership.

If the attempts to reintroduce
capitalism on the backs of the
workers are to be fought, a new
Czechoslovak workers’ movement
has to be built around an intransi-
gent struggle against capitalist
restoration.

Arevolutionary Trotskyist party
must be built which leads the
struggle against the attempt of the
leaders of the HZDS and ODS to
divide the workers with poisonous
nationalism. Czech and-Slovak
workers’ unity must be forged in
the struggle against the

" restorationist measures and for a
genuine Soviet Republic of
Czechoslovakia.ll




1 / f =] f e A1/ £ Lol 17 A 1 4 71 N A 4 A I ™ ™ S o B T R —
JON rlOsK T I QEEEN ML KO /‘ﬂj [TANDSWORTF i, Dol T ety

e e e e s o T S L e e . e Lo L e S A T

WOIKErS

QOWer

he Boipatong massacre, where
T41 township residents were

hacked to death by an Inkatha
hostel gang, as well as the hun-
dreds of other township killings, are
the direct result of an offensive
unleashed by the white minority
govemment.

De Klerk and other ministers
hypocritically declared their grief at
the “tragedy" of Boipatong. But it
was theywho deliberately unleashed
the violence an the ANC supporters,
using both state forces and the
murder gangs of Inkatha.

Law and Order spokesman Cap-
tain Craig Kotze quite brazenly ad-
mitted as much the day after the
masssacre.

“We wamed the ANC what would
happen if they took the road of
mass action. It is now quite obvious
that the political temperature has
been pushed unaccceptably high by
it and created a climate in which
these incidents will happen.”

In other words any militant action
against the government will be met
by death squads.

The ANC had been forced to
launch a mass action campaign af-
ter the breakdown of the talks at
CODESA in May. This meeting ofthe
negotiating body was due to agree
the form of the “Constituent Assem-
bly" which would draw up a new
constitution. Over the previous
months, the ANC had made conces-
sion afterconcession—but De Klerk
still wanted more. He is determined
to entrench an effective white veto
in any assembly that comes into
being. Such a veto would ensure
that the power and privileges of the
white capitalists could remain in-
tact and that South Africa will remain
safe for capitalism.

After De Klerk's sweeping victory
in the whites-only referendum last
March onthe promise of achieving a
“power sharing” solution, the Na-
tional Party stepped up the pres-
sure on the ANC.

De Klerk tabled proposals to
CODESA which demanded that con-
stitutional proposals would need a
75% majority in the constituent as-
sembly, a proposal guaranteeing
that the whites and their allies like
Buthelezi would have a blocking
mechanism. Mandela responded by
agreeing to 70%! The ANC could not
concede any further without the risk
of losing the support of a black
population growing increasingly
suspicious of a sell out.

But this was not enough for De
Klerk who quickly declared CODESA
deadlocked. Even then the ANC re-
fused to pull out of the negotia-
tions, instead agreeing to the refemral
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of the matter to a CODESA Manage-
ment Committee.

The ANC executive called the
mass action campaign to try to force
De Klerk’'s hand—and in response
to growing pressure for action. Mil-
lions observed the 16 June tradi-
tional Soweto Day Stay-away and
thousands marched demanding a
constituent assembly. The trade
union federation COSATU called for
a general strike if the regime had
not shifted position by the start of
July.

But this new wave of mass action
was called in a situation where the
balance of forces is heavilyweighted
against the ANC and the trade union
movement—as a direct result of
the ANC’s own strategy.

Inkatha supporters — used by De Klerk

Last year, the ANC leadership
agreed to disband MK, the armed
wing of the ANC and to "peace
accords”™ involving the goverment
and Gatsha Buthelezi's Inkatha
Freedom Party. These concessions
were made to keep the negotiating
process on the road. The peace
deals have left townships unde-
fended against the police and
Inkatha gangs. The ANC has re-
fused to organise the defence of
communities. Meanwhile evidence
has mounted of years of collusion
between the government, the secu-
rity forces and Inkatha. Since De
Klerk took power in 1989 on his
“reforming” platform, 7,000 black
people have died in political vio-
lence. The massacre at Boipatong

is only the most open and bloody
example of the long established
collusion between the police, troops
and Inkatha gangs.

“Mandela, give us guns” de-
manded Boipatong residents. But
this is a vain cry. The ANC does not
want a militant armed black working
class. The intention of the ANC lead-
ers is to join the white bourgeoisie
in a new capitalist government. Just
aweek before Boipatong, the South
African press carried pictures of ANC
executive member Thabo Mbeki's
50th birthday party. Amongst the
guests were various rich business
men including gambling king Sol
Kerznek, who made his pile in the
notorious Sun City.

Boipatong, in arousing the wrath

| NO deals with
De Kierk

of the masses, has left both De
Klerk and Mandela with difficulties.
De Klerk's offensive ran out of con-
trol and leaves him with problems
on the intemational and national
arena. To keep in with foreign gov-
emments and investors he must be
able to promise a stable future, a
retum to negotiations. And inside
South Africa he dare not undermine
too far the authority of the ANC over
the masses. Otherwise the spectre
of 1986 and a new revolutionary
uprising will be raised again.
Mandela shares these fears. He
is having to carve a path which
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not alienate his working class base
and young supporters. So both are
looking to outside “advisers” from
the UN, Organisation of African Unity
and even the ramshackle British
Commonwealth to play the outside
“honest broker”.

The hope is that these worthies
will help to stitch up a deal—a deal §
that will amount to a total betrayal §
of the black working class of South
Africa. It will entrench capitalist rule
and white privilege. It will mean
benefits for the Thabo Mbekis but
little for the poverty stricken town-
ship dwellers.

If such a betrayal is to be stopped
then black workers have to break
from the ANC and challenge its right
to dictate the policies of the move-
ment.

They have to demand that the
ANC leaders permanently pull out of
the talks. Instead of the CODESA
stitch up they should demand the
immediate convening of a fully sov-
ereign consituent assembly whose
decisions will need only a simple
majority. They have to organise to
stop COSATU's support for the ANC
strategy and insist that the planned
July Stay-away is tumed into an all-
out general strike to force the Na-
tional Party from power. They have
to organise workers’ defence of the
communities against Inkatha and
state attack.

The white ruling class has shown
that, whether in the Nationa! Party
regime or in the guise of a new
“reformed” capitalist govemment
led by the ANC, it is determined to
cling onto power. It will use all the
armed might of the state to do so. A
General Strike could become an
opportunity to overthrow not only
the National Party but the capitalist
gang as a whole—but only if the
working class amms itself, forms
workers' Councils of Action and
takes over the factories and mines.
Justice and peace will come only by
overthrowing the capitalist state,
not trying to reform it.H

BLACK WORKERS MUST BREAK FROM ANC LEADERSHIP!




