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New realism brings catastrophe

Don't get sore:
get even!

YES, the April 9 election result was a disaster for the working

class. YES, Major’s vicious gang will now try to put the boot in.

! YES, Labour’s spineless leaders, learning nothing, are deter-

mined to drag the party further down the same dead-end of

right wing policies and class collaboration that has only led to
election defeats.

Though Kinnock has gone, the other architects of failure are
still in office, the Goulds, Smiths and Cunninghams in the
Labour Party and the Sawyers, Edmondses and Lairds in the
unions. They have already stitched up the leadership election,
with their 50- signature rule for candidates ensuring only Kin-
nockites will be allowed to stand.

t's a bad situation. All socialists are feeling angry, betrayed,
frustrated not least because we always warned that new
realism would lead to disaster.

But the battles go on. We still have to defend our unions, jobs,
the NHS, education and public services, living standards and
the working class as a whole against the Tory onslaught.

The longer the labour movement wallows in despair, the
easier it will be for the employers to exploit Major’s election
victory. The longer the left holds back on the fight that’s needed,
the more the post-mortem will be dominated by the defeatist
right wing — those same new realist bureaucrats who got usinto
this mess today.

The left, like the working class, faces a straight choice: fight
back, or go under. At every level of the labour movement the
finger must be pointed at the responsibility of new realism for
allowing this defeat.

Each union, each section under attack must fight its own
struggles. The left must prove its worth by building a class
struggle leadership, working to regenerate the class conscious-
ness and the spirit of solidarity which Kinnockism tried to
eradicate.

This underlines the importance of the July conference called
by the Socialist Movement Trade Union Committee, and the
October Conference of the Left called by the Socialist Move- .
ment. :

Organisation, education and agitation can help to clear away
the debris of new realism and rebuild the fighting strength of
the workers”’ movement. .
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Election News
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WITH THE DEPARTURE
of Neil Kinnock, the Labour
right is moving to rapidly
impose an undemocratic
selection procedure on the

Leadership
contest:

left stand?

Bryan Gould

party, with the aim of
forcing through John Smith
as the new leader.

In the present relationship of
forces in the party a left candi-
date couldn’t possibly win. But

any potential left candidate
faces the insuperable obstacle
of the undemocratic require-
ment that they be proposed by
at least 50 MPs. '

The election for a new leader
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should be the occasion for a
thorough debate about the dis-
astrous consequences of new
realism.

But by slipping through the
new election procedure, in the
wake of the Benn-Heffer
leadership challenge, the right
wing has prevented the possi-
bility of a democratic discus-
sion and debate.

How should the left re-
spond? First, the push foraspe-
cial one-day conference in the
early summer to elect a new
leader should be resisted. This
is a shot-gun procedure de-
signed to close down democ-
racy.

Second, the Campaign
Group MPs and other left
leaders should follow the

example of Arthur Scargill in
launching an all-out attack on
the new realist right.

Itis vital in the new situation
that the voice of the left is
heard, and that the debate is
not confined to the narrow
right-wing space between
Bryan Gould and John Smith.

Third, the left should launch
acampaigninthelabour move-
ment for the right to stand. The
undemocratic election proce-
dure is part and parcel of con-
tinuing strong-arm new realist
leadership on the party.
Whether or not a campaign for
the right to stand was success-
ful, it would point the finger
and expose whatthe right wing
is up to.

Big votes for
Nellist, Fields
and Sheridan

THE DECISION by Dave
Nellist and Terry Fields to
stand against official labour
candidates after being
expelled by the party was
more than vindicated by
their votes.

Dave Nellist in Coventry
South East got more than
10,000 votes, 29 per cent of the
poll, while the winning Labour
candidate got just over 11,000.
Nellist’s immense popularity
with the local labour move-
ment and voters was reflected
in this vote. Probably some
thousands of people who
would have preferred him as
the MP voted for the official
Labour candidate, worried by
the prospect of the Tories get-
ting in.

In Liverpool Broad Green,
where the political polarisa-
tion and the witch hunt have
gone much deeper than Co-
ventry, Terry Fields scored
nearly 6000 votes, around 14
per cent of the poll.

Poll tax

Jailed poll tax campaigner
Tommy Sheridan got more
than 6000 voted in Glasgow
Pollok, over 19 per cent of the
vote.

All these scores are remark-
able for non-Labour candi-
dates seenas part of the far left.
While Nellist and Fields had
the advantage of being the sit-
ting Labour MPs, Sheridan’s
vote represents the depth of
disillusionment with the poll

John Harris

Votes justified campaigns by Fields and Nellist

tax, and Labour’s abject perfor-
mance in Scotland in refusing
to back poll tax non-payment.

By comparison miserable
scores were recorded by small
far left groups, the low point
being 48 for Keith Thompson
of the RCP in Oxford East, and
56 by Brian Grogan of the
Communist League in South-
wark.

IMMEDIATELY after the
election result was known,
it became clear that the
national question will not
disappear from the political
agenda. Six Labour MPs,
including George
Galloway. Denis Canavan
and Gavin Strang took the
initiative to organise
demonstrations calling for a
referendum on self-rule for
Scotland.

Their Scotland United
group proposes a Campaign
for this objective including
civil disobedience.

Despite this initiative being
derided by Scottish Labour
and SNP leaders (SNP leader
Alex Salmond described it as
‘hot air’) several thousand
people joined a quickly-or-
ganised demonstration last

Scotland:
national
question still on
the agenda

Sunday, on the theme of “Scot-
land united against the Tories’.

The election result in Scot-
land did not confirm a fall in
sulpport for Scottish home-
rule. The Tories, by taking the
national question head-on,
managed to successfully mo-
bilise the ranks of backward
Unionism ijon Scotland, and
thus firm-up their vote.

Increased vote

The SNP vote increased,
despite the defeat of Jim Sillars
in Govan.

Labour’s vote in Scotland
actually fell. This is testimony
to the unpopularity of La-
bour’s opposition to poll tax
non-payment, and the gener-
ally ‘do nothing’ approach of
%bour’s Scottish leadership,
exemplified by -its refusal to

Donald Dewar

campaign to defend Raven-
scraig steel works from clo-
sure.

The net result was a loss of
votes to the SNP. The unpopu-
larity of official Labour politics
was also shown by the 6000
votes picked up by Militant’s
Tommy Sheridan.

That Labour held its posi-
tion in terms of MPs elected is
due to the fact that Labour was
given one last chance as the
party which could at least de-
liver a Scottish Assembly.

In Britain as a whole three
out of five voters did not vote
Tory. In Scotland it was four
out of five. Once again the
people of Scotland have an un-
wanted government imposed
on them.

Unionist vote.

and vote tactically.

Loyalist votes defeat
Gerry Adams

SINN FEIN leader Gerry Adams’ defeat in West Belfast at
the hands of the SDLP was the result aimost entirely of a
tactical shift by loyalist voters away from the official
Unionists towards the SDLP.

In fact Gerry Adams’ share of the vote actually went up from
41.2 per cent to 42.1 per cent. The7.8 per cent increase in theSDLP
vote was accounted for by the nearly 7 per cent drop in the

While the name ‘West Belfast’ conjures up an image of a
republican stronghold, in fact sections of the loyalist Shankill
Road area are in Adams’ constituency.

Adams was the victim of a big media campaign suggesting that
thousands of loyalists were ‘expected’ to shift voting allegiance

How votes swung for

the left

THE NEW intake of 40-odd La-
bour MPs is the result of careful
screening; hardly anyone with any
leftcredentials gotthrough the net.

Two who did, and seem likely the
join the Campaign Group are Billy
Etherington, formerly secretary of
Durham NUM, elected in Sunderland
North; and Alan Simpson, returned in
Nottingham South.

Labour Briefing supporter John
Wilton, standing against dame Jill
Knight in Edgbaston, achieved a 5.8
per cent swing, but failed to win by
4000 votes. Most of his extra votes
were picked up through a decline in

the Liberal Democrat vote.

Winning left candidates who
picked up big pro-Labour swings
were Jeremy Corbyn in [slington
North, where the Labour vote share
went up 7.5 per cent; Bernie Grant in
Tottenham where the Labour vote in-
creased 12.9 per cent; and Ken Liv-

ingstone where the Labour share

went up 10.2 per cent.

The highest percentage votes for
Labour (each between 67-70 per
cent) were in the mining constituen-
cies of Bamsley and Hemsworth in
Yorkshire; and several Glasgow and
South Wales constituencies.

BY 2am last Friday morning
millions of people were
utterly depresse and in a
thoroughly bad temper as

the election results came in.
Evidently none more than

Post-election blues

Labour Party General Secre-
tary Larry Whitty, who was ar-
rested on the way home and
charged with failing to stop,
drink driving and assaulting
the police.
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Editorial

Defeat means an end to old-style ‘new-realism’

O'iiTfiook

John Harris

In defence of class politics

EVERY SOCIALIST and every labour
movement activist knows in their heart
that last Thursday’s election defeat is
going to make things more difficult
more difficult to organise working class
resistance and more difficult to build a
socialist alternative.

Italso means the beginning of rapid political
changes in the labour movement. After the
1983 and 1987 poll defeats, the union bureau-
cracy and Labour leaders moved sharply to

} the right. With the departure of Kinnock this

will happen again, but in a totally different
way.

Socialist Outlook has persistently argued
that Kinnockism was a brittle construct, an
advertising executive’s creation, withnoideas
other than respectability and image; we also
argued that in or out of government it
would politically unravel. Now its emp-
tiness is obvious to everybody.

- But the ‘wide ranging enquiry’ being
talked about in the Labour leadership
will not reaffirm socialism. The right-
wing agenda is now being set by those
who argue that Labour on its own can-
not win.

This case was set out most clearly in a
keynote article by Will Hutton in last
Saturday’s Guardian. Simply summed
up its says that social changes make the
working class too small a base for an
assault on the Tories; class war is out.
What is needed is a new left-of-centre
realignment, which means a pact with the
Liberals.

In this scenario Labour must rapidly adopt
a position in favour of proportional repre-
sentation. It must embrace ‘communitarian
capitalism’. Most of all it must get rid of any
policies which frighten the middie classes.
Anti-Tory Britain, as ex-SDP ideologue David
Marquand puts it, must hang together or hang
separately.

The attractive power of such a course
should not be underestimated. What it has
going for it is that appears utterly realistic.
This kind of thinking can make huge inroads
not only into the ideas of the union bureau-
cracy, fed up with being shunned by govern-

E ment, but also into important sections of the

political left.
When the election results began to be de-

| clared last Friday morning the firstimpression

What next for union new realists? A partnership with the Liberals?

was that it would be a hung parliament, with
the Tories the largest party. Immediately Roy
Hattersley and other Labour leaders began to
talk of a ‘government of national unity and
consensus’ —a de facto coalition with the Libe-
rals.

The left is not going to be alone in deriding
Kinnockism and old-style new realism. And a
coalitionist project will have attractive power
becauseit correctly identifies amajor weakness
of old-style new realism — its lack of a "hege-
monic’ vision for imposing a new order on
Britain.

The new coalitionists are also right in ar-
guing there have been important social
changes under Thatcker, with the creation of
a larger middle class and a better-off working
class, deeply endebted through high mort-
gages and other credit commitments. The

issue is precisely how to create a new consen-
sus for radical social change, capable of mak-
ing deep inroads into the millions who voted
Conservative.

Indeed there are really just two internally
coherent responses to the debacle of Kinnock-
ism. The first is the new coalitionism, the sec-
ond is that defended by broad sections of the
hard left. The only answer to Kinnockism’s
critics from the right is to fight for the rebuild-
ing of working class combativity and a radical
socialist alternative capable of putting the
working class on the offensive.

For the working class is still hugely the mast
massive class in Britain. With that power mo-
bilised behind a labour movement on the of-
fensive, the hard-core pro-Tory forces in Bri-
tain would be exposed for the tiny minority
they are.

[n this new situation talk of a return to ‘tradi-

tional Labour values’ is profoundly ambigu-
ous. The model of the 1960s and "70s Labour
governments lacks all credibility; the failure of
those governments led directly to Thatcher-
ism. Only a vision much more radical is ca-
pable big social forces.

The new coalitionism is distinguished from
Kinnockism in that it will favour radical con-
stitutional reform —proportional repre-
sentation and Scottish devolution at least. So-
cialists should support constitutional reform;
but on its own, in the way often presented by
Charter 88, it easily fits into a project for capi-
talist modernisation.

What underlies the new coalitionism is a
fatalistic attitude to the relationship of social
forces in Britain. It takes for granted a demo-
bilised working class and a cowed labour
movement. Once these things are taken for

granted, a socialist alternative is in-
deed off the agenda.

There is no socialist way out of this
crisis without a remobilisation of
workers struggles, inevitably at first
defensive. With the collapse of Kin-
nockism millions of people under at-
tack from the Tories and the bosses

swill first a stark choice; either fight
Sor go under.

The argument of the union leaders
—wait for a Labour government—has
gone down the pan. Every fightback
in the new situation, no matter how
small, will pay immense dividends
in rebuilding confidence and combativity in
the working class.

Socialists face a long and hard battle in the
next period. What s crucial is that the socialist
left does not bend to ‘left’ or ‘right’ versions of
coalitionism. Both are a dagger pointed at the
heart of radical socialism and working class
independence.

The blame for the election defeat must be
put where it belongs, with Kinnockism and
new realism. But there is no future for social-
isminreplacing Kinnockism withevena‘radi-
cal’ pro-capitalist project.

When working class loyalties shifted from
the Liberals to the new Labour Party at the
beginning of this century, it represented an
important advance in creating an inde-
pendent labour movement. That will be putin
danger by the adoption of ‘anti-Tory consen-
sus’ coalitionist politics.
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Home News

Rebecca Naden/MJB

Divisions marred anti-BNP demo in East London

BNP’s
North
West
failure

THE BRITISH National Party’s
hopes of taking ‘great strides for-
ward in the North West' in the
general election ultimately came
to nothing.

Having pulled out of standing in
Manchester Gorton, it retreated to
neighbouring Rochdale, a traditional
stronghold which it hoped to use as
a stepping stone to the rest of the
region.

But even playing at home, anti-
racist pressure took its toll. Fe-
bruary’s BNP campaign faunch rally
was aborted due to mass action by
anti-fascists.

A projected election rally in Roch-
dale Town Hall was thwarted by the
council's decision to ban it from hold-
ing meetings in public venues.

Challenged

Ultimately it was forced to meet in
apub in an outlying area. Even these
modest efforts were challenged
when anti-fascists arrived en masse
both at the redirection point and the
venue itself.

The BNP managed to assemble a
mere 25 of its most ardent suppor-
ters, a sharp contrast to the 100-plus
tumout expected.

Some 150 supporters of Anti-Fas-
cist Action, the Anti-Nazi League and
other organisations besieged the
pub. The protest attracted many local
young people.

Police attacked the chanting dem-
onstrators; ten activists were ar-
rested, nine of them subsequently
charged with offences ranging from
‘obstruction’ to the more serious ‘in-
citement to violence’ and ‘affray’.

Despite the arrests, the outcome
was a real success for us and a total
failure for the fascists. The demon-
stration successfully carried out the
principle of ‘no platform for fascists’,
something anti-racists must strive for
every time the far right attempts to
organise.
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Fascists gain

from splits
among
opponnt

By Jeff Lowe

Splits within the anti-fascist
and anti-racist movement
are not only politically
disastrous; last week’s
mobilisation against the
British National Party in
east London proved they
can  be  physically
dangerous as well.

Local activists in the broad-
based Stop Tyndall - Stop The
Fascists Campaign (ST-STF)
spent weeks building a dem-
onstration againsta major BNP
election rally in support of its
leader’s candidature in Bow
and Poplar.

Shortly before the nazi meet-
ing on Monday 6, the ST-STF
affiliated Anti-Racist Alliance
decided to form an “Ad hoc
Committee” to organise the
demo.

Correctly, ST-STF decided
not to get involved in long ar-
guments, supporting, the com-
mittee despite its dubious orig-
ins.

The Anti-Nazi League, also
affiliated to ST-STF, initially
backed a common demonstra-
tion.

Within days it unilaterally
called on activists to picket the
fascist meeting directly, rather
than meet up with ST-STF and
ARA inthelocal Altab Ali park
and march on the venue. The
main effect was to split anti-

& fascist forces.

Despite this, there was sup-
posedly agreement on ste-
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Sam Inman

warding and a commonly-ac-
cepted senior steward. In prac-
tice, each organisation decided
on its own stewards and there
was no attempt to agree on
common actions once the mar-
chers arrived. There wasn’t
even any way of passing infor-
mation around.

Virtually the only agreed
move was the ARA and ANL
leaderships’ decision to end
the picket, taking about two
thirds of the 800 protesters
with them.

But that left those who
wanted to remain until the 100
or so nazis emerged at the
mercy of the police and poss-
ibly the BNP’s notorious
“bonehead’ thugs too. As a re-
sult a number of people were
arrested.

Incidentally, the fascists’
venue, York Hall, is owned by
Tower Hamlets’ racist Liberal

1 Democrat council, who
did not follow Labour
Rochdale’s stand of ban-
ning the BNP from mu-
nicipal premises.

ARA, ANL and Anti-
Fascist Action (barely
visible on the picket,
presumably preferring
their own methods of
fighting the far right) are
unlikely to resolve their
differences and build a
unified anti-fascist move-
ment in the near future.

But such disagree-
ments should not be
allowed to seriously en-
danger activists.

We have to argue inside all
the existing anti-fascist and
anti-racist organisations for ef-
fective and democratic deci-
sion-making and stewarding
procedures, and agreed com-
mon aims in united mobilisa-

Hunger
strike
reopens
frame-up
case

THE RACIST frame-up murder
convictions of Prem Sivalingham
and Sam Kulasingham could
soon be overturned after outgoing
Home Secretary Kenneth Baker
last week ordered a fresh police
inquiry into their cases.

The move comes after a two-
month hunger strike by Prem and
pickets of both the Home Office and
Wormword Scrubs prison, where the
men are being held, organised by
supporters of the two Tamils.

On 14th November 1986, a New-
ham, East London house inhabited
by Tamil refugees was firebombed,
killing three people. Police investiga-
tions connected the crime to a feud
between two rival local Tamil groups.

Arrests

Large numbers of Tamils were ar-
rested and interrogated, many claim-
ing police threatened deportation if
they failed to give information. Five
people were eventually charged with
murder.

At the trial in 1988, the prosecu-
tion case relied solely on two ‘wit-
nesses’ who claimed the defendants
had told them they were responsible.

The testimony was contradictory
and full of holes. The judge directed
that three defendants be acquitted,
but Prem and Sam were found guilty
and given life sentences.

Both men maintain their in-
nocence, and deny any involvement
in the murders. After a four year wait
for a hearing, the outgoing Chief Jus-
tice Lord Lane rejected their appeal
last February despite continuing
doubts about the witnesses’ credi-
bility. Sam Kulasingham went on im-
mediate hunger strike. .

On the evening of April 6th, Sam
agreed to start eating again after 55
days without food, longer than IRA
hunger striker Bobby Sands took to
perish in 1981,

Friends persuaded him that des-
pite the speed of his conviction, it was
going to take far longer to overturn it.
If Sam died, Prem would have
adopted the same tactic in the
struggle for justice.

While the Home Office have made
a concession by instigating an inquiry
from Essex police force, pressure
now needs to be built and main-
tained. Labour movementbodies are
urged to invite speakers from the
campaign and pass resolutions in
support of Prem and Sam.

Write to Kenneth Clarke, Home
Secretary, the Home Office, 50 St
Anne’s Gate, London SW1 and
Prem and Sam at Wormwood
Scrubs. For further information
contact the campaign c/o 23b
Mildmay Rd, London N1.

tions against the nazis.
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Home News

By Stuart Jenkins
In the aftermath of the
Tories election win, the
National Union of Teachers’

general secretary,
right-winger Doug
McAvoy, immediately

warned the press of the
danger of industrial action
by teachers.

In fact McAvoy will as usual
be doing everything possible at
next weekend’s NUT con-
ference to head off militant ac-
tion, at a time when thousands
of teachers face jobs losses, and
when Tory education reforms
threaten to throw education
back to the 19th century.

Fixed agenda

The first conference battle
will be over the agenda; the
conference arrangements com-
mittee has engineered a fix so
that all policy questions will be
dealt with first, but action deci-
sions will be relegated to a
couple of hours at tﬁe end.

Will teachers’
union fight Tory
attacks?

In the last couple of years
McAvoy has succeeded in sab-
otaging effectiveaction.In 1990
conference passed positions for
industrial action against re-
dundancies and local manage-
ment of schools, but none was
called.

Last year’s ballot on indus-
trial action against Standard
Assessment Tests (SATS) was
undermined by the extraordi-
nary wording of the ballot
paper, which warned teachers
of dire consequences if they
took strike action. Now SATS
have been extended to include
14 year olds as well as 7 year
olds.

The reactionary changes in
education are going to be fol-
lowed by thousands of redun-
dancies among teachers. The
background to redundancies is
the opting-out of schools to put
them in charge of their own
budgets, and the impact of poll
tax capping in the coming fin-
ancial year.

So far compulsory redun-

John Harris

dancies have been
largely avoided
by voluntary re-
dundancy and
redeployment.
Butthescale of the
cutbacks next year
makes this im-
possible: thou-

sands of teachers
will just lose their
jobs.

The NUT faces
a further chal-
lenge from the im-
pact of the Tory
victory. As more
and more schools
opt-out and
become em-
ployers, the ser-
vice will be frag-
mented.

Maintaining trade
unionism in this situation will
be a hard struggle.

Now that Labour has lost the
election, the Tories will push
on with their restructuring of
education.

aham Day B

The effects of that
are clear. Testing
and thenational cur-
riculum are under-
mining post-war
education reform,
reasserting class di-
visions among pu-
pils and impover-

ishing the content of
education all
around.

At the same time,
teachers’ pay and
conditions are being drastically
attacked.

Performance-related pay,
and regular appraisal of tea-
chers work will reinstate ‘pay-
ment by results’, a literal

Doug McAvoy’s leadership disastrous for NUT

throw-back to the 19th cen-
taury.

Flexibilty

Graham Day, the chief ex-
ecutive of British Aerospace,
who heads the Teachers Re-
view Body, has made it clear
that next on the agenda is a
move away from substantial
national pay increases towards
local ‘flexibility’.

The Doug McAvoy leader-
ShitP has shown itself prostrate
before the Tories’ attack on
education and teachers; now it
is about to show itself inca-
pable of defending the organi-
sational base of the union.

Knapp brings Underground
workers to brink of disaster

By Pete Williams
THE ‘new realism ' of RMT leader
Jimmy Knapp is now poised to cre-
ate the biggest disaster for London
Underground workers and their
trade unions since the war.

The RMT London Transport District
Council has been fighting since last
November against the company plan,
which proposes the loss of over 5,000
jobs — but is really about the destruc-
tion of sffective trade unionism on Lon-
don Underground. )

Management has consistently re-
fused to negotiate any aspect of the
plan and from its launch made it clear
that they were going to impose it, come
what may.

They were prepared to discuss im-
plementation with local union repre-
sentatives but the main planks of the
plan were only to be presentedto the
unions and were not up for discussion.

The RMT London District Council
immediately instructed its NEC repre-

sentatives Bob Crow and Dave Hatt to
argus for a policy of total opposttion to
the plan, no negotiations at local level
and for an industrial action baliot un-
less the company backed off.

Of course the company did not back
off. But the rank and file trade union
representatives also stood firm.

They went to presentations as in-
structed by management under the
existing machinery of negotiations but
refused to enter into any discussions.
Then in February the company de-
cided to test the resolve of the national
union leadership, by instructing key
groups of engineering supervisory staff
to apply for their own jobs.

Supervisors would now be called
‘team leaders’. Seniority in the grade
would no longer apply, and all suitable
LUL staff and outside applicants would
be considered.

The District Council sent its NEC
members back to demand an immedi-
ate ballot.

Dave Hatt broke the mandate and
supported a furious fight by Jimmy

Knapp to call off any balloting until after
the general election.

With the LUL District Council NEC
members split for the first time in fiving
memory, and with enormous pressure
being brought to bear by Knapp, the
NEC rejectedthe ballot call by 18 votes
to 2.

Knapp made much of the commit-
ments he had been given by John
Prescott — who of course was sup-
posed to be the next Minister of Trans-
port. As it happens the DC later got a
much strongercommitment through di-
rect pressure on Prescott himseif! After
9 Aprilthe activists have a mountain to
climb.

The NEC voted the day after the
election for a ballot for all out strike
action against the plan. This time the
vote was unanimous|

Balloting in the workplace takes
place from 22-29 April with another
week allowed for postal votes. The re-
sult will be known around 6 May.

All RMT members on London
Underground will be balloted. The

NALGO's executive elections saw
important defeats for the left. In
London leftwingers Jean Geldhart
and Chris Eades were defeated,
together with leading Morning Star
supporter lvan Beavis.

In the North West Militant suppor-
ter Roger Bannister from Knowlesly
branch was also defeated.

Despite the defeats suffersd by
NALGO through cuts and redundan-
cies, it seems unlikely that the basic
cause of these defeats is a sharp shift
to the right.

Rather it reflects the organisation
of the right wing, especially in the

NALGO election blow

London Metropolitan District, as op-
posed to the weakness of the organi-
sation of the left.

Left organisation in NALGO has
suffered from the lack of a viable
broad left, despite the large numbers
of left wingers in the union.

Organisational warfare between
the Militant and SWP, as well as the
persistent refusal of the various rem-
nants of the Communist Party to be
involved in left organisation, is at the
root of this problem.

Meanwhile the executives of
NALGO, NUPE and COHSE have
agreed terms for the proposed mer-
ger. The new union will be called Uni-

son. Merger is likely to be put to a
ballot of the three union memberships
in the autumn, and ‘vesting day’, the
creation of the new union, wil be inthe
spring of next year,

Unison will be the country's largest
union with 1.5 million members, two-
thirds of them women.

Despite ambiguity about the prin-
ciple of seif-organisation for op-
pressed groups, which has been won
in NALGO, the new union will imple-
ment ‘proportionality’ in leadership
slections, ensuring that a big majority
of the incoming exscutive will be
women.

Confedunions are aiso balloting. Utter-
ly predictably, ASLEF and TSSA are
not.

Management will undoubtedly
speed up imposition of parts of the plan
and will promise to sack anyone taking
strike action, as they did during the last
ballot in April 1991,

The District Committee organised a
mass meeting for Tuesday 14 Aprit to
mobilise for the ballot. We can only
organise from there for an all out fight.

Jimmy Knapp

THE
OCIALIST

MOVEMENT

Trade Union Committee

Resisting ‘New
Management

Techniques’
Unshackle the Unions .

Which way for socialists in the
unions?

Manchester

Saturday18 — Sunday 19 July

Speakers include: Arthur Scargill, Tony Benn MP,
Ronnie McDonald, OILC
Details:
Carolyn Sikorski 53a Geere Road, London E15
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Golden Fleece is no evidence that Jason is gay.

Home News

By Kerry Green
‘EACH OF US spent the en-
tire day listening to com-
rades being sexually
abused, before and after
our turn came’. This was
how women in Maghaber-
ry Prison described last
month’s brutal mass strip-
search.

For nearly ten years,
women Prisoners of War in
the North of Ireland have been
subjected to strip-searching.
But this latest attack is un-
precedented. The women
POWSs who resisted this mass
strip-search have now been
charged with assault.

Inastatement released after
the assaults, the women
describe how they endured
‘ten hours of sexual, physical
and psychological torture’ as
gangs of screws in riot gear,
and armed with batons and
shields, entered their cells.

Women’s Day

It would be horrific at any
time, but the Northern Ireland
Office (N1O) chose March 2 —
as the women were preparing
for International Women'’s
Day - to step up their attempts
at trving to force the women
into submission

The women weretold thata
search of the gaol was to take
place, and each would be sub-
jected to a strip-search.

Women described how the
screws dragged each POW
down, pushing her face to the
floor, and forcibly removing
her clothes until she was total-
ly naked.

All 21 women who resisted
sexual assault sustained in-
juries. One was temporarily
transferred to an outside
hospital and others are await-
ing tests to determine the ex-
tent of their physical injuries.

Psychological scars

As the statement explains
though, it is not just the physi-
cal aspect of the attacks that
women have to bear, but also
the pyschological scars that
are left.

Women now ‘have tospend
years in the very cells where
they were violated with such
vigorous enthusiasm’.

Stripsearching was intro-
duced in November 1982 at
the time of the hunger strikes.
It has been conclusively
shown to have no security
value. Only in the women's

aol are prisoners expected to
Sstrip totally naked when being
searched.

3 rzracular event

POWs charged after resisting strip-search

Defend
Maghaberry
women!

had nothing to do with
security was shown when one
woman was backed up by a
doctor in her refusal. She was
searched instead by medical
officers using metal detectors
— something the women say
they would not have objected
to.

A spokeswoman from the
London Irish Women's Sup-
port Group told Socialist Out-
look that tension in Maghaber-
ry has been high since last
year’s viscious assault on
Pauline Quinn, strip-searched
after being doubly bereaved.

The women themselves say
that the feeling of tension and
anger within the gaol is ‘im-
possible to describe’.

They say that since the
latest Governor has arrived at
the top-security prison,
women havebeen cut off from
each other through denial of
association; cut off from their
families through worsening
visiting conditions; cut off
from their communities by in-
creasing censorship of litera-
ture and letters.

The London Irish Women's
Support Group has called a
meeting on 12 May at the
Roger Casement Centre, St
Johns Way, London N19, to
discuss what course of action
to take.

Jason’s outing
fuels homophobia

By Sam Inman
WHY ANY lesbian or gay
man would see Jason
Donovan as an ideal gay
role model escapes me. But
some clearly did — they
‘outed’” him.

One magazine that covered
the story, The Face, now has to
meet huge damages for libel,
as does the article’s author, as-
sociate editor of the Pink Paper
Ben Summerskill.

Of course, far more reaction-
ary elements of the press had
also run stories around the na-
ture of Donovan’s sexuality.
But, as the man himself said in
court, one needs to keep on
good terms with the tabloids.

Donovan, always the nice
guy, tried toarguein court that

- it was not the accusation that

he was gay which offended
him. It was the accusation that
he had lied.

Not libellous

Even the judge agreed that
to be called gay is not libellous,
but to be called a liar is. This
explanation is itself a bit of a
fib.

Before the case got to court,
The Face offered to make a full
retraction and apology. In
turning this down, Golden
Boy and his promoters can
only have wanted the
publicity of a court case to
reassert his clearly dented
heterosexual identity.

His lawyer also made it
clear what he saw as
defamatory, ‘this sort of libel
tends to spread. Poison
spreads as people talk’.

QOutRage! were outraged
enoughto picket the courtover
the homophobia the case
generated. They were accom-
panied by throngs of adoles-
cent girls, whose motives were

- and strategy for building a

a million miles away from
combatting heterosexism.

Is ‘outing’ a legitimate tactic
in the fight for lesbian and gay
rights? Many socialists find
this a tricky question, after all
sexuality is a private affair —
isn’tit?

But saying that outing is out
of order in all circumstances is
a liberal response, not a
socialist one. It depends on
who is outed and why. It is
also a decision for lesbians and
gay men to take, as part of a
wider discussion on tactics

liberation movement.

It is perfectly obvious that
there are more than a few gay
men who would desperately
like Jason Donovan to be gay.

Closet

Who knows? The court case
proves nothing on this score —
it would not be the first time
that someone stays firmly
entrenched in the closet. But
being gay has nothing to do
with lemon-bleaching one’s
hair!

Who cares whether Jason
Donovan is gay or not? If heis,
he has obviously shown that
he’s prepared to use his money
and power to assert a comfor-
tably straight identity.

Why not first go for all those
closets in politics who consis-
tently use their political power
to attack other lesbians and

ay men, or those who refuse
to defend them?

But outing must never be
used merely to outrage. It can
only be done to expose closet
hypocrisy.

And as a tacticit is absolute-
ly vital that it is subordinate to
the overall aim of building a
mass campaign for lesbianand
gay rights that wins the solid
backing of the labour move-
ment.

JUST A WEEK before the elec-
tion, the Evening Standard ran a
front-page story ‘How can they do
this to a child?' about a decision to
place a young child in the care of
a lesbian with a criminal record.

Clearly, it was all about whipping
up homophobia in order to put
Labour-controlled Haringey council
on the defensive.

The Standard claimed that the
child had been taken from foster
parents and placed with the woman
because she was a black lesbian.

And what was the Labour
response? Leader of the council Toby
Harris passed the buck, saying that it
was aHigh Courtjudge who made the
decision and not the council.

True, the decision was taken by a
judge. But placement decisions al-
ways involve submissions from social
workers onthe welfare interests of the
child.

Social workers, employees of local
authorities, work within the

Cbuncil fakes cover
New tabloid war

on lesbians

framework of council policy. Haringey
does have a policy of equal oppor-
tunities for lesbians and gay men.
Toby Harris should have defended it.

In an attempt to stop the Standard
from running the story, Haringey
sought to win a High Court injunction.
They lost and costs were awarded
against the council. There is now to
be a High Court review of the
wardship proceedings, carried out
before 27 April.

it is highly likely that more
homophobia will be whipped up as
the case goes to court. But who will
be fighting it? The lesbian and gay
weekly Pink Paper — dominated by
the politics of gay mén — has not yet
seen it as an important enough issue
to cover.

The case is not only about defend-
ing an imprisoned lesbian mother, her
lover and her child—important though
that is. Anti-lesbian prejudice stirred
up in cases like this affects the lives
of all lesbians.
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By Eamonn Smith
PERU'’S president Fujimori
has carried out a military
coup, closing down both
houses of the Congress.

On Sunday evening the
army arrested hundreds of op-
position and trade union
leaders, as Fujimori
proclaimed a ‘Government of
National Emergency and
Reconstruction’. Alan Garcia,
president until last year and

leader of the main opposition

Peru heads for
civil war

APRA alliance, has gone into
hiding.

Last Monday Congress
deputies attempting to meet
were tear-gassed by troops.

Fujimori has denounced
‘corruption’ in the Congress
and among judges.

His real complaint against
the judges is that they have
recently freed suspected
leaders of Sendero Luminoso
(Shining Path), the semi-
Maoist guerrilla organisation.
Sendero controls large parts of
i the country; no
government has been
| able to inflict major
defeats on it.

Although Fujimori
won last year’s
presidential election,
he does not control the
Congress. Savage
s | austerity policies have
I reduced inflation but
worsened the already
‘| miserable situation of
thousands of im-
poverished city
dwellers and peasants.

Above all, Sendero
.| Luminoso remains an
| intractable problem for
Peru’s rulers. For more
than decade the or-
ganisation has met the

Oocia[i_st
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terror of the army with its own
terror, creating an impossible
situation for hundreds of
thousands of peasants caught
between the warring sides.

Repression

Now Sendero is extending
its influence and organisation-
al network in the towns, espe-
cially in the capital Lima. Part
of the reason for Sendero’s
growing success is both army
repression, and the failure of
the Peruvian left to create a vi-
able national] alternative.

Many peasants, faced with
army massacres, are forced to
choose one of the warring sides
for their own protection. Even

left wing intellectuals, former-
ly critical of Sendero, have
gone over to it as the only hope
against poverty and repres-
sion.

Sendero Luminoso is far
from the exemplary revolu-
tionary communist party its
apologists pretend it is. It is ut-
terly authoritarian, and has fre-
quently resorted to assassina-
tion of peasant leaders and
leftists who oppose it. It has
become deeply enmeshed in
the drugs trade as a source of
finance.

But Sendero continues to get
massive support because,
simply, it seems to work. Its -
military organisation and its
fanatical discipline have

enabled it to survive against all
attempts to crush it.

The danger now is that
Fujimori intends to try a
‘Guatemalan’ solution — a fear-
ful massacre of the peasantry in
areas controlled by Sendero.
Any such move would be met
by fearful counter-violence
from the guerrillas.

Fujimori’s coup, together
with the attempted coup in
Venezuela, shows the fragility
of the newly ‘democratic’
regimes in Latin America.
Austerity and the debt crisis,
and the effects of mass poverty
likethe cholera outbreak, could
easily force theruling classes in
the region to go fora new wave
of military coups.

Italy, Germany - far
right monsters grow

By Patrick Baker

Italy’s corrupt
‘partitocrazia’, the 4-party
coalition stretching from
Christian Democrats to
Socialists, was given a nasty
shock at the polls last Mon-

day, losing substantial

popular support. Only the
far-right Lombardy League
made major gains.

In years gone by, the Com-

munist Party would have been
the natural alternative. Not
long ago, the PCI was the
largest single party in the
country. But the collapse of
stalinism dealt the death blow
to what was already a party in
decline.

So the partitocrazia will con-
tinue, without an overall
majority of votes behind it, but
with enough seats to govern.
One option being discussed by

FOLLOWING his war
against Croatia, reactionary
Serbian leader Slobodan
Milosevic has unleashed
stage two of his plan to cre-
ate a ‘Greater Serbia’ — an
attempt to seize large areas
of Bosnia-Herzegovina.

The republic, whose inde-
pendence has just been recog-
nised by the EC, is ethnically
mixed between Croats, Serbs
and Muslims.

A referendum on inde-
pendence saw a huge majority
of Croats and Muslims voting
in favour.

Milosevic’s response has
been to launch an military of-
fensive to seize territory, while
(as in the war against Croatia)
he combines arming local Serb
militias with an advance of the
Serb-dominated Yugoslav
federal army.

Milosevic attacks
Bosnia-Herzegovina

Last Friday Bosnian presi-
dent Alija Izebegovicsaid 3000
people were being held
prisoner by Serb irregulars in
Zvornik.

The scene is being set for a
huge military attack on
Sarajevo, the Bosnian capital.
Unlike Croatia, Bosnian forces
are not well-armed and in a
position to fight back against
the federal army.

The basic issues in Bosnia
are identical to those in the
anti-Croatia war. The
degenerate Serb-nationalist
Milosevic leadership is
waging another aggressive
war to seize territory from a
people who want inde-
pendence.

Socialists must demand the
Withdrawal of the federal
army and defend Bosnia’s
right to self-determination.

the ruling coalition is to make
an approach to the major rem-
nant of the Communist party,
the so-called Party of
Democratic Socialism (PDS)
which got 16 per cent of the
vote.

The Party of Communist
Refoundation, the left wing
split from the PDS, got six per
cent in the parliamentary elec-
tions, but nearly 8 per cent in
elections for the Senate.

The traditional fascist party,
the Italian Social Movement,
(MS]) did not pick up votes.
DespiteAlessandra Mussolini’s
victory in Naples, achieved
after a campaign combining
page 3 pin-ups with reminisc-
ing about her grandad getting
the trains to run on time in the
good old 1930s, overall the MSI
got only 5%.

But the results of the right-
populist Lombardy League
were more impresisve. With a
national total of 9 per cent, the
League scored 20 per cent of the
vote in many towns in northern
Italy.

In Germany there were also
gains for the far right. With a
fertile breeding ground in the
east, racist attacks have been on
the increase for some time.

Now they are clearly begin-
ning to transfer into votes and
gain ground in the west, with 11
per centand 15 seats for the far
right in Baden Wurttemburg.

The far right's growth, and
the weakening of Helmut
Kohl's government, has led to a
flurry of speculation over
whether Kohl’s CDU and the
social democratic SPD will form

Helmut Kohl

a ‘grand coalition’. This is hard-
ly likely, other than perhaps on
a local level.

Such a coalition would be
anything but grand. Whichever
party was dictating the agenda,
it would be a weak and amor-
phous bloc. And it is the last
thing that is needed to beat back
the far right Republikaner and
DVU (German People’s Union).

Given that any such coalition
would mean more of the same
in terms of the economic crisis in
the east, it would be more likely

to exacerbate the problem.

But the far right do need to be
fought. And Germany is a long
way from building the mass
movement that is necessary to
beat back the thieat. SPD ac-
tivists would be better occupied
in this than in trying to hatch
deals with the CDU.

Otherwise Republikaner
leader Franz Schonhuber’s
prediction ‘Today they are
1,000, tomorrow 10,000, and the
day after tomorrow 100,000’
could prove true.
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John Harris

Kinnockite values: a sunken empty vessel

Centre Stage

Next suits didn’t give them the next government

"...The election was not just lost during the campaign. It was
a result of the decade-long imposition of new realism.

The new realist Labour and trade union leaders, by failing to
back working class struggles like the historic miners’ strike,
by conceding the political debate on the market economy to
the Tories, by undermining working class confidence and
combativity everywhere, totally undermined any project for

radical social change...’

The debacle of new realism

THE ELECTION result shock-
ed the expectations of the
whole labour movement.
After 13 years of Tory attacks
Kinnock’s New Model
Labour Party was incapable
of generating the real crusade
needed to force the Tories
out. Here PAUL CLARKE
looks at the reasons for the

defeat.

Atthe end of the campaign there was
a huge turnout. Clearly the Tories
succeeded, with the help of the
tabloid press, in bringing about a
reactionary mobilisation of sections
of the middle class, and better off
sections of the working class. These
people felt that despite recession
they had done well out of the 1980s,
and had no confidence in Labour to
stabilise the economy.

The Tory campaign against the
danger of tax increases, and their offen-
sive against the Liberal Democrats
played a role here. The decline in the
Liberal Democrat vote generally meant
a swing to the Tories.

Mobilised

Major’s Conservatives succeeded,
through their campaign against the
dangers of a Labour government, in
massively mobilising their base. In
retrospect, even their campaign in Scot-
land against the dangers of devolution,
hugely mobilised the middle class forces
of reactionary Unionism. &.

After the low-points of 1983 and 1987

itwould have been astounding if Labour
had not won seats. What has to be ex-
plained is that despite recession, after
the poll tax, after the cutbacks in the
NHS, and after attacks which millions of
people suffered, the Labour campaign
was unable to fundamentally shift the
situation.

No philosophy

The basicissue is the policies, the form
of campaign and the overall credibility
of the Labour leadership. Kinnockism
and Labour new realism were con-
structed for one thing, and one thing
only: to win a general election. In fact
Kinnockism is without any deep
philosophy or project for renewing
society; it is the brittle construction of
advertising experts and ‘spin doctors’.

The much-vaunted ‘modernisation’ of
the Labour Party has narrowed the real
gap on policy between the parties to a
narrow band within the same overall
political outlook. ‘

In the election campaign this resulted
in obvious incoherence in Labour’s
political answers. Numerous examples
could be given. Kinnock and John Smith
claimed there would be no increase in
interest rates, which would immediately
reduce living standards. But by
proclaiming loyalty to the European ex-
change rate mechanism (ERM) they
signed away control of any deflationary
EOHEY dictated by the German Bundes-

ank.

This incoherence was perhaps a little
obscure for most electors. There were
much more important ones. Labour ar-
gued that it would rebuild the NHS,
public services, education and industry.
But no explanation of the funds for this

process was forthcoming. The argument
that these things would be financed by
‘growth’” was not convincing. Anybody
with any sense knew that Labour had no
answers to the recession.

Irrespective of the Tory offensive on
tax cuts, millions of employed workers
doubted that Labour would deliver
them better living standards, or manage
recession any better than the Tories.
Probably mostly voters thought Labour
would find a way of putting a few more
resources in the NHS. But marginal
altruism could not win out over hard-
headed economic calculation.

Just glitz

So overall what Labour’s campaign
lacked, for all its glitz and professional
presentation, was a clear-cut alternative
to the Tories, a realistic project for
reconstructing Britain on a socialist
basis. This was not just a fault of cam-
paign presentation or timing; it is in-
built in the whole basis of Kinnockism
and new realism.

Indeed the election was not just won
or lost during the campaign. It is the
outcome of the whole decade-long process of
imposing new realism in the labour move-
ment.

The new realist Labour and trade

union leaders, by failing to back working

class struggles like the historic miners’
strike, by conceding the political debate
on the market economy to the Tories, by
undermining working class confidence
and combativity everywhere, totally un-
dermined any project for radical social
change.

The result of new realism has been the
fall in trade union membership by one

third since 1979, and the departure of

tens of thousands of activists from the
Labour Party. All the most determined
fighters against Toryism—-the miners, the
people of Scotland and elsewhere defy-
ing the poll tax, those who wanted to
resist rate capping- have been spurned
and witch hunted.

By demoralising and attacking the
most fervent fighters against the Tory
attacks, the Kinnockites and union new
realists have sapped the will to resist. By
conceding political argument after
political argument they have disarmed
themselves in front of media hostility to
socialism and radical alternatives.

This has had a lamentable effect on the
whole culture and combativity of the
labour movement, and cut it off from
many sectors of workers, especially
youth. There are millions of young
people, millions of people in service in-
dustries, and many of the poorest and
most oppressed, who have neverbeenin
aunion, and whodon’tsee therelevance
of the labour mevement to their
problems.

On election night John Prescott,
shadow transport minister, was asked
whether Labour’s campaign presenta-
tion had obscured rather than clarified
the differences 