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anti-capitalist uprising

The mass armed uprising which won
this year showed why the United States and European
(o expand NATO into eastern Europe — becausc the new capitalist
the region are too weak to confront
and will be even less able Lo do so if a Communist g
power in Russia.

The 6.000-strong Itatian-ic
more than 100,000 twoops in a countr
large imperialist military operation w
popular, mass. armed insurrection against a cap
since the second world war. The insurgents rapi
the country. The Albanian army and police symp athised more with
uprising than with the government. A network o
took control of the south, establishing territ
rapidly expanding northwards.

Berisha would have been overthrown,
ensure that, whether or not Berisha stayed in power as
capitalist state apparatus was rebuilt.

it was logical that Albania, the poorest country in
first eastern European state in which the impact of the re-
capitalism provoked a mass uprising. The spark
explosion was the collapse of government backe
virtually every family in the country had inve
the population was left destitute.

The proliferation of the pyramid schemes was presided over by a
government which was the United States’ most
eastern Europe. Under the Sale Berisha regime
pases for US operations over the former Yugosl
significant military aid, the highest per cap
European state and massive political support.

US and EU ambassadors spoke from the platform o
ralties in 1992. They did not object to the jailing of central
banning of the overwhelming majority
main opposition party the — former COmmunis

Having been prevented from removing Beris
population took Lo the streets when the pyramid s
closed down all opposition media and ordered the mi
demonstrators. Instead, his state apparatus shattered agains
into a mass insurrection.

The peoples’ demands were simple — remoy

The goal of the i
an individual

d pyramid schemes

Albania provided air

t — Socialist Party.

litary to shoot

ds the US and the EU Jaunched an internati
nia. They intervened to dr

supporting these deman
campaign against ‘anarchy’ in Alba
opposition Soci
jailing their Jead
Party leaders suppo
upon the population ©
Committees, and rejected
capitulation by the national level leadership of the oppo

ers and rigging the electi
rted the call for foreign military in
give up their a
demands for Berisha’s resignation. Even

rmed when Berisha pushed an electoral

mise his party’s advantage

Their good sense was confi
through parliament to maxi
to reverse this by threatenin
down under US and EU pressure.

Albania was not the eruption 0
i started as a mass popular movement to remove a government resp
for robbing much of the population of their life savings. All foreign
should be withdrawn so that the Albanian pe

Albania — a mass, armed

control of a third of Albania in March
Union are determined

a really mass movement of the people
overnment comes {0

d force in Albania would be equivalent to

y with Britain’s population. Such a

as the only way to defeat the first
italist government in Europe
dly won control of a third of

f ‘Salvation Committees’
orial dual power which was

Without outside military intervention Albania’s right wing president Sale

ntervention was to

Europe, should be the
introduction of
which ignited the social

sted its savings. A large part of

favoured client regime in

avia. In exchange it received
ita foreign aid of any east

f Berisha’s election
leaders and the
of parliamentary candidates of the

ha by democratic means, the
chemes cotlapsed.

t what turned

al of Berisha, democratic
elections and compensation for the victims of the pyramid frauds. Instead of

aw the

alist Party into a coalition with the regime responsible for
ons. On this basis the Socialist
tervention, called
rms and disband the Salvation

sition the population
in the south stood firm — refusing to disarm until its demands were met.

s. The opposition tried
g to boycott the 29 June elections but backed

f anarchy. Whatever direction it now takes,

ople can finish what they began.
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Votes on 1 May —
A Tory collapse, not a Labour

landslide

The 1 May general election did not simply close 18 years of Con-
servative government, It brought to an end an entire era in British
politics — a 111 year-long political party system based on the
dominance of the Conservative Party.

This assertion may cut against the grain of the media cover-
age — which has been mesmerised by the scale of Labour’s ma-
jority in parliament — but it nonetheless corresponds to the facts.

On 1 May Labour won its biggest parliamentary majority in
history — an overall majority of 179 seats. But it did so with a
share of the UK vote, at 43.2 per cent, which does not remotely
qualify as record-breaking. The party won a larger proportion of
the vote in 1945, 1950, 1951, 1955, 1959, 1964 and 1966 — that
is in every single general election between 1945 and 1966 (figure
1). That included three elections which it lost and Harold Wil-
son’s 44.1 per cent in 1964 which gave him a majority of just
four seats.

What explains the disparity between Labour’s relatively mod-
est share of the vote and its enormous majority of MPs, is the
melt-down of the Conservative Party. That was the event of truly
historic significance which occurred on 1 May. The Tories were
reduced to 165 MPs, their lowest tally since 1906 — less than
the margin of Labour’s overall majority. But even more signifi-
cant was the Tories’ share of the vote. At 30.7 per cent, the Con-
servatives were reduced to their smallest total since 1832. The
fact that it was the collapse of the Tory Party, not Labour’s share
of the vote, which gave Labour its record number of seats, means
the result cannot be attributed to Tony Blair’s policy — it would
have won as easily under John Smith or even Bryan Gould. That

it was not enthusiasm for New Labour which produced the land-
slide in seats is further confirmed by the turnout — overall the
smallest since 1935 with nine out of ten of the lowest turnouts in
safe Labour seats.

The Tories’ electoral collapse was on a scale which simply
could not be a one-off event — it marked the end point of an
immense long term political process - the 140 year rise and
then decline of the modern Conservative Party (figure 2).

The modern Conservative Party came into existence in 1859
— following the split over repeal of the Corn Laws. Its starting
point was a landlord core based in the English countryside. Suc-
cessive layers of every reactionary and archaic force in British
society were then added to create an utterly reactionary political
party designed to confront the two biggest threats British capital-
ism faced right up to the first world war — the first working

class in the world and mass opposition

to its rule in Ireland.
Starting from the southern English

m O

countryside the Conservative Party con-
quered the rest of the country bit by bit
— achieving total dominance in the
north west and London by the end of the
nineteenth century, breaking through
into the West Midlands with the split of
the Liberal Party over Irish Home rule
in 1886 and winning its first majority of
Scottish seats in the Boer War election
of 1900. Its vote peaked at 55 per cent
in 1931.

After 1931 the Tory Party’s share of
the vote declined inexorably in what
became virtually a mirror image of the
curve of its ascent. First, the Tories were
driven out of the non-English parts of
the United Kingdom. The Conservatives’
lowest votes on 1 May were in Northern
Ireland with 1.2 per cent, Scotland with
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Figure 1
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17.5 per cent and Wales with 19.6 per
cent — compared to 33.7 per cent of
the vote in England.

The Conservative and Unionist Party
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Percentage of Vote

orientation of British imperialism with-

60

567

out a total upheaval in the political party
system which accompanied it.

After 1964 the Tories were out of
power for 11 of the ensuing 15 years.
When the Labour governments elected
in those years squandered their political
support by wave after wave of pay re-
straint and finally IMF inspired cuts in
public spending, Margaret Thatcher
came to power in 1979 and made a last
ditch attempt to stem the Tory decline.
The historical balance-sheet is that she
failed. North Sea oil revenues to the tune
of £100bn allowed her to slow but not
reverse her party’s decline — every elec-
tion from 1979 to 1992 was won with a
lower share of the vote than the previ-
ous one.
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' On 1 May this decline finally became
1997 | an electoral rout. What turned quantita-
tive decline into qualitative collapse was
the depth of the recession caused by the

T T T T T T
1974 1987

1966 1979

had lost its base in Northern Ireland by February 1974 with the
split away of the Ulster Unionists.

On 1 May this year, for the first time in its history the Con-
scrvative’s did not win a single seat in Scotland and, for only the
second time, was also thrown out of every seat in Wales.

Within England, the Tories bave been comprehensively de-
feated in the major cities — leaving them today once again re-
duced to a party of the English countryside and suburbs.

By 1979 the Tories had lost every seat in Liverpool. They were
driven out of Glasgow in 1983, Manchester in 1987 and Leices-
ter and Nottingham by 1992. On 1 May the Tories lost every seat
in Leeds, Sheffield, Bristol, Coventry, Newcastle, Plymouth and
Wolverhampton. They are left with just one seat in Birmingham
and 11 out of 74 in London.

In this historical perspective Margaret Thatcher’s abolition of
the GLC and the Metropolitan counties can be seen as nothing
more than a King Canute-style attempt to stall — by abolishing
disagreeable elections — an inexorable historical process of de-
cline.

In terms of the English regions the same process is clear. To-
day the Tories are the largest party in just three out of the nine
standard English regions — the south east (excluding Greater
London), the south west and, by a margin of just 0.4 per cent,
East Anglia.

The material basis of this curve of the rise and fall of the Con-
servative Party was the rise and then decline of classical British
imperialism based on overseas expansion and an income from
overscas investment sufficient to ameliorate many of the contra-
dictions within British society — the real basis of ‘one nation’
Conservatism. This reached its peak on the eve of the first world
war and has been eroded ever since.

During and after the second world war, having lost its posi-
tion as the leading world power, British imperialism attempted to
shore up its imperial orientation by sheltering as a junior partner
under the wing of the United States. But the role of the US in
pulling the plug on the Anglo-French invasion of Egypt during
the Suez crisis of 1956 showed that the fundamental goal of the
US was to replace, not prop up, the European colonial empires.

After Suez, British imperialism began its most fundamental
strategic reorientation in a century -— towards integration into
the emerging west European capitalist bloc which has become
the European Union. That has inevitably provoked a crisis of the
political party which had risen to dominance on the basis of Brit-
ain’s previous world imperialist role — the Tory Party. It has
proven impossible to carry through a fundamental strategic re-

Major government’s entry into the Ex-
change Rate Mechanism of the European Monetary System. The
impact on living standards was such that Kenneth Clarke’s ef-
forts to stoke up a consumer boom over the last two years simply
could not eradicate its political effects. Exit polls on 1 May showed
that 38 per cent of voters thought their living standards had fallen
over the previous five years, compared to just 25 per cent who
thought they had risen.

The violence of the recriminations which immediately broke
out within the Tory party on the night of the vote simply reflected
the scale of what had happened.

A long term view of the political party system also makes clear
why the Tories’ collapse did not produce an equivalent rise in
Labour’s share of the vote, as opposed to seats in parliament, on
1 May.

British capital has not sat idly by while its chief political in-
strument — the Tory Party — has unravelled. It has started to put
in place the elements of a new political party system to carry out
the scale of attack on the British working class which will be
necessary to make British capitalism competitive within the Eu-
ropean Union without dismantling the economic distortions left
over from the country’s imperial world role. John Major has al-
ready shown through the ERM debacle that the Tory Party alone
is simply not socially powerful enough to do that.

The goal is to create a new political system in which the fun-
damental economic orientation demanded by the most powerful
sections of British capital is insulated from disruption by any
democratic process.

The first element has been to build up new political parties to
ensure that the collapse of the Tory Party does not result in La-
bour becoming totally dominant. As figure 3 shows, since the
middle of the 1950s a second directly capitalist party — the
modern Liberal Party — has systematically built up its share of
the vote, rising from just 2.6 per cent in 1951 to 16.8 per cent on
1 May. In addition, in Scotland, the SNP, which did not exist in
1951, took 22.1 per cent on 1 May.

The Liberals are not a ‘middle class’ party — as some in the
labour movement fondly imagine — they are the party of big
capital orientated most firmly to participation in European capi-
talist integration — the British equivalent of continental parties
like the German Free Democrats. The SNP have precisely the
same fundamental orientation to the EU.

The Liberal Democrats and SNP have been built up by slicing
away chunks of the Labour Party’s support locally and nation-
ally. The largest slice to date being the defection of the Social
Democrats, which in 1983 gave the Liberal Democrats their larg-
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est share of the vote in 60 years. While they are in reality parties
of big capital, the Liberal Democrats and even more so the SNP,
present themselves as to the left of Labour on issues like the NHS
and taxation, in order to chop into Labour’s base of support. This
will be a major threat to Labour’s vote under a government which
betrays its voters’ expectations.

But what the experience of the SDP split also demonstrated
was that, contrary to the media hype of the time, the Liberals do
not have a social base powerful enough to replace the Labour
Party.

Therefore the second element of the re-organisation of British
politics is to attempt to transform the Labour Party itself into a
social democratic party on the model of other west European social
democratic parties — which means qualitatively reducing the
influence of the rank and file and the trade unions over policy
and the parliamentary party. This is the goal of the Labour into
Power project. Its ultimate completion would require the state
funding of political parties, ending the union vote within the party
and the destruction of the Labour left. This is the battle which

Tony Blair has started.

The third element of the new political system which capiza is
trying to force onto the agenda is the insulation of crucial zress
of economic policy-making from any form of ever pari:armer-
tary accountability — because policies so harsh are epviszged
that any politician subject to democratic election would find Tem
difficult to sustain, Gordon Brown'’s surrender of the pewer 12 s
interest rates to the Bank of England is a crucial step ir. this dwec-
tion. Participation in European Monetary Union wouid take o
still further.

Finally, the coping stone necessary to cement this emerging
new political system in place would be proportional represezia-
tion. PR would make it possible for the supporters of big Eurc-
pean oriented capital — in the Tory, Liberal Democrat. Labour
and Scottish Nationalist parties — to concert their votes across
party lines in parliament. Tony Blair’s manifesto commitment t@
a referendum on electoral reform gives him an option for hang-
ing onto to government office, in coalition with the Liberal Deme-
crats, by introducing PR when Gordon Brown and Frank Field's

policies produce the inevitable denoue-

ment with the electorate. The Econo-

mist and the Financial Times, have al-
ready joined the Guardian and Ob-
server in advocating this course. But,
by inaugurating a ‘European’ political
system and increased political influ-
ence this could also result in both par-
liamentary representation for the ex-
treme right and for a party to the left of
New Labour.

Having helped throw the Tory Party
back 165 years, the British working
class now faces political challenges on
a level it has not confronted this cen-
tury. The direction politics now takes
will be enormously influenced by how

50
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rapidly the left wing of the labour
movement re-orients to deal with the
scale of political attack it will face with
Tony Blair in government.

Zalre —

imperialism’s puppet falls

The fall of Mobutu Sese Seko in Zaire brings an end to a corrupt,
reactionary regime which has been a key puppet of western im-
perialism in Africa for the last three decades. Mobutu, whose sei-
zure of power was organised by the west after the US backed
assassination of the left wing Prime Minister Patrice Lumumba
in 1961, has presided over the economic destruction of Zaire, a
country richer than South Africa in mineral resources. The US,
French and British governments were perfectly aware that Mobutu
wag using his presidency to plunder his country, amassing a per-
sonal fortune, estimated by the US Treasury to have reached $4bn
in the mid-1980s. In addition, Mobutu owns property and com-
pany shares across western Europe. As Mobutu stole his personal
fortune the people of Zaire were plunged into desperate poverty.
By 1994 World Bank figures showed that Zaire’s economy had
shrunk to its 1958 level while the population had tripled to 45
million, With per capita GDP below $100, living standards were
65 per cent lower in 1993 than 1958, If Zaire had sustained its

growth rate prior to Mobutu, GDP per capita would be $1,400.

All this was known and backed by western governments, be-
cause Mobutu was a ruthless, anti-communist and pro-imperial-
ist stooge in central Africa. Mobutu was used as a base from which
to organise war on anti-imperialist struggles across central and
southern Africa, particularly in the mid-1970s against the national
independence movement in Angola. As Leo Tindemans, ex-prime
minister of Belgium, put it ‘When Angola was coming under
Cuban influence Zaire was considered a fortress that could be
trusted. The policy of the west, led by the US, was to help Mobutu
as much as possible.” Now Swiss banks, where the bulk of
Mobutu’s money is believed to be held, have frozen his assets
they should be given back to the people of Zaire.

It remains to be seen how the new regime headed by Laurent
Kabila will deal with imperialism, but the defeat of the west's
prime puppet, Mobutu, is a step forward for the people of Zaire
and potentially the entire continent.
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bour Party in the general elec-
tion was very low overall, at
52,110, at the same time the
results confirmed that the SLP
is in a position to attract sup-
port in the context of an un-
popular right wing Labour gov-
ernment pursuing anti-working
class policies.

The total SLP vote of
52,110 with 64 candidates,
works out at an average 1.85
per cent of the vote. However
significantly higher votes were
scored in a small number of
seats.

In three seats the SLP won
more than 5 per cent of the
vote, and retained their de-
posit. The highest vote, in East
Ham, was 2,697, or 6.8 per
cent, followed by Cardiff Cen-
tral with 2,230 votes, 5.3 per
cent, and then Newport East
— where Arthur Scargill fought
the seat against ex-Tory MP
Alan Howarth — with 1,951
votes, 5.2 per cent of the vote.

In a further 10 seats the SLP
won more than 1000 votes, al-
though the percentage share
was lower than 5 per cent. In
two of these the SLP candidates
won more than two thousand
votes — Dudley North, with
2,155 and 4.5 per cent, and
Ealing Southall with 2,107, and
3.9 per cent.

For the remainder, in 13

seats the SLP won less than 1
per cent of the vote and in 31
less than 2 per cent.

These results undedine that
for the overwhelming majority of
voters In the general election
the single goal was to get the
Tories out by electing a Labour
government. Even with Tony
Blair leading the Labour Party
anything else appeared to be a
distraction from that goal.

That is why the SLP did sig-
nificantly less well than in re-
cent by-electlons.

Refusing to call for the elec-
tion of a Labour government,
even for a Labour vote where
there was no SLP candidate, did
not help elther. The claim in the
March/April 1997 issue of the
SLP newsletter, Socialist News,
that New Labour is ‘Indistin-
gulshable from the original Lib-
eral Democrats’ Is false. Al-
though Tony Blair's policyis no
better than the Liberals, Labour
is a social democratic party
based on the labour movement.
Glven that the SLP is far from
being strong enough to form a
govemment ltself, voting Labour
was the only way most voters
could reject the directly capital-
ist parties In the general elec-
tion.

That is also why the expenr-
ence of Tony Blair in office Is the
only way in which the great ma-
Jority of the labour movement ks
golng to come to see what Is

Gains for women could

prove short lived

In addition to electing an his-
| toric number — 101 —
women MPs, Labour succeeded
in closing the gender gap in vot-
ing in this general election. In
1992 exit polls showed that only
35 per cent of women voted La
bour. This compared with 37 per
cent of men.

The increased number of
women MPs still leaves the Par-
liamentary Labour Party made up
of only 24 per cent women mem-
bers and the House of Commons
as a whole with 18 per cent of
MPs being women, lower than
parliaments in Spain, Germany,
Austria, Holland, Denmark and
Sweden. At least 33 of the new
women MPs elected were origi-
nally selected through an all-
women shortlist. However, follow-

ing the failure to appeal the
Leeds Industrial Tribunal ruling,
this policy was dropped and has
not been replaced with any other
mechanism.

In addition, a large number of
the new women Labour MPs were
elected in seats which experi-
enced some of the biggest
swings from the Tories. These
included Basildon, Blackpool
North, Castle Point, Romford,
Swindon South, and several oth-
ers, where there were swings of
more than 14 per cent. That is,
much higher than the average
swing, in England, of 10 per cent.
So some of the women elected
are in the most vulnerable seats,
and with women-only shortlists
gone there is no longer any
mechanism to force up the

wrong with his policies. As they
do so, support for those arguing
for a serfous socialist altemative
inside and outskle the Labour
Party will be strengthened.

.In those conditions, two or

SLP to put left pressure on La-
bour which means they may well
reach 510 per cent in some hy-
elections. But that was never
going to happen in a general
election where the Issue was

three years into a Blair govern- | ending 18 years of Tory rule by
ment, some voters are going to | pytting Labour into office.
reason that it is useful to vote By Louise Lang
SLP votes
East Ham 2697 6.8%  Newcastle upon Tyne 642 1.5%
Cardiff Central 2,230 5.3%  East and Wallsend
Newport East 1,951 5.2% Poplar & Canning 557 1.4%
Dudley North 2,155 4.5%  Town
Ealing Southall 2107 3.9% - Sheffield Brightside 482 1.4%
Bradford West 1,551 3.4% Cunninghame South 494 1.4%
Birkenhead 1,168 3.0%  Manchester Gorton 501 1.4%
Lewisham Deptford 996 3.0%  Bolton North East 676 1.4%
Oldham West & 1,311 29%  Colne Valley 759 1.4%
Royton Blackburn 637 1.3%
Bamsley East & 1,213 2.8%  Brent East 466 1.3%
Mexborough Ealing Acton & 635 1.3%
Bolton West 1,374 2.8%  Shepherds Bush
Vauxhall 983 2.5%  Leicester South 634 1.3%
Manchester Central  B10 2.4%  Coventry North East 597 1.2%
Camberwelt 685 2.4%  Cunninghame North 501 1.2%
& Peckham Southampton lichen 628 1.2%
Don Valley 1,024 2.4%  Birmingham . 483 1.2%
Newcastle 1,082 2.2%  Sparkbrook & Small Heath
under Lyme Hornsey & 586 1.1%
Swansea West 885 2.2%  Wood Green
Motherwell & Wishaw 797 2.2% Leicester West 452 1.1%
Cannock Chase 1,120 2.1%  Lewisham West 398 1.1%
Wythenshaw & 957 2.1%  Leeds North East 468 1.0%
Sale East Sedgefield 474 1.0%
Wolverhampton SE 689 2.0%  Leicester East 436 1.0%
Doncaster Central 854 2.0%  Scunthorpe 399 1.0%
Llanelli 757 1.8% Bethnal Green & Bow 413 0.9%
Maidstone & 979 1.8%  Norwich North West 482 0.9%
The Weald Pontypridd 380 0.8%
Leeds Central 656 1.8%  Erewash 496 0.8%
liford South 868 1.7%  Oldham East & 470 0.8%
Coventry North West 840 1.7%  Saddleworth
Knowsley North & 857 1.7%  Brighton Kemptown 316 0.7%
Sefton East Leeds North West 335 0.7%
St Helens North 832 1.7%  Stockport 255 0.6%
Bristol East 766 1.6%  Bristol West 244 0.4%
Cambridgeshire NE 851 1.5%  Newbury 174 0.3%

number of women candidates.
Tony Blair's policies are going
to hit women particutarly hard.
This is the meaning of a low na-
tional minimum wage with
women constituting the bulk of
low paid workers, Frank Field’s
‘radical reform’ of the welfare
state threatening to deny single
mothers unemployment benefits
when their youngest child
reaches four and attacks on the
' state pension. Women live longer
on average than men to find their
pension entitlements under-
mined by low pay in their work-
ing lives and interruptions to care
for children: millions of women
will be unabie to afford the pri-
vate pensions advocated by Field.
One of the newly elected 101,
Patricia Hewitt, called for the ex-
tension of Labour’s ‘welfare to
work’ policies to 1one mothers,
partners of unemployed men and
those on family credit...[who] live
off benefit’, adding ‘why

6

shouldn’t Welfare to Work em-
brace anyone now on weifare who
is able to work?’ (Guardian 13
May).

Such policies promise a night-
mare for millions of women. This
will provoke a reaction from women
in society, in the unions and L&
bour Party, and even in the PLP.
But the Labour right has steadily
attacked the selforganisation of
women in the party’s ranks, mak-
ing the women'’s conference bien-
nial, and organising ‘training’
events instead. The Labour into
Power proposes to abolish the
women’s section of the NEC.

But women are not an insig-
nificant social force — as La-
bour's defeats in every election
from 1979 through 1992 forced
it to understand — they are the
majority of society. Opposition to
attacks on women’s wages, wel-
fare rights and social position will
inevitably find political expres-
sion.
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Seats won by Liberal Democrats from

Conservatives

Constituency No. of votes by which Referendum Party vote
Conservatives lost

Winchester 2 1598

Kingston and Surbiton 56 1470

Somerton and Frome 130 2449

Eastlelgh 754 2013

Weston-Super-Mare 1274 2280

Lewes 1300 2481

Colchester 1581 1776

Taunton 2443 2760

Anfti-abortionists’

election push flops

Although the ProLife Alli-
ance (PLA)} gained sub-
stantial publicity during the elec-
tion campaign, their media ma-
niputation did not succeed in fur-
thering their anti-abortion cru-
sade. Some of the new MPs will
refuse to support a woman’s
right to choose, but anti-abortion-
ists have nonetheless lost some
of their most vociferous support-
ers, The Catholic Herald said that
‘Pro-life groups differ in their es-
timates ofthose MPs who could
be expected to vote against abor-
tion to have lost their seats, from
over 200 to perhaps just 30°.

The ProLife Alliance 1ost their
deposit in every one of the 55
seats where they stood a candi-
date, receiving 19,000 votes in
total. Their highest vote was in
East Kilbride (2.4 percent, 1170
votes), and their lowest in South-
ampton lichen (0.2 per cent, 99
votes). In Holborn and St
Pancras, where Bruno Quinta-
valle, chair of the PLA stood, they
polled just 0.3 per cent.

The ProLife Alliance stood 55
candidates in order to get an elec-
tion broadcast. They attempted
to use the broadcast to show

what they claimed was footage

of aborted foetuses in hospital
dusthins, which the broadcasting
channels refused to transmit,
saying it breached their taste and
decency guidelines. The PLA’s
claim that this infringed their free-
dom of speech was supported
by the civil liberties group Liberty,
which provided lawyers for their
high court appeal against the
decision, thus giving financial aid
to a political party that would
deny women the basic right of
control of their own fertility. The
appeal failed, and the broadcast

went out with the parts blanked
out and a commentary claiming

| that if the scenes were so terri-

ble, surely something should be
done about it. Despite the ruling,
the broadcast still contained of-
fensive and inaccurate informa-
tion, and claimed that women
who had abortions lost their de-
cency and integrity.

The broadcasters’ decisionto
refuse to transmit parts of the
ProLife Alliance broadcast was
welcomed by the National Abor-
tion Campaign. As they ex-
plained, a party which would re-
move women's rights over their
own bodies is not in a good posi-
tion to argue about their own civil
rights to show offensive and de-
grading images.

To counteract the media cov-
erage gained by the PLA, prospec-
tive parliamentary candidates
were sent over 30,000 pro-
choice postcards during the elec-
tion. NAC received a very posi-
tive response to this, with candi-
dates finding themselves del-
uged with postcards saying 1'm
prochoice, and | vote’.

Contrary to the impression
the PLA seeks to create, the ma-
jority of public opinion favours in-
creasing choice for women,
rather than restricting it further.
A survey for the National Abor-
tion Campaign showed a clear
majority in favour of changing the
law to allow abortion on request.
With the Labour government look-
ing to make cuts in the welfare
budget, and many NHS trusts
adopting severe selection crite-
ria for abortions, the pro-choice
movement has to ensure that
cuts in NHS abortion services are
strongly challenged.

By Rachel Garvey

® The Referendum Party’s
547 candidates polled
811,831 votes in the general
election. In 18 seats their vote
was greater than the margin by
which the Tory candidate iost.
In some other seats Refer-
endum Party votes made a sig-
nificant contribution to the de-
feat of the Conservatives.
These included Enfield South-
gate, where Michael Portillo

lost by a 1433 margin, with the
Referendum Party polling 1342
votes,

In 39 seats the Referendum
Party won more than 5 per cent
of the vote. Its highest vote was
9.2 per cent in Harwich.

The Referendum Party was
the first significant splintering
from the Conservative Party.
There may be more in the after-
math of this election.

Seats won by Labour from Conservatives
Constituency No. of votes by which Referendum Party vote
Consaervatives lost
Kettering 189 1551
Milton Keynes North East 240 1492
Romford 649 1431
Northampton South 744 1405
Castie Point 1116 2700
Harrow West 1240 1997
Lancaster and Wyre 1295 1516
Norfolk North West 1339 2923
Braintree 1451 2165
Falmouth and Camborne 2688 3534

+ eral election was 71.4
per cent, the lowest since
1935. The lowest turn-outs
were concentrated in safe La-
bour seats. Many Yorkshire
Labour MPs, for example, were
retumed with lower votes than
in 1992. Whthin individual con-
stituencies, canvassers re-

ported the lowest turn-outs in
the most depressed working
class areas.

This is consistent with a
massive swing of young voters,
skilled manual and white col-
lar workers away from the To-
ries, while some of the poorest
sections of Labour’'s core vote
were tumed off by New Labour.

Council tenants at odds

with trend

Labour's vote appears to
have fallen slightly among
tenants in local authority hous-
ing for the first time since
1983. According to an NOP/
BBC exit poll, Labour was sup-
ported by 63 per cent of voters
who lived in local authority hous-

The only age group among
which Labour's support
declined in the general elec-
tion was the over-65s, indi-
cating discontent with the La-
bour leadership’s policies on
pensions. An NOP/BBC exit
poll showed Labour's support
declined among the over- 658
from 37 per cent in 1992 to

35 per cent In 1997, Labour
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ing, down from 65 per cent in
1992. The proportion of such
voters who had supported the
Labour Party had risen consist-
ently since 1983, from 51 per
centin that year, to 58 per cent
in 1987 and 65 per cent in
1992.

had gone into the 1992 elec-
tion pledging an immediate
increase in the state pension.
Support for the Conservatives
among the over-65 age growp
was 41 per cent. down from
44 per cent. The Liberal
Democrats saw a sikght rise
In thelr support among over-
65s from 16 to 17 per cent
between 1992 and 1997.
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Gordon Brown hands power
to the Bank of England

The decision to hand over control of interest rates to
the Bank of England will set the entire economic
framework of Tony Blair's government. As the
Economist observed perfectly accurately: 'After
waiting 18 years for power, Labour's first step is to
hand the larger part of its ability to steer the
economy to somebody else.

hile the Economist,
Financial Times,
Will Hutton and the

money markets applauded, and
Bank of England governor
Eddie George described the
decision as ‘terrific’, even mid-
dle of the road Keynesians who
had hoped for some progressive
economic reforms from Tony
Blair were horrified.

The Observer’s William
Keegan caught the mood in an
article entitled ‘Help! Labour’s
lost its monetary marbles’ de-
scribing Brown’s announce-
ment as: ‘the biggest economic
policy mistake of the decade —
leaving aside the exchange rate
mechanism episode...To leave
interest rate policy to unelected
officials is an insult to democ-
racy... if monetary policy is best
left to technicians, what about
fiscal policy, defence, the envi-
ronment and everything else.
Why don’t the Blairs enjoy a
good holiday at No 10 and then
come back to sunny Islington,’

Anatole Kaletsky pointed
out; ‘to say that economics is
not the essence of government
is not the same as saying that
governments are immune from

the laws of economics. While
there is much that a modern
government can achieve with-
out touching the economy, all
of its achievements will turn to
dust if the economy goes
wrong. So when the Queen
came to the new government’s
economic proposals all my en-
thusiasm turned to foreboding
and regret...it seems that the
Blair government has quite de-
liberately passed up the chance
to do anything about unem-
ployment and the associated
social ills.... The demand for la-
bour will only increase in the
context of faster economic
growth. But Labour’s eco-
nomic package gives no reason
to expect an acceleration of
growth, On the contrary, the
Bank of England stated explic-
itly in Tuesday’s Inflation Re-

. port that “action must be taken

to slow the pace of expansion”
and the querulous Old Lady of
Threadneedle Street (sic) is
now in a position to make good
her threats.’

In his letter to the Governor
of the Bank of England hand-
ing over operational control of
interest rates, Gordon Brown

Eddie Georgwho elected him?

set out the Objectives of the
Bank of England with total clar-
ity: ‘the monetary policy objec-
tive of the Bank of England will
be to deliver price stability’. All
other aspects of economic
policy will be pursued by the
Bank ‘without prejudice to this
objective’ — which means eco-
nomic growth, employment
and living standards will be
subordinated to price stability.

The decision establishes a
Euro-monetarist framework for
the government’s economic
policy — precisely the ap-
proach which has resulted in 12
per cent unemployment in
France and Germany. Because
its consequences are so devas-
tating, such a policy has to be
insulated from democratic ac-
countability — otherwise the

Public spending growth

Average annual real % growth in general government expenditure

electorate would use their votes
to change it. Hence, the moves
towards independent central
banks on national and EU lev-
els.

Whether or not he takes the
pound back into the Exchange
Rate Mechanism of the Euro-
pean Monetary System,
Gordon Brown has re-estab-
lished precisely the monetarist
framework from which John
Major had to retreat by with-
drawing from the ERM after a
million jobs were lost and in-
terest rates soared in 1992.

Kenneth Clarke pointed out
that interest rates would have
been two per cent higher had
the last government taken the
Bank of England’s advice.

True to form, within 10 days
of Brown’s announcement, the
Bank of England announced
that earnings were growing too
rapidly and so interest rates
would have to be raised in the
coming months — pulling
down the rate of economic
growth by making borrowing
more expensive and pushing up
the exchange rate of the pound.
Manufacturing output actually
fell in March this year as the
high exchange rate of sterling
priced exports out of overseas
markets and made imports
more competitive in Britain,

The knock-on effect of
slower economic growth will
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be to make the incipient crisis
of public spending which the
Tories have already bequeathed
to Labour still worse. Brown
has already made clear that he
intends to deal with this situa-
tion, not by reversing the vast
increase in dividends and con-
sumption by the rich under the
Tories, but by attacking the
welfare state and public sector
pay.

Furthermore, as figure 1
shows, cuts to meet a crisis of
public spending triggered by
slower economic growth,
would be in addition to Gordon
Brown’s commitment to stick to
untealistic Tory spending lim-
its. The latter will mean cutting
the growth of public spending
to less than a quarter of its av-
erage over the last 18 years of
Tory rule — lower than any-
thing in the entire post-war pe-
riod.

That is the context of Tony
Blair’s appointment of Frank
Field as number 2 to Harriet
Harman at the Department of
Social Security — a clear sig-
nal that the poorest people in
the country are in the firing line.
Field stands for cutting benefits
to single parents if they don’t
take jobs when their youngest
child reaches the age of four,
compulsory second pensions,
the universalisation of the To-
ries’ workfare schemes and the
demonisation of many benefit

recipients as fraudsters.

Alongside Field, Blair has
also appointed Martin Taylor,
chief executive at Barclays
Bank, to spend two days a
month heading a taskforce on
tax and benefits reform. The
appointment was warmly wel-
comed by business.

Similarly, Blair’s new min-
ister for higher education, Bar-
oness Blackstone, is on record
as favouring not only the abo-
lition of grants, but also charg-
ing students tuition fees.

On public sector pay, Tony
Blair’s office has been briefing
the press that the government
will ‘take a tough line’ even
though the growth of public
sector earnings has fallen to
half the rate of the private sec-
tor.

On the minimum wage, the
government is tipped to appoint
Peter Jarvis, retiring head of
Whitbread’s, to chair the low
pay commiission. Jarvis’ quali-
fication for the job is that he
will ‘reassure business’— hav-
ing written to the Labour Party
in September 1995 opposing
the principle of a national mini-
mum wage, and suggesting that
his own company could only
sustain a level of about £3 an
hour inclusive of bonuses and
benefits in kind.

Thus, Tony Blair and
Gordon Brown within days of
being elected launched the
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government on an economic
policy course which will result
in higher interest rates, slower
economic growth, higher un-
employment, deeper attacks on
public spending and all of the
political consequences of those
things — Labour’s support will
fall and racism will rise.

They had no mandate to do
so. The official story that
Gordon Brown did not decide
to give the Bank of England
control of interest rates until the
eve of polling day is simply
absurd. In reality such a mo-
mentous step had to be planned
months in advance. Tony Blair
himself described it as ‘the big-
gest step in economic policy-
making in Britain since World
War Two.

But it was concealed from
the Labour Party and the elec-
torate. It was never put to a
party conference, national ex-
ecutive, parliamentary party

nor even the cabinet. It wasn’t

in the manifesto and it was an-
nounced before the new parlia-
ment even met. Even the
Economist observed. ‘even en-
thusiasts cannot but be discon-
certed by the manner of its
coming... the idea was not in
the party’s manifesto. There are
principled objections toit. One
might have expected consulta-
tions, debate. But the City,
which the Chancellor was
chiefly aiming to please, didn’t
mingd.

Yet this policy will undoubt-
edly be rammed through par-

liament on the basis of a three
line whip — with any Labour
MPs voting against facing dis-
ciplinary action. The well-pub-
licised threat to expel party
members and de-select Labour
MPs who campaign against the
Welsh Assembly is merely a sof-
tening up exercise for the way
in which the leadership will seek
to repress opposition on the cen-
tral field of economic policy.

But with a 179 seat overail
majority in parliament Blair
and Brown are going to be un-
able to deflect the blame from
themselves as the consequences
of that economic policy make
themselves felt. For the 12
years since the defeat of the na-
tional miners’ strike in 1985 the
right wing has been on an un-
relenting offensive in the 1labour
movement. Now its policies are
finally going to be put to the test
— and they will fail as disas-
trously here as they did in
France, Italy and Spain. On the
basis of that experience grow-
ing minorities in the trade un-
ions, Labour Party, among
women, the black communi-
ties, the student movement, and
elsewhere are going to start
looking for political alterna-
tives. Whatever the short-term
honeymoon for Blair, the 12-
year period of advance by the
right and retreat of the left
within the labour movement is
coming to an end.

By Joe Clarke

Field ‘thlnks the unthinkable on the weifa.re state
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The left after
the general
election

Labour's 179 seat majority in parliament will not be
taken by Tony Blair as a mandate for progressive
social reform. Instead it is going to be used to
impose the most right wing economic policy of any
Labour government in history.

and when the voters, trade

unionists and party mem-
bers start to realise this, Blair
will use the good will he starts
out with to move as fast as pos-
sible — starting at this year’s
conference — to suppress the
mechanisms whereby alterna-
tive policies could be expressed
within the Labour Party.

The left wing of the Labour
Party, centred on the Socialist
Campaign Group in parlia-
ment, some of the trade union
lefts and campaigns like the
Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy and Labour Wom-
en’s Action Committee, have
already made clear that they are
not going to go along with such
policies. That is already a step
forward.

At the very first meeting of
the new Parliamentary Labour
Party, Dennis Skinner pointed
out the double standards of a
leadership which says MPs
must stick to the letter of the
manifesto but then pulls
Gordon Brown's move on the
Bank of England out of its hat.
Ken Livingstone made the
same point on the front page of
Socialist Campaign Group
News and as did Diane Abbott
on Newsnight.

No matter how isolated this
left may appear in the first af-
terglow of the election, sooner
or later it is going to be joined
by ever-widening layers of al-
lies in all those sections of so-
ciety who will suffer as a re-
sult of the government’s poli-
cies.

A harbinger of what is to
come was seen at some of this
year’s trade union conferences
where the bureaucracy’s efforts

|n the period between now

to keep in step with Blair for as
long as possible already started
to meet serious resistance from
the ranks. The Communication
Workers’ Union — which has
lost Blairite general secretary to
the House of Commons —
threw out the Labour into
Power document and the civil
service union PTC rejected the
Maastricht convergence crite-
ria.

Fire Brigade workers bhad
already continued their indus-
trial action in Essex through the
general election campaign.

The student movement,
which voted massively for La-
bour, will enter a period of
enormous political upheavals
once students grasp that Blair
is going to abolish grants and
try to impose tuition fees.

Women, who closed the

" gender gap between Labour

and the Tories on 1 May, will
now find Frank Field equally,
or more, reactionary than Pe-
ter Lilley in his attacks on sin-
gle parents and on pensions.

Scotland, with the Jowest
Tory vote in the UK, will be-
come an immense thorn in
Blair’s side because the Scot-
tish Assembly will create an in-
dependent base of political ac-
tivity for the Scottish labour
movement.

The black communities wilk
be horrified when Blair’s eco-
nomic policies not only slam
into the poorest people in Brit-
ain but also create a base for a
new rise of racism and fascist
groups like the BNP.

Blair’s right wing policies
will also meet opposition from
pensioners — the only group
who swung away from Labour
on 1 May — in Ireland, and
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amongst every other group
whose hopes he betrays.

Obviousty, however, realisa-
tion of what Blair will mean to
peoples’ lives will take time to
sink in, Having ended 18 years
of Tory rule, Labour support-
ers will give the government a
period of grace.

That is why Tony Blair will
be looking for an early open-
ing to show the media and
money markets that he will
crush left wing opposition —
before the left is reinforced by
extra-parliamentary move-
ments in all these areas of soci-
ety. This will pose tactical prob-
lems for the left in parliament.
But before very long, the left
MPs will be facing issues where
millions of Labour voters un-
derstand that Blair or Frank
Field or Alan Howarth are at-
tacking their vital interests.

Because the right around
Blair will rapidly exbaust what-
ever credit it retains in the un-
ions, the soft left around Peter
Hain and Clare Short — organ-
ised in the What's Left group of
MPs — is going to play a vital
role as Blair's ambassadors and
left cover. They will be sup-
ported in this by John Prescott
and Robin Cook — who is ma-
noeuvring himself into the po-
sition of the next ‘left’ leader-
ship candidate.

But this soft left starts out so
far to the right that it has al-
ready suffered a series of splits
to its left. These started with
Bryan Gould’s resignation —
which Hain publicly opposed

— over front bench support for
Britain joining the ERM. They
deepened with the shift of Trib-
une newspaper to the left, un-
der the editorship of Mark
Seddon.

The debate around the La-
bour into Power document,
which in essence gives the
Prime Minister control of both
policy-making at conference
and the NEC, resulted in a fur-
ther split — and also iliustrated
the cleavages likely on other
issues.

The class struggle left — or-
ganised in the Keep the Party
Labourumbrella group and the
Socialist Campaign Group of
MPs — took a clear position
against the document and
adopted tactics to maximise
unity with any part of the soft
left prepared to defend any as-
pect of party democracy. This
meant, for example, calling for
the vote to be delayed until
1998 to allow proper discus-
sion.

The soft left split. The La-
bour Reform Group which sup-
ported OMOV and revision of
Clause 1V, rejected many of the
attacks on party democracy
and, in particular, launched a
campaign for the vote to be
delayed.

Peter Hain and Derek
Fatchett, on the other hand,
welcomed the document and
gave it a left cover in the party.
When the What's Left group of
MPs rejected Labour Reform's
proposal to defer decisions to
allow proper consultation, La-
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bour Reform issued a press re-
lease announcing their with-
drawal from the What's Left
group. They are now wozking
closely with Keep the Party
Labour on those issues on
which they agree.

The same political division
appeared in Tribune newspaper
—though without a split. Front
page artitles by Johin Blevin
extolled the virtues of Labour
into Power claiming the docu-
ment was ‘a genuine attempt to
strengthen and extend internal
democracy’ (7 February) which
‘has come down firmly in fa-
vour of a rebuiit partnership
between membership and lead-
ership’ (31 January).

In contrast to its own front
page, Tribune’s editorial said
Labour into Power’s aim was
to ‘effectively downgrade the
NEC’ and ‘neuter Labour’s an-
nual conference’ turning it into
‘arubber-stamping jamboree’.
The editorial called for deci-
sions to be deferred to 1998.

dopting the appropri-
ate tactics towards
the soft left — to

distinguish between those, like
Hain, who provide a left cover

for the right and those, such as
at present Tribune newspaper or
Labour Reform, opposing such
attacks — is absolutely vital for
the class struggle left. Winning
over the middle ground is the
only way to win majorities in
the trade unions and Labour
Party on individual issues. If the
class struggle left does not do
this, it will find the tables turned
upon it with the soft left tend-
ing to peel away sections of its
support.

In this context any conces-
sions to ultra-left sectarian cur-
rents, at present notably Work-
ers’ Liberty, will simply aid the
right against the left. For exam-
ple, through their front organi-
sation Keep the Link, Workers
Liberty simultaneously gave a
left cover to trade union lead-
ers who were pushing support
for Labour into Power and, at
the same time, opposed pre-
cisely the proposal — to delay
the vote on rule changes —
which cemented relations with
the soft left in defence of party
democracy.

The tactics of the class
struggle left which flow from
this situation are clear. It is the

only current in the labour
movement which supports vir-
tually every progressive strug-
gle. It must therefore itself re-
main organised and resist any
pressure to dissolve into the soft
left, because its support is vital
to people fighting imperialism,
black people fighting racism,
women protesting against the
assault on the welfare state,
workers on strike and every
other progressive struggle. Cen-
tral to the support it can provide
is to fight for a coherent alterna-
tive to that of Blair, knitting all
of the individual issues together
around an alternative economic
policy to reverse, rather than
continue, Thatcherism,

But the class struggle left is,
and will remain, very much a
minority — and a minority
which Tony Blair will try to
eliminate. By far its largest and
most influential component re-
mains in the left wing of the
Labour Party. It should try to
stay there because this provides
a more powerful platform to
fight for a majority in the la-
bour movement than anything
which exists outside. The La-
bour left represents a third of

the constituency membershir.
has significant support in the
unions and a smaller minority
of Labour MPs.

The first priority is to max-
imise the forces who under-
stand and oppose the Labour
into Power proposals.

By Joe Clarke and
Louise Lang

Challenges for union organisation

0ver the past 18 months
there has been a distinct
rise in union activity in
Britain. This has taken the form
of an increase — from an his-
torically low base — in strike
days lost and an expansion of
policy debates within unions.

The primary source of this
revival Is an expansion of the
economy with some conse-
quent improvement in union
bargaining position. The Finan-
cial Times reported (April 4) ‘a
survey showing activity in the
service sector accelerating
sharply last month, with short-
ages of skilled labour pushing
wages higher and exerting
pressure on costs.’

From 1996 industrial action
has included, in particular, the
national strlkes in rail, the
postal service, and higher edu-
cation. These strikes were par-
tially successful.

However, the break up of na-
tional bargaining, instances of
derecognition, and a growing
segregation of the labour mar-
ket have taken their toll mostly
among smaller employers

where union presence Is often
weak or absent. There have
recently been examples of des-
perate action by small groups
of workers.

The most notable Is the long
struggle of the Liverpool dock-
ers. In former times it would
have been relatively easy to
bring such a dispute to a suc-
cessful conclusion by calling on
support from dockers in other
ports. The casualisation of the
ports prevents this. Despite
such an unfavourable position
the Liverpool dockers have car-
ried through an insplring cam-
paign of international and na-
tional action.

Alongside the dockers, the
struggles by workers at Hilling-
don Hospital, Magnet, Project
Aerospace, Critchley Labels and
others, are indicative of the new
problems unions face. How can
small groups of organised work-
ers defend themselves in a
deregulated labour market?
How far the unions are able to
sustain such members is a good
indication of whether ‘New un-
ionism’ will amount to anything.
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In anticipation of a more fa-
vourable sltuation under a La-
bour government the TUC is
preparing an organising drive
under the theme of ‘New union-
ism’. However, the TUC is lock-
ing itself Into making substan-
tial concessions with no guar-
anteed returns.

Gordon Brown has indicated
that extemnal arbiters will be
used to define whether work-
ers actually deserve recogni-
tion when this Is disputed by
an employer. Such a retreat
promises lengthy legal battles,
as experlenced by unions in the
USA. Further, Labour leaders
have Indicated that the ‘bar-
gaining unit’, that is work-
places to be covered by a rec-
ognition settlement, will be
subject to the sort of legal scru-
tiny which will allow employers
to isolate and intimidate work-
ers.
With union membership hav-
ing declined by more than a
third since its post-war peak
huge areas of the economy are
unorganised.

Deregulation of the labour

market has been utilised by
British capital to drive down liv-
ing standards and harness ‘new
management’ techniques
which accelerate the rate of ex-
ploitation. The creation of a
new cabinet post of ‘minister
for employment and laksour mar-
ket flexibility’, with a brief to
urge deregulation on the EU,
promises to keep in place the
worst contemporary practices
in the workplace.

The preferred definition of
‘New Unionism’ appears to be
the organising drives underway
in North America. A large grain
of salt should be added to re-
cent US experiences. Only
around 14 per cent of Ameri-
can workers are currently in
unions,

While many workers face
dismissal for joining a union,
and others face legal discrimi-
nation for belonging to a un-
ion, it is absurd to believe that
‘new’ organisation is simply a
matter of technique. Above all
it will be a matter of struggte

By John Church
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How the BNP needs to
be fought

The doubling of the vote for fascist candidates in the general election should
set the alarm bells ringing about the risk of a rise of racism and fascist
activity under a right wing Labour government. While the extreme right,
concentrated mainly in the BNP, remains a tiny political force, such an
advance — in a general election characterised by a massive swing to
Labour — should not be taken lightly. A right wing Labour government which
presides over the further dismantling of the welfare state, drives down
wages and attacks the most vulnerable in society will create exactly the
conditions which led to the breakthrough into mass politics of fascist and far
right currents in France, ltaly, Austria and elsewhere in Europe.

he BNP’s election manifesto

explained it was making ‘its

strongest ever challenge, fight-
ing seats in almost every part of Brit-
ain’. Eighty-three extreme right can-
didates stood in the election, fifty-
four of them from the BNP. The av-
erage 50 per cent rise in the vote
masks a much greater rise in a few
specific pockets. It also has to be
taken together with the rise in the
number of candidates, up from 29
in 1992. Therefore, while in this
year’s election the 83 extreme right
candidates secured an average 1.4
per cent of the vote compared with
0.9 per cent in 1992, candidates in
cast London consolidated a base of
fascist support, and in parts of the
West Midlands and West Yorkshire
won substantial numbers of votes.

In the two Tower Hamlets s€ats
— taking in the area where the
BNP’s candidate Derek Beackon
was elected as a councillor in Sep-
tember 1993 — the BNP won 7.5
per cent of the vote in the Bethnal
Green and Bow constituency, or
3,350 votes, and in Poplar and Can-
ning Town the BNP won 7.3 per cent
of the vote, representing 2,849 votes.
In 1992 the BNP had taken 3.6 per
cent and 1.1 per cent of the vote re-
spectively in these seats.

In other parts of east London sur-
rounding Tower Hamlets the BNP
won 2.7 per cent of the vote in Bark-
ing, 2.4 per cent in Chingford, 2.5
per cent in Dagenham, 3.2 per cent
in East Ham. In West Ham the BNP
candidate won 3.6 per cent of the
vote. In Dagenham and East Ham
the fascist National Democratic
Party took a further 0.5 per cent and
0.73 per cent of the vote respec-
tively.

Outside London, votes of particu-

‘The BNP’s
slection
manifesto
proposed
the
compulsory
expulsion of
all black
people from
Britain — a
policy
which could
only be
carried out
by mass
fascist
terror’

lar note were Dewsbury where the
BNP candidate won 5.2 per cent of
the vote, and West Bromwich West,
where the National Democratic
Party took 11.4 per cent of the vote.

These votes put into context the
BNP’s success in getting its racist
politics broadcast on the media and
circulated in the free election mail
during the election campaign and
underline the importance of anti-rac-
ists having created a national cam-
paign in protest.

Like its counterparts elsewhere in
Europe, the BNP is seeking to render
itself respectable and to argue that
it is a political party just like any
other. It argued along these lines in
defending its right to an election
broadcast. Attempts by the extreme
right to legitimise itself have been
aided elsewhere in Europe by the
adoption of increasingly racist poli-
cies by mainstream political parties.

Following the election, the BNP’s
potential for growth will also be
helped by the degree to which Tony
Blair imposes the kind of economic
and social policies imposed or sup-

ported by other European social
democratic parties, the conse-
quences of which have aided the rise
of the extreme right — the mainte-
nance of mass unemployment and
the dismantling of the welfare state.

Following the election it will be
even more necessary for the anti-rac-
ist movement to base itself on the
understanding that stopping the rise
of the fascists means defeating the
racism on which they feed.

The BNP’s election manifesto
could not be clearer on the assist-
ance the fascists get fromracist poli-
cies and rhetoric from within the
mainstream parties.

The manifesto approvingly
quotes Nicholas Budgen, the former
Tory MP for Wolverhampton South
East who, just before the election
was called, attacked Labour for be-
ing ‘lax’ on immigration and in his
election address stated that immigra-
tion has brought ‘substantial social
problems’. The BNP applaud
Budgen for being ‘in a minority of
MPs of his party in being prepared
to state it [racist anti-immigration
views] openly’ and for arguing his
views against ‘the frantic efforts of
his party’s hierarchy to suppress
debate on immigration’. Budgen is
quoted as saying: ‘In their schools,
in their pubs and in their shops, the
British have felt like strangers in
their own land’. The BNP describe
this as ‘nothing more nor less than
the truth’ and that ‘In fact, his words
are representative of a viewpoint
which the BNP has held since its
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foundation 15 years ago’.

For his part, Budgen, during the
election campaign, explained ‘It’s
better for a half-respectable politi-
cian like me to raise the issue than
leave it to the National Front and
others who will discuss it in far less
measured terms’ (Guardian 14
April).

The BNP’s manifesto implicitly
agrees, noting that the impact of
Budgen’s push on immigration was
that the ‘Tory Party hierarchy...
grudgingly consented to individual
Tory candidates venturing into the
immigration field to the extent of
criticising Labour’s latest proposals
for even further relaxation of the
immigration rules’. Part of Budgen’s
aim was to head off any fascist can-
didate standing against him and tak-
ing away racist votes. Although he
succeeded in this, he was defeated
by Labour’s candidate on a 9.9 per
cent swing.

Those in the liberal establishment
who defended the BNP’s right to a
media broadcast did so on the basis
of defence of ‘free speech’ and op-
position to censorship. Workers Lib-
erty added the twist that calling for
aban on the BNP’s broadcast would
mean putting faith in the ‘establish-
ment’, when in fact it was the ‘es-
tablishment’ which was defending
the broadcast and the black and Jew-
ish communities and anti-racists
who were mobilising against it.

efending the BNP’s right

Dto broadcast means el-

evating the interests of a
fascist organisation which would
ban not only freedom of speech but
the right to exist of black and Jew-
ish people, gay men and lesbians,
trade unions, would reverse the so-
cial gains made by women and so
on. As National Assembly Against
Racism vice-chair Lee Jasper
pointed out in a letter in the Guard-
ian, ‘freedom of speech’ is already
limited by the Public Order Act by
‘prohibiting incitement to illegal acts
including racial hatred’. Indeed, he
added, the ‘British government
claimed in a 1997 paper presented
to the UN Committee for the Elimi-
nation of Racial Hatred that the Pub-
lic Order Act is a sufficient instru-
ment to control racist parties in Brit-
ain’, yet no action was taken against
this blatantly racist propaganda.

Or as Guardian journalist Mark
Lawson argued, offensive sections
of the anti-abortion group, the
‘ProLife Alliance’, had been cut by
the BBC but ‘nothing of Tyndall’s
poiscnous address had been threat-
ened’. Therefore those who ran it

‘might like to explain the reasoning
by which viewers are protected from
upsetting images but exposed to rac-
ist thetoric’ (Guardian 29 April),

The BNP’s explicitly racist
broadcast followed the themes of
their manifesto. This calls for forci-
ble repatriation of all ‘non-White’
people living in Britain and a total
end to asylum rights. It states: ‘Fu-
ture immigration of non-Whites
must be stopped’;

‘Non-Whites already here must
be repatriated or otherwise resettled
overseas and Britain made once
again a white country’.

The manifesto continues:

‘BNP policy with regard to im-
migration is simple and straightfor-
ward. We place applicants to settle
here in three basic categories:

‘(a) Those who can prove wholly
white and predominantly British
ancestry and are of sound health and
good character should be allowed to
settle here as they please.

‘(b) Those of wholly white but
not British ancestry should have
their applications to settle here
treated each on its individual merit,
but in most cases should be ac-
cepted, provided the same rules of
health and character are observed.

‘(c) Wholly or partially non-
white applicants to settle in Britain
would be refused except in cases
where they can provide evidence of
some strong occupational necessity
to reside in this country, such as
membership of some diplomatic
corps or positions of representatives
of foreign countries trading in the
UK’
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‘Attempts
by the
extreme
right to
legitimise
itself have
been aided
elsewhere
in Europe
by the
adoption of
increasingly
racist
policies by
mainstream
parties’

“They propose a ‘resettlement’
scheme for all ‘ethnic minorities’.
This would ‘begin on a voluntary
basis’ but ‘it would be made clear to
the ethnic minority members that it
was the first part of a two-part pro-
gramme of resettlement, the second
part of which would be organised on
a compulsory basis’.

That is, the BNP stand for the
expulsion of millions of black citi-
zens from Britain. Such a policy
could only be imposed by massive
fascist terror of the kind Hitler em-
ployed after 1933 in Germany.

The section dealing with refugees
is entitled ‘Refugees no exception’
and explains ‘It would not matter to
us whether ‘refugee’ claims were
genuine or not; we would make the
decision as to whom to admit to this
country on the basis of whether the
claimants in question were the kind
of people we wished to welcome
here and integrate into our popula-
tion. Non-Whites of all categories
would not be admitted’.

The way in which the manifesto
is able to exploit much of the racist
rhetoric about ‘bogus’ refugees used
by government and mainstream
party political spokespeople during
the debates on the Asylum and Im-
migration Act illustrates the impact
of such debate in legitimising the
views of fascist and far right groups.
In much the same way as govern-
ment ministers motivated the Asy-
lum and Immigration Act and de-
fended their treatment of refugees
in Rochester Prison, the manifesto
states that ‘the vast majority of so-
called “refugees” pouring into Brit-
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ain every year are not real refugees
at all but simply people seeking to
better their living standards’. Its talk
of ‘illegal immigrants’ and ‘genuine’
or ‘bogus’ claims has been rendered
more commonplace by the racist
tenor of mainstream debate.

The experience of the fascists and
far right growing on the back of rac-
ist policies and rhetoric from more
mainstream political parties has al-
rcady advanced much further else-
where in Europe.

In France the National Front’s
clection win in Vitrolles in Febru-
ary secured the fourth town hall con-
trolled by the Front, adding to
Toulon, Orange and Marignane. In
the parliamentary elections called
for 25 May and 1 June, the National
Front plans to stand 566 candidates
for the 577 assembly seats and hopes
to poll the 12.5 per cent necessary
to proceed through to the second
round. Le Pen says he is aiming for
a parliamentary group of 20 depu-
ties.

The Front has risen to promi-
nence in the context of record un-
cmployment in France — currently
12.8 per cent — and the implemen-
tation of brutal racist legislation,
most recently the attempts by the
French government to conduct mass
deportations under the racist Pasqua
laws of non-EU citizens refused a
renewal of residence or work per-
mits, which provoked the ‘Sans
Papier’ struggle.

In Traly, while the local elections
in April saw advances for Commu-
nist Refoundation, the extreme right
National Alliance also advanced,
taking votes from Berlusconi’s
Forza Italia.

The electoral advance of the ex-
treme right took place after the de-
cision in early April by the Italian
parliament to send troops into Al-
bania and the killing of at least 90
Albanian refugees when a ship in
which they were fleeing was sunk
by an Italian naval vessel, which
have helped continue to legitimise
racism. lrene Pivetti, a former
speaker of the Italian house of depu-
ties, followed the death of the Alba-
nian refugees by saying that refu-
gees should be ‘thrown back into the
sea’ and that Albanians were ‘invad-
ing" Italy. She added that ‘the gov-
ernment has done nothing. Fortu-
nately the navy is doing an admira-
ble job.

The centre-left parties are whip-
ping up racism to divert attention
{rom the impact of their economic
policies, particularly the impact of
trying to secure Italian membership

‘The only
way to halt
the fascists

is to fight
the racism

on which
they feed'

of EMU, which has necessitated the
imposition of a ‘Euro-tax’ and at-
tacks on the welfare system by
Romano Prodi’s Olive Tree govern-
ment.

The rise of racism and of the ex-
treme right on this scale demands an
anti-racist movement that is as broad
and united as possible and which
bases itself on fighting not only the
fascists and far right but the racist
policies from the mainstream which
give them greater purchase. In the
general election campaign this po-
litical approach, together with unity
on the basis of leadership of those
most affected by racism, was devel-
oped further through the National
Assembly Against Racism.

The National Assembly Against
Racism’s campaign against the BNP
and the decision to allow it broad-
cast time — including pickets of the
BRBC and independent channels in
London and cities across Britain —
was conducted alongside campaign-
ing against Budgen. The anti-BNP
campaign, furthermore, took place
after the National Assembly Against
Racism had led the national cam-
paigning against the Asylum and
Immigration Bill — establishing the
central campaign against the bill —
and had focused national public op-
position to the government’s inhu-
mane treatment of asylum seekers
held in Rochester and other prisons.

In conjunction with this cam-
paign the National Assembly
Against Racism had, over the last
year, formed a national alliance
against black deaths in police cus-
tody — Operation Justice — involv-
ing MPs, Liberty, Inquest and reli-
gious organisations. The black lead-
ership of the National Assembly
Against Racism had set an agenda
of demands for the general election
campaign by launching the Black
Manifesto at the highly successful
National Assembly Against Racism
conference on 1 March. Support for
the National Assembly Against Rac-
ism and for the protests against the
BNP’s campaign were secured at the
TUC Black Workers Conference in
April, The campaign’s student wing
led the formation of a new alliance
of black and Jewish students which
precipitated a breakthrough on NUS
policy on racism.

This orientation responded to the
priorities of the black communities,
combated racism in the political
mainstream and helped strengthen
the core alliance needed in the lead-
ership of the anti-racist communi-
ties — that between the black and
Jewish communities and the most
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anti-racist elements of the labour
movement.As aresult all these com-
ponents came together in the cam-
paign against the BNP. The pickets
were led by representatives of black
and Jewish organisations alongside
trade unionists, students and others
in the National Assembly Against
Racism. Black and Jewish activists,
along with representatives of the
churches and trade unions, were
central to the National Assembly’s
legal action against the BNP broad-
cast. The racist tenor set by the gov-
ernment’s whipping up of racism
through its asylum policies had been
met by mass campaigning, thus
weakening the racist ground for the
fascists to build upon.

The alternative approach, pro-
posed previously by the ANL to fo-
cus solely on the fight against the
‘nazis’ and to try to separate the ‘soft
racists’ from the fascists, would have
been disastrous. The experience of
the last year, with the National As-
sembly Against Racism taking the
anti-racist movement onto a new,
much more mass and united level,
underlined once again that the only
way to halt the fascists is to attack
the racism on which they base them-
selves.

The election of a Labour govern-
ment poses the challenge of ensur-
ing that the anti-racist movement
continues to be led by this orienta-
tion, and in this framework that the
priorities of the movement are in-
formed by those subjected to racism.
This means an anti-racist movement
which continues to meet every mani-
festation of racism head-on, from
whatever (uarter and avoids the pit-
falls, for example, of SOS Racisme
in France which, at the crucial mo-
ment subordinated the anti-racist
struggle to the interests of the So-
cialist Party government.

The results of the BNP in the
election campaign show
they remain a tiny force.

But to ensure that this remains the
case and the experience of France,
Italy, Austria and Germany — in all
of which a rise of mass support for
fascists would, a few years ago, have
seemed remote ~— are not repeated
in Britain, the unity of the last year
must be built on as rapidly as possi-
ble. The anti-racist movement must
be ready to tackle the prospect that
Tony Blair and Gordon Brown may
provoke just the sort of racist and
extreme right backlash already on
the march elsewhere.

By Anna Samuel
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Black and Jewish students
unite against racism

This year's National Union of Students (NUS) conference on 24-27 March
marked a change in the politics of the students movement, with student
politics continuing to be churned up by the looming threat of the
replacement of grants by a graduate tax as well as tuition fees. A new
alliance based on black-Jewish unity against racism began to emerge. This
breakthrough creates the potential to link NUS with the most progressive
developments in society. The second main debate at the conference — on
education funding — showed that the impending massive economic attacks
on students are churning up the entire political framework of NUS. The
combination of the breakthrough on the anti-racist issue -— via a new
alliance of black and Jewish students — and the pressure to develop a
strategy to defend students against unprecedented attacks on their living
standards are two manifestations of a gigantic process which is starting to
transform student politics.

he significance of the develop- The debate committed NUS to
ment of an alliance between campaign for a comprehensive set

black and Jewish students to  of measures: repeal of the Asylum

fight racism, anti-semitism and the
extreme right and increase black
representation cannot be over stated.

and Immigration Act, for a public
inquiry into black deaths in custody,
making racial violence a specific

Previously differences on Israe)/Pal- ~ criminal offence, outlawing reli-
estine had prevented those most gious discrimination and for the can-
threatened by racism and the fascists
from allying as the core of the move-
ment necessary to defeat them.,

Conference voted, virtually
unanimously, for motions which
stated ‘that defeating racism and the
extreme right will require the broad-
est possible unity of the student
movement; black communities, Jew-
ish groups, trade unions, religious
groups and all other anti-racists, as
advocated by the 1995 and 1996
Student Assembly Against Racism
conferences.’

A further motion, described as
dealing with ‘black-Jewish unity’,
welcomed the Student Assembly
Against Racism (SAAR) and agreed
to work with ‘genuine anti-fascist
and anti-racist organisations .. such
as the National Assembly Against
Racism’, It asserted that those who
suffer racism -— the black and Jew-
ish communities — ‘ought to be at
the forefront of the struggle’, stress-
ing the need to strengthen dialogue
between religious groups and oth-
ers. It outlined a strategy for fight-
ing all forms of racism, not choos-
ing just one aspect. It also stressed
the need to bring ‘together minority
communities on a basis of tolerance,
understanding and mutual respect’.

cellation of the third world debt. It
agreed to wage a strong campaign
against the BNP in the general elec-
tion, calling for a ban on the BNP
election broadcast and supporting
NAAR’s Vote Against Racism cam-
paign. Delegates agreed to an NUS
Week of Action against racism,
The principle that the movement
against racism and the extreme right
should be led by those who experi-
ence racism, incorporating an alli-
ance of the black and Jewish com-
munities, in alliance with the labour
movement and the widest anti-rac-
ist sections of society had been pro-

_moted by the National Assembly

Against Racism, and spelt out in its
Anti-racist Charter for the New Mil-
lenniym and more recently the Na-
tional Black Alliance’s Black Mani-
Jesto.

This outcome to the debate was
a change in NUS’ approach to anti-
racist policy. Previously instead of
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taking part in the broad anti-racist
movement against the Asylum and
Immigration act, racist murders and
the activities of the BNP, NUS’ em-
phasis was concentrated on tiny Is-
lamic fundamentalist groups, spe-
cifically Hizb-ut Tahrir. As a result
NUS had placed itself outside the
rise of mass opposition to racism
which has developed in the last few
years. Even the Executive Commit-
tee’s 1997 report, in the section on
anti-racism, opened with the state-
ment that: ‘Islamic extremism con-
tinues to be a problem on our cam-
puses. Various incidents occurred at
freshers’ fayres which demonstrated
the remaining prevalence of such
groups at Hizb ut-Tahrir. Qur work
has been dominated by the educa-
tion of sabbatical officers in com-
bating these threats whilst maintain-
ing the status quo with the majority
of Muslim students’ [our italics].
Hizb-ut Tahrir’s politics are reaction-
ary and must be opposed. But by far
the most dangerous manifestations
of racism have been racist attacks by
whites on blacks, racist government
legistation and fascist groups like the
BNP. This conference represented
NUS re-gaining a sense of propor-
tion on these issues.

NUS’ failure to participate in the
broad anti-racist movement had also
been accompanied by the marginal-
isation of black students — the most
under-represented group within
NUS, despite the massive growth of
black student numbers in further and
higher education. Black students’
demand for an elected black officer
on the national executive was previ-
ously defeated by the right wing of
Labour Students and economistic
groups like Workers’ Liberty, which
operates under the name of Left
Unity in NUS, Therefore perhaps the
most significant decision in this
years conference was to: ‘create a
part-time position of Black Students’
officer on the NEC’. Support for this
proposal was moved by a member
of the Union of Jewish Students on
the NUS national executive and rep-
resents a serious step forward for
black representation.

Labour Students put out a leaflet
calling for support for the main
motion and first two amendments,
including support for SAAR.

The only current to oppose key
parts of these motions was Workers
Liberty/Left Unity.

Left Unity opposed calling for
NUS to ‘lobby the government to re-
move the right of the BNP to free
party political broadcasts and elec-
tion literature’.




sian
politics

Since the beginning of March this year the middle ground has been smashed out of Russian
politics. On one side, at the beginning of March President Yeltsin re-organised his government
around the neo-liberal politicians closest to the United States — notably the architect of the
corrupt privatisation program, Anatoly Chubais, and the governor of Nizhny Novgorod Boris
Nemtsov. The new government immediately announced plans for a second wave of economic
shock therapy — to remove state subsidies on housing, heating, electricity and transport
while simultaneously acceding to US demands to attack the power of Russia’s remaining gian:
monopolies.

On the other side, all of the classical signs of a rising mass radicalisation of the population are
apparent. Millions participated in the trade union day of action against non-payment of wages
on 27 March. Given their limited economic muscle, workers are resorting to more and more
desperate tactics ranging from hunger strikes to seizing local officials and buildings, blocking
roads and railways and in parts of Siberia setting up local ‘salvation committees’ — embry-
onic soviets.

The radicalisation is reflected on the electoral level with a string of defeats for the regime in
regional elections and politically in a sharp shift of the main opposition party — the Commu-
nist Party of the Russian Federation — to the left, as well as the strengthening of more radical
left wing communist currents inside and outside the party.




u nderlying the political polari-
sation is the continuing col-
lapse of the economy and the
resulting meltdown of state finances.
With output at half its level prior to
the capitalist economic course, it fell
another six per cent last year. The
International Labour Organisation
reported this year that: ‘There
should be no pretence. The Russian
economy and the living standards of
the Russian population have suffered

" the worst peacetime setbacks in any

industrialised nation in history.’

An attempt by the state statistics
office to claim that output had started
to rise in the first quarter of 1997
was discredited when it was revealed
that the books had been cooked to
include a larger estimate for the
shadow economy this year, without
revising the corresponding figures
for previous years — thereby creat-
ing a false impression of economic
growth.

Any idea that foreign investment
might revive the Russian economy
is simply laughable. In 1996 foreign
direct investment totalled $2.2 bil-
lion — less than Peru and a drop in
the ocean compared to the estimated
$38.5 billion capital outflow last
year. With various studies indicat-
ing that nearly half of the economy
is controlled by criminals who are
draining resources and transferring
the proceeds abroad, the World Bank
estimates the total ‘unexplained re-
sidual’ outflow since the beginning
of capitalist economic reform in
January 1992 to be $88.7 billion.

As the economy has continued to
collapse many companies have run
up months-long backlogs of unpaid
wages and taxes, while the govern-
ment is facing what First Deputy
Prime Minister Anatoly Chubais de-
scribed in April as ‘a monstrous
budget crisis which calls into ques-
tion the ability of the state to per-
form its functions’. According to the
government, only 57 per cent of
budgeted tax revenue was collected
in the first quarter of 1997. It is
therefore proposing even more sav-
age cuts in public spending — to-
talling $19bn

For the population, this situation
manifests itself in the non-payment
of pensions and wages for months
at a time. Workers in many regions
are owed three to six months back
pay, in a country where the major-
ity of the population has already
been reduced to abject poverty and
the average wage is £93 a month.
Immediately after the presidential
election in July last year, Yeltsin is-
sued decrees reneging on his elec-

‘The
Russian
economy
and the
living
standards
of the
Russian
population
have
suffered the
worst
peacetime
setbacks in
any
industrialised
nation in
history —
ILO’

tion promises to clear wage and pen-
sions arrears.

Following the presidential elec-
tion the regime debated how to deal
with the situation. Anatoly Chubais,
who is linked to the banks which
have benefited from astronomical
interest rates and the privatisation of
state assets, argued for a rapid con-
frontation with the Communist
dominated lower house of parlia-
ment. This would have included call-
ing off the elections of regional gov-
ernors and dissolving parliament.
Chubais had strengthened his posi-
tion by organising Yeltsin’s presi-
dential election campaign and by
provoking a purge of the more na-
tionalist wing of Yeltsin’s entourage.

Nonetheless, Chub