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As Fianna Fail’s cuts bite deeper ...

HEALTH CARE

O’Hanlon: more cuts

THE HEALTH service
is teetering on the
brink of collapse.

Wave after wave of
cuts have left pro-
vision of the most
basic health care for
working class people
entirely threadbare.

The latest crisis has
broken in the South-
ern Health Board. At
the end of April the
SHB threatened not to
pay it 6500 staff.

At the same time the
board said that 200
tem full-time staff
would be laid off ““as soon

as gossi %,

B Food for the region’s

hospitals is now only
supplied on a week

by week basis.
M Children bom with the
crippling disease spina
bifada must wait a year
before being seen by a
specialist—unless their
parents are prepared to pay
for private treatment.
aving halved the
number of radiologists,
the board has written to
(Ps telling them not to
send in patients for X-
Rays unless absolutely
vital,

Over the last couple of
years 1,200 staff have
been shed from the region
and a fresh round of
redundancies has been
initiated,

Incredibly Fianna Fail
Health Minister Dr
O’Hanlon has accused

the board of not cutting
enough.

He said that other health
boards have managed to
‘‘live within their
means’’—which means
that the impact of cuts
elsewhere in the state is, if
possible, worse.

PLEDGE

And Haughey—who
rode to power two years
ago on a pledge to reverse
the Coalition’s cuts—
made it plain last month
that he was unapologetic.

In a television interview
he said all his election
Promises are null and void

‘in the national interest’’.

This is the “‘national

interest’’ which

demanded that
millionaire fraud beef
baron Larry Goodman
received £50 million from
the IDA.

And in health matters
the rich are served better
by the ‘‘national interest’’,

Foreign minister Brian
Lenihan drops into the
prestigious Blackrock
clinic for his health
checks.

Haughey patronised the
Mater private clinic for his
Spot of bother last year
when just across “the
courtyard wards in the
Mater public hospital were
locked up for want of
money to staff them and
patients were finally
treated after' waits of a
year or more.

In Galway in 1986 a
consortium of rich con-
sultants and the AIB
purchased the public hos-
pital and turned it into a
yuppie medical centre
bristling with high tech
hardware. Food is pre-
pared by a prize-winning
chef and vintage wines are
served

The ‘‘national inter-
est”’ is no more than the
interests of the rich and
powerful—the class of
people Haughey’s
government is dedicated
to serving.

Yet while this fraud is
perpetrated on working
class people, the union
leaders—instead of lead-
ing a fight against health
cuts, unemployment and
poverty—are co-operating
with the government
through the ‘‘Plan for
National Recovery’’.

The union leadership
instead of opposing the
whole campaign of cuts
settled for being consulted
on the cuts. And in return
they have done all in their
power to deliver their
members as lambs to the
slaughter on the altar of
the ‘‘national interest”’.

The official leaders of
the working class have
failed, and will go on fai-
ling. The only way
forward is the creation of a
movement of the working
class dedicated to fighting
the Haugheys and the
Goodmans and all the
capitalists and their rotten
system to the finish.




PAGE TWO SOCIALIST WORKER

LAST MONTH’S
revelations of South
Africa supplies of
arms for Ulster Res-
istance are only the
latest example of the
links that exist be-
tween Ulster loyal-
ism and both South
African apartheid
and the extreme
right in Europe.

For some ex-UDR
men have served with
the South African armed
forces and an ex-UDR
man was killed in the
early eighties planting a
bomb on a railway line
in Mozambique.

In 1983 senior members
of the UDA visited South
Africa and claimed they
were consulting those
‘‘actively involved in the
fight against terrorism’’.

Both the UVF and UDA
and lan Paisley’s Demo-
cratic Unionist Party have
been involved with the far
right in Europe.

@ In 1974 members of the
nazi National Front in
Britain were convicted of

P‘ais)e'y’addresses U

gun running to loyalists.
Several NF leaders also
hold membership of the
UDA and Orange Order.
They have organised
%aramililary training in
ngland with the NF for
loyalists.
B The brother of the late

3o oo gk O 4

ster Resistance
George Seawright—himsell
an open admirer of the
NFE—David Seawright is
currently a National Front
organiser in Scotland.

He and a number of
NF/UVF supporters in
Scotland were also in-
volved in a plot to steal

Goodman stinks

WHEN Goodman In-
ternational were
accused of fraud,
company spokes-
men and right wing
TDs went Into a
frenzy.

Goodman himself
accused born-
again-Bolshevik
Barry Desmond of
being “anti-bloody
well everything”'.

Desmond, in true
crawling tradition,
pleaded that he didn’t
want to damage the
company. He just didn’t
like to see Irish capital-
ists playing dirty.

But capitalists always
have and always will
play dirty. And as his
record shows, Larry
Goodman is no stranger
to the game.

‘When Goodman
took over Bailiboro
Co-Op he sacked half the
workforce, as he had
done in several com-

panies.

His attitude to the en-
vironment hardly qual-
ifies Goodman for

membership of the Green
Party.

A few years go the
Venezuelan government
returned a cargo of his
meat to Europe because
it exceeded their radi-
ation limit.

More recently a man
shot 103 rats near the
‘‘beef baron’s’’ Nenagh
plant.

ROTTING

Waterford Proteins
was closed because of
the smell of rotting offal.

certainly gives
a new meaning to the
term “‘stinking rich’’!

And he is stinking
rich.

Last year Goodman
spent £10 million on a jet
plane because his he{i-
copter was only useful
for local trips,

Today his income is
£20 million a year and he
is worth £250 million on
paper.

Goodman recently
spent £100 million on
stakes in British food
companies Unigate and
S. & W. Berestord.

He then tried to take
over Irish Sugar, giving
rise to the Liam Lawlor
affair.

We were all supposed
to be scandalised to hear
about a TD using his in-
fluence to swing a deal
for Goodman, Yet the
Lawlor affair is par for
the course.

In 1987 Charlie
Hm{%hey saw to it that
the IDA gave Goodman
a £50 million grant.
Meanwhile Fianna Fail
were closing hospitals
to “save’’ money!

3 Thg, IDA handout was
justified because
Goodman ‘‘creates

Yet his companies
only employ 2,500
workers between here
and Britain, Hundreds of
these work part-time.

The trade union lead-
ers have also given
Goodman a helping

hand.

In 1983 Goodman
complained that invest-
ors were suffering be-
cause unions were
‘‘seeking wage rises at
way above the 2 per cent

and 4 per cent pertainin,
inthe%l(”. ket s

No doubt the beef
baron was well pleased
when the unions agreed
to a National Plan which
has tied wage rises to a 3
per cent limit.

ULS FER
Unionist MP
John Taylor
claims that the Tories
are preparing to “‘hive
Northern Ireland off”*

into a united Ireland.

What is Mr Taylor's
evidence for this
claim? Simply that the
government say that
there are no plans to
privatise water
supplies in Northern
reland unlike the so-
called “‘British
mainland”.

It seems that if
Britain’s unfortunate

British army weapons.
® In 1980 UVF members
travelled to Belgium to
meet leaders of the pera-
military nazi VMO,

The VMO agreed to
provide arms and training
or the UVE in return for
which the UVEF undertook

to bomb Jews in Britain.

The deal was called off
when the UVF received

arms from the USA but the
contacts were maintained

citizens are going to
have to su_ffer
Thatcher’s privat-
isation, then the
Unionists want it for
the six county popul-
ation too.

No doubt Unionist
MPs will be making
sure that hospitals
and schools in the get
the same level of cuts
as are taking place
elsewhere—atter all
we don’t want to be
left out.

Quite apart from the
fact that the Tories are
not to be believed in

of the South Afn

r
this or any othe
matter, It'&tunny that
the Union

always opposed the
extension of Britain's
1967 Abortion Act to
the six counties.

Nor did they want

the lifting of anti-gay
legislation

orth in
gmam. This is known

having your cake
:f.a eating

from the
line with

i—

Boss Heffo
heads Court

IT WAS always a mis.
take to trust the La.
hour Court, but the
recent ;?)pmmnwm of

Kevin

lustons.

Who's Kevin Hefler.

nan?

Heffo, as his pals call

him, has been the Feder.

ated Union of Emplovers’
mouthpiece in the Labour
Court for the last three
years.

That might explain why
they nominated him for
the job. As a Fellow-of the
institute of Personnel
Management, he’s also
been double-jobbing with
the ESB as personnel
manager.
is, incidentally, is the
ame Heffo who managed
the Dublin football team
until a few years ago.

His !ann(un‘n! to the

Labour Court was cynical
enough to move even
Ruairi Quinn to comment

that ““it was tantamount
to making Heffo referee
between Dublin and
Kerry and expecting him
to be impartial at all
times"'.

{effernan ag
Chairperson should
dispel any lingering il

TRAVELLER

Travellers being harrassed in Tallaght

SLEFT OUR

BIGOTRY against travellers has once more
reared its ugly head. In the last few
months there have been numerous letters
in leading newspapers from snobs com-
plaining about travellers ‘‘lowering
property values™ in middle class areas.

\iden Roche

4

ke of “‘a ncw

1
T

worker
The government’s In

of the
iation of Garda

and Inspectors
I'Iu'qvt
vith a fleet of

Hiace vans'' preying on

In Dublin, ravellers
¢ foroed 10 sign on at
¢ dole office 10

Labour deaf to women

THE BRITISH Labour
Party came to the
North last month to
listen to what women
want, or so they said.

Marjorie Mowlan and
Jo Richardson, Labour
MPs, organised a
conference in Queen’s
University for over 150
women to tell the
Labour Party how they
could relate to the
needs of women in the
North.

The conference was
dominated by middle
class ‘‘professional’’
women organisers so the
content of the workshops
represented their views.

orking class women

either were not invited, or
don’t easily get days off
from work and families to
come up to Queen’s.

The issues and prob.
lems presented to the
Labour Party were
varied, covering the wide
range of economic and
social deprivation and
inequality women face in
the areas of work, health,
education, the law, social
security benefits.

. But there was no part-
icular focus on the needs
of working class women
nor any discussion about
how women could chan
things, except b voting
Labour—but then we
can’t do that here, so
unfortunately that’s not a
serious option.

Political issues we
studiously avoided, so y;:
could have had practically
the same kind of con-
(('lgrﬁnce in any

isadvantaged
Britain. L g

tr'g‘he prﬁfent of British
0ops, the repression
suffered by large sections
of the nationalist com.-
munity, the large num-
bers of people in jail,

_ which presents hardship

not just for the prisoners
but .as well for their
fanuhes outside, were
ignored,

The fact of sectarian
glscnm'malinn which is
increasing the divide be-
tween Catholic and Pro-
testant workers wags
totally ignored—that
;ught upset one section of

‘'omen, so it sn’
dusscussed. e

erious issues like {h
lack of abortion right.z
was referred to as con.
troversial and had to be
gz: to at l:w)tle before bein

on the list of
ISS(I;:_S. relevant

Ul course there was
discussion of how t;:g
toﬂ,l?ur Party—which

Ally supports Briti
?pl:ille lsml—’ng ritish
or the conditions suffered
by working class women,
and (l;;en, in the North,

was there anp
challenge to the Laboni
Party by aski how their
Rerent 1r gua.ve any dif-
i e
Power again. Yoo
ere was eve -
luctance ¢o pn(n t';e
g;man" d lt‘hat the Labour
rty should
stnkn'yx it:als'lp :g
now.

*a

citement to Hatred Bill
fails to mention hatred
against travellers

Meanwhile stereo-
types of tmvellers persist
imong wide numbers of
people

We are told that trav-
ellers are '‘dirty’’. Yet
many travellers exist in
filthy surroundings be-
cause they are not given
proper refuse collection
and sanitation services.

We are told that trav-
ellers steal as if stealing
didn't exist in the
“settled’’ community.

BOTTOM

We are told that trav-
ellers have plenty of
money and big cars, Yet
they live in obvious
poverty,

Anyone who bothers
to look at the statistics
:/rnll sechcml:;(t) travellers

cont ttom
of Irish society, i~

Infant mortality is
;llngdhels; among travellers
ife expect is
very low. Inl}cact%% of
travellers are under 25
yc;‘rs p: afe.
mid all the bi
there has beensg:’e,
bn%ht spark. At the
INTO conference,
teachers agreed unani-
mously to a motion
( proper halt-
ing silesutl'gr travellers.
Other trade unions
should follow suit. For
e ‘V;orkers. anti-trav-
= * \
b _Il{gcry is a diver-
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Markelt maadness

“BECAUSE we want to
extract a few rotten teeth,
does it mean this party is
against enterprise, against
money, against going out

and doing your own thing?

“No. We stand for ent-
erprise, energy, experi-
mentation...

“Work will be well re-
warded and the lazy pen-
alised—and that means
dole spongers as well as
tax dodgers, short day
shirkers...”

Alan Dukes? Dessie O’Malley?
Charlie Haughey? Perhaps Mar-
garet Thatcher? No. These words
were spoken by Workers Party
president Proinsias De Rossa in his
keynote speech (o the party’s ard
fheis last month.

And the quotes are not unfairly
torn from their context.

De Rossa’s presidential address
concentrated on two themes. On
the North he identified the Provos
as the main enemy for fighting
British imperialism. In words that
could have come straight from Ian
Paisley he described the IRA
campaign as a ‘‘genocidal war
against the Protestant people’’.

In the familiar old tirade he
had nothing to say about the
discrimination and repression
that is the official policy of the
sectarian state.

But less familiar from a party
that in the past was fond of quot-
ing Lenin and describing itself as
‘‘revolutionary’’ was the complete
embracing of *‘market socialism’’.

His argument was simple:
Nationalisation is unpopular.
Many people believe that market
forces must be left to decide what
is produced. For the market
mechanism to operate, capitalists
must be allowed to benefit from
the profit motive. We want to be
popular and win votes. We will
therefore abandon nationalisation
and champion money making and
the enterprise culture, -

This is his strategy for making
the Workers Party the *‘leading
party of social democracy in the
nineties’’. It is craven oppor-
tunism.

The claim of socialists—what-
ever means they proposed to
remedy the situation—was that
capitalism created low pay, un-
employment, poor .housmg and
oppression and misery for the
mass of people.

u “ \ ] a

X #

De Rossa p}oclaiming his love of the enfa}pri;é culture

The reason for this is that pro-
duction is organised for profit and
not for need. Market forces are
simply the shifts and turns in
production brought about by cap-
italists pursuing the maximum
profit.

It follows from this that things
cannot improve substantially
unless industry is brought under
the control of the mass of people.
This requires taking it from the
capitalists.

And that means that “market
socialism’’ is a contradiction in
terms. By abandoning national-
isation the Workers Party has
abandoned any remaining ves-
tige of a claim to being socialists.

For a party which has so closely
identified its vision of socialism
with the Soviet Union the influ-
ence of Gorbachev's “‘reforms’” is
part of the explanation,

But this change within the
Workers Party is a reflection of a
more general shift to the right
among the left in Ireland and
beyond.

In March the Labour Party—in
an attempt to gain respectability

and prepare the ground for a future
coalition—voted to expel Milirant.
It also removed other lelt-wingers
like Emmet Stagg from leading
positions.

The Irish trade union movement
is openly collaborating with the
vicious Haughey government
through the Plan for National Re-
covery.

WELCOMED

In a move warmly welcomed by
Fianna Fail industry minister
Ahern, the executives of the Fed-
erated Workers Union of Ireland
and the Irish Transport and Gen-
cral Workers Union have stitched
up a deal to amalgamate,

The merged union—SIPTU—
will have the accent firmly on
selling its members cut price ser-
vices rather than organising in de-
fence of jobs and conditions. Its
structure will reduce still further
rank and file influence leaving the
bureaucrats more powerful than
ever.

In the opinion polls Fianna

Fail are riding high, despite the
massive attacks on health, social
security and employment which
the government has imple-
mented,

So confident is Hau
could brush off a Dail
his refusal to alloc
AIDS victims by th
opposition partics v

Official figures
month showed the
strikes in the So

There has been ov
years an broad shift to tf
Inish society. It has it

collapse of the sev

ntie

The self-confidence of workers
in taking on their boss was hit by
the large rise in unemployment
and the feeling that Irish capital-
ism couldn’t afford to improve the
lot of the mass of people.

The trade union bosses had
sought through a succession of
“‘National Wage Agreements’’
and *‘National Understandings™ to
avoid leading a fight for jobs, pay
and conditions.

At the same time as workers had
less confidence in their own ability

to fight, their leaders demonstrated
their inability to give a lead. In-
stead they sought a cosy accom
modation with the bosses and
government.

The result is that over the past
ten years workers in the South
have seen their real incomes dec
line by about a quarter and unem-
plw,'nicm and poverty mushroom.

The Labour Party—instead of
conducting a vigorous opposition
to a succession of conservative
governments, spent much of the
past decade in coalition with
Fine Gael.

It was Labour ministers thal
collaborated with the last Coal
ition's introduction of h
charges, VAT

spital

ion leaders, for ma

kers anger turned to demoral

tion and the feeling that nothing
can be done

Having the squandered the op
portunity to hamess that anger into
a fight against attacks on the
working class, the Dail Left is now
adapting (o the right wing drift

And in adapting to the mood to
win a few more votes, they are re-
mlorcing it

If all the acknowleged trade
union and political leaders of the
working class are promoting *‘new
realism’’ and refusing to oppose
the cuts—and they are—ideas that
workers can fight for and win a
better world take a battering

As Haughey’s much vaunted
‘‘economic recovery’’ displays
unmistakable signs of coming
apart at the seams, as the
scourge of emigration hits new
highs and the lot of the poor
fresh lows, there has never been
a greater need for a genuine
socialist-party.

Such a party would stand on the
side of all the oppressed against
the horrors of capitalism. It would
champion the idea that workers
have the power to smash capital
ism and create a new world.

Such a party does not exist
today. The first step in building
that party is to bring together those
individuals who are sick 1o death
of the treachery of the official
Left. That is the task the Socialist
Workers Movement has set itself.

. n also be to the fore in : Dl
fighting anti-gay bigotry.
Ocrls Instead of doing this On a Tuesday evening
2 Labour and the Workers’ AR omas Bogle
Party confined themselves ound hanged ina po
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South

~ African

carve-up

by DOMINIC CARROLL
WHEN the blue, red The Portuguese revo-
and green flag of lution in 1974 and the sub-
the South West Af- sequent end to colonial rule

rican People’s
organisation
(SWAPO) was run
up on April 1st, it
was meant to
signal that at last,
after 119 years of
colonial rule,
Namibia was free.
But on another
pole nearby, the
pale blue flag of
the ‘‘United
Nations” was also
being hoisted.

And further along, the
blue, white and orange
standard of South Africa
showed no sign of
coming down.

This was indepen-
dence UN-style.

Within a week, 259
SWAPO guerillas, among

1,500 returning to Namibia
from Angola, were reported
killed by the South West
Africa Territory Force
(SWATE).

In the words of the
Guardian's correspondent,
“‘the South Africans had
been unleashed for a cam-*

aign of slaughter’’ by the

N representatives in
Namibia, who didn’t even
understand the terms of
their own supposedly
‘*historic settlement’’.

When they realised that
there was nothing in the
small print to prevent
SWAPO guerillas from
returning to Namibia, it
didn’t matter: anyway
because the South Af-
ricans have been ignoring
the UN for decades.

The South Africans took
control of Namibia from
the Germans during the
First World War, and were
granted a ‘‘mandate’’ to
govern the territory by the
UN'’s equally hapless pre-
decessor, the League of
Nations.

Apartheid was extended
to Namibia, and in the
sixties, the South Africans
declared their intention of
integrating Namibia into
South Africa itself. Black
resistancé ensured that this
was never possible, and in
1966 the UN was persuaded
to revoke the mandate.

R
so e 0

in Angola and
Mozambique, both of them
“‘front line states”’, forced a
change of attitude on the
South Africans.

In an attempt at “‘de-
tente'’, Namibian in-
dependence was promised,
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South African troops deployed throughout Namibia

though SWAPO was to be
excluded from proposed
elections. SWAPO decided
to maintain the struggle.

It was the explosion of
black anger in South Af-
rica itself that finally
convinced the regime that
the game was up in
Namibia.
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Students

heavy logses in their war
with Angola and SWAPO
couldn’t be justified when
the regime was facing
near-revolution at home.
During the last few years
of negotiation with the UN,
the South Africans busied
themselves furiously strip-

ping Namibia's mineral
assets.
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MASSIVE student dem-
onstrations have rocked
China since mid April.

In marches as large as
150,000 students have
demanded an end to
corruption and more
democracy.

Defying government
bans and claims that the

agitation was ‘‘a planned
conspiracy’’ aimed at
overthrowing Communist
Party rule, demonstrators

burst through cordons of
police and troops to be-
siege Party heacﬂluarters
in Beijing,

Cheered on by thous-
ands of office an)(vi build-

ing workers, the students
have shown the isolation
of the government.
_Chinese premier Den
Xiaoping had demande
the crushing of the dem-

wed

ih SWAPO

This is the sort of
stitch-up that the UN are
expert al

In [98

)
shots

Even if f

dence is g
promised, I l
be under tl the
apartheid monster, and
cconomically in hock 10 it.

The hope for Namibia
and all Southem Africa lies
with the mighty black
working class in South Af.

w of

onstrations ““with blood-
shed if necessary” and
darkly threatened repris-
als against those involved,

But police and troops
began to waver when
faced with the chanting of
il}(l)uian:l;:‘ of onlookers to

e e S
ol students

And the revolt spreads
far wider th
ot an the stud-

Teachers at th
People’s University hav:
threatened to resign from
the party if the 7
ment cracks dow%? e

Journalists at
Workers Daily, the Cl:i?\;
Youth News and other

arty papers have si
retters of protesg':ieed-

manding that th
publish fair reports ot {12,
student protests, <
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sSpanish strike wave

AMID growing discontent with the right
policies of Spain's Socialist Party go
ment. a wave of strikes spread across the |
country at the end of last month

The General Workers Unlon (UGT) hag

called the strikes In support of more "l

wing” soclal and economic programmes ans

can claim the support of more than hail thes
pulation in opinion polls

he UGT has linked up with the (’?ommunﬂ';
rkers’ Commissions to organise the actions
which was sel to Involve over 2 milion

The UGT announced it will not be SUPPork
ng the Soclalist Party-—for the first time inthes
ty's 110 year history—in June's Europess

irfliament elections
Solidarnosc at polis®

i lish Solidarity trade union movement WiE
b ng parllamentary elections in JUne
constitutional concessions by he
vernment after last winter's massive Siikes

2

; A ‘H-"'mh 65 per cent of seats in the S‘-‘fmu

L 6 reserve '1 for Communist Party candidates, hiss
€1ection wi | see a pariamentary opposition for e
first time since 1947 ' '
1’_»; ::i arity’s Citizens’ Commitiee will be standings
X >3 candidates on a platform of demandingm

democratic elections, abolishing censorshiga
widening union 8 ¢ - afo 3
pibigt ods’ Badlcgl, rights and penal reforms as wolls
: .rg ivati ):umn _This last demand reflects widéss
spread illusions in "market socialism"” among e '

oppqsi!ipn, ]
With inflation approaching 100 per cent U\dl
sumer goods, Solidarity is 00“"%

;s)g_ortages of con
ignin s il interi
spegndingg_'or cuts in military and interior ministy

na}lxits(%hli?:s"enf ily jour- And the political liber-
pasted up accmn::fh fda alisation associated with
studen Softhe reform in the Soviel

: t protests
ed'!lors have reluct‘all:tlln
re u;ed o publish themy
€ protest wa -
lows the death lasg :’:0:‘3:1
g Hu Yaobang who s
eing hailed as g cham-

Union has not been =g
plemented in China. ‘

_ Deng was one of the fe®
Communist leaders @
applaud the outla
Solidarnosc in

pion of liberalisat; Jaruzelski in 1982

ll;e example .of'?:c‘:':": lheH"‘: has also said :
oviet Unicoion in the e (3R oot never bl
Ch‘ina’s r.ulers have 2PPropriate to China.

been ‘restructuring” the As the crisis

and the regime become
more isolated from e §

mass of the Chi the
Prospmovm-r'=

economy over the
l‘ew_years_— romoritns;
oreign capital, removing
subsidies and enlarging
the market sector, workers—who have
remained
:npporlers of the
iempklzmem and scarc. '::‘—‘:comiﬂgwﬂ' 3
Ve not been im- This would create 8|

Proved despite recent revolt of revolat
ion, Proportions.

centralisati
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What went wrong

by CATHERINE CURRAN

IN 1979, the Iranian revo-
Iutlon_overthrew the op-
pressive regime of the
Shah. With that, the
stranglehold of American
imperialism in the Gulf
was broken.

{in the United States,
Jimmy Carter lost the
presidential election as the
Ayatollah Khomeini
taunted him with the 52
hostages held in the US
embassy in Tehran.

Iran was declared an Islamic
Republic and the reverberations
were felt throughout the Arab
world. Islamic fundamentalism
had come to the forefront in the
struggles of the oppressed. But the
class that was to take power in Iran
was not interested in fighting
oppression.

Traditionally, the social base of
the Islamic clergy, the ‘‘ulama’’,
was among the marketplace traders
and artisans known collectively as
the bazaar. Fundamentalist
Islam—Shia Islam—did not attract
a large following among workers.

The opposition of the bazaar and the
petit bourgeoisie to the Shah was
based on their exclusion from the
Shah’s programme of development
which was bnseél on s_tmf-l::ll( ;\l;/rei:;-

osed to private s
mi:;’ lal;geo gzaar waIs, threntenec_l, and
the large landowners lost out in the
Land Reform of 1965, the source of
the ulama’s wealth was tlgrentened. %

The political power and influence o
the religious leaders was being
undermined by the Shah. . ik

«*White Revolution o
Shgl’e’ wl?i,ch had aroused the op; ?s-
sition of the clergy _waslx rt:: monarc
att%trg ltat:dnxgg;xn): iid created a layer
of capitalists in agribusiness ogsem‘sﬁg
alongside the old landm;ge t s
had lost some land but been
revlvjzrél:r(:l.eam this l;a)lr)er was thfn hl:ﬁ:
ess labourers.

‘1“9&78& o(flolz;‘adlids of these migr_ateéi go
the cities that had been modernised by
OﬂBrﬁ:’?:l;sEasual employment and

Vi awaited them there.
%3:: ign::gi and rootless mafsfﬁ:
would add to the support basl;ai o the
Avyatollah, without giving him e
pg,wcr to effectively threaten
regime. . h’s modernisation pro-
T:ﬁnfh?'l;r:o‘:'m rapid industru_al
B o he mid-1960s. This
Eor o lopment of a
gntailed the develop ot
Eranuiacaring works for YUCH
vil::T?::l.:stries employed 3 million
workers. 3l e
oreign capital p:
;edn:tgce)da:x‘tll professnonal middle
pe 7]

d. :
da}?[?)::nel:er%f the state’s repressive ap-

paratus was not dismantled. Only
unions controlled by the secret police,
the SAVAK, were permitted in the
workplace,

The state capitalist development
programme required a huge level of
exploitation. This was coupled with
severe political repression.

Due to the dependence of Iran on oil
revenues, the fall off in world demand
for oil in 1975 had severe rep-
ercussions within Iran,

Already high rates of inflation
combined with wild speculation on the
part of the ruling class brought
austerity programmes.

But the ““White Revolution of the
Shah’' had failed in its objective: to
create a popular support base for the
Shah and his regime. Thus the late
1970s saw a variety of forces in
opposition to the Shah.

On the left, the pro-Russian Tudeh
Party had been inactive sine its dis-
astrous policy of support for the
nationalist government of Mossadeq
in 1951-3.

When Mossadeq turned the army
on strikers and demonstrators
calling for greater reforms, the
Tudeh stood by and remained silent.

When the government was sub-
sequently overthrown in a CIA-
instigated coup, and the Shah returned
to power, it had no support from the
masses.

After the Second World War, the
Tudeh Party had supported Russia’s
imperialist claims to iranian oil.

issident left-wingers had broken
away from the Tudeh in the 1960s to

* form the guerilla organisations of the

Mojahedim and the Fedayeen,
These groups were strongly in-
fluenced by Castro, Ho Chi Minh, and
Mao. The Mojahedin also looked to
Islamic fundamentalism, while the

SUBVERSIVE

Fedayeen was communist-oriented.

Although their efforts were ex-
tremely heroic, the groups’ strategies
revealed one major flaw: the notion
that the party could substitute itself for
the working class, and jolt the masses
into activity by subversive activity.

Instead of being seen as shining
examples, they were thought of as
somewhat loony and were isolated
from the very people on whose
behalf they wanted to act.

The political agenda could therefore
be set by the more vociferous clergy,
and the ideas that were to come to the
forefront came from the conservatives
among the opposition to the Shah.

This meant that in 1977, when pro-
test erupted on the streets tl(lwe;- the
austerity programme, it was the clergy
who ra?Iigd the crowds and called for
the overthrow of the Shah.

The early months of 1978 saw a
succession of demonstrations organ-
ised by the religious leaders.

However, a further downturn in the .

economy resulted in severe wage cuts
and precipitated a new wave of strikes.
Independent working class activity
was suddenly a possibility. :
Although workers had previously

[

e

On May Day 1979 unemployed women workers led a
Equal wages for women

banner reads

concentrated on economic demands,
from June 1978 political demands
were also raised. These included the
removal of the SAVAK (secret police)
offices from workplaces, calls for
independent trade unions and changes
in management.

In September, workers in the crucial
oil industry went on strike.

Although on American advice the
Shah had conceded much to the
Islamic fundamentalists, the con-
tinuing wave of strikes and riots con-
vinced him to turn to his preferred
method of crowd control.

On September 8th troops fired on
demonstrators in Tehran, killing
thousands.

It was at this point that the mass
strike emerged as the most powerful
weapon in the struggle against the
Shah.

While the demonstrations organised
by the mullahs could focus resistance
to the regime, without the working
class they were effectively powerless.

Only the working class could
bring down the government. The
strike spread rapidly throughout
the various industrial sectors. US
support for the Shah was wavering.

Rank and file conscripts in the army
were beginning to turn against their
leaders.

Capital left the country at a rate of
$50 million a day. The workers’ con-
fidence was boosted as the Shah con-
tinued to make concessions.

But the only nationally recognised
leader to emerge was the Ayatollah
Khomeini. This was because, although
the workers organised within their
factories and workplaces, they left it to
the religious leadership to co-ordinate
activities, raise slogans, and generally
act as the political representatives of
the masses.

The flight of the Shah in January
1979 left a power vacuum which

Khomeini prepared to fill. Nowhere

on the Left was any alternative pre-

‘sented, as the Communist-influenced

i

i
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industry,
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Islamic repa
relations of prox

Although the ronal govern-
ment was asserting itself, in reality it
had not yet consolidated its grip or
managed to subordinate the workers’
movement.

On May Day 1979 one and a half
million workers and unemployed
marched in Tehran in defence of the
shoras.

But the failure of the march to con-
front pro-Islamic thugs led to a
symbolic victory for the regime.

The Mojahedin avoided joining the
rally for fear of seeming to oppose the
regime. Thus there was no leadership
for the masses of workers; the con-
fusion of the Left opened the way for
a full-scale attack on the democratic

rights of every section of the working
class.

ATTACKED

.The. rights of women and national
minorities were attacked, while the
Left largely evaded the issue. The
Islamic Revolutionary Guards took on
the role of the SAVAK, and the
counter-revolution continued apace.

However, in the autumn of 1979
struggles continued, in spite of the
savage repression. The reaction of the
Ayatollah was to mount an attack on
US imperialism which threw the
opposition into confusion. Opponents
of the Islamic Republic were called
agents of US imperialism.

The Tudeh Party fell in behind

mllﬂ:ll !"ll ; ’Ilg!

l uu'hl;v'l nm I ’,
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huge demonstration. Their

Khomeini, as did the organisations of
the “‘New Left'’. Workers and mili-
tants were abandoned for the sake of a
f y anti-imperialism

Had the Left been less enamoured
of nationalist politics in the first inst-
ance, they would not have fallen for
Khomeini's ploy. A referendum was
held, and the Islamic constitution was
passed

The names of those who voted
against it were recorded by the
organisers. Not to vote would have
invited the attention of the Revo-
lutionary Guards. The regime now
had a free hand to attack the Left.

But in spite of the vicious attacks on
left-wing organisations and indepen-
dent trade unions within Iran, in spite
of a catalogue of oppression of women
and minorities, including Kurds and
the Baha'i religion, Islamic funda-
mentalism has become the voice of the
oppressed in the Middle East.

This has come about largely as a
result of the failure of the Left to offer
effective political leadership. Social-
ists welcome the challenge to US im-
perialism in the Gulf, and to the
hierarchy of Arab states who sup-
ported Ira?‘s invasion of Iran,

Islamic fundamentalism has givena
new focus to the struggle for
Palestinian liberation, thus challenging
the state of Israel.

But at the same time it is no more
than a current of reform within cap-
italism. it opposes independent work-
ing class activity and any change in
the capitalist mode of production.

While socialists must support
Iran in its opposition to imperial-
ism, we must oppose the Iranian
regime’s suppression of independent
working class activity,

W_herg: the fundamentalists are
fighting i pport them,

imperialism we su
But where they are advancing their
own class interests by imposing op-
pression and repression, against
women, Kurds or writers like Salman
Rushdie, we do not.



PAGE SIX SOCIALIST WORKER

THE QUESTION of how
much of the economy
Is state-directed, was
trad-itionally seen as
the central issue of
socialism for many on
the Left.

There were many schemes:
from the state replacing im-
ports with home products and
self—suﬂiciency drives in the
“Third World”, to Keynes'’s
ideas in the West, that state
spending could prevent crisis.

(The slump in the early
'70s, that has seen millions
thrown on the dole, tore a hole
in that onel).

The ultimate in nationalisa-
tion is of course Eastern
Europe, where a state
bureaucracy controls the
whole economy.

Faith in stalinism was
shaken by revolutions within
it, especially Hungary in 1956
and Czechoslovakia in 1962.
But still many on the Left saw
a greater role for the state as
the way forward.

For revolutionaries the
starting point is always the
interests, and the potential, of
the working class movement.

A worker in the ‘‘state
sector"—a Dublin Bus worker,
for example—is just as ex-
ploited as a supermarket
cashier. The most viclous tac-
tics have been used by
bosses in the public service—
the National Coal Board, for
example, in the British miners’
strike of 1984, or the assaults
by gardal and army on Dublin
Corporation workers more
recently.

But there are many oc-
caslons where it s directly in
workers' Interests to demand
nationalisation.

We have seen this twice in
the last weeks.

Bakery bosses launched a
competitive war; workers' jobs
were the' casualties. Union
boses demanded price con-

" trols to raise the price of
bread. Workers have no
interest in high bread prices.

Instead an occupation to
force the state to nationalise
Johnston Mooney and O'Brien
would have combined the
demand for low bread prices
with defending jobs.

Shortly after this we saw the
Minister for Finance put on a
show to the oil companies to
oppose petrol price rises.

?hen they were treated to
cheaper supplies from
Whitegate, at an effective,
hidden, subsldz to the oil
companies of about 3p per
gallon of public money.

Again socialists demand
nationalisation of all oil sup-

lies. And in cases of price
increase the state should
subsidise oil—in our interest.

The general point is that
workers demand nationalisa-
tion in order to be able to put
pressure on the state—to
prevent job losses, price rises
etc. But all these demands,
can only be won by workers
fighting for them.

Experience continually
shows us that state interven-
tion or nationalisation on its
own offers no guarantee of
workers' interests.

However there is a yawning

ap between this—pointing
the limits of nationalisation
and the centrality of workers'
own activi nd the thinking
that dominates the estab-
lished Left today.

Morxism mace éasy

Nofionalisation and
market sociclism

State plannlng—and state
responsibility—are out. From
Gorbachev to De Rossa,
“market socialism” is the
hideous new formula.

Gorbachev says there is no
contradiction between social-
ism, and a man “getting rich
by his own hard work”.

China’s rulers took these
ideas very much to heart for
some years—until inflation,
chaos in food supplies and
corruption frightened them
back to strict centralism (a
direct cause of the inspiring
mass demonstrations of
Chinese students and workers
that we have seen in recent
weeks).

The failure of Russian-style
“state socialism” to deliver the
goods lies behind Gorbach-
ev's attempts to introduce
some elements of the market
in the Soviet economy.

And the failure of state
intervention to sustain the
boom in the West has dis-
credited the idea of national-
isation among the officlal Left
here.

Here, in its Tralee con-
ference, Labour's "“new"
economic policy poses “a
thriving private sector” as the
key to the future—and praised
Waterford Glass workers for
cooperating with modern
enterprise (no mention of job
losses herel).

But Workers' Party Proin-
sias de Rossa has gone much
further—praising "enterprise
and innovation”, “sturdy indi-
vidualism”, “risk-taking and
competition” and “getting on
;n the world by your own ef-
orts"

He argued that what the
people want is not public
ownership but a market
system—and that the state
should leave enterprise alone
to play “a full productive part
in public life".

e did Sl.:ﬁest that the
state should intervene in
cases where enterprise
“damages people"—but ﬁro-
posed no formula for ditfer-
entlaﬂn? between capitalist
greed that causes unem-
ployment, poverty and envir-
onmental disasters—and
some form of “good" enter-

prise.

The fact is that those who
talk “market socialism” are
marketing a contradiction in
terms.

Contrary to the claims of the
marketeers, price competition
not only does not solve waste,
it creates waste at every
turn—the waste of arms
spendin?. the waste of human
lives in tamine and disease,
the waste of human potential
in Fatty and alienating badly-
paid jobs.

Airplanes, or pieces of
them, fall out of the skies as a
direct result of price compsti-
tion; and the unemployed,
so-called, are millions of
people banned from taking
part in society.

Just as with Gorbachev's
Russia, the huge corporations
that control most of the
Western world's wealth pro-
tect the vested interests of
those within them and do not
in any sense provide for
workers' needs.

Only workers themselves, in
challenging this huge world
system, and fighting, can rid
the world of disaster and
waste—and fighting the
bosses’ state—will be a vital
part of that struggle.

MARY KILLIAN

What points are In the People’s

Front Programme?

FIRST THAT people must not be
made to pay the price of
reforms.

If officials want to reform
society, good, we su;lvpm. But the
people mustn't pay the price. The
people were not responsible for
the failure of the economic
system.

If there are reforms which are
implemented democratically, if
decision making at all levels is
democratic, then pcrh'.\{ws people
can accept some sacrifices. But
that's not the case at present.

Some degree of marketisation
of the economy is inevitable and
needed. But we must not accept
the rules of the market as gover-
ning the development of the
economy,

The market can help us get
goads of better quality, which can
make interprises more dynamic,
but it cannot produce positive
social results by itself. it can't
%uidc social and economic
development.

Those problems are unsolvable
by the market. So we must have
social and economic regulation
and democratic planning. The
ideal combination of plan and
market cannot be found without
some kind of industrial
democracy.

Fetishisation of the market is
no better than the Stalinist
fetish of the plan. If you're
sacrificed for profit or you're
sacrificed for gross output,
what’s the difference?

It is very important for us to
say that we are against techno-
cratic solutions w%ich sacrifice
democracy to the market. We are

for the defence of democracy
against market forms as well as
against Stalinism. .

The central question for us i
democracy, industrial democracy
as well as political democracy

We opposc any price reform
before the creation of a new
system of democratic manage-
ment. We are against lay-oifs
without programmes of new
training. We want a legal m
defending the rights of «
from lay-offs

Our concrete propona
to abolish the d
onstrations and special tr

Second, to change the ¢
system and return to the
one person one vo
bureaucrats have two vol
ordinary citizen d as members
of official institutic

The third pointis 1
to the local coun
councils to be ¢l

people.

Do you campalgn for
Independent trade unions?

WE SAY the Popular F
be an embryo of 1
the socialist party, inc
trade unions and civil societ

We say it is better not to

.‘\cqnmlc these issues now,

Probably it's better not to
create independent trade unions
but to conquer the lower levels of
the official trade union, as

happened in Spain ; 7
years of ancomm SRR lugt

First you take
S K€ some steps
mro}xgh l?me official system. ¢ vgu
don’t succeed you can create a
new system. But you must exploit

universities. There were a lot of
demonstrations over that and
people boycotting the military

possibulitses produced by
icial system and show

Finally we say to people that by
strengthening the People's From
you are strengthening the dems
cratic tendencies in society md
making it more likely thy

party members

Do you think in principle the
yystem cannol be reformed?

P N L L b S

How do you relate o the

I'HE ELECTORAL law is s
contradictory, although K's s

Was an angry L‘m'“
10lars and sciesti
s not very dlffﬂaw

vere chanting slogs®

1t there was a nucikss®

support all those

and scholars. Now most
are in the Popular Front
‘We have the s
with the Yeltsinist

ption of Studenis
ary edcation in the




There weri!
as over hil

fo people il
 Peop G":fg::‘,

in society 1l
mlikely !

s will bt

) the

\w is very
h it's not

is a popular leader and I agree
with a lot of the things he says.
But he is not proposing any
programme or creating any
structures for mass organisation.
he just wants the masses to
support him )f)ersonnlly while he

does the job from the top.

‘We are supporting Yeltsin, of
course, very strongly. It’s partly
our achievement that he’s so
successful on the ground during
the elections. But that is
because we’ve built some kind
of structure.

To get our own candidates
through we had to be very
organised.

or example, the Democratic
Union, which according to my
analysis is a right wing organ-
isation, was very important in
Moscow during ‘the [9th party
conference.

They organised rallies and
demonstrations, showing their
posters and slogans, and were
immediately arrested. That pro-
duced a lot of noise in the West-
em press and also the Soviet off-
icial press.

But for the current electoral
campaign in Moscow they did
nothing because they had no
organisation on the ground at
local level.

In contrast we established 26
electoral committees, going to the
people in each constituency.

, Some of our commissions were
simply supporting prominent
people like Korotich. But we
Wwere able to put forward many of
our own candidates.

Five managed to get nominated
and they were not accepted by the
electoral commission. Only one,
Sergei Stankevitch, got through to
the final stage. Bgut no other

unofficial groups achieved even
that.

A lot of people came to us over
the electoral law, because they
suspected they were cheated by
the officials. We doubled in size.
But these new people have no
political experience, so now is the
time to educate them very rapidly.

What sort of Ideas exist In the
People’s Front?

THE MOVEMENT contains dif-
ferent elements, both on the left
and on the right.

Those identified as progressive
left or democratic left include the
Marxists, a few social democrats,
a very strong ecological current
and a so called populist current,

In Estonia, Lithuania and
Latavia the populists dominate
the movement ideologically,
while in Russia in most cases the
movement is dominated y social-
ists and Marxists.

The coordinating council of the
People’s Front in Moscow now
has eight members and all of
them identify themselves as
Marxists. By the way, four of
them are Communist Party
members, belonging to the so
called renewal movement in the

pnﬁe left wing or progressive
populists talk about the necessity
of helping the people and getting
social justice, but they have no
programme at all. 5
ey simply have a collection
of slogans, but the slogans are
popular and reflect the state of
mind of many, many People.
That’s why we finally adopted
a populist name for the organ-
isation, not a socialist one.
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TELEVISION, radio and
newspaper reports have
presented the results of
the recent election In the
USSR as a triumph for
glasnost. prooi that

orbachev's reforms are
working.

In fact, the election
results reflected the real
disappointment of
Russian workers at
Gorbachev's failure to
deliver on the reforms he
promised through per-
estrolka and glasnosl.

Forty regional and city party
bosses suffered humiliating
defeat. The Western media
concentrated on Boris
Yeltsin's victory in Moscow.

Sacked as local party leader
and junior politburo member
sixteen months before, Yeltsin
won 98 per cent of the vote in
the city.

Yeltsin's success was
matched by smaller victories
for unofficial candidates, such
as two supporters of the

EIlhLHi
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Yeltsin supporters campaign in Moscow

quarter of the seats) people
often crossed out the name 10
deny them the 50 per cent vote
needed for success

For almost a year now, the
USSR's leadership has been
retreating from its own talk of
glasnost,

Decrees passed last summer
allowed for the banning of
unofficial demonstrations and
rallies, and established a
special section of the police 1o
impose such bans

Troops were sent 1o
Armmenia to enforce a curfew
and members of the Karabakh
committee, which had massive
support when it organised
strikes and protests, were
imprisoned.

More recently, the use of
military intervention to halt
the rebellion of the non-
Russian nattonalities has fed to
carnage in Georgia, as troops
broke up peaceful dem-
onstrations thar called for
independence.

It is continuing economic

ucracy shaken
ction results

Reports before the election
told of people’s growing
disillusion with the regime’s
talk of perestroika

In voumng down those seen
as most opposed (o changing
the old systom, people found a
channel for that
disallustonment

Bt votes alone will not
bring the changes they want

Rigging of clection pro-
cedures has ensured that the
great majority of depaties will
be loyal 1o whatever instruce
tions come from above.

Morcover, the congress of
deputees has no power of ils
own except fo elect a state
president and a smaller full-
tune supreme Soviet.

The CP leadership should
have no difficulty fixing both
elections.

Mecanwhile the official
candidates who lost seats have
kept their key positions as
directors of enterprises and
regional party chiefs.

The election shows the
anger growing among millions
of workers as attempts to
reform the system get
nowhere

The key to the future lies in
channelling this into struggles
which hmfd workers' organ-
isation in the factories and
creating a power that can take
on the might of the regime.

They agree witw
Gorbachev's economic
gramme but would like to see
it go further in the direction of
attacking jobs and workers’
living standards

However, some of the
successful candidates, like the
two who support the Moscow
popular front, stand for a

genuine attempt o implement
socialist policies, based
ueither on the old style stalin:
15t command economy nor on
the Western style market.

It is 10 be hoped they draw
the conclusion thaf it is
possible to organise for such
policies we

Dt s beyond in-
Moscow Popular Front (see deterioration that has done REFORM OR A e bt
interview wilt)h Popular Fionl most to make people demand REVOLUTION? AR 11
members). much more radical changes A product of the party ap-
The response to Yeltsin's [han hitherto, _The election result and fear  paratus, Yeltsin is unlikely to
candidacy revealed just how : This has not, at feast yet, of further involvement of the build a mass organisation.
concerned Gorbachev's d?m““d SXpression in redun-  masses in politics will en- Given the chance he would
regitne was to keep 1of cies (except among Some  courage their friends at the top Ccompromise with the rest of
e SO grades of administrative of the police, the KGB ang _the party leadership.
. Thekr efforts to discredit emBI"OY?CS)- armed forces to push for a _And what applies to Yeltsin
Yeltsin clearly cansed people . BU! it has meant sharp  policy of repression. also applies to a fair number
Shousedtohavedllustons in 000 oringes of pend.  Whats really importantis  ©f the other official
Gorbachev to turn against oy 1N Shortages of part- po axtent to which the elec- Ccandidates,
el icular sorts of basic consumer toral revolt encourages people At the same time as i
Before the election this 80098 (Isl“gm‘ wea coffecand 15 take practical action on  Ercater polifical democracy,
disillusionment had led to SPECIALY S0ap powder). their own behalf, some also wanmt more
| open protests from only a  Gorbachev’s concessions o While this has already been  PTivileges for managers in
narrow section of the popul-  €ast East-West tension—dis- happening for months in the and more austerity for
b ation in lhe core RuSsian engagement from Afghanj- non'R“ssian republics, the real the W’Ofklm class.
| speaking parts of the USSR.  Stan, the prospect of a settle- significance of the election is This will not be possible
i Aq.:@pm_gn_t;aspect:of the ment in Kampuchea, the that it shows how easily this  without demands which talk
lection results was that they  Willingness to accept Sonth mass activity could spread to oy just of “‘democracy’* and
at ﬁfn%q’s" ‘‘policing’ of Moscow and Leningrad. still less of the *‘market’’ but
‘ m:gx‘m_xg,n gcmgqxhng . g:sth gg Much depends on whether of workers themselves taking
erolu Impovyerist the successful opposition control of the economy, a
‘Countries of Latin Ameri i ir job si
ete—nre the Inteinienicd,  candidates see their job simply  control they had after
 etc.—are the international exerting 1917 and lost to Stalin and his
. consequences of economic parliamentary c! or heirs,
/ crisis and the USSR's the regime to reform itself, This is a policy of revo-
dlot  increasing inability to ¢ whether they build % lution, not of reform.
a  militarily with the West. mass organisations, BRUCE MORTON
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Unity and the L

Unity is the buzz-word o

n the Left these days.

Shouldn’t we all sink our differences in a broad

front to remove the bord

er. And what of a broaa

front based on the victims of poverty?
JOSH CLARKE answers the question: What
should a socialist’s attitude be?

THE Republicans aim to
build a broad anti-
imperialist front. Labour
Left mooted something
called a Rainbow
Coalition, and Proinsias
De Rossa writes letters to
leaders of trade unions,
Left parties, community
organisations, even
church groups urging
unity around a minimal

rogramme of social

ustice.

Whenever any of these
fronts organises some
genuine action, such as
demonstrations or even
strikes, the Socialist
‘Workers Movement will be
there to do our bit.

A refusal to take part in real
activity, whatever our criticisms of
the general thrust of the particular
“‘broad front”’, would be sectarian.

But there are a number of prob-
lems with these fronts (existing or
intended) though each is obviously
different.

The Republican broad front is
centred on the demand for national
self-determination.

The idea is that women, workers,
the poor, in fact all the oppressed in
Ireland, face partition as tge main ob-
stacle on the road to their liberation.

This is a more left-wing variant of
the traditional republican ent
about the need to get rid of the

'I;order before anything else can be
one.

In the South we have a fully-formed
ruling class with quite a large base in
the middle class and beyond, which
Oppresses us on its own behalf.

omen in the South looking for the

cause of their oppression don't have to
look to London. The Catholic church
and weak-kneed ‘‘liberal’’ estab-
lishment here in the 26 Counties are
the culprits.

When workers go on strike, it's just
as likely to be Irish capitalists as
foreign that they come up against.

When the poor feel oppressed by the
*‘National Debt'’ the culprits aren’t
simply foreign imperialists, they're
just as likely to be some of the Irish
bosses to whom roughly half the debt

.is owed.
To claim that the struggle against

partition is the cutting ed%e of every
struggle in Ireland is to let off the
hook our own ‘‘native Irish’’
oppressors.
common theme in all the broad
front plans is that the ‘‘people’’ need
to come together to form electoral al-
liances against the three ‘‘anti-
ople” parties that dominate in the
ail at the moment.

The idea, certainly in De Rossa's
case, is that for the indefinite future,
socialism is off the agenda. If we can
find ‘‘progressive’’ sections of the
middle class and even bishops who
sound off about poverty, we can form
a grand coalition that eases the brunt
of the cutbacks and initiates some very
basic reforms.

To the extent that this idea
motivates those involved in these
broad fronts, it represents a retreat for
the Left, which reflects massive
demoralisation.

It is reminiscent of the Popular
Front slogan that dominated in the
1930s, all over the world. Marxists
have always rejected the Popular Front
in favour of the United Front.

- A United Front involves agreements
between workers’ parties to cooperate
on some immediate action that re-
quires the mobilisation of workers’

_strength and can be considered
worthwhile by reformists and revo-
lutionaries alike,

At the same time, within a united

front the different parties retain
freedom of criticism and no com
promise is made on more long-term
political objectives

In the '30s the most urgent united
action of workers' organisations was
around fighting the fasciats, physically
clearing them off the strects wherever
they showed themselves

The Popular Fronts, on the other
hand, dealt with the fascist threat by
forming electoral agreements with the
more liberal bosses' parties, which
necessarily involved curtailing work-
ers’ militancy and self-activity

Popular Fronts arise when the re-
formist/stalinist left is either
frightened by its own strength or em-
barrassed by its own weakness, and
seeks out ‘‘nice’’ sections of the
middle class who can give them a
more respectable veneer.

Popular Fronts, by demobilising
workers’ struggles, end up failing to
achieve even their more liberal aims,
because the demobilise the main force
for change in society, the self-activity
of the working class.

Wherever you see left wing polit-
icians extending a hand to
‘‘sympathetic’’ bishops or more
**radical’* members of Fianna Fail, in
the case of Sinn Fein, the spectre of
the Popular Front lurks close behind.

Another theme common to all
these initiatives is that socialists
should look to the most down-
trodden groups in society—the
unemployed, travellers etc.—rather
than organised workers.

The idea is the more oppressed you
are the more likely you are to fight;
that those in work have been bought
off by prosperity and that anyway the
working class is declining as a force in
society.

For some, particularly around the
more radical clergy in inner cities in-
fluenced by ideas of liberation theo-
logy it is the poor who are the main
force for change. The traditional
working class are seen as part of the
problem, being part of the affluent
society that depends for its prosperity
on the poverty of those on its margins,
whether in the inner cities of the
metropolitan countries or in the Third
World.

These arguments are particularly out
of place in Ireland, which, has seen a
massive growth in the working class.
In the ’50s half the population

o the one acre farmes
In the "S0s 45 per cent of the
population lived on the land. Today
only 16 per cent are farmers. There
has been a vasl increase in wage
workers, so that they make up more
than 60 per cent

»

i less and lack
trength that workers

the black riots in Britain's inner cities,
unless it links up with the organised
working class it risks being wasted.

Of course any campaigns built by
members of the Labour Party, Work-
ers’ Party or Sinn Fein are bound to
involve some sort of activity amongst
workers. The point is that workers will
be treated as another group of op-
pressed, of equal importance with the
women's movement, community
groups, Travellers’ organisations, etc.

This follows from a very different
understanding of oppression to that of
marxists,

Instead of looking at women's
oppression or gay oppression or any
other form of oppression as arising
within capitalism and tailored to the
needs of capitalism, they each op-
pression is seen as existing outside
of history. 3

R_nlher than look for the origin of
sexist ideas within capitalist society,
for their material roots, they are
treated as the unchanging expression
of a biologically determined male
sexism.

Consequently the struggle against
sexist ideas and institutions is turned
into a struggle by all women against
all men,

_There is an obvious problem for this
view. How to unite the different
struggles against different op-
grmssions. After all, if all men benefit

om women’s oppression and all
straights benefit from the oppression

of gays and so on, how ar ve 10
create a single I
braces middle cla
trade unionist
and the Traveller
house values™ 7

For marxists, it is only the workers
vho have an interest in overcoming
the divisions between the different
groups ol oppres wed

Unlike all the other groups of

oppressed, workers collectively ex-
ploited as they are in the factory or
ofTice, have only one way of fighting
their exploitation and that is as a
collective.

But oppression of w omen,
travellers, unemployed, or gays, for
example, affects them as individuals

in the home, by the police, by rep-
ression and discrimination. That
makes it very eas r the bosses to pit
one group of oppressed against an-
other. Workers have to umite if they
are to win

This is more that a pious slogan.
Capitalism has created factories and
offices where numbers of workers are
collectively exploited. If the boss cuts
your wages Or worsens your con-
ditions you are not alone. Your
workmates will have the same cuts
imposed and it’s much easier to
collectively organise to do something
about it.

Secondly, at the end of the day, all
power in society, political power in-
cluded, rests upon the control of
wealth. Workers, and in this they are
unique among the oppressed, have the
power to seize the wealth of the bosses
where it’s actually produced.

Many of the To_lppmssed are them-
selves workers. The possibility exists
of arguing with fellow workers that
sexist, anti-gay or anti-traveller pre-
judices weaken the whole workforce.
And that it is the boss—the common
enemy—who benefits from divisions
within the working class.

. That is why marxists place such
importance on the working class. It
involves taking ap all questions of
oppres:ion—-ino matter how
unpopular—within the workin
g:ags aind ‘vzlhmlg the Ih:
it is in workers’

defend all the g

L ressed.

. The prize to be gained is the mobil-
1sation of society’s most

force for the liberation of i

JOSH CLARKE




SOCIALIST WORKER PAGE Mt

What we stand
for

Ipll !I | L ||| |!||!| I!I!HII “!I!H!I«
m:hu!

| e
n{“h!!“ |||m=!l| hl'l“ﬂ!'“!l!“ll' Lﬂ"“'

Belfast Branch
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May 30th: China—from Books are weapons

cultural revolution to

ki The Socialist Workers Movemen! :1‘ a lma'vmlk’ ?:dgorﬂlf-oﬂ

fan iali fighting for a workers’ republic In e and for

Meets every Monday et socialism sgcluﬂsgm Internationaily.

at 7.30 pm in the

Ulster People’s Derry Branch FOR REVOLUTION, NOT REFORM

Conege, - Adelaide We begin from the proposition thal whai delermines ‘he

Park, £ e (between naturegol any soclety Is the system by which s w_:-rr?h R
isb Road produced. in the system we live under, capliaiism

Mbnenoay Meets every TueSday production Is geared to profit, not to human :w'od

Malone Road’ at 8.00 Pm in Dungl Among its inevitable fealures ore poverly, war, racism

. e and sexism. Capitalism cannot be destroyed and ihese
opposite Que_ens Elms Bar, Waterloo St evils thus eradicated by plecemeal reform. It can only be
Ha"S Of HeSIdence) D destroyed by vao{l;tho"r:cry c:ﬁs’c;nc?g,’m class which
undalk Branch creates all the weaith, the wo 1

May 1st: Afghanistan
—~Russia’s Vietnam?
speaker: Mark Hewitt
May 8th: Organising
Meeting

May 15th: Soviets
versus Parliament
speaker: Bruce Morten
May 22nd: PUBLIC

The machinery of the capitalist sk:ta—.pomomer:!, co;xh;
army, police efc—Is designed fo oro.m‘:t the in‘e;es[s of
the ruling capitalist class, not !_z? reguiate soclely ‘ndu
neutral fashion. At most, parliament c'un b‘e use
somelimes, fo moke promgﬁndu“ago!m/‘copﬂoh.sm xt!
canno! be used lo smash copiialism Gr}-y‘a wo.karr‘s*
revolution can do that and es! sh a huly x'{‘emocr(? ;
soclely In which workers hoid wer direclly H'H;)ug
delegates elecled from workp! s ?"C] mec:)s and l@
re-callable and replaceable at any Hime by hose who
elect them

Meets every second
Tuesday at 8.00 pm in
ATGWU, Francis St

Dublin Branch

ac

Meets every NEITHER WASHINGTON NOR MOSCOW

MEETING See posters Wednesday at 8 pm in This kind of socialism does not exist anywhere loday
and SW sellers for the Bachellor Inn, Workers do not have conirol in Russia \hﬂr‘ﬂ L\f‘ﬂ:i
details O’Connell Bridge Instead, power is heki by a siate-caplialist class. /

workers' revolution Is needed In these couniries ?;a "
We are against NATO and the Warsaw Pact ur.i’ alt
weapons of mass deshuction. We are for fhe right of all

May 29th: Art and

revolution speaker: May 10th: The politics of

nations, East and Wes?, 1o self-determination
Martin Mooney :\Ze G{eeqs ¢ s s, fost o
Further details of mgﬁ;?{;(}‘g’/}gg; FOR AN END TO PARTITION
Be,faSt BranCh wilie : Ihe Northem Siote was created tw.l‘\:ihm hn;‘voifr—lg!‘\‘li\\!f"
to: PO Box 418, Tomb |2 20t PUBLIC own nkeests. Sectaroniam and bigoly were bult I
St, Belfast BT9 5PU Gorbachev’s Russia gl pavivpes oven o T‘,ifﬁf},‘f,‘,’f,}',‘“{;‘,“.‘f;.‘,,"if}
e second " 01 mmJ ¥ Cofholik »\.'\!iuwl\y o fl m‘ﬂgﬂ;ﬁ‘;i?i
Bray Branch revolution? Venue: Crpianion s 1 e ieres of i Northem worker
Kln,ay HOUSG, Lord i o . 0,‘..- . yiing agal vt imperialism and
Meets every second  Edward St (top of Dame UppOs s D R atas o Wil
Tuesday at 8.00 pmin  S) 8,00 pm hem " Rt . 2y
Hibernian Inn, Marine May 31st: China today h those of Imperiallam, Soulhern
Terrace yto | 7-‘-"“‘ .H: :‘l"; ‘{11;:1‘11”\’! ~;:n‘1.“l'o
Cork Branch For more details of be toived only by, e
regl.l’ar bl‘anCh ¢ e s b ,'):« o gu,\ni’;ifl’;n "5”‘%3“)1"' o '1*.‘
Meets every Tuesday meetings in BRAY, art o nondt " ond by appeoling o
at 8 pm in the Anchor  pERRY, DUBLIN, -closs oonces n purw o s goal,can never
Inn, George’s Quay  pUNDALK, e
... DUNGARVON, 1 o AN END 10 ALL OPP |
May gth: W’” SOCIallsm We oopore of forms of of ;--n",: on which divide ‘}"“1
inevitably end upas  GALWAY 1wo new  [SSOUIHERN e oess Syt waman, e At 1
Stalinism ? KILKENNY; ﬁ demand and the r‘qM o
Struggle 2, ¢ C ~r""j:..'-wnt‘u}mrvul‘r‘,;n ' :h:.xr;* h
struggle? alists.  contact: SWM, PO the SWM NEOQ-COLONY.
ey ﬁf;'g;.;ggg}: '°F  Box 1648, James’s il
an :
democratic reforms St’ Dublin 8 MAIPX/SMAND by Kieron Aken Trade unions exis! fo protec! workers' interests under

m. The role of rade union leaders is lo negotiate

¢ Nete " |
NG“ODG..&L\ argue se1 over workers’ position within capitalism. To

that unemployment
poverty, emigration
and Industiia

OPPRESSION

desiroy capiiafiism, we need a rank and file movement In
e unions separate from the leaderships and fighling for

Letters

workers' interesis regardiess of the needs of capitalism
by Josh Clark backwardness Is 3
ere do the Ideas caused by Britain’s FOR A REVOLUTIONARY PARTY
of raclsm and sexism dominance of o Sx .
— come from? How s If lreland. Is this frue? Choes SonmoKuR secHions of e weing Sha TR o8
McCann is |k Warorbetonan | fl e kol vy el
overcome capitalists? Kleran such a party through spreading its ideas and through fis
p ri i g ‘%pgre?hsllon of O"hl + Allen explodes a activity In the working class movement
‘ ' nds. This porm% [ mvth.
tao g excmlr‘esme rxm Im .IIIIIIlllllll.lll.lll".l.ll.ll.l..
?é’fi, ?gd brings It up mtﬁ:bplg horg‘%%v
. ks Box 1648
benches, and Jus tage \9y »
gg%’,ﬁg‘:&;b Shotta understanding that rape P PR poilog Dublin 8

recent court case in
Britain in which a Judge
Pickles jalled a woman
for refusing to testify
against the man accused
of assaultln%her,
Eamonn McCann (April
Socialist Worker) stated
that marxists wouldn’t
back a campaign for his
sacking.

Whilst accepting that
Judge Pickles is
probably no more
reactionary than all the
other ruling class toffs
who sit on court

and assaults on women
won’t be eradicated by
stiffer sentences, we
nevertheless feel that
Eamonn Is too rigid in
his view.

If a campaign was
launched to get Pickles
fired, socialists should
support and others like
it, whilst discussing with
those involved the most
effective way to tackle
the problem of violence
against women.

DOMINIC CARROLL,

MIKE TIERNEY, Cork

IRELAND'S
PERMANENT
REVOLUTION

by Chris Bambery

For 300 vears it has been the
‘Irish problem’. Labour and
Tory, reformists and
hard-liners, the soft hand of
parliament and the mailed
fist of the army — all have
failed to solve it. This book

argues for a socialist solution.

£3.00 from:
SW Books, PO Box
1648, James’s St

Dublin 8 E

Join Us!

Q/ would like to join the SWM
0/ would like more details of the SWM
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NAME .. emsivmicas witssbiisiomiioh
ADDHESS it :
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: Send to SWM PO Box 1648, Dublin 8 5
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Keep that
bastard
away

by EAMONN McCANN

ONE of the least-publicised aspects of the
Hillsborough soccer disaster was the reaction of some
of the injured fans who were visited by Margarel
Thatcher at the Royal Hallamshire Hospital in
Sheffield.

“Keep that bastard away from me,” one patient
demanded.

Another, in intensive care, told her directly to “get lost”,
while a third who wasn't able to speak managed to make his
feelings clear by kicking the bedclothes off.

Nurses' descriptions of these scenes were carried only in
foreign papers and in left-wing British publications. Which Is
about par for the course for the British media which, with
good reason, has no wish to face up to the facts about the
disaster.

The Tory tabloid press played a significant role in creating
the conditions for the disaster to happen. For years, they
have represented soccer “hooligans"” who deserve to be
herded into cages by the cops every Saturday.

The fact that the fans had this image made It easler for the
clubs to treat them appallingly too.

Fans are the last in the queue when it comes 1o tickels for
matches such as a FA Cup semi-final—and are not even
allowed into the queue for stand tickets. Any working class fan
who has tried to get a stand ticket for an All-lreland or FAI Cup
final will know that this is by no means a British phenomenon.

This is why, as at Hillsborough, there are frequently crowds of
fans without tickets trying to get in. It's not that they want to
dodge paying. It's that although they are far more anxious to see
the match than the big-occasion fat-cats in the stand, they aren't
able to get any sort of tickets at all.

Fans who stand on the terraces every week knew that the
fences were potentially lethal. There had been warming after
warning in fan magazines and in letters to club programmes.

But it had become fixed in the minds of the people who run
football that "hooliganism' was the game’s major problem, that
the fans had to be contained. This fixation was an expression of
the “law 'n’ order" attitude which had flourished under the
Thatcher government. the attitude which holds that the great
social virtues are order, obedience, respect for the law and so
forth, and which regards working class people gathered in large
numbers as something to be suspicious of, and even feared.

Of course, there is hooliganism at soccer matches in Britain,
but there's two things need to be said about it. One is that it's
only the proverbial tiny minority who are involved. So relentless
has been the propaganda and sensationalism that this obvious
fact is often forgotten.

The second thing is that the hooliganism which does exist is
commonly an expression of the right-wing bigotry which Thatcher
personifies and which is fuelled by the tabloid press day in day
out. The louts who wrap themselves in Union Jacks and attack
“foreigners” at England's international away games are ex-
pressing the values of Sun-reading Thatcherism.

From no matter what angle you look at Hillsborough you can
see the rottenness of Thatcherism and of capitalism generally.
And you can also see shimmering through it all the values of a
different world altogether.

it was the "ordinary” fans who took charge in the ground,
organised the care of the casualties, made makeshift stretchers
from hoardings and gave the kiss of life, while the cops and FA
officials milled around uselessly. Every home around the ground
was thrown open to people who needed to sit down or drink tea
or phone home.

The working class city of Liverpool, ravaged by Thatcherism,
suffering from mass unemployment, decayed housing and deep
poverty, united in communal grief and care for one another. The
spectacle at Anfield, the Kop festooned with Liverpool and
Everton scarves and the pitch oarEeted with flowers, was as
genuinely moving a sight as Thatcher “mourning" was
disgusting.

In far-away Milan tens of thousands of Italian and Spanish fans
at the European Cup semi-final between AC and Real Madrid
J;\o'ined together and swayed as they sang “You'll Never Walk

one".

Nobody organised these things. Nobody paid or ordered any-
bodg to do them. Things like this happen at times like
Hillsborough, when people act by instinct, because working class
people are not naturally competitive or individualistic in the.r ap-
proach to life. They are not out to claw or gut one another.

It's the society we live in, the society which makes disasters
like Hillsborough inevitable, which compresses people 'nto
antagonistic roles, which instructs them to believe that it's mor-
ally correct and natural for everybody to look out for themselves,
which holds that society progresses by means of competition, not
cooperation. r :

When working class people feel at one with one another, even
if it's only to sigh simultanecusly with one another, we can
glimpse tKe sort of world there could be if we were rid of what
Thatcher—and Haughey, Paisley, Hume and the rest—

represent.

The Hillsborough casuaity who told Thatcher to "get lost” was

N “ v

saying a lot.
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The quiet
revolutionary

BARBARA WILSON reviews “‘The Quiet Revolutior

Margaret Dewar was
born in 1901 and grew
up in pre-revolution-
ary Russia.

Although as a
school girl she was
not particularly inter-
ested in politics, she
recalls the euphoric
optimism of the Feb-
ruary 1917 Revolution
and the overthrow of
the hated Tsarist
regime.

The hardship and pri
vations of life during the 1914
war and subsequent civil war
she remembers quite vividly

She recalls the desperate
search for food and fuel, but
also the efforts of the young
revolution to encourage and
improve educational and cul
tural standards,

And the great upsurge ol
interest among working
people in the arts.

After her mother re-
married a German she em-
igrated to Berlin in March
1920.

Soon she joined the Inter-
national Workers Relief and
finally, in 1930, the German
Communist Party.

At that time, with fascism
growing fast, the Communist
Party had an ultra-left position
of describing the Socialist
Party as ‘‘social fascists™",

It claimed they were no
better than the Hitlerites and
refused to propose united

Scandal

Scandal was a film | was
dying to see.

| watched the trailers
anxiously for months.

A film about the Profumo
Affair—the scandal that not
only exposed the lurid past-
times of Britain's's ruling
class but is also credited
with bringing down the Tory
government in 1964, after
13 unbroken and seemingly
unassailable years in power.

| couldn’t wait!

8 Unfortunately, Scandalis a
mediocre film at best.

It's a glossy, slick and
slow re-inactment of what
became Britain's most
notorious in the decade.

The actors were picked
and made-up to look exactly
like the real life characters
they portray.
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front action with thes
the real fascist

Margaret Dewar descnbe
how she gradually came ¢
question Stalinism and tl

discussions she had which le
to her be
Trotskyist—a very unpog
thing to be at that time

In 1933 Hitler came 1
power and all socialists were
subject to sev

Dewar reca
search for jobs and
where to live

oming

She continued her re
lutionary {
reports in a
way under th
impossible circy
emerges as ind
resourceful

She describes the Gestapx
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Film of the month  Reviewed by EVE MORRISON

The film never rises aboy.
the level of a newspaper
expose, making Scandal
disappointing and eventually
tedious.

My major criticism of the
film (perhaps unfairly) is that
Scandaltells you nothing
you don't already know.

No insight is given into
why Christine Keeler and
Mandy Rice-Davis became
party girls for rich old men—
only that they did.

The film is also faithful to
all the romantic nonsense
surrounding Steven Ward.

It tries, unsuccessfully in
my opinion, to portray Ward
as a sympathetic character.

I'have never had very
much sympathy for imps
—even if they do kilr
themselves,

That Lord Astor
rest of the fascist i
sympathisers in the

uld  If ] i
Hur L)
| b and i1 I “
] % " led in ip
tinely at sunset and at sunrise
juplicated. the anti-Nazi let me for
which were left  eyes
i whe | where If there is nothing left to know
possible If the blood runs so 1 and
I ! t under "
roul exist i el I yearn not 1 int
. fled, first FIArow
N
! then o then le
¢
< En uud ’] / i i
¢ ,
v .
i ill If
voiu y and y y
i up to
ih
I’« ner comrad . / _ i 104 .’!,"11
nd husband Hug fewar
le in 1
: re he dies.

"Cliveden Set” allowed :

et allows from the House X panmi s
Weaiike casn v N the House of Commons
;\/ﬂr(:{, il ’."’ be put on the because he --mc-l(-»]ic ;‘li /'M! "
public chopping b y e was caught lying
save their own, is
true, though.

K to
certainly about his relations with
Keeler and not for having

had such,

The talk about morality
was all bluster. s

But the film manages 16
Spend an hour and a half re
telling the t
saying any

it dr
motivations or
not ¢ P'.‘v(»

4 b "' i
_ i\nr‘-.m f you '"*‘f‘li;ﬁ, want a
W- : y-blow account of

The Tory party's hype ‘appenec
i Y Party's hypocrig, PPened you migt
»‘n(};w no bounds either. ol . Go and see
John p![\fl]m(, resigned g‘?‘ﬂ‘ﬂ“'gi‘ but don't @x‘pec\
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No to merger on thes
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FWUI and ITGWU members will have received
a ballot paper through their letter boxes at

home. K ~ :
The majority of them will be comple i g <
the dark as to what the vote is about‘? Atlfc;yitl’rs\

not surprising.

The first members heard of
the merger was a short time
ago in the press. Billy Attlee
and Jobn Carroll considered a
press release more important
than informing their own
members.

As a result, it is only in
the Iast couple of weels that
members have got to know
what the issue is about.

Even then, they have been
denied any possibilities of
suggesting how they would
like to see a merger happen.

And most members, quite

rightly, favour the idea of
union amalgamations in

general.

The concept of One Big

Union goes back to the very

best traditions of Connolly
and Larkin, or of the In-
dustrial Workers of the World
in the USA in the early years
of this century when unity
across the unions was being
pushed for from the rank and

file.

It stood for solidarity across
trades and skills and for the
principle of ‘‘an injury to one

is an injury to all’’,

Attlee and Carroll have
been quick to refer to the tra-
ditions of their union
founders. It is but sick

rhetoric on their part.

They are the people who
have signed the Programme
for National Recovery, who
are in cahoots with the
and, with

govemmenl,

mittees, special consumer
discount schemes,

It is going to try and in-
volve itself in the needs of
every individual member.

In fact, the whole proposal
from the head offices reads
more like an ad from ‘‘your
friendly bank’’ than it does
from an organisation to fight
for workers’ interests.

But it’s not just the ethos of
the new union that sounds like
new business unionism, It’s
also the consolidation at the
top.

A so-called ““transitional”
period for the union will
ensure that the two present
executives of each union are
going to stay put for five
years, and thereafter, for
four.

At present an executive
member is subject to election
every two years in the FWUI
and three in the ITGWU.
Billy Attlee must be part-
icularly chuffed at his job
security; he will be General
President until 1998.

RESERVATIONS

There is no doubt but that
this merger has been proposed
at the top, by the top, for the
top.

Many members expressed
reservations along these lines
at the Special Delegate Con-

Carroll and Attlee toasting a bureaucratic stlct

ference held on 15th April.

Nevertheless when it came
to the vote the delegates voted
overwhelmingly at the FWUI
Special Conference in favour
of the merger (249 to 36). The
ITGWU Special Delegate
Conference did not move to a
vote.

The truth is that the Special
Delegate Conferences were
anyway only a window
dressing exercise for the
media,

Any votes taken had no
proper status since the issue 1s
to be decided by postal vote
(an uncanny shape of things to
come with the new union) and
the conferences anyway had
no power to amend or review
any aspect of the proposed

rule book of the new umos

It was this frustrating situ
ation that meant that the
leadership had the whole
operation stitched up

Activists felt caught in a
cleft stick—either they had
to accept the thing in toto or
reject it altogether.

No input into the structure
or rule book was allowed

DETERMINE

In this sitwation is 18 very
important that the biggest
“‘no’" vote is polled

The question is cimrlr-.
We do not accept amalga-
mation on these terms. We
want a chance to determine
aspects of the new union
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ourselves. We want a chance
to make the executive of the
new union accountable to
the membership and the
union officers subject to

election.
More smoortantly still we
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UNIDARE
WORKERS

FIGHT
BONUS CUT

230 WORKERS are on
strike at the Unidare
engineering plant in Dublin
The strike began when
management cut bonus
payments for thirty work-
ors, without negotiations.

The strike is a breath of
fresh air following a year of
demoralisation at the
Finglas plant. Last year the
company pushed through a
restructuring scheme

inflation set to rise, huv‘e
egoed our wage increases (0
gx%lgeagre 3 per cent for the
next three years. i
These are the people who
have presided over 10,000 job
losses in the public sector,

which undermined con-
ditions and resulted in 95
redundancies.
The restructuring involved
splitting the plant into four
stand alone'’ operations:
Umdare Cables, Oerlikon Weld-

Crumlin Hospital

Belfast health fight
domestics strike

WORKERS in Belfast City
Hospital have been leading
the way in the campalign

covered by state benefils.
Management also wants to

have allowed unemployment
to rise to Europe’s highest at
18 per cent, and done nothing
{o stem the 40,000 emigration

trail. ]

With trade union leaders
like these, no wonder Bertlet
Aherne sees no threa:v
coming from the ne
merger.

Ingfact he was one of the
irst to welcome it. ¥
ﬁrgtit if our trade umog
leaders are not to be trusltes
from their record, ev?:d e:s
re they to be trus A
2ustodia¥1s of democracy 1n

ion.

th%‘;:in they are long on l(11—12
thetoric. The new unllossy
according to the‘ogn %ea
version frq:;l ttl(l)e \‘;1;1 i
(‘)‘fsfxlcisu‘;i;n”, ¢*he union of

‘heSIulg"i‘rleJ—.—Servic_:es, In-
dustrial, Profe.ssmnwa;; ;
Technical "( )
to *‘workers” )—15
l&fp “tailor-maoil; fc;n:,the
es of the 4
chllltuei: ggoing to rl;a;?oltlﬁm
c
gt:u%tﬁfers,artéserved seats for

women 01t

executive €om-

rkers at Dublin’s Crumlin Hospital have been on
‘sl\tlgke since the beginning of March.
The dispute arose when domestic staif were Instruc-

d to do caterin
:leone by other workers.
The domestic workers were
ted to per r
(el’l‘l'l)igg without any increase in

pa qr.status;vns saiviedoutin

oodlsfm)l: by these workers

er protest for five weeks to
::a?blepmanagemm: l:(‘)sorgan.
‘other arcangements.
i'sel'gowever, after this good will
esture, management insisted
{ihat the dontestics carry on the
dut ,periman y. b 'r.e"ﬂm{

- Whin the
susp

form extra

- and

work which had previously been

rightly rejected as they did a
Labour Court recom-
mendation that they return to
work pending a commission
investigating the situation in
the hospital.

Accounts of the strike in the
media have been trivialised
caricatured as “‘a storm in
a tea-cup’’,

The strike is against an

attempt by management to

implement the ongoing savage .

health cuts.

- This dispute is both in de-
. fence of workers’ rights and
. the health service, which has

been systematically under
ttack by the government.
The strikers have

agalinst privatisation of hos-
pital services.

Members of the National
union of Public Employees
stopped work on two oc-
casions when private com-
panies visited the site in
preparation for contracting
out cleaning work.

When Mediclean, a multi-
national private contractor,
came to the hospital, workers
immediately stopped work for
an hour, follo the visitors
about, and made it clear they
weren’t welcome.

The following week a 24
hour strike by caterers, por-
ters, cleaners, ambulance
and maintenance workers
who blockaded the hospital
entrance forced two rep-
resentatives of Initial Ser-
vices to abandon their visit.

The privatisation of clean-
Ing services could affect
thousands of jobs through
redundancy and deterioration
of working conditions.

Hospital management is
offering to keep present
workers on under private
contract if they agree to
greater flexibility.

This would mean a cut in
hours for part-time workers,
bringing the women cleaners
under the 16 hours per week
which entitles them to be

introduce a split shift bring-

ing workers in for peak mor-

ning and evening hours.

Such conditions would
create severe disruption for
the women, while they would
get less money and have less
job security.

It is essential that actions
like those taken by the City
workers be spread lo other
large hospitals like the Royal
in Belfast and Aitnagelvin in
Derry.

As well it is important for
ancillary workers to link up
with and gain support from
other sections orgospltal
workers like nurses who have
been fighting for their own
ﬁay claims and doctors who

ave been speaking out
against the hospital cuts.

Cuts in services and staff-
ing levels recently an-
nounced will have a further
severe effect on the access
of working class people to
decent medical treatment.

One of the most drastic is
the plan to close the Royal
Victoria Hospital casualty
unit after 9 pm.

The Royal, in the midst of
West Belfast, an area with
one of the highest levels of
unemployment, povertly and
poor health, has one of the
mosl used casually unils in
the North.

ing, Tinsley Wire (Ireland) and
Umdare Transformers

As well as trying to increase
;\mn!:, management used this
preak-up to divide the workforce.
Each group was encouraged to
idenuify with its own operation.

The strike has shown the
failure of this strategy.

The bonus cuts were made in
the Transformers section. They
would result in an average loss of
carnings of £25 per week for each
worker. In two cases there were
losses of £40 and £70 per week
respectively.

orkers in all four sections
voted overwhelmingly to go on
strike. When management
attempted a back-to-work move
by holding meetings with two of
the sections they failed. Even
with a second secret ballot there
was still an 80% vote to continue
the strike.

Tllf;; company have tried to
justify cuts in bonus by pointing
{gslhe loss of £156,000 made by
Transformers last year.

Yet the entire Ug}d{;es

ration made profits :
?nﬂellim, When the new board of
directors took over they voted
themselves a pension scheme

with payment guaranteed after
e
xefnm:shed‘oonq)leawilﬁ

were
gold-plated taps and three
chandeliers which cost £1.000
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For a Workers Republic and Ina

tional Socialism

but build a
revolutionary

alternative

The Thatcher
Government has done
all it can to ensure a
drop in the Sinn Fein
vote in the North.

The “anti-violence”
declaration was an
effort to stop SF
candidates standing at
all.

This was backed up
with the broadcasting
ban.

And, as always, SF
candidates and their
workers are being sub-
jected to systematic
harrassment and disruption
of the campaigning.

It should be clear from

this that the surest way to |

give Thatcher and her
ruling-class cronies a
headache in the elections
is to vote Sinn Fein.

A vote for Sinn Fein is a
vote against repression,
against discrimination,
against the sectarian State
itself. And since thes;eli arﬁ
the main points wWhic

need to be made in the
election this is how
socialists should vote.

At the same time it
would be silly to imagine
that voting Sinn Fein will
make any major dif-
ference. Even if SF won a
majority of the seats on a
majority of the councils
there would be no trans-
formation in the day-to-
day lives of the working-
class they would represent.

DILIGENT

We can see this from the
way SF councillors have
operated on the councils
over the past few years.

For the most part they
have been diligent and
hard-working. But a lot of
the time it’s been virtually
impossible to distinguish
them from the SDLP—
except on issues arising
directly out of the IRA
campaign.

F& l‘r%l?Ch of the rest of
the time they have differed

from the SDLP only in
degree, not in principle.

The SDLP wants more
money for nationalist
areas? Sinn Fein wants
"”l('h more money.

The SDLP wants tough
action against discrim-
ination? Sinn Fein wants
FAR tougher action.

The SDLP condemns
harrassment by the RUC?
Sinn Fein unequivocally
denounces harrassment,

And so on.

The revolutionary
socialist approach would
be different.

Lenin put it perfectly
when he said that social-
ists should look on
councils and parliaments
as dung-hills—useful for
standing on so that your
politics can be heard by
more %eople, but that what
you should be saying is
that the dung-hill is a
dung-hill “and not the
democratic platform which
the ruling-class would like
to con workers into

believing

Connolly made the
same point during his
first-ever involvement in
electoral politics, standing
as an independent socialist
for a council seat in
Edinburgh in 1894, The
election of a socialist, he
told voters, “‘is only val-
uable in so far as it is the
return of a disturber of the
political peace™’.

But it isn’t as disturbers
of the political peace that
SF councillors sit in the
chambers.

ASPECT

The worst aspect of
SF’s use of their Council
seats has been the way in
which they avoid other
controversial issues which
might lose them votes. For
example, Derry City
Council recently voted to
give SPUC (Society for
the Protection of the
Unborn Child) financial

support for its office in the
aty. Mitchell McLaughlin,
the SF leader on Derry
City Council, abstained on
the vote.

SF in Derry were given
a perfect opportunity to
expose the bigotted reality
of SPUC in the local press.
They chose not to because
it might lose them votes.

This is a perfect example
of why, while voting for
Slnn‘ Fein, we must
organise now to build a
socialist alternative to the
Republican tradition.
. What's urgently needed
1S a revolutionary socialist
party that is consistent in
1ts opposition to British
imperialism and to the
repression, discrimination
and sectarianism of the Six
County State but which is

O consistent in its fight,
not just for a united Ire-
lan_d, but for a socialist
united Ireland.

Sucha would, like
Connolly, believe in

“‘disrupting the political
peace’” of the Council and
parliamentary chambers

on every issue of im-
portance to the working
class. it would not sit on
the fence for fear of
“‘alienating"’ voters but
would be loud and clear in
its opposition to religious
bigotry from whatever
quarter and in its support
for the right of women to
control their own bodies.

STANDING

Most of all a rcvolutionzz
party’s approach to e
and every issue would be
decided not on the basis of
how it would affect the
party’s standing with the
voters but on how it would
affect the interests of the
working class.

Few people in Ireland
today see the need for a
revolutionary socialist
party. The S is trying
to at least lay the basis for
one. Why not join us?




