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I TORIAL

Azerbaijan: End the military
occupation!

THE HEAVY-HANDED military intervention of the Soviet
army in Baku on Januvary 19, which left dozens, possibly
hundreds dead, was much more than an attempt to restore
law and order.

The massive force of army, navy and KGB troops dispatched
by the Kremlin to Azerbaljan was certainly intended to stop the
brutal and senseless ethnic slaughter being waged between ex-
tremist groups of Azeris and Armenians: but it was also intended
te beat down the rising Azerbaljan national movement, upholding
the power of the Kremlin and its local agents, the largely dis-
credited and corrupt Azerbaijan Communist Party.

The official Kremlin appeal for support from the peoples of
Armenla and Azerbaljan referred to the ‘tragic events’ in Bakn
and other towns, in which “blood has been shed, and outrages and
pogroms claimed human victims®. But it also significantly em-
phasised Moscow’s fear that ‘Groups of militants In both
republics are being formed. The Holy of Holies - the state border
of the USSR - is being violated’.

President Gorbachev himself, explaining on television the
decision io send such a large army effectively to invade Azer-
baijan, declared that ‘Events took a particularly tragic turn in
Baku. There were growing calls for the selzure of power by force’,
In this Gorbachev was echoing the demands of Ceatral Commit-
tee hardliners and army political chief Lizichev, who had called
for ‘tough measures’.

But while the old guard, echoing the traditional Brezhnevite
and Stalinist attitude, reject any notion of a right of national
minorities to self-determination — least of all the right to secede
from the USSR — and regard the defence of Soviet borders (the
‘Holy of Holies') as a task to be accomplished by force wherever i
is challenged, Gorbachev had until recently embraced a more
progressive point of view. Only days earlier he had conceded to
the mass Lithuanian Popular Front that the USSR would take
steps to provide a legal mechanism for secession. It is not yet clear
whether the intervention in Azerbaijan represents an isolated,
bureaucratic response to the particular problems faced by the
Kremlin, or a major retreat by Gorbachev from the more en-
lightened policy towards the nationalities issue which is an essen-
tial cornerstone of glasnost

What is certaln is that the attempt to solve this problem simply
through military force will fail either to crush the Azeri
nationalist movement or to ensure the long-term stability of the
Soviet borders. Gone are the days when the Kremlin by Stalin’s
sheer terror and brute force could enforce its rule on a prison-
house of nations. Unless a political solution is found, the Azer-
baijan military adventure could prove many times more costly
and politically destructive than even the invasion of Afghanistan:
the nationalist backlash against Moscow's armed forces Is already
plain te see, as was the instant hostile response from women in
Russia opposing the sending of troops under the slogan ‘no more
Afghanistans’. Any long-term occupation of Azerbaijan would re-
yuire not only the call-up of reservists, but also the repression of
opposition throughout the USSR: it would be the end of glasnost.

Since the latest fare-up in the centuries-old anatagoaisms be-
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tween the Azeri and Armenian peoples of the region began in
1988, the Azerbaijan nationalists have formed their own Popular
Front, with a huge mass base of support clearly embracing most
of the population. Mass rallies of up to 1 million at a time have
been held each weekend for six months. Despite attempis by the
Communist Party to sidetrack this movement by adopting some of
the nationalists’ demands and some of the methods of the worst
and most reactionary elements (the Communist Party itself led the
first anti-Armenian pogrom over the disputed enclave of Ngorny-
Karabakh in 1988, before the Popular Front had even been
formed), the movement s dearly out of their control: in the elec-
tions due to be held shortly, the nationalists seemed certain to
sweep the Communist Party aside: this is a grave concern to Mos-
COw.

There is no doubt that the case for self-determination, up to
and including the right to secede if a majority wish it, applies
equally strongly to the Azeri people as to the Lithuanians, though
we can se¢ why the oil-rich and strategically much more sensitive
Azerbaijan should be even more alarming a possible loss for Mos-
cow than Lithuania. What is also essential to insist upon, however,
is that the interpretation of ‘self-determination’ which appears to
animate the most extreme nationalist elements of the Azeri
Popular Front is radist and chauvinist, designed to justify them
riding roughshod over the legitimate rights of the beleagured Ar-
menian minority in the endave of Ngorny-Karabakh.

The Armenians, who called on Moscow to intervene in their
defence, also have rights — to live without fear of pogroms, and to
national self-determination: indeed a political settlement in the
region is only possible through the free association and mutual
respect of self-governing and independent socialist republics.

While marxists argue that the Sovict state has a responsibility
to defend the safety of endangered national minorities like the Ar-
menians of Ngorny-Karsbakh (and the Azeris of Nakhichevan),
this must be with the involvement and consent of these minorities,
and in the context of working towards a political settlement. This
is impossible while a full-scale army of occupation is polarising
opinion and strengthening the more extreme nationalist forces in
Azerbaijan.

That s why we call for an end to the military occupation, while
maintaining sufficient state forces to prevent further pogroms:
and for immediate elections and a referendum on the issue of na-
tlonal self-determination to be held in Armenia, Azerbaijan and
the two enclaves — whose populations should also have the right to
decide which socialist republic they wish to relate to.

Many Azeri people know from bitter historical experience that
there is little to be gained in sceking links with capitalist Iran,
where their kith and kin have long been oppressed. As socialists,
we believe thal the best solution for the masses of Transcaucasia,
as for the other oppressed nationalities in the USSR is a new free
federation of independent socialist republics. Only this solution of-
fers an antidote to the deadly poison of nationalism and clerical
reaction, and an alternative to the brute, bureaucratic violence
that has been the stock in trade of the Kremlin and helped create
the crisis Gorbachev now faces.
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Poll Tax

Who are they trying

to fool?

The mebellion in the Tory
ranks against the poll tax was
cetainly smaller than many
had predicted: however it
points up the delicate path
Thatcher is trying to tread.

It is clear that few believe
govemnment claims  that the
average poll tax will be £347. Not
only the Labour ALA but the
Tory controlled Association of
District Councils and the As-
sociation of County Councils all
predict that the average will be
around £340.

The Tory argument is that if
poll tax levels are above their es-
timates, it will be as a result of
over-spending councils. But their
figures are based not only on a
calculation that the rate of infla-
tion will be 4%, but also on their
assumption thal pressure againsi
*high spending’ councils will
force them to make further cuts in
order to keep the poll ax low,
Such arguments cut little ice
either amongst the electorate or
amongs politicians.

While rescheduling of debis
by some inner<city authorities
may have some impact on the
level of the tax, few can seriously
argue that there is a single council
now thal is anywhere near meet-
ing the most basic needs of the
people in its arca. Many Tory
authorities complain that the level
of poll tax they are expected o
sel will not meet even their as-
sessment of local needs.

Nor is there any indication
that poll tax activists would be
bought off by any local councils
who attempt to make further cuts
to keep the tax levels relatively
low. Rather this would foel fur-
ther opposition, particular
amongst the council trade unions.

The chaos of the Tory line
over the poll tax is also com-
pounded by the overall political
situation; the of wage
militancy and in panicular the
huge public support for the am-
bulance workers' claim. This
gives further confidence to poll
tax activists as they see workers

rise
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moving into action on these other
fronts.

The poll tax movement itself
remains strong after the launch of
the all-Britain federation from the
successful conference in
Manchester on MNovember 25,
Despite the fact that there were
real problems in the way the day
itself was structured, leaving in-
adequate time for exchange of ex-
periences and open political
debate, the fact that the con-
ference passed overwhelmingly a
statement selting up the federa-
tion on the basis of non-co-opera-
tion with the tax shows how far
the movement has developed over
the last year. The first meeting of
the new stecring committee,
which took place on January 13th
was generally positive, with the
three 3D supporters being elected
to promineni positions on the

commilles,

The key task of the federation
is now 1o orfganise a massive
demonstration in  London on
March 31st, for which suppor
must be mobilised in every
locality and at every level of the
labour movement. Building this
demonstration must be seen as a
key task for every labour move-
ment activisl

Beyond
that, there are
undoubtedly
more  difficult
tasks. The
movement  in
Scotland  has
been consistent
in  mobilising
successfully
againgt every
single al-
tempted poind-
ing, but as
authonties now
attempt warrant sales against the
vasl numbers of non-payers, there
is a deal of work to do to keep up
the pressure.

Fighting for industrial action
against the tax must be a key
priority nol only amongst groups
of workers who have a specific
role in terms of implementation
but more generally. Activisis
should be exploring the pos-
sibility of onc day actions around
April 1. It was unfortunate that
the otherwise very positive
NALGO Against The Poll Tax
conference in  Birmingham on
January 20 felt unable to commit
itself to such a targel, but never-
theless possibilities should be ex-
plored wherever practicable.

Al the same time, it is also be-
coming increasingly urgent that
Labour Party members both make
clear their own commitment to
non-implementation and defend
those being witch-hunted for this
stand. As the upheavals continue
over Frank Field's deselection,
this becomes an even more ur-
gent task than previously.

Building a genuine mass anti-
poll tax movement, attempling to
involve as large a proportion of

those opposed to the tax, in par-
ticular those in Scotland not

paying, and those in Wales and
England committed not to pay,
must be the goal before us.

Terry Conway.

Pay, conditions, class sizes:
Teachers must get ready to

The Independent Advisory
Commitiee  (IAC), s
tablished by Kenneth Baker,
to impose pay awards on
teachers as a result of the
abolition of their negotiating
rights in 1986, announces ils
recommendations at the end
of January.

These are likely to be un-
surprising - the Tories have sct a
£6000 million limit for the
1990y91 pay mecrease which
would work out as a 7 per cenl

| 1
fight!
increase if the money was dis-
tributed evenly to all teachers -
and will be met with anger in the
staf frooms.

Since 1986, teachers have
seen their standard of living fall
continuously. In addition, the
huge increase in workloads that
have resolied from the Tones'
Education Reform Act have scen
maore teachers than ever leave in
search of other employment,
and potential new entrants recon-
sider.

In some areas, particulary

London, where according 1o one
survey 1000 vacancies existed in
the ILEA, children have been
regularly excluded or prevenied
from starting school. The situs-
tion remains desperale in the
primary sector and there are also
serious shofages in  science,
maths and technology arcas in
secondary schools.

The Tories are not prepared
to spend the necessary resources
to finance their own reactionary
programme, They will attempt to
deal with the teacher shortage by
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Raising the heat in Central America

Central America remained in
the news right until the end of
the decade. In the last two
months, US planes bombed
large areas of two Latin
American capitals, San Sal-
vador and Panama.

After nine years of large-
scale intervention in the region,
the US still has had to rely on
such barbaric acts as attacks on
the urban civilian population as
it struggles to get its way.

The situation in El Salvador
has shifted significantly as a
result of the offensive launched
in November by the FMLN
liberation forces. The FMLN
broke through the military defen-
ces of the capital, and were still
fighting in San Salvador in the
new year.

This has been a major
military gain both from the view-
point of recruitment (though the
FMLN lost 400 fighters in com-
bat, thay have recruited many
more) and from the fact thmt
muost of the regime’s armed for-
ces are now centred in the major
cities: this gives the FMLN a
comparatively free run in the rest
of the country.

For the right wing ARENA
government, the mass bombings
in the capital were a desperate
move, decisive in preventing an
wprising in the militant working
class neighbourhoods; but they
have led to growing international

isolation. Spain and West Ger
many have suspended loans, and
159 govemments in the United
Nations have condemned the
bombing of civilians.

Air  PForce  commander
General Bustillo saw the bomb-
ing a5 a lever o gain more in-
fluence, possibly to set himself
up as & new military strong man
to run El Salvador: instead he
has been kicked out into a
diplomatic job as military attache
to Israel and Europe,

The most recent blow lo the
Salvadoran and Latin American
left has been the assassination in
Guatemala of Hector Oqueti,
who was assistanl general
secretary of the Salvadoran
MNR and a leader of the
Revolutionary Democratc Front
(FDR). He was also secretary of
the Socialist Intemational s Latin
America Commillee.

The Guatemalan  death
squads that killed him were set
up by Salvadoran death squad
godfather and ARENA chief
Roberto D'Auvbuisson. Many
countries have now called for an
inguiry into Ogueti’s death and
the involvement of ARENA.

In MNicaragna, the Sandinista
govemnment is keeping its head
down as it approaches a tough
political  challenge in the
February general election.

In December, President
Daniel Ortega, along with the

other four Central American
presidents, signed a stalement in
San Isidro de Coronado. The
statement says that : “The presi-
dents express their determined
support for the president of El
Salvador ... and his government
as a faithful demonstration of
their unalterable policy of sup-
porting govemments that are the

product of democratic and
pluralistic = processes  with
popular involvement™.

From El Salvador, the FMLN
have declared this statement to
be the load of rubbish that it is;
but they have not criticised the
Sandinistas for signing it, since
they see it as the MNicaraguan
state using diplomacy to defend
iteelf, rather than as a serious
political statement by the FSLN,
who clearly do not believe it.

The invasion of Panama has
produced confused responses.
The Thatcher govemnmment was
one of the first to recognise the
new US stooge regime, which
was swom in in English in an
American base.

However too many liberals,
relieved to see Panamanian dic-
tator Moriega ousted, were silent
about the gross wiolation of
Panama’s national soversignty.
The Panamanian regime played
an important role in breaking the
US trade boycotts on Nicaragua
and Cuba, az well as being nseful
to the FMLN.

Castro and the Sandinistas
were wrong lo give MNorega
political support in retum for his
limited material cooperation. (In-
deed according to some reports,
even this cooperition rman
alongside offers to the CIA that
MNoriega would help wipe out the
Sandinista leadership — if the
price was right!)

In Britain, our main task is to
condemn the US invasion. The
tactics were brutal: wherever the
Americans met determined resis-
tance (for example in the work-
ing class districts of Chorillo and
Miguelito) they retreated, and
sent in the heavy anillery and
aerial bombing raids. Only after
this would they send in US
troops.

Staff in the Sante Thomas
hospital in Panama City who
revealed th real extent of casual-
ties to the press were removed
and replaced. The number of
dead is still unknowm, but is like-
ly to be between one and two
thousand.

At the meeting of the Or
ganisation of American States,
the USA secured only its own
vote against condemnation of the
invasion. Twently states voted 1o
condemn the move, with seven
(El Salvador, Gualemala, Hon-
duras, Costa Rica. Venezuvela,
Antigua and Barbuda) abstain-
ing.

Gareth Mostyn

promoting differences within the
teaching workforce, They want
allowances given by LEA's 1o
teachers  with additional
workloads and pastoral/academic
responsiblities to be uosed as
levers in shortage subjects.

Their longer-term perspective
is to introduce *merit pay” based
on market forces, to destroy na-
it with local or even school
based pay schemes. The intro-
duction of Local Management of
Schools (LMS) will facilitate
this.

The main classroom teacher
trade unions have policies firmly
opposed to these ideas, but, un-
less pational action around
salaries is organised, demoralisa-
tion will become such that al-

though the Tories are mnning
into stormy walers, their objec-
tives will be easier to enforce.
Industrial action is needed now
by the NUT and NASWT in the
context of the ambulance dispute
and the pay claims by Ford and
NALGO workers.

While the left in the NUT
around the Socialist Teachers Al-
liance will be giving uncondi-
tional support for the NUT's
40% pay claim over two years, it
will continue to campaign for a
flat mie increase for all teachers,
This would benefit lower paid
tecahers who are mostly women
and help make teaching more at-
tractive 1o potential new recruits,
Without a serious pay campaign,
the action by London teachers
over class size for which there
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has been a 95 per cent ballot
result in favour, will be difficult
o maintain.

The second arca that
sociulists peed to confront is the
question of ‘licenced teachers’.
This scheme is being introduced
by the Tories in an attempt to
deal with shortages. It involves
unqualified teachers working
under licence, on Jower pay
scales for a period of time in
schools before ‘qualification’,
Again the leadership of the NUT
is opposed to this, but lacks
clarity over its policies and on
the guestion of action against the
scheme.

Socialisis should be in favour
of increasing the number of
roules into teaching for the
working class and for black

people. We should distance our-
selves from the ‘all-graduste
professionalism’ of the NUT
However, we should oppose
licenced teachers completely.
The scheme will undermine
longer term pay and conditions
within teaching through the crea-
tion of a cheap labour market.
And it will help legitimate the
racist policies of the Department
of Education and Science, as the
many black teachers from ‘New
Commonwealth countries’ that
have had their teaching qualifica-
tions rejected by the DES and
often work as ‘instructors’ will

be pushed into these schemes.
Martin Allen

Page 3




UPDATE

Labour shuts up shop
on the unions

Neil Kinnock's way with words is well
known. In a new development, alongside
his tendency to alliterative verbiage, he's
now trying out some unusual phrases.

He recently wandered into an unfortunate
description of how he iried to ‘bare Mrs
Thatcher's chest’ in Prime Minister's ques-
tion time — his voice slowing and fading
noticeably as he realised, the further he got
into his sentence, where it would end up.

Speaking recently in & television inter-
view zbout the influence of the trade unions
in the Labour Party, he assured viewers that
though he would do what he could to freeze
out the organised working class. The Labour
Party, he said, could not be changed by a
*gwift flick of the wrist’,

Not so. It just takes a wanker as adept as
the newly-promoted Employment spokesper-
son Tony Blair (taking over from the un-
manageably left wing Michael Meacher!) —
lo issue a press release,

One Sunday, just before Christmas, Blair
announced {supposedly to his constiluency —
in fact big business and conservative public
opinion were his more immediate targeis)
that the pre-entry closed shop had had it as
far as he was concemned. Since the 1989
Labour Party conference had supported the
European Community’s Social Charler
{(which guarantees rights to belong to a trade
union or not), Labour, argued Blair, would
have to come into line.

Blair was apparently panicked inio the

bership rights at GCHQ and protect lawiful
strikers from dismissal.

As Blair points out, Labour believes in an
‘even handed rather than one sided approach
to industrial relations law’. God forbid that
Labour should ever try to stick up for the
workers against management.

Even more worrying though, are the
reports in the press that Blair had top-level
union backing for the policy shift — with his
support nol confined to the predictable right
wingers Edmonds (GMB) and Jordan
{Engineers’ Union, AEU) — but said to in-
clude the Transport Workers' “left” leader
Ron Todd, too.

How far this renewed headlong dive into
new realism geis Labour's leaders in their bid
for respectability in the eyes of the Tory law
makers, remains to be seen. But one outcome
iz cerfain. An estimated one million workers
cumently covered by closed shop agreements
will see their wages, working conditions and
jobs cut as their collective protections are
removed — and Labour will have been com-
plicit in that, preferring to be seen to bow Lo a
bourgeois notion of ‘faimess’, "choice’ and
individual rights.

Whilst the likes of Ron Todd attempt 1o
cover their tracks with a supremely cynical
claim that the closed shop represents cosy
corporatism which acts to contain militant
unionism (which, though it may be the case,
is clearly not the cause of Todd's objection],
it will be the workers who pay the price for

More ‘wrisi-flicking' under way?

their leaders’ failures.

Campaign Group MPs led by Eric Heffer
are opposing the moves in Parliament, but
claim to have much broader PLP support too,
The left in the unions face a hard task to
build up the pressure needed to fight a rear-
goard action on this — but pressure on the
likes of MSF leader Ken Gill, and in the
printing unions, will be key.

Meanwhile poor old Tribune is bemoan-
ing the fact that Blair's move will undermine
party members’ confidence in the Policy
Review. The mlionale given for the review
process — accepted by Tribune — was that by
forging a consensus on policy, Shadow
Cabinet members would be less likely 1o ig-
nore the members and make up policy as they
went along.

Blair's move will encourage, smays the
newspaper's editorial, ‘the suspicion, nursed
by some but not shared by Tribune, that the
policy review was actually intended 1o reduce
the influence over policy-making of pary
conference and active members and allow
more such traditional Labour-style stitch-
ups’.

It certainly takes some people a long time
to catch on, doesa't it?

JANE WELLS

move by the whiff of Tory
pressure and political point
scoring in the run-up to the
govemmenl's Employ-
ment Bill. The Conserva-
tives were planning to use
the debates on the Bill 1o
attack Labour's policy on
the closed shop and to
wheel out the *Labour in

Will the Party
abandon its own
closed shop?

hock to the trade unions®
scare stories again.

Blair's hope was that
this concession would stop
the papers from being
beastly to him, and that it
would give his proposed
amendments on the Bill
mare clout. Labour will be
asking the Government
nicely in the course of the
Bill's progress through
Parliament if they will give
unions collective bargain-
ing and recognition rights
in law, restore union mem-
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According to the rules of the
Party, most consituencies operate a
policy of only accepting as mem-
bers those people who are willing
to join an appropriate trade union,
where they arc eligible for mem-
bership. This is because the Party
was founded by the trade unions,
and most socialists understand that
trade unions are a good thing. But
Walworth Road looks set to aban-
don this outdated notion, 1oo.

strike Royal College of Nursing,
despite angry complaints from
health union activists fghting 1o
recruil nurses.

Mow an ‘advertising writer's’
wife has used the pages of the
Guardian 1o complain about her
husband's difficulties in joining the
Labour Party, because he refused
to join a union. *They don't have
them in advertising’ (NUJ? NGA7
SOGAT?) ... ‘Anyway, shouldn’t
union membership be a separate
decision from joining a political
party?" she argued.

The annoying couple wrote 1o

. -
Helping Mrs Angry - Whitty
Kinnock. At least he knocked them
back by getting & lackey to reply,
implying that he shouldn't be
bothered by Mr and Mrs Angry.
They got further with General
Secretary Lamy Whitty, however,
who they claim told them that
*union membership was an out-
doted role. The idea was to en-
courage people to join a union —
not ban them if they couldn’t’ (or
presumably, wouldnt!).
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Behind Clarke’s hard line
on ambulance dispute

Tories aim
double blow

at health
service

By HARRY SLOAN
National union officials complain private-
ly that a ‘setilement’ of the ambulance
dispute was within reach in secret talks,
andd was only broken up by the outbreak
of strike action in West Sussex, on the
eve of the TUC Jampary 13 demonstra-
tion.

We can only speculate: but to judge from
every recent pronouncement from Health
Secretary Kenneth Clarke, including the most
recent (Januvary 19) Department of Health
press release — (“There is no more money on
offer. There can be no guestion of a formula
for the pay of ambulancemen and women. No
talks will resume until the unions accept this™)
— any such settlement must have represented a
substantial retreat by the unions.

Press speculation has focussed on pos-
gibities ranging from a pitifully small cash in-
crease above the 9 per cent over 18 months,
through localised deals that would threaten the
national pay structure, to the possible accep-
tance of a two-tier pay structure dividing
emergency crews from lower-paid non-emer-
gency workers, who may also face the linger-
ing threat of privatisation.

Mational officials know that much of the
rank and file pressure centres on perhaps the
hardest demand for them to negotiate with
Clarke: the call for a long-term pay formula
linking ambulance pay with other emergency
services. But in their efforts to get off the hook
it is not unlikely that they are biding their
time, waiting for a drop in morale that might
enable them to ditch this in the search for a
scttlement.

The five-month dispute has seen NUPE's
Roger Poole and other union chiefs, along
with private lobby comsultants and PR ad-
visors, acting as arch-exponents of ‘new
realism’. They have won all the media and
public relations battles, but failed to dent the
armgant, class-war Tory cabinet. Their tactics
have allowed the dispute to dmag on to their
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own dizad-
vantage, and now
the angry calls for
strike action from
many who have
bome the brunt of ¥
the action reflect
the frustration of
the mnk and file.

Seldom in the |
history of the
British workers'
movement has an
industrial action been as overwhelmingly
popular as that of the ambulance workers.
With opinion polls for Tory papers showing
over B0 per cent backing for their fight, and an
all-time record 4.5 million signature petition,
the ambulance crews have been able to tap the
rich vein of public support for the NHS as
well as a growing reservoir of anti-Tory senti-
menl.

The large 40-50,000 tumout on the TUC's
poorly publicised and divisively organised
Janoary 13 demonstration was also the tip of a
vast iceberg of polential support. Had the
demonstration itselfl been open to all trade
unionists and supporters, headed by uniformed
staff, and not designed to reduce supporters to
the role of passive spectators in Trafalgar
Square, the tumomt could easily have been
doubled or trebled.

Lobbying Tories

Unforunately these vivid indications of
public support and even the inveigling of a
handful of renegade Tory backbenchers into
backing the ambulance workers® canse (afier
weeks of grovelling by union lobbyists) have
nol been enough to shake the government's
hard line. After failing to win a ballot endorse-
ment of their orginal proposed 6.5 percent
settlement, and being forced into a fight, the
national officials have consistently allowed
management to sel the pace, insisting only on
one thing even as they have altempled to whit-

g

Huge public support for ihe ambulance crews: but no move from the Torles

tle down the claim: that of all the tactics avail-
able, the only one o be excluded was sirike
action.

The gradual and piecemeal escalation of
sanctions on non-emergency services and then
on the emergency service took place so slowly
— and are still applied so patchily — that the
govemnment and local management have been
given the maximum opporfunity lo prepare
and deploy altemative scab ‘emergency’ ser-
vices from the army, police and St John's am-
bulance.

Millions have been spent in a relentless ef-
fort to crush the ambulance militancy: in Lon-
don alone, figures just released by the
Regional health authority which manages the
London Ambulance Service (LAS) show that
the cost of using police in the dispute has sent
the LAS £5m into the red this financial year.

Far from being crushed, the nomally con-
servative ambulance rnk and file has, despite
the blandishments of Poole and co, become
increasingly radicalised in the course of the
struggle, with more and more districts voting
on strike action, and several stations going it
alone unofficially. Strike calls come not only
from a desire lo step up the pressure on
Clarke, but also from confusion on how to im-
the often contradictory official
guidelines on escalating the dispute, which
have instructed ambulance staff still in their
stations to refuse to take emergency calls from
non-suspended controllers, while Roger Poole

plement
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repeatedly pops up on radio and television in-
gisting that the unions are still answering
emergency calls. Even the less militant con-
vepors are saying that where management
have not suspended staff, strike action — put-
ting ambulance crews out of earshot of emer-
gency calls — would be easier to carry out than
refusing to answer the red phones.

That management is not in the least con-
cemed to preserve the emergency service was
best demonstrated in Oxfordshire, where a
High Count injunction was obtained, naming
every ambulance worker and union official,
preventing them from using any of the
county's ambulances — a prohibition far more
draconian than any strike call: as one worker
put it ‘If we even put a
bandage on someone we
could face court action and
even the sequestration of the
union’s assets’.

The bitter reality,
however, is that the longer the
unions keep on trying as they
have done to minimise the
impact on patients and tum-
ing the other cheek to
management  provocations,
the more muthlessly will
Health Secretary Kenneth
Clarke stick to his no com-
promise position, regandless
of public opinion.

Much more than

cash

Why, then, are the Tories
so determined to defeat the ambulance staff?
The answer cannot be an economic one: there
are only some 20,000 ambulance crew, and
even to concede their pay claim in full (win-
ning public applause) would make only a mar-
ginal difference to an NHS budget of £25 bil-
licn.

The way the dispute has dragged on has
certainly increased the importance of one fac-
tor which was not strong when the action
began: the impact of a union victory on the
current pay round. Last autumn, Clarke could
have quietly conceded much of the ambulance
claim - in the aftermath of govemment con-
cessions to rail unions and NALGO local
governmenl staff — with litle public attention.

However the rising public profile of the
dispute has coincided with the new year's
round of industrial pay negotiations, not least
thoze in the car industry, headed by the Ford
‘double figures and shorter hours® claim,
which have now swung into the headlines.

The eventual deal will also now influence
the 1990 pay demands from other groups of
health workers, many of whom were fobbed
off early last year with settlements well below
inflation. NHS admin and clerical staff, whose
low-paid jobs are notoriously hard to fill, had
already raised their demands in the wake of
last summer's partial victories by fellow
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NALGO members in local govemment.
However Clarke also has a wider political
purpose in seeking to wind up ambulance staff
— with his cynical and derogatory references to
‘professional drivers” — and defeat their in-
The Tory govemment is determined to
confont the still powerful unions in the public
gector, and the relatively small, highly visible,
rather elitist and (until now) largely conserva-
tive ambulance workforce has traditionally
been seen as a strong section of NHS union or-
To inflict a defeat upon them in the teeth of
massive public support would offer the
govermnment a double prize - simultaneously

deterring pay battles in the public sector, and
softening up the NHS unions prior to the im-
plementation in the next 18 months or so of
Clarke's wildly unpopular NHS and Com-
munity Care Bill, now at its committee stage
in the Commons and due for the Royal Assent

in June.

Smokescreen for Bill

An added bonus for Clarke has been the
way in which the pay dispute has grabbed the
headlines in the last few months, acting as a
smokescreen Lo give the Tories a virtually free
mun to push the Bill unnoticed through parlia-
ment, while few health workers or voters are
even vaguely aware of its contents or how
soon it will be imposed.

The frightening public ignorance on the
Bill is a direct consequence of the refusal of
the health union leaderships 1o camry through
conference decisions from last year calling for
campaigns to be built against what was then
the White Paper. With almost no information,
leaflets or campaign activity being produced
for use in the hospitals, the Labour Party’s
limp ‘new model” campaign of press advertis-
ing linked to the half-baked ‘post a postcard”
iniiative was also directed away from hu.ildins
local, active campaigns against the Tory plans,

The resuli after three months was a
miserable 100000 signatures (a third of these

from Scotland) — embarmassingly short of
Robin Cook's rash pledge to deliver ‘a sackful
of cards from each health authority® (there are
200). Labour's fiasco, let off surprisingly
lightly by Kenneth Clarke (who must have
been laughing all the way 1o the bar) was
another reminder of the ineffectiveness of
half-hearted petitions on an issue such as the
NHS, where the opposition to the Tory plans
commands T0-80 percent suppaort: this should
mean a petition of 30-40 million!

While Cook waged his pointless, passive
bid for *hearts and minds’, health unions not
only ignored conference calle for a national
demonstration against the White Paper, but, in
the case of COHSE, actually opposed any

s iwe  form of activity as a national
focus of opposition 1o the

discussed on the TUCs inef-
fective and bureaucratic
Health Services Committee.

Even in those 70-80 hospi-
tals shortlisted in the autumn
by Clarke as likely candidates
to ‘opt out’ of health authority
control, local union activists
were left to their own devices
on whether or not 1o build
campaigns, without any help,
information or encouragement
from officials at national
level. The small, London-
based Hands Off Our NHS
campaign emerged as virual-
ly the only source of cam-
paign material against the White Paper, send-
ing consignments of leaflets, pamphlets, stick-
ers, badges and T-shirts to isolated unions and
community campaigns all over the country.

In Movember, the Tores decided to take
advantage of the elbow-room they had been
given, and published the NHS and Com-
munity Care Bill, announcing that it would be
forced through pardiament in double-quick
time and implemented from the autumn of this
year, with opted-out *“NHS Trusts” fully opera-
tional from April 1991.

Groundwork for privatisation

The Bill's proposals are far-reaching,
laying the basic groundwork for a possible
fourth-term Tory government to press for ex-
tensive privatisalion of health care — either
through imposing more means- testing  and
charges for treatment (compelling most
workers to take oot medical insurance) or
through floating off more and more ‘NHS
Trusis" as fully-Nedged private concems.

Its main proposals can be summarised as
follows:

B [t sbandons any attempt to plan for more
equal access to local health services, and in-
stead establishes the beginnings of an “intcmal
market” in health care, setting every hospital
and health authority in competition with each
other, and requiring the esablishmeni’ of a
vasl new administrative apparatus for the cost-
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ing, pricing and billing of treatment
for each patient, as well as drawing
up complex ‘contracts’ govemning
hospital services. The govemnment
admits that their ‘reforms’ will re-
quire at least another 1,000 account-
ants and several thousand additional
clerical staff to administer, al a cost
of over £200m.

From the patients’ point of view
the new system means it is more
likely that they will have to travel to
another health district to obtain
treatment, and that districts already
poorly provided with health services
will fall even further behind, with
the least ‘successful’ departments
and hospitals losing out in the com-
petition for patients, being starved of
cash and forced to close.

M Within the internal market
system, an initial list of up to B0
hospitals are being encouraged 1o
‘opt out” of local health authority
control and become ‘NHS Trusts" -
self-contained businesses ("public
corporations”)  dependent  entirely
upon income from attracting suffi-
cient patients, and required to
generate a profit of up to six per cent
per year on the capital assets of the hospital.

The opted-out hospitals would be run by
Boards of Directors, half of whom would be
fulltime managers, and the remainder hand-
picked by Kenneth Clarke. They would con-
duct their meetings in secret (only one public
meeting each year), and would be exempt
from any requirement to plan services with
health authorities or local anthorities.

They would be free to reallocate NHS beds
to private use, to sell assets of the hospital,
and to tear up national pay and conditions
agreements for any and all grades of staff, or
even to withdraw trade union recognition al-
together.

The Bill specifically excludes any require-
ment or provision for a ballot of staff or the
local community on proposals for hospitals to
opt out: the decision on whether an opt-out bid
drawn up by a handful of managers and top
consultants should go ahead is solely in the
hands of Kenneth Clarke as Secretary of State.

B Family doctor (GP) services are to be
subjected for the first time to cash limits,
whether voluntarily (large GP practices are
being invited to apply to become independent
‘budget holders’, with a rigidly limited budget
averaging a mere £60 per head) or as part of a
general move to fund the Pamily Practitioner
Service from (cash- limited) Regional Health
Authorities. Clarke's assurances to the BMA
that this will not limit doctors” ability to treat
patients are not worth the paper they are wril-
ten on.

Cash limits in the GP service will work
most fiercely against the elderly and chronic
sick who are more costly to care for, and who
may well find it increasingly difficult to get on
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to a GP list: there are already complaints in
gsome arcas that some seriously ill patients are
being squeezed out by cash-conscious GPs
Towards the end of the financial year, when
practice cash allocations will be running low,
the probability is that waiting lists will be
transferred from hospital departments to GP
surgeries, where patients will be waiting for
referral as outpatients before even getting as
far as waiting for operations.

B The Bill also sets oul to squeeze more
and more of the frail eldedy out of NHS beds
{provided free at point of use, funded from
taxation) into the means-rested area of local
government social services, forcing more and
more elderdy people 1o pay (again) — from
savings or even the sale of their houses — for
their own health care.

B To prevent these proposals leading to an
increase in local govemment services, the Bill
also insists that every aspect of ‘community
care’ provision — from home help services
right through to residential care — should be
subject to competitive tendening, opening the
threat of cheapskate cowboy firms employing
teams of low- paid, gredging staff who would
then provide a miserable standard of service in
the homes of the vulnerable elderly.

Councils are particularly to be penalised if
they seek to provide residential care themsel-
ves rather than send eldery people 1o private
or voluntary residential accomodation: they
will have to foot the whole bill for any
patients accomodated in their own directly-
managed homes, but will be eligible for sub-
sidies on those sent into privately-run homes,
which are already proving themselves a “nice
little ecamer” not only for individual

i

Moves lowards privatising non-emergency ambuisnce services are fust part of the attack on the NHS

proprietors bat also for quite large companies.

B Health authorities are to be reduced in
size, partly by kicking off the present local
authority representatives (the only members
ever to be elected in any capacity by the local
community), abandoning the pretence of joint
planning with local authorities, Also axed will
be the token trade wnion representative. In-
stead new ‘business-style’ health authorities,
half of them full-time managers, the rest hand-
picked by Kenneth Clarke, and completely
remote from the local community, will take
over — making it virtually impossible for
unions to maintain their present disciplinary
and appeals procedures,

B The Bill as a whole increases
bureaucracy while eliminating any coherent
planning. There is no guarantee that any
health authority will continue to offer the less
glamourous and profitable specialitics, espe-
cially those needed by the elderly and chronic
sick.

Ars management in West Berkshire has
gaid, the specialities most hospitals will offer
on the “intemal market’ will be “those which
do not require substantial suppon services or
long-term continuity of care”. But there iz also
nothing in the Bill to prevent a surplus of
health authorities all deciding to compete for
any particular speciality — for example or-
thopaedics — at the expense of another - say
gynaccology.

Chaos

The chaos will be compounded by the
opted-out hospilals seeking to win patients
from other health authorities and to maximise
income any way they can. There can be no
long-term guarantee that such hospitals will
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Fighting for a woman’s
right to choose

Two campaigns are now combatting aspects of the new Embryology
Research Bill, currenly before parliament. JANE KELLY explores the
basis for joint activity between them.

continue to offer any particular service to
local people: they may find it more
profitable to admit no local people at all,
but to focus instead on private patients
Harefields Hospital has already spelled out
its expectation that NHS demand will not
increase, but that after opting-out it will ex-
pand its private beds.

The MHS Bill is indeed a looming dis-
aster for our health service: but the left can-
nol simply pile the blame for the lack of a
campaign on to the Labour and union
leaders. The rank and file of the Socialist
Movement, the lefi in the Labour Party it-
self and the revolutionary left have for the
most part been conspicuous by their almost
complete indifference and inactivity on
health campaigns, except on those oc-
casions — such as the norses’ and now the
ambulance dispute — where a wages strug-
gle erupts. The concept of a serious labour
movement political campaign to defend the
NHS is almost completely lacking.

The fact iz that even il the Tones
majority is sufficient to push it through par-
liament, the implementation of the Bill can
be seriously disrupted by the health unions
if a campaign is built now to fight back.
The complex systems for monitoring, cost-
ing, pricing and billing for treatment of
each patient can only work with the
cooperation of the NHS workforce al each
level: and in many cases the new system
imposes extra, unpaid and unwanted tasks
on staff, such as nurses being required to
key information info computers.

Campaign

There must be a campaign now ingide
and outside the health unions around the
clear policy of boycotting all work on the
new informationfcomputer systems, refies-
ing to cover for additional work created by
these systems and for vacancies created in
admin and clerical staffs by the recruitment
of extra stall to implement the White Paper,
and fighting to expose the squandering of
cash amd human msources on  the
bureavcratic madness of the Bill — resources
that should be devoted to patient care.

This must be backed up with firm
decisions of health unions for strike action
in defence of any member of staff wvic-
timised for imposing such a boycott, and in
opposition to any attempt by management
to scrap or undermine existing trade union
recognition and Whitley council conditions.

This campaign should already have been
well underway: it can’t now wail until after
the ambulance dispute.

Side by side with our fight for solidarity
action with the ambulance crews and an es-
calation of their fight we must begin the
political fightback to defend the very fabric
of our NHS against this deadly eamest at-
tack by the Tories,
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Since the 1967 Abortion Act, nearly all
legislative attacks on  women's
reproductive rights have been attempts
to restrict abortion, The exception wis
the Gillick Bill which tried to restrict

Fertilisation and Embryology Bill are in
part because the Bill and proposed
amendments cover a range of issues, of
which abortion time limits is one.
responding as it has in the past to such at-
tacks, organised a national meeling and
helped set up the Stop The Amendment
Campaign, to which was added the dogan
Fight For Choice (STAC-FC).

The Rights Of Women (ROW) Lesbian
Custody Project, seeing the question of
Donor Insemination (D1) for all women who
seck it also under attack, set up the Cam-
paign For Access To DI (CADI). So thers
are two campaigns. It has now been agreed
that a Liaison Committee should be set up to
coordinate joint national and local actions,
for example during the week of action in
February and any national demonstrations.

Local campaigns are being set up all
round the country, and often these are being
jointly organised, both because activists
recognise the connections and so that scarce
human resources can be maximised.

The dangers implicit in dividing off the
campaign in defence of abortion rights from
the rights of access 1o DI for lesbian and
single mothers is not only a question of dou-
bling the amount of work. In the letter sent
out from the STAC-FC campaign, the writer
of the letter, if not the campaign itself, is am-
bivalent on whether we should oppose or
support the Bill. She accuses the anti-abor-
tionists of ‘hijacking the embryo research
Bill" which she say=s will *further confuse the
important debates around embryo ressarch
and the issnes which are being mised under
the Bill".

Everyone agrees that abortion is a key
reproductive right. Women seck abortions
whether or not they are legally available. To
have a child which is not wanted, to have to
look after it until adulthood, often in poverty
i® a major social issue for large numbers of
women. We defend such rights as we have
achieved for those reasons. But the Bill
seeks restriction of olher reproductive rights,
equally important to those women who seek

them. And in addition they are rights {for
lesbian and single women) which confront
the Tory ideclogy of the traditional nuclear
family.

Apart from the tactical decisions, which
can be made pearer the lime, on whether
campaigners should support 14 days as op-
posed 10 no research at all, and suppont for
the surrogacy clause, the Bill is an attack on
a woman's right to choose, and as such we
should oppose it

Far from it being a problem in taking up
all aspects of the attack, it will be a positive
benefit to any campaign if all those women
affected — leshian and single mothers, black
women, young women as well as pro-abor-
tionists — are involved and prepared to fight
for all rproductive nghts, nol just one. In a
sense we have no choice anyway. The Bill
takes them up and it would be irmesponsible
o separate out abortion because thal is the
one we have traditionally fought around

Mor can we fight the abortion question on
the old ‘Defend the 67 Act’ ground either.
Current medical techniques mean thal the
basis of the 1967 Act no longer holds. A
foetus can be viable at 24 weecks (and even
before in some cases). We have 1o use the
slogan of ‘A Woman's Right To Choose’.
To choose whether, when, where and how 1o
have her baby is an important demand and
covers many aspects of reproductive rights
g0 that no woman feels excluded by its
framework, And we must include under its
umbrella rights of access to DI for afl
women who seek il, no matter what their
stalus or sexualiry.

It's a pity there are two sepamate cam-
paigns, but both at a local level, wher we
should suppont single campaigns and at a na-
tional level through the Liason Committee,
we must encourage as much joint activity as
possible. Lobbies of Parliament, demonstra-
tions, and meetings should be either set up
under one organisation or organised jointly.
We cannat afford to be divided over these is-
sues. We must take up the campaigns in the
Labour Party and in trade unions. In 1979
the TUC supported the anti-Comie march.
We have to try and rebuild that support.

The Bill represents one more clement of
the right’s pro-family and anti-choice
strategy. We are going to have to fight hard
to defeat the Bill but given wnity in action
and a preparcdness to work with all who op-
pose the Bill we can win.
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DEBATE on T HE B

The two main
positions on the
Embryology Bill
spelled out

1) Oppose
the Bill -
fight for
women’s
choice

The Human Fenilisation and | ke Gilllek, the wacky right cannot accept any form of cwomen’sontrol over fertllity or reproduction

Embryology Bill, introduced into
parhament in November last year, is an
attack on women’s reproductive rights.
While it's clear that the ruling class
doesn’t agree on some of the issues in the
Bill, incloding the use of an amendment
to restrict time limits for abortions, none-
theless, the Bill as a whole represents a
right wing attack on a woman's right to
choice.

The ruling class are divided over a number
of issues in the Bill. These divisions are pan
of the contradictions faced by the ruling class
over the whole question of women and work,
the family and sexuality. The changing
demography of Britain means that it is neces-
gary to draw more and more women into the
workforce, albeil in Jow-paid, pant-time jobs
and with flexible work pattemns. Providing
workplace nurseries is only part of the social
adjustment necessary o facilitate this. For
while the family remains the place where the
reproduction and servicing of the labour force
takes place, the demand for more working
women means that control over this process,
including control over contraception and abor-

The Bill itself is not centrally about abor-
tion; indeed some members of the Govern-
ment, notably Kenneth Clarke, are unhappy
that it is to be amended in. Nevertheless stop-
ping embryo research altogether or restnicting
it to 14 days, does have implications for abor-
tion rights. It has always been the argument of
the nght-wing that the embryoffoctus has
rights from the moment of conception. To
restrict research to 14 days capitulates to that
View.

But the right-wing is divided further on
other questions in the Bill. For example on the
guestion of Donor Insemination (D). The Bill
seis up a Statutary Licensing Authority (SLA)
to license and oversee a code of practice al
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clinics for donor insemination; all very vague
and no doubt deliberately so. But Tory right
winger Anne Winterton wants precision. Her
amendment will ban DI for lesbians and single
WOmen.

Despite that fact that the number of les-
bians seeking DI is very small (for the good
reason that DIY is easy) the far right are not
content with the vagueness of the Bill. They
also suspect that uniting opposition to the Bill
will be made more difficult if one of the
groups targetied for attack is lesbian mothers.
However the night-wing's obsession with
‘family valoes’ means thay have also attacked
single mothers, making the group much larger.
While there is not a very strong tradition of
defence of women's different needs and rights
by all women, it doesn’t mean it can't be
achieved.

While there are some positive elements of
the Bill, for example the section on surrogacy,
(Clause 32) which states that such amrange-
ments are unenforceable; and while we would
obviously support 14 days as opposed to no
embryo research at all, overall the Bill should
be opposed as an attack on women's
reproductive rights.

It narrows choice, gives the embryo rights
which could lead to further attacks on aborion.
The SLA will undoubtedly attempt to stop any
DI to other than heterosexual couples, leading
to the closure of clinics, restricting choice fur-
ther. If the Bill passes the ‘no embryo re-
scarch’ position, then the important work on
genetically inherited diseases will be under-
mined.

Jane Kelly

2) Socialists must fight for

amendments -

-

against!
The first and most general issue posed is
what attitude we should adopt to scien-
tific research and experimentation on the
human embryo. Here we have to confront
the arguments of the far right, who wish
to protect the human embryo as they
believe it 1o be a human being, and are
consequently totally opposed 1o any ex-
perimentation.

Socialists must support the position of the
National Abortion Campaign which argues
that there should be no distinction made be-

tween the embryo and other forms of human
tissue. The 14-day limit on research, as one

or vote

option in the Bill, is better than no research at
all; but it is an arbitrary limit, and cannot be
justified scientifically.

In general we favour experimentation on
the human embryo, because it will help in
wdentifying congenital diseases, the causes of
miscariage and infertility, and how gene and
chomosone abnomialitics |.||:'|.'|.'||.1p. wnied bead
to the discovery ol new forms of contracep-
tion. But we also demand that reseanch must
tackle the causes of infertility and sierility
which has increased enomously in recent
years because of living conditions, and in-
dustrial pollution.

In defending scientific research, the use of
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Donor Insemination and the new
reproductive  technologies, we
not only have to confront the far
right but also some anti-science
brands of radical feminism, who
argue that the New Reproductive
Technologies (combined with in-
creasing inlervention in
childbirth) represent a threal to
women's power (o control
reproduction and childbinh,

Ironically, Shulamith Fires-
tone in The Diglectic of Sex ar-
gued mather the opposite, con-
cloding that women would only
gain their liberation if they
stopped having children
‘naturally’ with men, and had
them through donor insemina-
tion. This leads to the second
question; the need for these tech-
niques to be available to all
women, on demand, regardless
of marital status and sexual
orientation.

It is a myth that women have
control  over meproduction  in
class society. The dominant
maode of organising reprodoction
is through the patriarchal family
and the ruling class is having
problems in dealing with these new techni-
ques, not because they are such amazing
scientific developments, butl precisely because
they can undercut the traditional notion of
motherhood and fatherhood.

What we see, for example, in the debate
around the Embryology Bill is a desperate at-
tempt, by the far right, to assert the biological
role of fathethood and to limit access both to
DI and the NRETs to single women and leshian
WOmEr.

It is the social relations in which children
are reproduced that are focussing the attention
of several right-wing amendments to this Bill.
Some of these are lunatic amendments, which
are just not implementable. One wants to alter
a clause in the Bill which says the husband of
the women should be the father of the child,
and where a different man donates the sperm,
to ensure that the sperm donator is the father!

Another amendment secks lo restrict ac-
cess for single and leshian women. Donor In-
semination is already very restricted on the
NHS, and generally only available to women
with a male pariner, so this amendment is very
dangerous. Donor Insemination should really
not need to be considered in this Bill at all; it
is a very simple technique which has been
used widely for over a century. Infertility
treatment, involving advanced In-vitro fer-
tilisation is at the momen! ofien restricted by
the expense involved: and these Ffacilitics
should be available to all women and men on
the NHS.

The message of the New Reproductive
Techniques is not wholly positive for women,
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however, because they not only put pressure
on women fto fulfil their lives through
reproduction, but they also put pressure on
women to have the “perfect baby’. Socialists
must take a critical stance on both these is-
sues.

We [avour giving women more choice,
more freedom to fulfil a varety of roles in
their lives, including the night to choose nor to
have children. This is why the threat to abor-
tion time limits posed by Anne Widdecombe's
proposed amendment is such an enommous
threat to the gains we have won.

Abortion rights are a separale issue from
those raised in this Bill which focusses on
Embryo experimentation, human infertility
and the New Reproductive techniques. The
right-wing are trying to confuse the issues to
get government time to cut abortion time
limits to overtum the gains made in the 1967
Act. They hope to use the new consensus over
the possible “viability" of the foetus at an ear-
lier stage to stop abortion after 24, 22 or 20
weeks, The fight against this amendment will
inevitably be a top priority for socialist
feminists who have traditionally understood
the significance of the "67 Act and the fight
for the right to choose.

It is because we favour giving women a
real choice about how to run their lives that
we also lake a critical stance on the issue of
disabilty posed in this debate. We defend re-
search that helps to identify genetic disorders
but we alzo campaign for facilities for the dis-
abled 10 give women a real choice about car-
rying a disabled foetus op to term. Finally we
suuport the right, defended in the existing Bill,

Would women be more liberated If they tumead to donor Insemination?

of any woman who bares a child to keep it if
she chooses, regandless of any legal contract.
We also support the ban on commercial sur-
rogacy but will defend the right of women to
have children for other women if they so
choose.

Many of these demands can only be fully
realised in the context of a free, comprehen-
sive, state health care system which responds
to the needs of working class people and
women.

Labour Parties should ensure they ar in-
formed abput these issues and Labour MPs
have prepared a whole series of progressive
amendments ready to put before Parliament in
this debate. If such amendments are not
forthcoming or are voted down, they should
vole against this Bill Unfortunately the
Labour Party, in dramatic contrast to the far
right, is unprepared for this debate and is
beginning to concede the crucial argument on
abortion time limits.

The task of revolutionary socialists cannot
therefore be clearer. It is to get out onto the
sirests and into the trade wnion and labour
party  branches mAassive
fightback against the reactionary amendments
and to demand that the Labour Party gets its
parliamentary act together and bangs down
clear amendments to this Bill, along the lines
expressed above. This would help to push the
Tories onlo the defensive and show that
Labour really takes the cause of women
serionsly.

i organise a

Valerie Conltas
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East European
Stalinism

The following are extracts
from a document discussed
and unanimously adepted at

a January 1990 conference of
Socialist Outiook supporters.
it was drafted before the fall
of Ceausescu’s Romanian
regime.

1990 will be the year of elections
in, at least, Hungary, the GDR,
Czechoslovakia, the Soviet Union
and probably Bulgaria as well. In
each of these countries the elec-
tions will in effect be a plebiscite
on the cootiomed rule of the
Stalinist parties. In each of them,
the Stalinists will cenainly suffer
crushing defeats. It is the end of
an era.

The eruption of the East European
masses in an allempl o overthrow

bureaucratic rule, together with the
events in the Soviet Union, represent
the most important development in
world politics since the victory of the
Chinese revolution in 1949, At stake
is the continoed existence of
Stalinism as a significant force in
waorld politics.

The whole world order which
arose out of the defeat of Nazi im-
perialism, finalised at Yalta and
Potsdam, is mow in question. The
division of the Buropean working
class imposed by the “great powers® is
rapidly being swept away. The ‘bi-
polar® charscter of world politics,
dominated by two armed camps, has
been shaken 1o its foundations.

As we approach the 21st century a
fundamental tuming point has been
reached; there is an historic oppor-
tunity for the victory of the political
revolution, but also great dangers that
the working class could be robbed of
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the social gains inherent in the
bureaucratised workers® stales.

The revolution underway has shat-
teringly confimmed the Trotskyist
critigpe of ‘actually existing
socialism’. Trotsky's walchword of
defiance towards what was then an
ascendent and victorious Stalinism —
that “the laws of history are stronger
than the buresucratic apparatus’ — has
tumed from a slogan to dramatic
reality. To mum this crisis into work-
ing class victories, Trotsky's abiding
concem — the “crisis of working class
leadership® must be resolved.

The roots of the crisis

The mass upsurge against
bureaucratic mle now affects every
east Buropean country. What has
clearly sparked this crisis is the grow-
ing realisation that the Gorbachev
regime lacks either the will or the
capacity lo intervene militarily in
Eastemn Europe to save Stalinist rule

Page 11
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et
“the removal

of the
protective
cover of the
Red Army
rapidly
revealed the
fundamental
weakness and
instability of
bureaucratic
rule. As a
parasitic
layer, and not
a social class,
the
bureaucracy
lacks the deep
social roots
and
mechanisms of
support
enjoyed by the
imperialist

rule, unlike
capitalism in
boom periods,
contains no
fundamental
mechanism
towards
innovation and
the permanent
revolutionising
of productive
techn
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— as happened in Germany in 1953,
Hungary in 1956 and Czechoslovakia
in 1968. December's meeting of the
Warsaw Pact in Moscow was sym-
bolic in this respect: Gorbachev in ef-
fect told the East Europeans to go
their own way: the Soviet Union can
no longer afford its huge subsidies to
the other Comecon countries.

The removal of the protective
cover of the Red Ammy rapidly
revealed the fundamental weakness
and instability of bureaucratic rule.
As a parasitic layer, and not a social
class, the burcaucracy lacks the deep
social roots and mechanisms of sup-
port enjoyed by the imperialist bour-
geoisies. Itz rule has relied entirely on
its monopoly of politics, imposed by
force.

Compelled to face their own
working masses alone, the party ap-
paraluses and secret police forces
have crumbled. While the last
military action to crush a workers’
revolt — the December 1981 coup by
General Jamzelski in Poland — was
carried out by domestic forces, il was
backed by the perceived threat of
direct Russian intervention under the
‘Brezhney  doctrine’. Now  that
doctrine is at an end.

Underying the revolt is the near-
exasperalion of hundreds of millions
of East Buropean citizens at the
failure of the bureavcratic system (o
deliver either material prosperity, or
political and cultural freedom.
Despite repeated subventions from
the Soviet Union, and vast bommowing
from Western banks in the 1970s
(especially by Hungary and Poland),
the East Buropean economies failed
to develop beyond basic industrialisa-
tion and the provision of a social wel-
fare system.

With the exception of East Ger-
many and Czechoslovakia, even these
gains have been put in question.
Every East Buropean citizen under-
stands thoroughly the waste, inef-
ficiency and sclerosis of the
centralised bureavcratic command
economy. These failings have been
especially highlighted in the past 15
years, as the gap between these
countries and the advanced capitalist
countries has increased, both in terms
of productive technique and the
standard of living of the employed
sections of the working class.

Bureauvcratic mle, unlike
capitalism in boom periods, contains
no fundamental mechanism towards
innovation and the permmanent
revolutionising of productive techni-
que: indeed structurally inbuilt in
these economies are powerful tenden-

cies towards the reproduction end-
lessly of the status quo. That is why
the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe
have fallen behind in the information
technology revolution.

However deep the attachment of
the proletariat to the social gains of a
non-capilalist system, the knowledge
that workers in the West are on
average more prosperous and in many
respects more free, has exerted a per-
manent pressure,

While the lives of the East
European masses are incomparably
better than those of the masses in the
‘third world", they are still — by the
yardstick of the overall development
of human produoctive technique and
culture — drab, smltefying and im-
poverished. Now hundreds of mil-
lions of people have decided that to
gain a better life they will nol go on
in the old way, and that their leaders
are incapable of going on in the old
way: these are the classic conditions
for the emergence of pre-revolution-
ary situations.

The pivotal events of the crisis
have occurred in Bast Germany. Until
the antumnn of 1989 it seemed that
Eastem Europe was undergoing two
separate courses of development —
that of Poland and Hungary towards
radical marketisation and political
reform, and that of Buolgara,
Cazechoslovakia, East Germany (and
in a different way Romania)} remain-
ing true fo the Stalinist model. But the
mass movemenl of the East German
workers smashed this dichotomy and
led directly to the events in Czechos-
lovakia and Bulgaria, leaving the
Ceausescu dynasty in Romania iso-
lated and under seige.

Confusion in the
imperialist camp

The response of the imperialist
leaders to the evenls in easten
Europe has been one of confusion:
only the Christian Democrats in West
Germany have responded with
equanimity, seeing the events as
strengthening their hand against their
imperialist rivals. Both French and
British imperialism have responded
with alarm.

Ovenll, the existing world order
depends, for imperialism, on the ex-
istence of NATO and the bloc sys-
tem; the division of Europe; the
presence of US troops in Europe to
ensure their ‘leadership’® of the
Western world: the existence of
nuclear powers with special rights
and a special status intemationally.
While the crisis of Stalinism creates
the possibility of historic defeats for
the deformed workers® states, it also

creates an epoch of instability which
puts in question the whole world
order which has ensured the
hegemony of the bourgeoisie.

For Thatcher and  British
capitaliem the stakes are clear
Britain’s  intemational  position
depends fundamentally on its status
as the possessor of nuclear weapons.
This depends in retum of the largesse
of the USA; Britain's noclear
weapons are in [act provided by the
United States — in tum a function of
the ‘special relationship® by which
Britain acts as the USA's junior and
faithful ally within the NATO al-
liance — and in the BC. Already
Thatcher has suffered a decisive
defeat of the modemisation of bat-
tlefield nuclear weapons. Once the
bloc system and the nuclear competi-
tion are in guestion, then Britain's
uscfilness as ‘sidekick” to the US is
removed.

Evidently for both Brtain and
France the idea of a united capitalist
Germany is anathema. It means the
domination of Europe, even more
than today, by potentially the mwost
powerful capitalist state in the world.
British industry in particular would
be totally marginalised. Mitterand s
dream of Franco-German joint
hegemony of the EC would be in tat-
ters.

France's response to the crisis has
been to demand the tighter inlegration
of the European Community to act as
a joint pole of attraction for capitalist
restoration in the east, as opposed to
leaving this role to West Germany
alone. But this is a panic strategy: al
the Strasbourg summit West Ger-
many was happy to go along with
moves towards faster economic and
political integration, becaunse it knows
that, whatever the official format, res-
toration of capitalism in castem
Europe, or even just & big increase in
trade, will unfold to the advantage of
the country with the largest economy,
the best geographical conditions and
the biggest established links — on all
three criteria West Germany itself,

The response of the United States
has been cautious. George Bush was
careful to inzist after the Malta sum-
mit that the cold war was by no
means over. Otherwise, he said, there
would be no jstification for US
troops in Europe. A world without the
bloc system and the fundamental
East-West divide would create im-
mense problems for the US, which
relies for its leadership of the West on
its military and political leadership
{and the second depends on the first).
Once inter-imperialist competition is
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more and more reduced just to
economic competition, then the |
USA is in a much weaker posi-
tion vis-a-vis West Germany and
Japan.

While Bush has personally
supporied moves towards faster
European integration, this is not
necesgarily the position of US
capital as a whole. In any case,
caught between penetration of
castern markets by the EC as a
whole or simply that of West
Germany, the US is faced with
two evils between which it is dif-
ficult to decide,

In general, again with the par-
tial exception of the West Ger-
man leaders, the main response of
the imperialist leaders has been to
stress  ‘order’ and ‘stability’.
While the discomfiture of the
Stalinist leaders may be pleasing
to them, the mobilisation of the
masses conlains a polential which is
deeply disturbing. Thus the visit of
US Secretary of State Baker to Hans
Modrow, giving support for “orderly”
change, is an obvious sign of US con-
cems. This is also the source of
Thatcher's insistence that the Warsaw
Pact must remain, and the process
must ot go ‘too fast’,

The historic stakes

In the mediom term there are evi-
dently three possible outcomes of the
present ppsurge, and they might not
be the same for each country. Either
capilalism will be restored; or the
political revolution will win; or
bureavcratic rale will be consolidated.
But in an overall historic sense the
choice is between the restoration of
capitalism and workers power.

In part the outcome depends on
the close interaction between the
events in East Enrope and those in the
Soviet Union. If the crsis of
perestroika were to resull in the fall of
Gorbachev and the restoration of a
hardline Stalinist leadership, this
could well spur a counter-offensive
by the burcaucracy in the East
European countries. But this seems an
unlikely development, and any sharp
attemnpt to restore the previous system
of bureaucratic domination, especial-
Iy one based on force, would resalt in
a gigantic explosion, with incalcal-
able consequences.

More likely, the events in Eastern
Europe which have now overtaken
those in the USSR itself, can easily
flow back into the Soviet Union,
fuelling demands for an end to the
Communist monopoly of power.
Such a development would really
place Gorbachev"s position in jeopar
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dy: the CPSU"s monopoly is central
for the continuance of bureancratic
rule in the Soviet Union itself.

Leaving aside some unexpected
and momentous event in the Soviel
Union, the outcome is moch more
likely to lie in a protracted triangular
struggle between restorationist forces
aided by imperialism; the
bureaucracy, or mther those sections
of it which want to defend Stalinist
rule; and the working class.

In practice, as most dramatically
shown by Poland, whole sections of
the bureaucracy will aid the process
of trying to defeat the workers
economically and politically in order
to prepare the ground for Westem in-
vestment and the restoration of

The main cbsiacle 1o the restora-
tion of capitalism is the working class
itself. The working class in each
country must be defeated in a series
of frontal battles if property is to be
re-privalised, a domestic
bureavcratic-bourgeoisie established,
and the social gains of the masses
wiped oul. Two obviocusly related
guestions are at issue here: the level
of mobilisation of the masses, and
their overall political consciousness.
Both are presently in deep flux.

While a spontancous fight against
austerity can delay the restoration of
capitalism, only a conscious fight for
a democratic socialist order can lead
to the victory of the political revolu-
ton. Two central problems rmise
themselves here,

First, it is an open gquestion lo
what extent the discrediting of any
form of ‘socialism” and collectivism
by the Stalinist mulers has succeeded
in driving the masses into the arms of
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capitalism. For example, while in
East Germany socialist and collec-
tivist values scem o be strong, the
pull of Western prosperity on sections
of the population is also strong.

Beyond that, even those like
Vaclev Havel in Czechoslovakia who
are suspicious of the West, and even
most of those committed to some
foom of democratic socialism,
generally remain  commitied  to
‘marketisation’ as the sole form of
possible economic restructuring. This
is an historic gain for pro-capitalist
ideologues, and a mammoth problem
for building a genuine socialist op-
position.

Secondly, while the restoration of
capitalism implies the defeat of
Stalinism and an historic vindication
of all currents that argue for socialism
with democracy, nonetheless the res
toration of capitalism in Eastemn
Europe — especially if combined with
a similar outcome in the USSR -
would be a world historic defeat for
the working class.

In this respect it is absolutely ir-
responsible 1o ignore — as do state
capitalist and bureancratic collectivist
currents — the weight of the deformed
workers® states in the world relation-
ship of forces. With their defeat, the
continued existence of the Cuban
workers” stale and of the revolution-
ary government in Nicaragua would
be in perl.

Imperialism would be much freer
o engage in adventures, not only, for
example, towards Vietmam, bu
against the whole third world. Im-
penialism rampant wouald rapidly lead
to resurgent militarism, especially in
Japan and Gemmany. Mew inter-im-
perialist wars could not be muled out.

f e
“the main

obstacle to the
restoration of
capitalism is the
working class,
which must be
defeated in a
series of frontal
battles if
property is to be
re-privatised, a
domestic
bureaucratic
bourgeoisie
established, and
the social gains
of the masses
wiped out”
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The reimposition of the im- |
perialist yoke in Eastem
Europe is

An opposite scenario, the
possibility of the emergence
of pew democratic socialist
slates, or even a militant
fight in that direction, could
have an explosive impact on
the, working class in every
country, but especially on the |
workers of the advanced |
capitalist world, including
Europe. The danger for im-

posialinsy. i ok jut Nwt ot mmwhm

the attractive power of
democratic socialist states if they are
established, but of the lessons of mazs
mobilisation. Already there is no
doubt that political freedoms are
greater in East Germany today than
they are in any advanced capitalist
state. The right to demonstrate is un-
trammelled, and everyone can inspect
their own police file — if it hasn't been
destroyed. The power of the secrel
police, including the right to surveil-
lance, is completely destroyed. The
dﬂng’:l‘l of these lessons ﬂng over
into Western Europe are immense,

To maximise the opportunities for
the working class in this situation re-
quires the construction of a revolu-
tionary political leadership — there
can be no political revolution without
it. We do not define such a leadership
as necessarly explicitly Trotskyist;
but it must engage in a struggle
around the main themes and demands
of the political revolution, on the axis
of socialism with democmacy.

This must include a rejection of
marketisation as the main form of
economic restructuring, and the build-
ing of organisations of workers'
power al the level of the factory and
throughout society. Through the fight
to build organised bodies of support,
revolutionary cumments and parties in
every cast European country, and,
and through ceaseless conlacts and
political intervention, we and our co-
thinkers intemationally can make a
major contribution to the creation of
such a leadership.

The programme of

political revolution
The programme of political
revolution which we advocate must
go beyond attempts at “reform” of the
system: and the establishment of par-
liamentary-type democracy. Key to
our demands must be the fight for the
seli-organisation and political inde-
pendence of the working class from
Stalinist and bourgeois forces. While
we do not write off reform Com-

munists at the base of the Stalinist
parties, history has already answered
the question of whether they can be
transformed into  instroments for
socialist democracy; by and large
they are finished; their working class
base will increasingly look elsewhere.

The fight for workers’ self or-
ganisalion must involve the fight for
independent trade unions and
workers' councils independent of the
Stalinist parties. The most important
example of developments of this kind
was the mass working class move-
ment and an extensive network of
workers councils which characterised
the emergence of Solidamosc in
Poland. Under these conditions the
working class, as an organised force,
were the driving force in the process
of political revolution. It invelves the
fight for new political parties based
on socialist democracy and the
programme of workers self-manage-
menl.

Socialists must combine the fight
for socialist democrmacy with a stug-
gle around transitional demands in
defence of the material interests of the
workers which will everywhere come
under attack. Key among these
demands are a sliding scale of wages
to protect the workers against the
rampant inflation in several East
European countries, and the Gght for
a 35 hour week against the long
working hours and growing un-
employment. This fight must be com-
plemented by the demand for radical
egalitarianism and the end of all ves
tiges of bureaucratic privilege.

Integral to the fight for political
revolution is l.he struggle for real, as
opposed 1o juridicial, equality for
women. In east Buropean couniries
women are completely integrated into
the workforce — in the GDR for ex-
ample they are 51 per cent of the
labour force., But in general real
equality does not exist, either in lerms
of employment opportunitics or in

the socialisation of

several couniries abor-
tion and contraception
rights are de facto
restricted.

The fight against
ecological catastrophe
assumes  particular
force in  castern
Europe.  Stalinism’s
absolute priority 1o ex-
tensive production and
large-scale  industry
has created some of
the womst ecological
problems in the world. Thus the
programme  of political revolution
must include the demand for a
workers' inspectorate to supervise the
environment and the transition to
ecologically-sustainable  economic
growth.

In several pans of eastern Europe
the national question increasingly
raises ils head. Socialists demand the
right of mational self-determination,
including the right of scparation, for
oppressed nationalities.

Above all, the programme of
political revolution must be centred
on the fight for a democmtically
centralised planned economy, under
workers' control. The first stage of
this is the fight for workers® velo over
central economic plans and a regime
of workers' control at the level of the
factory. This programme does not ex-
clude all marketisation initiatives —
for example the creation of small
firms in the gervice sector with profits
supervised by the state, or agricultural
and other co-operatives. But the key
to regenerating the economies is the
unleashing of the creative power of
the masses, around production objec-
tives democratically decided.

Rational democratic planning as-
sumes not autarky, but an intemation-
al division of labour. That is why the
fight for an interational federation of
democratic socialist republics, in east-
em Burope and the Soviet Union is
vital. Bul the key 1o regenerating
production  historically is te link
production and markets east and west
— in particular to unify the economies
of the Soviet Union and Germany.
This is the centre of the demand for a
United Socialist States of Enrope.

In particular the programme of
political revolution  involves the
struggle for democratic workers’
councils (soviets), the separmtion of
party and state and the smashing of
Stalinist control of the police, military
and secrel police.
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Wesiern ‘democracy’ in practice? West Beriin cops rough up demonstrators, while East Berlin workers look on aghast

The question of German
reunification

German reunification is a ques-
tion that cannol be evaded by
marxists. The division of Europe
was jointly imposed on the work-
ing class by Stalinism and im-
perialism. The bloc system, of
NATO and the Warsaw Pact, was
a system of clamping the working
classes of Europe under respec-
tively American and Soviet
hegemony.

As internationalists we are in
favour of the unification of the
European working class, of building
stronger fighting links between its
component paris as part of a struggle
for a united socialist Europe. The
division of the German working class
is at the heart of the division of
Europe. Thus we are for the right of
unity of the German workers, and for
the removal of all foreign troops from
German soil. But guite obviously the
national question in Germany is inter-
twined with the social question in a
quite unique fashion.

Concretely, the issue is posed as
to whether the unification of Ger-
many will be achieved by the integra-
tion of the GDR into a powerful Ger-
man capilalist superstate, with the
destruction of the social gains of the
GDR workers, or by the peneralisa-
tion of those gains in an anti-capitalist
direction throughout Germany. At the
present time, this poses itself as the
question of the self-defermination of
the East German workers.

We raise this slogan notl because

S UPPLEMENT

we think that there is an East German
nationality, but because the East Ger-
man workers have enjoyed historic
social gains, embodied in nationalised
property and an advanced welfare
system, which would be under direct
threat if unification were imposed
against their will.

Articulating support for German
reunification and the self-determina-
tion of the GDR wodkers in this way
can only be advanced in a perspective
of permanent revolution. It is not a
demand that makes a precondition of
the destruction of capitalism in West
Germany; the condition is that the
East German workers have the oppor-
tunity o defend and extend their so-
cial gains.

While sections of West German
capital have been guick to seize on
the demand for reunification, others
have been more cautious., It is not just
a question of the possibility of ex-
tending capitalist production relations
eastwards, there is also the possibility
that a working class committed to
collectivist and socialist values could
be incorporated westwards — with
massively destabilising social results.
The German working class, and its
political organisations, including the
West German SPD, is one of the most
powerful and organised working clas-
ses in the world It has one of the
longest and most militant traditions of
any working class. Its uonification
under any condiions would be, at
best, a mixed blessing for capital.

Capital in West Germany would
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only accept reunification on ifr terms
— including the defeat and atomisa
tion of the East German workers, the
ending of their mobilisations, the
destruction and assei-stripping of
whole sectors of GDR industry, and
the destruction of the state welfare
system. While supporting the historic
goal of reunification, again as a step
towards a socialist Europe, we
demand the GDR workers have the
right to say ‘mo’ to the plans of
Western capital.

Demanding the right of self-deter-
mination of the GDR workers, in-
cluding their rght to maintain the
present state boundaries, does not
mean yielding an inch on the demand
for the withdrawal of Soviet troops
and the GDR's nght to withdraw
from the Warsaw Pact. Marxists op-
pose the joint Gorbachev-Thatcher
demand that the present bloc system
mus! slay intact to ensure “security'.

Insofar as the West German
Greens, Left Alternative and sections
of the SPD base have raised the
demand of self-determination for the
GDR workers against the “free social
market” in West Gemmany, their
response is entirely comect. But
marxists cannol in any circumstances
mix our banners with those, whether
Stalinists or influenced by the con-
cems of Brntish and French im-
perialism, who oppose reunification
Germany on principle. On principle,
we are for reunification,

marxists
cannot in any
circumstances
mix our
banners with
those, whether
Stalinists or
influenced by
the concemns of
British and
French
imperialism,
who oppose
reunification
Germany on
principle. On
principle, we
are for
reunification”
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these
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minority
movements.
Just like
‘communism’,
‘socialism’ is
also tainted in
the popular
mind in
Eastern
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There are quite a few people In Eastern Europe — Christa Welf in

East Germany and Alexander Dubcek In Gzecheslovakia, to
name but two of the most prominent — whe see the present
revolutions there as offering once more the possibility of
creating what Wolf calls ‘real soclalism’ and what Dubcek
would still call ‘soclalism with a human face’. Such pesple
seem to be in a minority. In this article GUS FAGAN looks
briefly, and very tentatively, at the new political formatlens in
Eastern Europe and makes some Initial assessment of the
prospects for soclalist movements there in the wake of the

overthrow of communism.

The General Framework
Any assessment has to be very
tentative because the political
revolutions in Eastemn Europe are
not over. The repressive apparatus
is still largely intact in most of
these countries (security police
and army); in all of them the old
political elite and the broader
nomenklatura still have a lot of
power; the formation of political
currents, parties, political
programmes and class/group in-
terest organisations is still in its
imitial stages.

I will lock only at the countries of
Eastem Central Ewrope, although
what is happening in the Baltic states,
in Moldavia and elsewhere in the
USSR, bears striking similarity to
what has happened elsewhere.

The first and most obvious conse-
quence of these revolutions is that
‘communism’ as a political regime is
finished, as is also the international
‘communist® movement, certainly in
Europe. With the holding of genuine-
ly free elections for the first time in
over four decades, the communist
parties of Eastern Europe will become
minonty parties and, in many cases,
mere Mmps.

Afier the homors of the Ceausescu
dictatlorship the Romanian Com-
munist Party will be lucky to survive
al all. The dominant currents and par-
ties that have emerged oul of these
revolutions look back to pre-war
traditions of national and peasant
movements and the church (Romania,
Bulgaria, Hungary to some extent).
There are also important liberal-
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New Czach President Vaclay Havel

democratic currents that have a lot of
support among urban intellectuals and
youth (Hungary, Czechoslovakia,
East Germany).

The existence of these repressive
communist regimes in the East has
traumatised the socialist movement in
Europe for more than half a century.
The political revolutions, therefore,
although not camried out under the
banner of socialism and, in fact, hos-
tile to that tradition, have altered fun-
damentally, and in a positive way, the
framework in which =ocialist ideas
will be debated in Europe.

Socialist movements will inevitab-
ly develop in these countries, but
these will be minority movements.
Just like ‘communism”, "socialism’ is
also tainted in the popular mind in
Eastern Europe. Iti"s not just the
political link between the two that
matiers (common langeage, like the
official designation, describes these

couninies as socialist) but the fact that
socialists seem 1o be offerdng an
economic system which doesn’t work
as well as capitalism.

This is not just a theoretical con-
sideration. The average worker in the
West eats better, has a better and
cheaper supply of consumer goods,
has better wages, more and better
living space and an ecologically heal-
thier environment. This is obvious to
the millions of East Germans who
vigited the West since November 9.
And, despite the widespread belief 1o
the contrary, the average Westem
Buropean worker enjoys a
better health service and a
better social welfare system
than the average Russian or
Pole. Talk of a ‘third way® or
‘genuine socialism’ (Stefan
Heym) doesn't cut much ice
against such harsh realities,
as interviews with East Ger-
man workers in  mecent
months have demonstrated.

In all thess revolutions
the intellectuals (professional
middle classes, writers, lech-
nocrais) play an imporiant
role, exemplified by Vaclav
Havel in Czechoslovakia.
And it is troe that in the last
decade the majonty of these
intellectuals, generally or
ganised in the communist
parties, have come over to the view
that only some form of
capitalist/market mechanism and in-
tegration with the capitalist West can
bring prosperity. East Genmany may
be a partial exception to this, but the
extent of thiz difference shouldn't be
exaggerated: the views of many
young demonstmtors and of writers
like Christa Wolf and Stefan Heym
reflect a real commitment lo
socialism as a more humane and
emancipated form of society, but in-
tellectuals in the various economics
institutes of East Berlin are more in-
clined to talk about joinl veniures,
privale enterprisee and abolition of
subsidies.

Apart from the Solidanty trade
union in Poland, no significant inde-
pendent working class organisations
have appeared in Easten Eorope,
This is particularly true in Hungary,
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where the reform movement
has existed Jonger than
anywhere else. The existence
of small independent unions
in some countries doesn't
alter thizs fact. Writing of
Hungary in March 1988,
Janos Kis suggested that:

“the only chance for
workers to shoulder the bur-
den of economic revival
would be an open agreement
between the government and
the genuine leaders of the
workers ... The main trouble
is that there is no one with
whom (o enter inlo a con-
tracl. The masses who hold
the key to political peace and
quiet are unorganised”.

Much has happened since
then and the mass of the
workers were clearly in-
volved in the revolutions in
the GDR, Romania and Czechos-
lovakia. But the absence of genuinely
representative working  class  or-
ganisations on the political scene
remains an important factor.

This, then, is the geneml
framework in Eastem Europe within
which one has (o consider the
prospects for the development of
some form of socialist movement.
Let us look now in some more detail
at what actually exists in these
countries, locking first at what has
happened in the communist parties.

The Communist Parties

There will be free elections in all
of these countries this year. There is
little doubt that the communist par-
ties will be reduced to small
minorities. In the meantime, they still
hold on to a considerable amount of
power in most of the transitional
regimes. They are irying 1o preserve
the (CP-dominated) repressive ap-
paratus (Stasi in Eagt Germany) and
are using their dominant position in
the media (the CPs still own most of
the papers, publishing houses, and
the like) to keep as much control as
possible. But a repeat of the Polish
outcome is unavoidable in most, if
not all, of these countries.

The transformation of Eastern
Europe, either through mevolutions
from below (GDR, Czechoslovakia,
Romania ) or through reforms from
above resulting from growing mass
pressure  (Hungary, Bulgaria), has
split all of these parties, although the
split was fully consummated only in
Hungary, with the majority of the
HSWP reforming themselves in the
social-democratic Hungarian
Socialist Party (HSP). An openly

Stalinist ramp with an allegedly ‘pro-
worker' and anti-reform demagogy is
completely marginalised The HSP
has about 14% support in the polls.

In Bulgaria, the old Zhivkov
regime paid lip-service to Gor-
bachev-style reforms while carrying
oul a brutal repression of the rapidly
growing opposition movement. The
latter included a large ecological
component. When ZFhivkov was
overthrown, with Moscow’s sappont,
in November 1989, the reform cur-
rent, under Miadenov, who had been
foreign minister for 18 years, an-
nounced a programme of liberalisa-
tion which includes free elections
later this year. But the anti-reformist
wing of the BCP has been openly
gtirming up anti-Turkish sentiment o
destabilise the Mladenov govem-
ment.

In the GDR the old leadership
was swepl oul of office by the mass
movemnent and, although the party
presents a new face under Gysi and
Modrow, the old guard still operates
in the background. There iz a
suspicion thal some sections of the
SED might have a finger in some of
the more spectacular examples of
fascist graffiti that have led 1o calls
for the retention of the hated security
police (the Stasi). The partially-
renamed party, which still proclaims
its adherence to *socialism’, will be a
minority after the elections.

With their marginalisation in the
elections later this year we can ex-
pect these communist parties, much
reduced in size (the SED in East Ger-
many has already losl neardy half s
members), o emerge eventually as a
component in the minority socialist
movemenl.
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East Garman workers ask awkward questions of the new SED perty boss

The Opposition

Except for the GDR, the wvast
majority of the organised opposition
cumrents and partics that have
developed in Eastern Europe defend
a programme of liberal democracy
(democratic process, mule of law,
private enterprise, market, adequate
social welfare system) and are hostile
Lo the traditional socialist lefi.

In Hungary, where this process is
most developed, the main opposition
groups that could expect to play a
major role after March 25 are all
liberal-democratic in orientation. The
economic  programme of  the
Democratic Forum (MDF), adopted
in October 1989, called for ‘a
democratic society and a competitive
but socially aware market economy’.
The Alliance of Free Democrats
(SZDSZ), although it appears to con-
tain a democratic socialist current
within it, called in its Programme of
March 1989, for ‘the denationalisa
tion of the economy” and rejected the
‘utopia of reform communism’. The
Smallholders’ Party, a major party
before the communist takeover, has
been re-established and could have a
lot of support in the countryside. A
number of small lefiist groups exist,
one of the more interesting among
them being the Hungarian October
Party, led, among others, by Gyorgy
Krasso and committed to the ideals
of the Hunganian revolation of 1956
It is, however, quile small.

In Bulgaria, the Union ol
Democratic Forces, set up in Devem
ber 1989, brought together o nunibe
of different opposition groups (1=
cussion Club  for Glasnost and
Democrcy,  Ecoglasnost,
human rights groups and a small So

Wroes

‘there is little
doubt that the
communist
parties will be
reduced to

small

minorities.

They are using
their dominant
position in the
media (the CPs
still own most of
the papers,
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like) to keep as
much control as
possible. But a
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Polish outcome
is unavoidable
in most, if not
all, of these
countries™
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“the reformed
communist
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the central
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cial Democratic Party, among others).
The Glasnost Club, started in Novem-
ber 1988, held meetings of over 1000
in early November before the over-
throw of Zhivkov. It has a member-
ship mostly of academics, writers, ar-
lists and prominent cultural figures. It
plans 1o become a political party.
Agrarian and Muslim parties would
win a lot of support in Bulgaria. An
independent trade union movement
(Podkrepa) has issued a policy state-
ment which calls for ‘a market
economy of a socialist type’ and
demands an end to ‘the bankrupt
ideas of central distribution of the na-
tional product”. It is quite small, or-
ganises mainly intellectuals, and has
close ties with Solidarity in Poland.
The ecological movement is wvery
strong in Bulgaria and a green party
would do well in the elections
scheduled for this year.

In Czechoslovakia, organisation of
political currents is at a very early
stage but the organised popular move-
ment in New Forum scems very
similar to the East German groups —
committed to democracy, pluralism,
economic opening to the West. Ex-
plicitly left-oriented groups, such as
the group associated with Petr Uhl,
appear to be very small, as is also the
PPS(RD) group in Poland.

In Romania, although a small op-
position group functioned among the
Hungarian minority and some dissi-
dent communists were known sup-
poriers of Gorbachev-style reforms,
the opposition was not able to or-
ganise as in the other countries. Since
the overthrow of the regime the Na-
tional Peasant Party and National
Liberal Party have begun to play a
prominent role. There is no socialist
group of any significance, and the
reform communists are fighting what
seems like a losing battle to hold on
(guite undemocratically) to positions
of power.

Social Democracy

Social democratic parties have
been formed in most of the countries
of Eastern Europe. In a number of
cases (Poland, Hungary, Bulgaria)
these have been established by ex-
members of the old pre-war socialist
parties, In Hungary, Andms Revesz
was deputy general-secretary of the
SDP under Anna Kethley in 1956 and
the new party’s programme is based
on the programme adopted in 19031

In Bulgaria the old SDP was
revived in November 1989, It claimed
to have 1) members within a day of
itz relaunch, one of its leaders being
the B6-year old Atanas Moskov from
the leadership of the old party. In

Poland the PPS claimed continuity
with the pre-war PPS. This has led to
inter-generational disputes in Poland
(resulting in the formation of the
PPS(RD}), and in Hungary, where the
old guard, under Revesz, tried to keep
control of the party by ruling that only
those who had been members in 1945
could be considered for the leader-
ship! The genemal secretary, Mihaly
Bihari, resigned within a week of
taking over the post.

The East German SDP has the
support of the West German SPD and,
in its political statements, appears to
be somewhat to the right of the other
main oppositional groups. An opinion
poll in November gave the East Ger-
man SDP 10 per cent support.

In all of those countries where so-
cial-democratic parties have been
formed, basing their legitimacy on the
older pre-war socialist parties and
traditions, they remain at present quite
small. But these parties will undoub-
tedly play an important role in the fu-
ture of Eastern Burope. Given their
tradition and ideology, they will relate
more readily to the concerns of the
workers; and they will also have the
support of the international social
democratic movement.

The West Gemman SPD, umil
recently preferring its links with the
established communist parties, used
1o oppose the acceptance of the small
oppositional socialist parties by the
Socialist International. But since the
popular uprising in East Germany,
and the formation of the East German
SDP, SPD leader Willy Brandt has
changed his position and has opened
the way for the full integration of the
East European parties into the social
democratic movement: the Hungarian
SDP took part in the Congress of the
Socialist Intemational in June 1989,

In their programmes or stalements,
these parties favour westem-siyle
freedoms and political pluralism and
place emphasis on the need for strong
social welfare provisions and on the
traditional values of social justice and
social egalitarianism.

The Struggle over
Capitalisation

The economies of Eastemn Europe
are a disaster. Even when growth
rates were relatively high, they were
characterised by abysmally low levels
of productivity, low quality products,
chronic shortages of consumer goods,
long working hours, unhealthy work-
ing conditions and technological
backwardness. To the waste and dis-
tortions caused by burcapcratic mis-
management and cormption were
added the dysfunctions caused by

economic autarky and by being cut
off from world technological develop-
menL.

Thus we had such economically
irrational and wasteful phenomena as
East Germany investing massively in
the technology to produce its own
microchip when they were already
being produced quite cheaply a few
hundred kilometers away in West
Germany. Similardy, Romania built
up a massive petro-chemical industry
while the people starved and had no
heating in their homes.

Fundamental to any strategy for
the future of Europe is the acceptance
of the overwhelming need for new
forms of Euwropean (East-West)
economic intcgration, technological
transfer, trade and investment which
will improve the lives of the people of
Central and Eastem Europe. The
economic argument is unassailable.
The question posed, however, is the
political one: how will this integration
be managed 7 What forms of popular
control and democratic  decision-
making are called for 7 This will be
one of, if not the central issue in
Eastern Europe in the next decade.

This, therefore, is a key issue
which is aready confronting the
popular movements, new opposilion
groups and parties emerging from the
recent upheavals. It is also an issue
which is of immediate concem to
socialists in Western Burope az well,
What is at stake now, for the firsi time
since the war, is the real possibility
and genuine need for Europe-wide
socialist co-operation.

There is universal acceptance in
Eastem Europe that their economies
have failed and that new internal
mechanisms as well ag new relations
with the capitalist West are needed.
The reformed communist parties have
themselves all put forward programes
which envisage large-scale disman-
ting of the central planning
mechanism, enlerprise aulonomy,
private ownership, foreign investment
and ownership, price and cumrency
reform and greater reliance on the
market,

While some, like the GDR
economic minister, Christa Lufi, may
stress the continued role of planning
and the compatibility of this
programme with socialism, the Polish
leaders speak openly of the introdoc-
tion of capitalism. The actual dif-
ferences in stralegy, however, are nol
substantial.

This strategy is, in fact, the com-
mon currency of the vast majority of
the opposition groups, although there
are imporant nuances. For instance,
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the Hungarian Democratic Forum,
concemed about the absence of
private Hunganian capital and the
threat of foreign owmership, has
called for =a ‘programmed
privatisation’ which would use
various mechanisms (o encourage
‘group ownership® (for example
employee slock ownership). They
propose that state funds should be
used 1o assist such a programme since
domestic savings (312.7 billion
forint) cannot match the estimated
value of state enterprises (2,000 bil-
lion forint).

The opposition groups, like the
Forum and the Free Democrats, face a
real dilemma here. Although
favouring marketisation and
privatization, they see the
need for some form of social
control over the process,
control which is completely
absent at present.

In Hungary, the Forum of
Independent Lawyers wrole
a lefter to the press in Sep-
tember 1989 calling for the | §#
sospension  of  further §
privatisation. The &8
Democratic Forum asnd Free
Democrats have also made
protests. What they are find-
ing is that the previous
managers are being given
ownership rights by the
stale, and stale property is
being sold below its value.
One Hungarian sociologist,
Elmer Hankiss, has written
that the conversion of economic and
political power in Hungary is taking
place within the country’s present
elite.

It should come as no surprise that
the momenklatura in those states
would prefer capitalisation  to
gocialisation and workers' control. In
a recent study of Poland, Jacek Ros-
towski sugpests that what is happen-
ing in that country is “a buy-out by
the nomenklatura itself’. He agrees
that:

“privatisation is an easier solution
for the reformist communist leader-
ships than is reform of the socialised
sector ... [t] has the advantage of en-
suring the economic independence of
the enterprises without giving power
to workers' councils™.

The Polish nomenklatura is
operating Varous
‘interpenetration” with the private
sector, through bribes, secats on boards
of trustees of new companies, and so
on. Rostowski calls the emerging sys-
tem @ ‘mixed economy kleptocracy’.
Whatever the validity of this analysis

e

forms of

for Eastern Europe in the present
sitnation, it does point to the kind of
problem that the new political opposi-
tion will have to confront almost im-
mediately.

The PPS in Poland, as well as all
of the major opposition groups in
East Germany, have expressed grow-
ing opposition to the threat of uncon-
trolled privatisation and foreign
ownership. The austerity which inter-
national capitalist institutions are call-
ing for as a precondition for aid as
well as the real threats to egalitarian
wage structures, employment and so-
cial security rights will make the
nomenklatura’s plans for (p.nha] or

Us too! Soviel workers demand their share of free speech

whalesale) capitalisation, without any
form of social control, difficalt to im-
plement. A policy of ‘socialisi
autarky’, however, is a dead end and
would only lead to greater misery
and, eventually, a complete embrace
of capitalism.
Pan-European Strategy

None of the opposition groups,
either liberal-democratic or left-wing,
have developed a strategy for solving
this problem. Democracy, pluralism
and economic reform are not a
stralegy for social renewal, but a pre-
condition for such a strategy. There is
one clement of such a strategy,
however, which is common (o all the
East Buropean political movements,
namely, that this problem can only be
solved on an all-European basis,
through the creation of the ap-
propriate pan-European political and
economic institutions.

Gorbachev's concept of the ‘com-
mon European home’ has been in-
scribed on the banners of all the East
European revolutions, And it is this
which provides the basis for and
makes necessary a genuine co-opera-
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tion of Eastern and Western European
socialist movements. It must be said
that Eastern European democratic and
gocialist oppositions have, for some
time, realised the need for pan-
European solutions, but  Western
European socialists, especially in
Britain, have generally failed to make
the imaginative leap. In fact, it was
the peace movement, especially END,
which developed an awareness of this
problem in Britain and END was
more active in its contacts with
Eastern European oppositions than

was the socialist left.
This is not the place to go into all
the European implications of the
4 revolutions that

. have happened in
the East. Bul it is
essential to at least
outline the
L framework  which
theze  rmevolutions
have created for
socialists in  both
parts of Europe. Ig-
norng, for the mo-
ment, the military,
® % sccurity and disar-
SN mamenl aspects of
mrhe new situation,
the first thing that

~ has to be said is
- that these mevolu-
lions have

coherence of the
Eastemn bloc  and
undermined the ra-
tionale for the Western alliance. The
CMEA (Comecon) has achieved an
even lower level of economic integra-
tion than that achieved by capitalist
Western Burope, and the signs of iis
disintegration were clear at its meet-
ing in Janoary.

Secondly, the EC, the capitalist
club of Western Burope, is patently
incapable of providing the institation-
al framework for the integration of
East and West Burope, Any strulegy
of expanding or democratising the EC
is completely unrealistic. What i
needed is a new political and
economic framework for the integra-
tion of the continent, a new set of
pan-European political  institutions
which are democratic, which respect
the rights of people to control and
determine their own forms of produc-
tion and economic life and which
breaks down all the bamiers 10
economic exchange, co-operation and
trede. The development of a
programme to this end is the task con-
fronting Buropean socialists.

“opposition
groups, like the
Forum and the
Free
Democrats,
face a dilemma:
although
favouring
marketisation
and
privatisation,
they see the
need for some
form of social
control over the
process,
control which is
completely
absent at
present”
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have acquired
considerable
influence
because of the
crushing of
the
Securitate.
Yet the
fighting was
carried out by
rank and file
soldiers, while
the generals
were
appointed to
key positions
enforcing the
power of the
old regime,
and were
clearly part of
it’
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More than any other of the
East European revolations of
1989, the overthrow of the

\

Ceausescu regime in
Romania showed the power
of the mass movement.

All of these revolutions have
exposed the complete isolation
of the stalinist bureaucracies
from mass support. Their
strength has always rested first
and foremost on their control of
the repressive apparatus of the
state, coupled with their links
with the Moscow bureancracy
and the threat of Soviet inter
vention if the masses went
beyond the limits permitted by
the Kremlin leaders.

Cenusescu's was a regime that
even played the ‘China card’ — al-
tempting its own Tienanmen mas-
sacre — and lost. The slaughter in
Timisoara and Bucharest represented
a policy only nammowly rejected by
Honecker's East Gemman regime,
which instead opted to concede
reforms.  Though the Romanian
regime appeared more firmly under
the grip of the secret police and
repressive forces, the advantage of the
Romanian masses was that they knew
of, and drew confidence from, the
huge events mocking the rest of
Eastern Europe (indeed even though
the detailed news was heavily cen-
sored in the Romanian press,
Ceausescu  himself confirmed the
scale and importance of the events
when he came out and publicly
denounced them). The Romanians
also knew that after years of estrange-
ment from Moscow, and especially
now in the period of Gorbachev, there
was no way Soviel troops would ar-
rive to bale out Cemnsescu. The
regime came under such pressure that
even its conscript army eventually
rebelled.

Of course there were the dark days
in which Ceausescu tried to cling to
power through brute force. On Sun-
day December 17 thousands were
shot dead in Timisoara: but the

of leader

A revolutionary Invades Ceausescu’s study

people of the town continoed to
demonstrate, and on December 19 the
workers went on sirike. On the Wed-
nesday they marched from their fac-
tories to join the other demonstrators;
this time the soldiers did not fire. The
masses had control of the streets of
Timisoara,

In Bucharest that evening,
Ceansescn spoke to a Communist
Party rally, trying to isolate the op-
position movement: he was shouted
down by the crowd, howling
*Timisoara®. That night hundreds of
demonstmtors were  killed in
Bucharest, but the power of the
regime had clearly crumbled: fear and
bewilderment could be seen alongside
anger on Ceausescu’s face as the
heckling broke out in what he ex-
pected o be yet another stage-
managed official rally — before the of-
ficial television coverage
abruptly cut off.

The following moming mass
strike action broke out in Bucharest,
and the streets were awash with
people heading for the Central Com-
mittee building, containing Nicolae
and Elena Ceausescu. Panorama has
shown the film, taken by a Romanian
cameraman living opposite  the
Central Committee building, of what
must be the decisive moments in a
spontaneous  revolution. His  film

e
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showed both the shootings
during the night and the masses
storming the building the nexi
day. It shows Ceausescu get-
ting into an overloaded
helicopter on the roof, and the
crowds half-way across to him
when it takes off, escaping by
seconds. Later the Ceauscescus
were caught and handed over
to the ammy.

Once they had taken over
the building, the leaders ad-
dressed the masses outside. The
Panorama coverage showed
clearly that it was only at this
stage that the amy generals
came over lo the side of the
revolutionary  movement, in
arder to gain control. The very
first thing they asked the crowd to do
was hand over the arms that they had
taken from the vicious ‘Securitate’.

Though the army then bore the
brunt of the fighting against the
Securitate over the next few days, the
mass movemen! had been the
decisive factor in swaying their al-
legiance. Only the courage and per-
sistence of the masses ensured that
the army refused to carry out its nor-
mal role of gunning down
demonstrators.

Omnce the masses had taken control
of Bucharest, they suddenly found
they had ‘suppont’ not only from
army generals, but also from various
‘politicians’, many of them one-time
allies of Ceausescu. The “National
Salvation Pront' was formed, inclod-
ing several genuine and loog-stand-
ing opponents of Ceausescu, but also
some obviously dubious forces,

The generals, after declaring
themselves late in the day to be on
the side of the masses, have acquired
congiderable influence because of the
crushing of the Securitate. Yet the
fighting was carried oul by rank and
file soldiers, while the genemls were
appointed to key positions enforcing
the power of the old regime, and were
clearly pan of it. The conscript sol-
diers who genuinely supported the

SOCIALIST OUTLOOK no 20, Dec-Jan 1989-90




S UPPLEMENT

mass movement now have no
influence over events. There
has been no development of
democracy — soldiers” councils
or similar bodies — within the
army.

On Christmas Day the army
chiefs announced that after a
military trial behind closed
doors thay had shot Micolae
and Elena Ceausescu. Under-
standably, most Romanians
celebmted: there had been a
long queue of volunteers to fire
the fatal bullets.

There is no question that
these bloodstained dictators
deserved 1o be shot. But why
did the amy chicfs press
through with such a quick trial
and execution? Why did they
not stage a full-scale public
trial?

The official story was that
after holding them captive for two
days the army was afraid that there
might be a bid to rescuc them, and
that their execution might end further
resistance from desperate, hard-line
Securitate forces secking to restore
the old regime. But by that point the
resistance had already almost ended:
the display of the captured couple on
television, and the announcement of
details for a full trial would have been
just as effective.

In fact, by quickly executing the
two Ceansescus and rounding up
their family and a few other
henchmen, the army chiefs are at-
tempting to make it look as if these
few alone were responsible for the
cormuption and brutality of decades of
stalinist rule. This is simply another
version of the ‘cult of personality’:
nobody could serionsly believe that
while the Ceausescus lived in the
most ostentations and outrageous
luxury, their hand-picked aides and
bureaucratic lackeys shared the
poverty and shortages of the working
class. [f a full trial had taken place,
there can be no dowbt that the com-
plicity of many of those now parading
as defenders of democracy — not least
top generals — would have been ex-
posed.

The quick execution was a useful
means of gagging the old dictator,
and thus making life easier for those
now in control. And the very next
decree sought to abolish the death
penalty — perhaps fearing that some
incriminating  information  might
anyway leak out, and some of the
new regime might otherwise face the
firing squad. This matter has con-

tinued to mumble on as the authority
of the National Salvation Front has
been called into question.

Revolutionary violence is neces-
sary against a brutal regime, which
would not scruple at the most vicious
altempts to rmtain power. For
revolutionaries the issue is not
whether the execution of Ceausescu
was deserved, but ensuring that the
key political lessons are leamed by
the masses in the process of the
revolution. Much more could have
been revealed and leamed through a
full trial.

Since then there has been growing
mistrust of the MNational Salvation
Front. Studentz have demonstrated,
demanding to know who selected the
‘student representatives’. The leader-
ship has vacillated to and fro on the
death penalty issue, and also on the
question of banning the Communist
Party, which if carried through in this
buresucratic fashion from above
would represent not only a serious
diversion from the fight for workers®
control and workers’ democracy, but
a dangerous precedent for the repres-
sion of political currents unpopular
with the new regime,

The Front has set itself up as a
political party to contest the elections
set for April: but it is also keeping
control of the television service until
then, to maximise its chances of vie-
tory. Many factory committees and
students’ commitiees were formed in
this people’s revolution: yet the new
regime is seeking to usurp rather than
base itself and build upon these com-
mitlees.

Az in other East Earopean revolu-
tiong, the ‘market’ is presented as a
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golution o all economic ills by the
maore conscious of the right wing
political elements that have slipped
inty power. Yel many of these are
bureaucrats who figure that they per-
sonally would benefit from such a
free ‘market”.

There is a harsh choice 1o be
made: gither the fight for a socialist
solution, or embmcing the bitter
austerity that would be enforced if the
new regime opts to follow the path of
the Intemnational Monetary Fund and
regtore some form of capitalism in
Romania.

The working class solution in
Romania and elsewhere is to fight for
a conception of mass, participatory
democracy, and planning through
workers' control and workers’
management caried out by inde-
pendent factory commiltess and stu-
dent committees: there should also be
a consolidation of the militias that sci
op moad blocks and fought the
Securitate, and the establishment of
councils of rank and file soldiers.

There must be a thorough cleans-
ing of the ranks to purge all of the op-
porunist ex-bureapcrats seeking now
to cling to power by endorsing the
new regime. An obvious staning
point for this must be a public ex-
posure of the contents of thoss
Securitate files not yet destroyed, full,
public trals of the remaining
Ceausescn family, and an opening of
the books of every major state instilu-
tion and enterprise to uncover the
webs of cormuption on which the
Ceansescu regime was based.

Tony Johnson

“by quickly
executing the
two
Ceausescus
and rounding
up their family
and a few other
henchmen, the
army chiefs are
attempting to
make it look as
if these few
alone were
responsible for
the corruption
and brutality of
decades of
stalinist rule.
The quick
execution was
a useful means
of gagging the
old dictator,
making life
easier for those

Now in control
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Unanswered questions
for Polish socialists _

“the clique
around
Mazowiecki, in
alliance, for
the moment at
least, with the
stalinist Polish
United Workers
Party (PZPR),
aim to destroy
the socialised
economy.
However this
project is not
without certain
obstacles -
principally a
militant

mmg class”
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Previous issues of Socialist Our-
ipok have referred to the promis-

ing political contribution of the
Polish  Socialist

Paty —
Democratic Revolution (PPS
RD). The party’s congress met in
mid-December in a perod
marked by swingeing attacks on
the working class by the

Mazowiecki government.

In what is probably the most
developed marketisation/austerity
programme  in  Eastem Europe,
hundreds of thousands are facing the
dole queue and soup kitchens are be-
coming widespread. Dire poverty is
already the norm - but moch warse is
threatened by the IMF, who are call-
ing the shots.

There is no doubt as to the aim of
the cligue around Mazowieck, in al-
liance, for the moment at least, with
the stalinist Polish United Workers
Party (PZPR). They aim to destroy
the socialised economy. However this
project is not  without certain
obstacles — principally a militant
working class,

Though Mazowiecki et al may
hail from Solidamosc, there is noth-
ing to say that they represent its base
— the union federation has not had a
democratic congress since 1981, Now
we are starting to see working class
resistance to these attacks begin, with
tens of thousands of miners on strike
— and we can be confident thal others
will follow.

However, in circumstances whene
openly pro-capitalist propaganda is
the order of the day, such spon-
taneous militancy is clearly not suffi-
cient. A clear, democratic socialist
response is sorely needed. It was in
this context that the PPS-RD met 1o
discuss their programme to resolve
Poland"s crisia.

The congress confirmed the
ideological diversity of the party,
with numerous amendments and al-
tematives offered by different groups
within the party. The programme
adopted by the congress was ‘The
Self Management  Altemnative';
another document submitted by the
left leader from Wroclaw, Jozef
Pinior, was entitled “The Post
Stalinist Bureaucracy’. There were
also other submissions, such as from

programme. While socialists should
clearly support the general thrust of
the document, there are some vague
areas and others that are absenl
However, this should be seen as an
argument for further, positive discus-
sion using the programme as a basis,
rather than carping criticism.

The programme challenges the
premise that Poland is confronted by
only two strategic alternalives: a res-
toration of capitalism or of stalinism,
Their altemative is based amund
workers' self-management, a rejec-
tion of Poland’s vast foreign debt,
rebuilding democratic trade unionism.
In a left amendment passed by the
congress, the party identifies itself
with the revolutions of 1956 and
1968, as well as with the Solidamosc
of 1980/81.

Further sections of the programme
deal with the separation of the army,
police and mass media from the state,
and the beginnings of a solution 1o
the ecological crisis facing the
country.

The document’s weaknesses lie
chiefly in its sections relating to the
state and the economy. While it cor-
rectly poinls to the domination of
capital in parfiamentary systems,
nonetheless it calls for a parliamen-
tary system and a state which "docs
not express the interests of any social
group’. Perhapa these are problems of
phraseology in the document, perhaps
a slightly utopian idea.

Again in the section on economy,
the gencral thrust is one thal we
would have no problem in identifying
with. Both bureaucratic planned
cconomies and free  market
economies are mjected for  an

Trotskylst gives greetings at PPS(RD) congress

economy based on workers control.
Yet the market is extolled as ‘the
least arbitrary instrument in ... the
division of labour’.

However, the main problems lie
not s0 much in the content of the
programme as the omissions: the
party’s view of intemational politics
is clearly a gaping hole that urgenily
needs to be filled; and the position of
oppressed sections of society such as
women and leshians and gay men is
more or less absent. These are clearly
dimensions of the document that need
to be discussed 1o make it a more
rounded political programme.

Jozef Pinior's document iz an as-
sessment of the current position of he
bureaucracy rather than an alternative
programme. Pinior identifies a ten-
dency on the part of the bureavcrcy
to seek a new mle — neither as a new
capitalist class nor a burcavcmcy of
the ‘old type’ — but rather maintain-
ing its position while acting on behalf
of forcign capitalist investors — a sont
of semi-colonial mle.

Pinior denounces both Gor-
bachevism and curocommunist ‘new
times' philosophies, reasserting a
revolutionary  altemative  based
around ‘the destruction of the
material basis of the mle of the
bureavcracy and the socialisation of
the economy mass  political
democracy from below, resting upon
workers” commiltees”. This is indeed
the altemative that needs to be put to
the rmevolutionary movemenis of
Eastern Europe — a project that
revolutionary socialists in the west
must do all they can to support.

Patrick Baker
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Emest Mandel on the Soclalist Outlook piaiform: determined to avold euphoria on any quick or easy political revolution

“Stalinism’s historic defeat
is our historic opportunity”

We reprint here extracts from the speech by ERNEST MANDEL, a leader of the United Secretariat of the
Fourth International, speaking to an audience of over 350 at the Socialist Qutlook Rally in London on Friday
December 1.

What is happening in Bast Germany and in Crechoslovakia is
the beginning of a revolutionary movement which combines
May 1968 and the Prague Spring multiplied, T would say by two
or three imes.

Sheer quantity transforms itsell into quality, if you look at the
figures. During three days in East Germany while I happened to be
there, from November 4 to November 6, two million people took to the
streels in a country with 16 million inhabitants. The equivalent for
France, Italy or Britain would have been seven million demonstrators
in three days: that has never happened in history.

In Leipzig, for eight successive weeks, every Monday night 200-
300,000 took to the streets in a town of 500,000 this means the entire
working class and a large part of the high school and student youth
were there,

To quantity you have to add quality. Rosa Luxemburg would have
had tears in her eyes to see the Berlin working class on November 4 in
the largest mass demonstration of German history. One million were in
the streets, manufacturing for themselves — 99 per cent of them spon-
taneously — some 7,000 different banners with different slogans, each
more anti-authoritarian than the nexl, and with a fine spirit of humour
and insolence, sceplicism and hope. Anti-bureavcratic and socialist to
the core, they showed a self-confidence which it is rare to see in such
large crowds.

This self-confidence is conflirmed and strengthened by the mpidity
of the conguests of the mass movemenl. Practically every day the mas-
ses make a new conguesl. In addition there has been the tremendous
outburst of opposition inside the East German Communist Party, the
SED, which is the most unforeseen and gratifying aspect of what has
been going on.

There iz no precedent in the history of the Stalinist movement for
anything of thiz type. The SED opposition asked first for the right to
organize tendencies and even factions. This was not granted — but they
started de facto to organise tendencies. Then they tried to combine
among themsslves to get an extraordinary congress of the party. 25 (00
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members assembled before the Central Commiitee building, shouting
‘Extraordinary congress!". The new leader agreed to call an extraordi-
nary conference at the end of December — which cannot change the
Central Commitice, cannot change the rules and cannot change the
parly’s programme,

People shouted him down, Two days later al a demonstration of
150,000, a majority took up the shout of ‘extraordinary congress’.
Again the General Secretary came out, but this me he said ‘OK, I
have undersiood you, | will change the extraordinary conference into a
congress'. In all the provincial towns similar developments are taking
place. I would say that today several hundred thousand members of the
SED are involved in a genuine lefi opposition towards the party leader-
ship, and wanl very radical changes in the party statutes, with the right
of tendency and faction, as well as changes in the programme and the
place of the party in East German society.

In Czechoslovakia things have not gone as far as that from the point
of view of the duration of mass demonstrations: it was all much quick-
er. The traditional rule of the buresucracy collapsed like a house of
cards, but in a way significantly different from East Germany. The
working class in Czechoslovakia has played the absolutely decisive
role.

The students, spurred on by the very courngeous work for the last
ten years of a small group of oppositionists including our commade Petr
Uhl, took 1o the streets. They were very severely repressed, beaten up
by the police. Then, for 48 hours we could say that the working class,
the mass of the population, hesitated on whether to suppor the su-
denis. Then something extraordinary happened: the conservative wing
of the bureancracy seni delegations to the factories. The students, 1oo,

| sent delegations to practically every large factory in the country, and a

real debate started, which counterposed the positions in front of the
workers. The workers decided in favour of the democratic revolution,
againsl the bureancracy. They were finished, and within a (ew hours
the Politburo capitulated.

S0 we have the beginning of a political revolution today in East
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DEPTH

Germany and Czechoslovakia, the
two most proletarian countries of
Eastem Europe. [ say the begin-
ning, because we are still at the
beginning: there is no prospect of
:u:l,[l‘d victory, but the revolution

is developing under exceptionally
favourable intemational condi-
tions.

Lenin and Trotsky, and the
Communist movement before
them have always looked wpon
the German working class, and
especially the workers of central
Germany as the key element for
bringing about & socialist word
revolution.

This central German working
class has the oldest, strongest and
deepest socialist tradition of our
continent if not the world. In the
last gencral elections before
Waordd War One, every MP but
one in Saxony and Thuringia
were Social Democrats, In 1923,
the left Social Democrats and
Communist Party had an absolute
majoriry in the parliament of Saxony. In 1946, in a free referendum, 86
per cent of voiers in central Germany voted for the expropriation of the
banks and large capitalists. That's the historic tradition of that working
class.

The intemational and German capitalists were aware of the ex-
plosive strength of these workers, and have made sure that a powerful
gendarme would weigh down upon them: first it was the imperial Ger-
man army; then the Reichswehr, then the Wermacht and 55; then the
victorious armies after World War Twe; then the Stalinists through the
Soviet army and later increasingly the repressive forces of East Ger
many.

Mow for the first time in 100 years a situation has evolved as a
result of all the changes on a world scale, in which there is no longer a
gendarme capable of intervening in the short term against that working
class. The Soviet atmy cannot (I will not say because Gorbachev does
not want to; he doesn’t but that's neither here nor there. The Soviet
people would not permit it). NATO troops cannot (the American
population would not allow Bush to embark on an adventure in central
Europe four times larger than the Vietnam war). The West German
army won'l for the ime being: the West German population will not
allow it. And the East German army can't because the regime is in a
state of total political and moral disintegration.

So we have a sel of exceptionally favourable circumstances: the two
revolutions have the big asset of time to onfold. Of course I don’t mean
unlimited time — nobody can really make predictions whether it be two
years, three years, | don’t know. But they have time to mature, time to
achieve decisive conquests. Their revolutions are not inevitahly
doomed.

But to avoid any danger of euphoria I would also add that this is not
a revolution that stands a great chance of success. | think the chance of
victory is very limited, because it has greal weaknesses. I will mention
three, but | could mention more.

B There is a lack of ideological clarity: it is less advanced than
either May 1968 or the Prague Spring, which were clear anti-capitalist
movemenls.

B There is a lack of self-organisation. In Czechoslovakia it is a bit
better than in East Germany, and there are some committees being
formed, and it seems some strike committees being formed in some
factories. In East Germany there is little self-organisation al rank and
file level, though there are oppositional groupings springing up and a
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lot of political activity. It
might come quicker than we
think, but for the moment it is
not there.

B The political power ob-
jectives are extremely unclear
for the masses in both East
Germany and Czechoslovakia.
They want to get rid of the
Stalinist-dominated state in-
stitutions — that’s absolutely
clear — but they have no clear
view of what they want to
replace them. Generally they
are vulnerable under such cir-
comstances to all kinds of
manoeuvres and compromises
that will be advanced by the
reformist wing of the
bureancracy.

Both in East Germany and
in Czechoslovakia the refor-
mist wing of bureaucrats have
some powerful reserves. In
Czechoslovakia they have the
popular figure and prestige of
Dubcek; in East Germany the
reformist wing around Modrow is a group of clever manoeuvrists who
know all the tricks of the social democratic and trade union
bureaucracies. They can present themselves as a ‘lesser cvil” in the eyes
of opposition forces who do not know exactly what they should be
fighting for. Free elections, the establishment of a multi-party system
and the elimination of the leading role of the CP arc all OK, but they
don't take us very far, or prevent the real power of the apparatus
remaining in the hands of the bureavcrats.

Under these circumstances the movement may become tired out. [
think tiring out the movement is the strategy of the liberal wing of the
burcaucracy. You can demonstrate in the streets in millions for one,
two three even four weeks, but you cannot sustain this for a year, two
years or three: that is impossible.

What we have seen in Poland could repeat itself. When a tumning
point comes, the people become disappointed that the situation is not
shaping up in as radical a way as they had hoped, there could be some
repressive move — not of the 1956 or 1968 or Tienanmen Square type,
but of the Polish type. Some opposition movements might again be
condemned to illegality; there could be some restrictions on the
freedome of the media. This would not destroy the movement — it is too
broad to be destroyed — but it would inflict a big, deep disappointment
and a retreat from whal seems possible today.

Combined with that danger is the economic danger — the pressure
from the westem capitalist economies, especially the West German and
EC economies and behind them the whole capitalist world market.

We should be clear on one thing: a shon-term restoration of
capitalizm is completely impossible — even the capitalists do not want
it. Who wants to buy bankrupt factories? The overwhelming majority
of the East European stale sector is bankmupt, and needs a long period
of restructuring to make it viable.

There is talk, for example of privatising 2,000 state enterprises in
Poland, which iz a lot. But that is out of 20,000 — only ten per cent.
They say it could take 20 years before things tum decisively: in 20
years many other things could change, too.

What we are secing in Poland and Hungary is a strong deterrent to
the workers in East Germany — a process of gradual social and
cconomic  decomposition without a real madical restoration of
capitalism, involving the dismantling of some of the traditional aspects
of the socialised and bureaucratically planned economy. This is cspe-
cially characterised by two lactors:
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u A tremendous
phenomenon of cormuption,
thefi and pillage of national
wealth — partly by the
bureaucracy itself becoming
involved in privatisation, bt
mostly by intemational capi-
tal. One example is the Lenin
shipyard in Gdansk, to be
bought by an American bil-
lionairess for $100m. All ex-
perts know that the real assets
of that shipyard are worth be-
tween five and cight times that
much. Every single project of
privatisation by international
capital carries this same
hallmark of sell-out, theft, pil-
lage of mnational wealth.
Poland is being treated exactly
like a Third World economy.

B The other aspect is the
tremendous growth of poverty
and social misery in the
country. | have just retumed
from Poland, and it would
make you weep. Soup
kitchens are being set up
everywhere, The
govemment's official fgures
show 4-5 milion living below
the poverty line, rwice as
many a8 there were before the
electoral victory of Solidar
nosc. Il old age pensioners spent every penny they receive on meat they
would be able 1o afford only four kilos a month: so they don’t eat any.
When [ was in Wroclaw the pensioners had just begun a hunger strike
supported by our friends in the PPS(RD), under the termible slogan ‘Die
from hunger together, don’t starve one by one”.

The International Herald Tribune says this:

“As they dismantle the pervasive and intricate Stalinist economic
system, encourage a new privale sector and seek out Western invest-
ment, the East Enropean governments must plunge their societies into a
whirdwind of dislocation, in which high inflation, high unemployment
and the emergence of sharp social and economic inequality will be
painful but inevitable features. This process, already well under way in
Poland and Hungary, will invite the emergence of radical political
movements or even new popular uprisings™,

Exactly so. Before you can restore capitalism, before you can bring
this disintegration to its final completion you will have to move against
these new mdical movements and new popular uprisings. This means
that the real battle iz still before us. The East German and Czech work-
ing classes are much stronger than the Polish and Hungarian: and
seeing all this, they will think things over ten times before going down
the same road.

[ must add, however, to counter any euphoria that if there is mass
dizsappointment, it cannot be excluded even in East Germany that the
blandishments of the consumer markets of the West could win a mass
base of support even for the idea of a capitalist reunification of Ger-
many.

{.)

The demands of political freedom have taken an absolutely central
place in this anti-bureaucratic revolution. And the successes they have
achieved have had an absolutely historic significance if they can be in-
stitutionalised and maintained. They mean thal for the first time since
the Spanish revolution and Stalin’s bloody purges freedom is now more
and more coming back into owr camp, becoming more and more as-
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A workers' paradise? East Berliners crowd into West Berlln shops — while thelr money lasts

sociated with socialism — an inbeatable combination.

The main political objection against socialist revolution will start to
disappear if this combination can be consolidated. Capitalism is in-
creasingly vulnerable and losing credibility as a haven of political and
personal freedom — not only because so many despotic capitalist
regimes have ridden moughshod over democratic rights in the Third
World, but also because capitalism is increasingly restricting rights in
the imperialist countries themselves. The deeper the economic crisis of
the bourgeois states, the more the capitalists will have 1o attack social
security and real wages, the more the unrest will grow, and the stronger
will be the attacks on trade unions, the right to strike, freedom of the
press; the more Big Brother will be looking over your shoulder not now
in Eastern Europe but in Western Europe, the USA and Japan.

In East Germany over 11 million visas have now been issued for
travel: but whal is happening 1o the right to travel in the capitalist
countries? We know thal in one country after another — France, West
Germany, Japan, Britain, Hong Kong and the USA — the bourgeaisie is
restricting the right of entry, resiricting immigration, expelling im-
migrants, in most cases in blatantly racist ways. The Berlin Wall has
fallen and will not be re-erected, but the capitalists® racist immigration
lawsz will be toughened.

So let's imagine an East Germany with a freedom of demonstration
much greater than West Germany (not very difficult!); with a much
more liberal electoral law (full proportional representation, while in
West Germany you need five percent to get into parliament); with a
press, radio and television system much more critical of the authorities
and open o people such as striking workers than the West German
media; with locally elected committees of citizens having the nght 1o
veto any project threatening the environment; with elected women's
councils having the right to veto any management decizion conceming
women in factories, shops, and offices; which qualitatively reduced
militarism — even disbanding the standing army o implement Lenin's
definition of soviet power as having *no bureavcracy, no police and no
standing army’. Imagine an East Germany in which there would be
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Lsipzig: New Forum headquarters displays photos of the maln demonsirations

qualitatively more trade union and workers” rights than in West Ger-
many, fulfilling one of the demands of the November 4 demonstration —
for *workers” self management, not workers' co-determination”. Al this
could become a reality if the political revolution wins in East Germany.

Can you visualise the impact all this would have on the West Ger-
man working class, the women's movemeni, peace movement and
green movement? With a single blow, socialism could again become
credible as a higher form of civilisation in the eyes of hundreds of
milions of people throughout the world.

The chances of this kind of victory for political revolution may be
only one in ten: but even if they were only one in a hundred it would be
utterdy irresponsible to let the opportunity pass. World history is today
on a rzor's edge in central Burope.

(s}

The hour of the Fourth Intema-
tional is beginning to strike. We are
now at the start of a world-wide rise
of new mass workers' movements, in
which for the first time in history our
movement is like a fish in water. We
can speak freely, and raise our
programme without fear of slander or
repression.

These movements are not yet con-
scious revolutionary movements:
their future depends upon the
strengthening of the revolutionary
marxist cumenizs and organisation.
For us it is a tremendous historic op-
portunity, not only in Eastern Europe
but also in Brazil, in South Africa, in
South Korea and many other
countries.

What these opportunitics reflect is
the historic defeat of Stalinism and
the vindication of Trotskyism. We are
the only current claiming to be communist which has a stainless banner,
and which has condoned no crime against the toilers of any country.
We alone can look the Soviet, the East Buropean, the Indonesian, the
Spanish, the French, Ttalian, the Greek and Chilean workers in the face
without shame or guilt.

We have also the theoretical and political advantage of being able to
explain Staliniszm, why it fell upon the labour movement, and the way
forward for the Soviet, East European and Chinese masses.

We have a long, long road before us: but the crisis of Stalinism has
freed tremendous potential for emancipation, and the possibility of a
higher social onder and social values.

The Soviet
Left: the

MO FRESH VEGETABLES. NO FUEL,
. NO SOAP. NO MEAT. FOURTEEN PEOPLE. -+
SHARING A BATHROOM. FIVE FAMILIES ;
SHARING A KITCHEN. SHODDY CLOTHES, * 7
SHODDY SHOES WHEN YOU CAN GET THEM,

YEAR WAIT TO BUY A CAR.
ot PERESTROIKA , MY FOOT.

tory so f s
i i :auC:"rr Wil

by Rick Simon s g
The liberalisation of Soviet society of “Young SEVEM
brought about by Gorbachev and the so-  Socialists”  and ~ F
cial crisis in the Soviet Union has led to  Publishing  a St
the emergence of an array of political for- 3';‘:';# called -
ces, ranging from anti-semitic, neo-fascist ,[hc"““ o
groups such as ‘Pamyat’ (Memory), and | o oo under s
[.'ll'ﬂ-ﬂlﬂl'lal'chiﬁl and nationalist Sroups: Do BONE a Pproccss E 1890 ETTA HULME FORT WORTH STAR-TELEGRAN

the Righi, to ecological, social-
democratic, Marxist and anarcho-syn-
dicalist currents on the Lefi.

Some of the noclei of these organisations
existed under Brezhnev, and many individuals
were active inside the Communist Party
{CPSU) as the only legal political force: Boris
Kagarlitsky, one of the most prominent Soviet
Marxists, was imprisoned under Brezhnev and
expelled from the party for organising a group
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of differentiation, of splits and fusions, as il
has extended its political experience. Initially,
the Left saw itsclf as the ‘lefi-wing of
perestroika’ and of needing to combine with
maore liberal forces around the struggle for
glasnost and democratic expression. This
united struggle was directed against the old
Brezhnevites and Stalinists who wished to
retain the old economic system and its
privileges.
The Left

therefore  identified  with

Gorbachev's efforts to shake up Soviet society
while that process was directed against
burcaucratic inertia and while the emphasis
was placed on ‘openness’ mather than
economic restructuring. When, in  August
1987, left groups united to form the Federa-
tion of Socialist Social Clubs, its programme
was explicitly one of support for perestroika
and of supporting the course adopted by the
twenty-Seventh Congress of the CPSUL

A mapid evolution began o take place,
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FEATURES

however, from thatl moment. By June 1988,
when the Nineteenth Party Conference took
place. The Left's programme was becoming
progressively more radical on the political
front but a debale was continuing on the gues-
tion of economic demands. The Left accepied
the need for a degree of marketisation but not
at the expense of the workers' social guaran-
tees: full employment, subsidised food and ac-
comodation, a free health service and so on,

The Left still remained in small groups and
clubs, however, and there was a need to link
up with increasing popular resentment at the
slow pace of reform. The Lefi therefore set
about the formation of Popular Front organisa
tions which were modelled on the varous
popular Fronts of the Baltic Republics which
had succeeded in uniting broad forces in the
struggle for national rights.

Popular Fronts were established in many
major Soviel cities, causing the demise of the
old club structure, although one or two groups
which had moved away from a socialist oren-
tation refused to join the Popular Fronts. These
organisations were viewed primarily as instru-
ments for mobilising the masses to support
socialist and radical candidates in the March
1989 clections to the Congress of Peoples
Deputies, the first genuine multi-candidate
elections in the Soviet Union for decades.

Popular Fronls scored big successes par-
ticularly in the Russian republic itself. In Mos-
cow, the Popular Front, as well as running
local candidates (two of whom were elected),
supported Boris Yeltzin for the overall Mos-
cow constituency. Yelisin's programme was
vague in ts details but clear on the need 1o
fight bureaucratic privilege, defend social
guamantees and quicken the pace of reform.

While the Moscow Popular Front had an
explicitly socialist programme, it was still

[ - - -

Appeal for material and financial assistance'for SOTSPROF

A new, independent socialist frade union movement in the USSR
At this time of fast moving revolutionary upheaval throughout Eastern Europe ond the Soviet Union,
socialists in the West face a paradox. On the one hand, we delight in seeing the collapse of oppressive
bureaucralic regimes. On the other hand, however, it is *socialism’) rather than Stalinism that is loudly
pronounced dead by politicians, pundils and media alike — while they constanily seek to inject free
market' rhetoric with a new lease of life, despite the savage crisis of capitalism raging throughout the world.
This is why the emergence of an independent socialist and frade union movement in the Soviet Union is
such an encouraging development, SOTSPROF has now been legally recognised, and is a growing
organisation, yet it does not have the basic means to function effectively in terms of office and printing

e R L T L L

SOCIALIST OUTLOOK no 21, February 1990

primarily an elec-
toral machine and
not a political party.
Leading members,
such as Kagarlitsky
and Mikhail
Maliutin, now saw
the need for such an

organisation and
lannched Commit-
fees of Mew

Socialists as the con-
stituent uniis of a

new Socialist
Party{SP).
These have been

formed in Moscow,
Leningrad and other
citice but as yet the
5P is a small politi-
cal organisation. The
SP's position on the
CPSU secems rather
contradictory.  On
the one hand, it con-
giders the CPSU 1o
be purely part of the
state machine and on
the other it has mem-
bers  inside  the
CPSU, headed by
Maliutin.

The SP fights for
a programme of
revolutionary reforms based on mass action
and definite links with the workers' move-
ment. Representatives of the SP were in
Karaganda and the Kuzbass dunng the miners’
sinke and acted in close co-operation with the

for the Sovie! Left

sinkers — a fact noled with some concern by
FPravda,

P pp—————— T

equipment.

We, the undersigned have been authorised by Boris Kagariitsky and SOTSPROF to publicise this new
movement in Britain, and, perhaps more urgently to ralse funds for it. We are hoping to arrange public
meetings in most major towns throughout Britain with guest speakers from SOTSPROF. We are appealing for
donations, and labour movement sponsors of the tour.

Tony Benn MP; Oliver McDonald; Hilary Wainwright: Branka Magas; Eric Heffer MP; Tamara Deulscher:
Quentin Hoare; Paul Foot: Alice Mahon, (Treasurer); endorsed by the Camapign Group of Labour MPs
For further information aboul the SOTSPROF TOUR contact John Rose on 01 538 5821

Send contributions to Alice Mahon, Treasurer, PO BOX 2988, London WC1 N3XX Cheques
payable to Alice Mahon, SOTSPROF

M N R R R R R N R NN o

Natlonal movements like that In Azerbaljan (above) pose a challenge

Leading members have also been involved
in the establishment of the socialist trade
union organisation Sotsprof. Al present, the
5P's main task is collabomting with the
Popular Front around the pepublican and
municipal elections for a programme involv-
ing the municipalisation of property.
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When laws against bosses hit

immigrant workers
Employer sanctions, immigration controls

“Equally important would be a
check on the employment of over-
stayers. A Department of Employ-
ment witness told us that ‘“The TUC
has expressed concern about illegal
working by immigrants, especially in
the hotel and catering industry, and
the government has made it clear it
shares that concern’ and ‘is keen to
take some action to control illegal
working’.

“The Home Secrelary has under-
taken that there will be consultations
with both sides of industry about what
steps to take. The Department appears
to have been dilatory, and accordingly
we recommend that, as a matier of ar-
gency, the government, after consuli-
ation with both sides of in dustry, should
introduce measures, if necessary by
legislation, to provide effective sanctions
against employers who knowingly employ
overstayers and illegal immigrants,

“But, as a Department of Employment wit-
ness explained, “a difficolty is thal there is at
present comprehensive  system  of
documentation in this country recording iden-
tity and immigrant employment status, so
there is no way in which employers can distin-
guish applicants for employment who should
not be legally employed’. ... We therefore ...
recommend tthat the government should in-
stitute an independent inquiry to consider the
system of intemal control of immigration,™

The above are paragraphs 88 and 89 of the
First report of the Parliamentary Select Com-
mittee on Race Relations and Immigration,
which was published in 1978 - under a
Labour govemment. It supported and
legitimised much of the tightening of im-
migration restrictions that has been imple-
mented by the Tories over the last decade.

For cxample, the Committee made the
recommendation that ‘the police, the Immigra-
tion Service Intelligence Unit and other
agthoritics should be afforded substantially
more resources to trace overstayers and tackle
all aspects of illegal immigration’; that ‘the
department of Health and Social Security in-
troduce  without delay new procedures 1o
tighten identity checks’; and that “the govem-

no
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One struggle: Turkish

and 1992

By Steve Cohen

——

£ %5

ment give priority to their consideration of

British Nationality Law’: the Thalcher govemn-

ment has since obliged on all counts.
Employer sanctions

Paragraphs 88 and 89 relate to employer
sanclions: under the 1971 Immigration Act it
iz a criminal offence for a person with leave to
enter Britain to work in breach of any condi-
tions restricting their employment. It iz not a
criminal offence as such for an illegal im-
migrant o take employment — though the
entry itself can attract criminal liability.

In a little-publicised section of the 1988
Immigration Act, people refused entry but
given “temporary admission’, and also those
subject to notice of deportalion, may have
conditions against employment imposed upon
them — and breach of these conditions can be a
criminal offence. In practice, police and im-
migration officers frequently conduct raids on
factories and business premises in search of il-
legal entrants, overstayers and those working
withou! authorisation. In 1980 in London in
just one month there were raids on the Be-
staway Cash and Camry, the Hilton Hotel and
the Main Gas Company. Two national union
leaders, Moss Evans of the Transpont Workers
(TGWL) and David Basnett of the General
and Municipal Workers (GMB) issued a joint
stalemenl saying thal black workers would
now have to ‘carry at all times their papers

mhmrmiah

solldarity with Turkish struggle

proving their right to live and work here. This
is a sifuation more reminiscent of the apar-
heid system in South Africa than of Greal
Britain’.

The raids have intensified throughout the
decade. On March 2 1989 police rided
several sweal shops in Hackney and arrested
37 Turkish workers. However it is still not a
criminal offence 1o hir ‘wndocomented’
labour. Such criminalisation would be ex-
tremely reactionary. It would have the effect
of making employers the agents to enforce
immigration controls — in just the same way as
the 1987 Carriers’ Liability Act, by imposing
fines on airdines camying ‘undocumented’
passengers, has tumed camying companies
into a private arm of the immigration service.

Inasmuch as the use of unlawful labour in
certain sectors of the economy, notably cater-
ing and garment manufacture, depresses the
wage of all workers, then the answer is not the
criminalisation of employment but the
unionisation of all workers and a struggle for
better conditions for all.

Now with the attempt to harmonise EC im-
migration laws by 1992 there is a serious
danger thal these employer sanctions may be
legislated in Britain. In fact in 1978 the
European Commission produced Draft Direc-
tives on immigration, of which Article 3
declared that:
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*For the purposes of preventing and detect-
ing illegal migration and illegal employment,
member states should organise adequate con-
trol, especially of employers and persons and
undertakings supplying manpower to third

In its Explanatory Memorandum to the
Draft Directives, the Commission
stated that:

* In particular, as regards the or-
ganisation of controls, the Commis-
sion is of the opinion that effective
control al the internal frontiers of the
Community is becoming more and
more impracticable. This will become
increasingly the case when the Com-
mumity establishes a Passport Union
and abolishes all internal contral on
Community tertitory. It consequently
underlines the necessity for providing
checks on non-Community labour at
the place of employment’.

In its own expalantory statement
on the Dmafi Directive the Brtish
Home Office declared that for the UK
‘Legislation would be required to |
make it an offence for an employer to
employ a person who may not lake
the employment in question. To make
such an offence effective il would
probably be necessary lo place upon B
the employer a duty to take
reasonable steps to see that his
employees had permission 1o work,
and to provide machinery by which
he could do so”.

The US Immigration
Reform and Control Act

1986

This is the most extensive harden-
ing of US immigration laws since the Mc-
Carren-Walter Act of 1952, It is aimed against
migrants and refugees from Central America,
and contains many repressive measures. It ex-
tends the criminal law in relation to illegal
entry, particularly in respect of the transport of
alleged illegal entrants once inside the United
States itself. It vastly increased the budget and
personnel of the Immigration and Nationality
Service (INS) - including a 50 per cent in-
crease in the personnel of Border Control.

However the most significant feature of the
new Act was the introduction of employer
sanctions — alongside a bogus ‘amnpesty’
scheme. As such it is a likely blueprint for im-
minenl changes in UK immigration law.
Employer sanctions in the US in fact consist of
a complex cluster of provisions, of which the
main ones are the following:

B Graduated civil penalties (up to $10,000
per violation) ad criminal penalties (higher
fines and up to six months imprisonment per
violation) for those who knowingly hire an
‘ppauthorised alien’ after November 6 1986
{when the Acl was passed);

B Employers are required to verify the
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documentation of identity and immigration
work authorisation for each newly-hired
employee and to keep a record of verification
— the Employment Eligibility Certificate, or
go-called 1-9 form. The Act imposes penalties
on employers who fail to fill cut the 1-9 form
and save it for possible inspection for 2 mini-

mum of three years after date of hire or one
year after date of lermination of employment,
whichever is the later.

An employer would comply with the
employment verificalion system and avoid all
sanctions if the employee documentation
reasonably appears to be genuine and is
believed *in good faith’.

B The Act gives the power to the INS to
inspect 1-9 forms at any time, without a war-
ranl.

B It also provides for fines and imprison-
ment (ap 1o two years) for employees who use
frandulent documents in respect of indentity or
immigration work authorisation.

Racism and economics

US employer sanctions have sweeping im-
plications. Since November 1986 every
worker applying for a job has had to have, as a
matter of law, hisfher immigmtion siatus
checked by management. Central Americans
regard the new Acl as a particular threal. A
Houston school teacher described how “One
of my students came in and said ‘My dad says
we have to leave because of the war’. [ said
“What war? He said ‘The war against

i

Mexico™.

The most frequent justification given for
employer sanctions was that they would *save
jobs for Americans’. Likewise in this country,
a common racist justification for immigration
controls has always been that black people
“take our jobs'. In fact the campaign for the
US Immigration reform and Control
Act was thoroughly racist. Restric-
tionist groups such az ‘Amencans for
Border Control” worked closely with
key members of Congress.

Central Amencans — and Asians —
were linked in the media with dnug
smuggling and other cnmes. They
were characterised as people with
high fertility rates and cultures strong-
ly incompatible with 115 ways. Head-
lines in the popular press in suppon of
immigration control absolutely paral-
lel those found in the UK - for in-
stance  ‘Tllegal Aliens Swam
4% Mongrelises Our Strain’, and ‘Flood
I of Aliens Coming Our Way'. INS
" Western Regional Organiser Harold
Ezell issued dire wamings that ‘those
who are invading this country by feet
~ are going to overthrow what we un-
derstand and enjoy as a culture’.
& Senator Alan K Simpson, the main
sponsor of the new Act, himselfl used
the language of war when he intro-
M duced the slogan “T'o regain control of
(8 our borders".

In reality employer sanctions could
never — even if this were their true in-
tent — “save jobs for Amenicans’. This
is because the demand for immigrant
labour in the USA is structural: cer-
tain sectors of the US economy,
notably the so-called secondary labour markel,
are dependent on cheap undocumented labour.
These sectors include food processing and
packing, catering, light manufacturing, house
and office cleaning, parking and garage ser-
vices, building maintenance and sub-contract
garment manufacture — even baby-sitting. If
employer sanctions were consistently enfored
then these sectors would be decimated.

Enforcement of employer

sanctions

Sanctions are enforced — bul in a selective
way. The main aim and effect of this is to un-
dermine labour organisation through rendering
undocumented work even more valnerable for
the employee. Certainly there have been many
cases of firms being fined for employing un-
authories workers: the Western Regional INS
office, which covers Califomia, Arizona,
Mevada, Hawii and Guam, imposed $1 million
in fines in a 2-year period. However a more
frequent practice is for the INS to use ils
powers to inspect 1-9 forms and then amest
workers for false documentation, whilst ex-
cusing employers on the grounds that they had
acted in ‘good faith’.
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This is what happened in Chicago in 1988
when a factory with 126 employees was
raided, with 122 being arrested. Moreover
management often uses the threat of employer
sanctions either to discipline or actually to
sack workers. Soon after the Act was passed
an official of the Intemational Ladies Garment
Workers Union said “We've had several cases
of threatened firings’. Employers have
engaged in mass dismissals of workers and
replaced them with others brought in from
abrmad on short-term government contracts. In
California, following a mass firing of Latino
garmenl workers, thousands of Filipino
women were imported, who would work for
even lower wages than the undocumented.

This reveals the flip side of employer sanc-
tions, namely the ereation of a ‘guestworker’
layer of imported labour that is totally under
the control of the employer by being im-
mediately returnable on termination of
employment. This is the same as the notorious
‘gastarbeiter’ system prevalent today in West
Germany, and which will be extended
throughout Europe by 1992 with the har-

monisation of controls.

In the USA such a guestworker class be-
tween 1942 and 1964 undermined the farm
workers' unions, with Mexican agicultural
labourers imported under what became known
as the ‘Bracero’ programme. Indeed the 1986
Act allowed for the reintroduction of short-
term contracts under the so-called H-2A
agricultural workers’ progmmme. Dolores
Huerta, vice president of the United Farm
Workers Union said of H-2A: "The INS has
been working hand-in-glove with the growers
since day one”.

The Amnesty

Integrally linked to the employer sanctions
provisions of the 1986 Act was the granting of
an amnesty to illegal entrants. This purported
to give legal status to those who could es-
tablish that they had entered the US prior to
January 1 1982, and had lived there con-
tinuously since; or to those agricultural
workers who could prove that they had
worked for at Jeast 90 days between Novem-
ber 1986 and November 1987.

This ‘amnesty’ was spurious. Il gave
protection lo melatively few and created
dangers for many more. The cut-offdate of
January 1 1982 was itself quile cynical, since
the majority of refugees from El Salvador ar-
rived after that date; death squad activity in El
Salvador only came to a peak in late 1982, and
‘counterinsurgency’ bombings terronsing the
region only began in 1984,

Also the LIS amnesty had all the legal and
practical limitations of the temporary amnesty
which applied in Britain in 1974. The US am-
nesty did not apply to anyone who had entered
the country lawfully but had then overstayed
their leave. More important was the guestion
of how to prove thal an illegal entry had taken
place prior o 1982. Entire undocumented
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Expelled as economic migrants: Boat people In Hong Kong

communities found themselves caught: as
most undocumented people are paid in cash,
never fill in income tax rctums and never
make purchases on credit, they had to rely on
employers and past employers for the papers
they needed to legalise their statns. The
employers, fearing reprizals from the Intemal
revenue Service demanding back taxes, often
refused to give the necessary documentation.

The amnesty split families, some of whose
members amived before 1982 and others after.
This happened to the Herrera family from El
Salvador: Cardos fled in 1981, but his wife,
Celfa and children, only managed to get out in
February 1982. The INS made a deportation
order against Celfa and the children.

As with immigration laws generally the
amnesty has generated a pamasitic group of
‘immigration advisors’ charging large fees for
bad advice. Latinos in the USA call such
people ‘abogangsters’ — coined from the
Spanish word for lawyer (abogado) and the
English ‘gangster'.

In two respects the US amnesty was even
worse than the one in this country. Firstly, the
government demanded a fee, $180 for adults,
%50 for each child, and an additional $75 man-
datory doctor's bill. Secondly, the INS regula-
tions defining the terms of the ampesty ex-
cfuded anyone ‘likely to become a public
charge” — and those who did receive amnsety
were rendered ineligible for most forms of
government welfare for five years, This
provision affected women in particular, espe-
cially single mothers and those who wished 1o
leave violent mamiages. Even in the UK,
where the “no rcourse to public funds” require-
ment runs through most immigration law, such
a criteion was not applied to the 1974 amnes-
ty.

Most organisations in the USA which op-
pose employer sanctions also opposed the am-
nesty on the grounds that it as bogus, divided
documented from undocumented workers, and

led to further govemment and employer con-
trol of migrants. This control became obvious
after May 4 1988 — the final date for amnesty
applications.

Throughout May 1988 INS agents boarded
Chicago Transit Authority buses and detained
suspecied undocumented passengers. El
Heraldo, a Spanish newspaper in Chicago,
called these raids *gestapo-like’. The INS had
claimed that information obtained on legalisa-
tion applications would not be used to depont
anyone if the application failed: in practice ap-
plicants for amnesty, even successful ones,
were at risk. In March 1988 the INS raided the
Swift meat packing plant in Des Moines, ap-
parently after first checking the 1-9 forms
with the management. 17 workers were ar-
rested for working with false documents —
though the firm was not charged with any-
thing. It was later rfevealed that many of the
17 had amnesty applications pending. Non-
ctheless they were charged with having
previously used false Social Security cards.
One NS agent is reported as saying ‘Just he-
cause you are an applicant or have been given
amnesty, it doesn’'t mean we aren going to
forgive your past sins’.

At the moment several other EC countries
— most notably France — opemate employer
sanctions. With the projected dismantling of
intemal EC borders, such sanctions are
anyhow the most obvious method for the
capitalist class to control immigration and im-
migrant labour.

The UUS experience shows what this will
mean in practice, and how even a *sweelener’
such as an apparent amnesty scheme can also
tighten the screw on immigrant workers. One
measure which would make employer sanc-
tions even more viable would be the introduc-
tion of a system of national identily cards.
Several organisations, not least the Police
Federation, are already campaigning for this.
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Rounding up the old decade

DAVE PALMER assesses
some of the last books
published in the 1980s

An Injury To All - The
Decline of American
Unionism

By Kim Moody

Verso £95.95

Moody, from the staff of the
Detroit-based Labor Notes,
provides a comprehensive (and
Trotskyist) history of the US
labour movement from Truman
to Reagan.

Against the Tide -
Diaries 1973-76

By Tony Benn

Hutchinson £20

Part Three of the Benn saga, and
the best bit so far ... Those well-
known horrors of the last Wilson
government (and why Benn
ended up meeting people like
us!),

New Times - The
Changing Face of
Politics in the 1990s
By Stuart Hall and Martin
Jacques

Lawrence and Wishart,
£9.95

A suitable gift for any preten-
tious, shallow cynic in your life.
A collection of crass writings
from Marxism Today to make
anyone choke on their Sunday
lunch!

Intifada - Zionism, im-
perialism and Pales-
tinian resistance

By Phil Marshall
Bookmarks, £5.95

The SWP takes on the Intifada in
Palestine: “one solution
revolution’?

Critique of Economic
Reason

By Andre Gorz

Verso, £9.95

Leading post-industrial, posi-
marxist thinker Gorz on “the ter-
minal crisis of a system where
every activity and aspiration has
been subjected to the mule of the
market’. I'll buy that! "Gorz’s
greatest work, and a crucial book
for our time,” alleges Le Monde.

India’s Struggle for In-
dependence

By Bipim Chandra
Penguin, £5.99

Highly recommended history of
the Indian independence move-
ment, which makes extensive
use of primary material.
Coming on Strong -
Gay politics and cul-
ture

Edited by Simon Shepherd
and Mick Wallis

Unwin £8.95

Collection of inter-disciplinary
egzays on the situation of gay
meq.

Preserving Disorder:
Selected Essays 1968-
88

By David Widgery

Pluto £8.95

AsTam sure you all know,
David Widgery writes for
Socialist Worker: good reading
for the less sophisticated ultra-
left.

Cricket

By C.L.R. James

A&B, £5.95

Had 1o include this, given CLR's
recent demise. For the sportier
marxist who has not yet read it.
Beyond the Casino
Economy - Planning
for the 1990s

N. Costello, J. Michie, S.
Milne

Verso, £8.95

The first really serious attempt
for a long while to draft a
proposal for a democratically
planned economy under a
Labour government. I'm sure it's
flawed: but then what isn't?
Sacred Elephant
Heathcote Williams

Chatto, £9.95

‘MNatare’s blasting, billowing Ar-
changel -

A land-manatee

A land-siren

A land-whale,”

For all you eco-softies ... the fol-

low-up to the Whaie opus. Red-
Green alliance anyone?
FICTION:

Foucault's Pendulum
By Umberto Eco

Secker & Warburg, £14.95
Ideal companion volume to the
Marxism Today collection. Sal-
man Rushdie has alleged that it
is unreadable twaddle: [ couldn't
understand enough Lo be able to
dizagree. It just happens to have
topped the best-seller List,
Libra

By Ron de Lillo

Penguin, £4.99

Mow in paperback, De Lillo’s
book takes a trip through the
inner lives of those involved in
the event that obsesses the USA
... the Kennedy as=assination.
Alleged to be ‘the novel the
shaken American psyche has
been awaiting for 25 years'.
How can you resist?

A frightening glimpse into
Labour’s future

Has Conference a Fu-
ture?

Pamphlet available from
CLPD/LLL, 10 Park Drive,
London NW11 2SH. Single
copies £2.50 incl postage,
bulk orders £2 gach plus
postage.

Reviewed by JANE
WELLS

As the Labour leadership
prepares to chop up the labour
movement into litile pieces so
that it can never be put back
together again, the Campaign for
Labour Party Democracy and
Labour Lefi Liaison have
produced a new pamphlet defend-
ing conference democracy.
*Much is al stake — nol just
the future of Conference but also
of the Party itself,” says the
pamphlet’ s introduction.
Exactly so. Even if Labour
Party procedure and constitution
is not your first love, it's worth

struggling through the dense and
detailed analysis, argument and
proposals contained in Har Con-
Jference a Future?. The pamphiet
is CLPD's response 1o the
proposal by the GMB’s John Ed-
monds, agreed by the 1989 Con-
ference 1o review conference
structures, and the NEC's so-
called *consultation document”
on the ‘Future of Conference’,
It"s truly frightening.

If the leadership pet their
way, we could be going along
every two years o a set piece per-
formance staged for the press,
wilh subjects for debate deter-
mined and sifted by party
managers, with plenty of time for
NEC members and MPs to sound
off, and with permanent, hand-
picked ‘policy review
commissions setting the real
agenda, We will be electing an
NEC guaranteed to be 1009%
leadership-friendly. Party mem-
bers will be reduced 1o making
tea al fundraising jumble sales in-

stead of policy.

CLPD have produced an ex-
cellent document, with critiques
and suggested responses 1o each
of the NEC's proposals, and they
highlight the *hidden agenda’,
ton, Ax such, the pamphlet is an
invaluable tool in fighting the
right in the Labour Party, and to
give them credit, CLPD are
probably the only organisation in
the labour movement cumently
prepared to mount such a
regponse at this level.

Unfortunately CLPD et al
mistake the Labour Pary for a
proletarian and potentially revolu-
tionary party, and therefore see
this kind of exercisc as the end
{defending and improving its
best elements) and not the means
{10 superceding it with something
infinitely better and truly revolu-
tionary in potential), This limits
their horzons and ultimately the
success of their shom-lem
sirmlogy.
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GERRY HEALY
The Ceausescu

of the British
Trotskyist
movement

Thomas Gerard Healy died on December
14th 1989 at the age of 76. For over 30
years he was ‘General Secretary’ of the
organisation which became the Socialist
Labour Leagwe (SLL) and then the
Workers Revolutionary Party (WRP),
and a leader of the so-called Intemational
Committee of the Fourth International.

By the 1980s he had done more to dis
credit the Trotskyist movement, and the left in
general than anyone else claiming to be a part
of it — despite other strong contenders for that
distinction.

Healy came to Britain from Ireland in

1928, and was recruited into the already
degenerated Communist Party of Great Britain
{CPGB). This expenence shaped his politics
in the direction of sectarianism and
bureaucracy and laid the basis for the
degenerate political monster which he be-
came.
The CPGB always had a tendency towards
sectarianism and burcaucrcy. In 1928, after
some initial hesitations, it enthusiastically fol-
lowed the Comintem into its ultra-left tum —
the so-called ‘third period’ of denouncing so-
cial democrats as ‘social fascists® — which
continued from from 1928 ontil 1934, It be-
came one of the most slavish followers of
Stalin amongst the Western CPs.

Stalin’s tum to the third period was within
the political framework of the Stalinised Com-
intern of “socialism in one country’ (the idea

that =ocialism could be built in the Soviet |

Union by hamessing the intemational division
of labour) but grafted onto it a series of wildly
ultra-left policies. These caused most devasta-
tion in Germany where Hitler's rise to power
was facilitated by Stalin’s opposition to any
united front action with the mass Social
Democratic Party against the rise of fascism.
The social democrats denounced as
*worse than fascists’.

In Britain the CPGB denounced the
Labour Party as [ascist, and the unions as anti
working class, making a spectacular break
with the tactic of working within the mass or-
ganisations, as had been advocated by Lenin,

wens
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and calling instead for ‘red’
trade unions independent of the
TUC.

Healy was expelled from the
CPGB in 1937. He claimed this
was for opposition to the
politics of the third period; bul these had been
abandoned three years earlier — in favour of
the cross-class line of the popular front.

Probably Healy's deparure was more
connected with the CP's tum to the right. He
joined the newly formed Workers Internation-
al League (WIL), which worked inside the
Labour Party and the ILP, beoming editor of
its journal. By all accounts he made a sig-
nificant contribution, arguing for continued
work in the Labour Party and for organising
the left.

The following year three of the four
Trotskyist groups fused to form the Revolu-
tionary Socialist League, with the WIL refus-
ing to join. The effects of the war destabilised
the other groups, however, and in 1943 the
WIL and what was lefi of the RSL fused with
others to form the Revolutionary Communist
Party — led by Jock Haston.

By 1947 the RCP was intemally split over
the issue of whether 1o enter into the Labour
Party. A year later the minority, led by Healy,
began to join the Labour Party (with a journal
called Socialist Ouilook: no relation!). When
the RCP was eventually wound up in 1950
most went into the group Healy had es
tablished called “The Club’.

Healy then carried oul a number of Stalin-
style purges designed to give him complete
political control of what was now the British

| section of the Trotskyist Fourth Intemational

{FI}. Both Tony Cliff and Ted Grant were ex-
pelled — to be heard of again! Healy es
tablished the kind of intemal regime which he
was lo maintain for the rest of his political
life.

In 19534 the world movement split over
the line of Michel Pablo and the international
leadership, which went overboard in uncritical
cilogies on the ‘revolutionary’ nature of the
Tito leadership in Yugoslavia. Healy, in-

Healy with Vanessa Redgrave on a WRP election platform In
February 1974: the WRP ran a slate of candldales.

fluenced by the emergence of a pro-Pablo cur-
rent in his organization, performed an abrupt
political somersaull, breaking from pro-Tito
positions and siding with James P. Cannnon
and the the American Socialist Workers Party,
which adopted an ‘orthodox” Trotskyist line
against Pablo on Stalinism. This marked the
formation of the International Commitice.

Healy's group established a base inside the
Labour Party and did some positive work in
the unions which brought British Trotskyists
out of isolation. They recruited from the Com
munisi Parly afier Khrushechev's speech in
1956 denouncing the Moscow trials, Success
led to the formation of the SLL in 1959. It
continued o work inside the Labour Party for
several more years.

By 1963 the SLL had control of the Young
Socialists — the youth wing of the Labour
Party. The YS was expelled from the Labour
Party after a huge campaign in its defence.
This was a big opportunity for Trotskyism,
but soon Healy swung to a sectarian project of
building a revolutionary group outside and
counterposed to the structures of the mass or-
ganisations.

The SLL grew rapidly and by the mid-six-
ties was the mainstream of Trotskyism in
Brtain. Other currents — around Ted Grant
who had opposed entry into the LP in the
eary 1960s, and Tony Cliff, who took a stale
capitalist line of the Soviet Union — were a
fraction of its size,

The SLL made important developments in
the trade unions — on the Liverpool docks, on
London building sites, in the engineenng in-
dustry and in the car industry, particulardy in
the British Leyland plant al Cowley. But like
its predecessors the SLL.  was a sect
dominated by a powerful individual — Healy

His politics in the unions were [lawed. He
argued it was possible 1o build a pary in
Britain not by intervening into the mass or-
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ganisations of the working class, but from the
outside on a one-to-one basis by intervening
into struggles and recruiting workers who
were justifiably hostile to the betrayals of their
leaders. No distinction was drawn between the
left and the right wing of the burcavcracy in
the unions, and the strategy of the united front
was ignored.

In 1963 a majority of the world movement
repnified to form the Unified Secretariat of the
Fourth International. The SLL in Britain and
the OCI in France — now a large organisation
with similar sectarian and bureancratic defor-
mations as the SLL/WRP had developed —
stayed outside in the Intemational Committee
if the Fourth Intermational. It was not a
genuine intemnational, but a frawd: itz so-
called sections were all subordinated either to
the SLL and the OCL

Though not large, the SLL was by
now bureaucratised, with an iron fisted
leadership separated from the member-
ship. Healy now had two objectives —a
sectarian line on party building in

‘revisionists’ of the USFL To achieve

them he mumed again to Stalinism and
its principal methods; lies, slander, in-
timidation and violence.

OBITUARY

With a paper membership of four
thousand, it set out to emulate a mass or-
ganisation. The gains made in the trade unions
produced an ATUA rally in Manchester of
4,000 and another at the Empire Pool the fol-
lowing year of 10,00). But as the numbers
went up, the politics went down. Frantic
recruitment campaigns were instituted in
which branches were given daily targets for
recruitment. Members were told to talk to the
person they sat next to on the bus and ask
them 1o join.

In 1971 Healy had split with hiz intema-
tional co-thinkers in the French OCL There
was little politics in the split, it was a case of
two bureaucratic aparatuses which could no
longer live together. At an SLL. central com-

mittee meeting Healy demanded that Lambert

worners press

Ransi. St 00 dusiition . e R ELH:I'HII POLICY I:I.HII FROM THE START

In December 1966 Healy directed a
gang of SLL thugs to beat up a USFI
supporier, Eamest Tate, who was sell-

ing a pamphlet Healy ‘Reconstructs’

the Fouth International outside an SLL ‘ ’.
meeting at Conway Hall. Tt was open
terrorism within the Trotskyist move-

ment, advertised in advance in the
SLL's Newletier: ‘We shall not
hesitate to deal appropriately with the
handful of United Secretanat agents who
hawk it around the fake-left in England’.
When several left wing joumnals defended
Tate, Healy threatened them with legal action
— a replica of the methods used by the
Stalinists against the Trotskyists in an earlier
period.

Those who took this up were branded as
slanderers of the SLL, whose membership
were told that the SLL was beseiged by
enemies prepared to go to any lengths to dis-
credit it. But the SLL, still doing consistent
work in the unions, continued to grow. A rank
and file grouping was established called the
All Trades Unions Alliance. This had real pos-
sibilities but suffered from the sectarianism of
the SLL.

Healy launched a campaign for a daily
SLL newspaper, raising huge sums of money
from the membership. The daily Workers
Press which emerged in 1969 ended any ob-
jective politics. The organisation disapeared
into frantic activism with the highest tumover
of membership ever recorded for a
“Trostkyist” organisation, compounded in
1973 with the winding up of the SLL and the
launching of the Workers Revolutionary Party
which had to be seen 1o be bigger.

Frenzled headlines in early 1974 - the heyday of Healylsm

give a yes or no answer to the question ‘is
dialectical materialism the theory of
knowledge of Marxism?'. When Lamben
refused, the OCI delegation was forced to
leave.

As the SLL became more isolated and
more vilnerable o its cntics the Stalinst
methods were extended. In 1972 Bala Tampo,
a Sri Lankan trade union leader and a sup-
porter of the USFI was accused by Healy of
being an agent of the CIA. Later Joseph Han-
sen, one of the leaders of the US SWP, was
accused of being an agenl of the FBL This
despicable method was then used extensively
in Britain. In the Cowley car plants we were
encouraged to think that members of the rival
Intemational Marxist Group were working for
the police.

By 1973 the politics of the WRP had
reached crazy proporions. Healy was predict-
ing imminent collapse of the capitalist system:
so when the Heath Government imposed a
three day week to conserve fuel during the oil
crisis Healy announced we were on the verge
of a military coup: Workers Press headlined
‘Countdown 1o Dictatorship’. Two months
later we had a Labour govemment.

From Cowley we began a political chal-
Ian: to this, and im:r:a.ﬂi.n&l]r, the whaole

political framework of the WRP. Within
weeks we were hounded and slandered as
police agents. One comrade was beaten up by
Healy personally. In 1974 we were expelled
with 2000 others.

These expulsions were a terminal blow to
the WRP although it staggered on for another
10 years. Workers Press collapsed and the
Newsline was established with any last
vestage of political principle was abandoned.
Healy had tumed lo reactionary Mid-East oil
states, promising them uncritical coverage for
money. By the late 1970s he was supporling
not only Libya’s Colonel Gaddafi, but also the
execution of Iraqi CP members by the lragi
regime. Later he took money for identifying
Iraqi oppositionists.

In 1985 the WRP was blown apart by a let-
ter from Healy's personal as-
sistant alleging that Healy
had been involved in the sys-
tematic sexual abuse of
women members of the or
ganisation. Healy was ex-
pelled and the growp disin-
tegrated as details emerged of
gross sexual abuse of a large
number of women plus ap-
palling financial cormuption.

Despite Healy's crimes
and the discredit they brought
to Trotskyism and to the left
in general, a few WRP
zealots, most notably Vanes-
sa and Corin Redgrave,
= stayed with him and
published a magazine called
the Marxisi, which quickly
became distinguished as an
uncritical supporter of Gorbachev.

Other fragments formed small groups, one
publishing the News Line, and another calling
itself the Intemational Communist Pary
{ICP). Both of these continued Healy's politcs
without Healy. The group which expelled
Healy and now publishes Workers Press made
a partial critique of his politics, but failed 10
carry this through to a conclusion or elaborate
an alternative political line for the class strg
gle in Britain.

Healy's funeral was jointly conducted by
the Marxist and the News Line groups. Fil-
tingly, there was even a sectarian battle at the
funeral, in which the organisers physically ex-
cluded the ICP. Healy would have fully ap-
proved,

Unlike Stalin or Ceausescu, Healy never
held state power. He leamed about tyranny
from the Stalinist movement and exercised it
inside the small groups of the Trotskyist
movement. The result has done serious
damage to the development of the revolution-
ary Marxist tradition in Britain. The best con-
clusion from his death is to ensure that there is
never room left for his ilk to do such damage
again.
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Michel Warshawsky, an Israeli journalist, was sentenced to 20 months
imprisonment by the Jerusalem District Court on 7 November 1989, His
‘erime’, as Director of the Alernative Informanon Centre in West
Jerusalem, was to typeset a bookler for Palestinians in the [sracli
occupied West Bank and Gaza Strip. The bookler, written by Palestinian
ex-prisoners, gave information on how to withstand interroganon by
the Isracli security forces. Warshawsky's interrogators and the court
demanded he give the name of the Palestinian who supplied the drait
booklet, His refusal to do so added to the severity of his sentence, The
AIC was fined 10,000 Shekels (£3.500) and must raise around £20,000
to cover the cost of legal fees and to replace equipment damaged or
confiscared during the security forces’ raid on the centre in 1987,

Warshawsky and the AICs appeal against the sentence will begin on the
& February. Join us on the picket to show your support. If the appeal 15
kot it will have serious implications in the future. As repression against
Palestinians cscalates, Israclis who wvoice any opposition to the
occupation will incvitably also find themselves targets of government
repression. Many Israclis have been imprisoned (including draft
resisters) or are awainng appeals against imprisonment for their support
of the Palestinian Intifada or for having dialogue with Palestinians.
Warshawsky's sentence is widely scen as an attempt by the Isracli
authorities to criminalise and intimidare all atemprs at Israeli-
Palestinian cooperation,

Public outrage at his sentence in November contributed to his
" imprisonment being postponed until the appeal was

heard this month. Similar protest, both in
Isracl/Palestine and internationally, can help ensure
the appeal’s success.

Join the picker and ask your organisation to
sponsor it. All participants are asked to bring a gag
to demonstrate against the gagging of Israch
dissidents. Please send lerters of protest to:

3 Dan Mendor, Minister of Justce, Ministry of
]

. Justice, Salah ed-Din 29, East Jerusalem, via Isracl
f ﬂ {with copies to the CFEPI).

P | & K E &
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MICHEL WARSHAWSKY

Israeli dissident sentenced to 20 mosths
amndd the
ALTERNATIVE INFORMATION
CENTRE

Thursday & February 12.30pm
Regent Street (opposite El Al office), W1

P B A N BT N

M E E T T Net

Thursday 22 February 7pm
Cuaker International Centre
1 Byng Place, WC1
If vou are ingerested in the Cosemitftes for the Freedom of Expression of
Palestimians end [sraedis and perhaps want o contnbute w0 work m
suppart of cases such as Michel Warshawsky's, please come 1o our
planming mecting
For more information pleas: contact
CFEPL BM Bax 9585, London WCIN IXX. % 00-226 705
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