Them
and Us

Standing inthe airport onthe
way home from the Euro-
Parliament at Stras-
ourg recently | found my-
sf next to aman in aflash
waistcoat and smoking a big
cigar, wholet off along, dow
fart. The body belonged to
the former minister for
Northern  Ireland, Roy
Mason, who'd been wander-
ing around the European Par-
liament with aleading tobac-
co company. Thisdegenerate
little incident is an index not
only of men's notorious habit
of noisy farting, but of some-
thing more important: big
corporations take the Euro-
pean Community seriougly,
they think it isworth canvas-
sing members of the Euro-
pean Parliament. Mogt of the
Left in Britain wouldn't think
it worth the time or money.

Mason's visit was con-
nected with something that
ought to make us change our
mind: the attempts by Scot-
tish MEP Ken Callins and the
Euro-Parliament'simportant
environment committee to
take 1% of the price pad to
tobacco producers through
the Common Agricultural
Policy and give it to the can-
cer programme.

How can the traditional
anti-market stance of the
Left help us understand, not
to mention support, such a
move? We are still stuck in
the dogans of the EC re-
ferendum in 1975. Labour
Party headquarters and Nell
Kinnock have over the past
couple of years been quietly
re-thinking the EC. Since
1983 the party's policy has
shifted from outright opposi-
tion to withdrawal as a last
option. On a more practical
front, working parties are
developing between the
Labour Party and the Ger-
man SDP, who these days
enjoy a close relationship
with the Italian Communist
Party.

But this rethinking has
barely touched the Brit-
ish Labour Group afBLG) in
Strasbourg. Socidist and
communist members of the
European Parliament remain
frustrated and impatient at

the absence of the British
Labour Group and the Brit-
ish Left from the attempt to
build a European Left.

| solation from our continen-
tal comrades, and ignorance
about the mysteriousways of
the EC have produced a vir-
tual silence within the Brit-
ish Left about the debates
now surrounding the EC's
political metamorphosis: the
European Communities
(Amendment) Bill now mak-
ing its way through the
House of Commons will
legislate for the Single Euro-
pean Act adopted by the EC
earlier thisyear. Itisnot only
designed to end restrictions
on the movement of Eeople,
goods and capital within the
12 member states by 1992,
but to give greater powersto
the European Parliament and
to give the EC the power to
intervene in some terms and
conditions of employment,
foreign policy and the en-
vironment.

All the average person
knows about the EC derives
from some  successful
Thatcherite  table-banging
over the cost of Britain's con-
tribution and about food
mountains. And yet parts of
the Left in Europe, some
timesin aliance with Christ-
ian Democrats and Liberals,
aretryingto match the prom-
otion of the 'single market'
with a socia strategy.

Some of the most stringent
challenges to Thatcherism's
employment  strategy and
Britain's role as a big pollu-
ter have come from Europe.
Where does that put our tra-
ditional opposition tothe EC?
Hedy dAncoma, former
Dutch socid affairs minis-
ter, now an MEP, is worried
that the attitude of the BLG
leaves the European field to
the Tories. The British gov-
ernment  'use the anti-
EuroPeen attitude in the
population to withold things
which are important for
working people.’

The British Tories have
fought hard against socid
regulation of the market, and
many continental Europeans
see the Tories and their de-
regulation strategy as a ma
jor threat in the EC. The Ita-
ian  Independent, Vera
Squarcialupi, who is on the
Communist Party list, feels,
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like many others, that this
makesit vitd to establish an
effective dliance with the
BLG, 'But', she adds, 'it is
difficult to talk with them on
European problems. The
SPD and PCl are convinced
Europeanists and the BLG
arenot, we study problemsin
aEuropean dimension: itisa
Europe of capital so we must
build a Europe of workers.
Nations have no reason to
exist any more.'

Heinke Salisch, a member
of the SPD group, reminds us
that it is the British govern-
ment which is blocking prog-
ressive directives on the en-
vironment, on women and
the labour market, 'and I'm
sure the German govern-
ment is happy about this.
What wecandointhisparlia-
ment is make sure the people
know. I'm opposed to the
British Left's attitude. The
community iswidening. You
haveto participatein the de-
bate around a new philoso-
phy of the Left in Europe.
TheBLG isnottaking partin
that discussion. They're still
playing naughty boys and
girls. Sometimes you'd like
to sheke them and say
"think!""

Until recentl?]/, the Cam-
paign Group has been the
dominant force for 'rejec-
tionism' within the BLG and
Richard Bdfe, one of the
MEPs on the Left, admits
that ‘the Campaign Group
within the BLG has found it
difficult to work within the
framework of the European
socialist group.'

Probably the sole survivor
of the Campaign Group's
absol ute opposition to the EC
is Les Huckfield, who no lon-
ger even seems to take him-
df very seriously. 'Nothing
that happens here is of the
slightest importance for the
poor devils | represent,’ he
said. He's got no time for the
rest of the socialist group -
the biggest single group in
the parliament - "there's only
half a dozen you can talk to,'
and anyway, 'the power lies
in the picket lines and the
demos," he says.

The Flemish sociaist Mari-
jke von Hemeldonk, while
admiring the British MEPS
rugged roots in their consti-
tuencies is depressed by the
spectacle of ‘peoplemaking a

lot of noise in corridors but
not in committee. During the
miners' strike British MEPs
were collecting money, but
they weren't there when the
economic  committee  was
discussing a report from the
cod committee and they
didn't intervene in the
budget. This is bad be
haviour.'

Bad behaviour sometimes
extends to nationalist corn-
temfpt for other nationalities
asif the trouble with Europe
isthat it is full of foreigners.

Ken Callins reckons that
irguch of whzlat has passed for

t-wing policy on Europe
has just been nationalism
masquerading.’ But aready
some MEPs on the Left fed
that the BLG ought to come
clean about the need to
change the emphasis and
tone of the Left's interven-
tions. Stan Newens asks him-
df, 'how can | befor anuc-
lear-free Europe and not
come here and talk about it?

Carole Tongue, who isbusy
on the women's committee
and also in establishing trade
union links between workers
in her East London consti-
tuency and trade unionists
across Europe, says 'things
don't stand till, and the par-
ty hasn't evolved its ideas
while the EC has been evolv-
ing. The European Right is
using the worst aspects of
the Treaty of Rome. Capita
is organised at the interna
tional level, but where has
the labour movement been at
the European level?

She adds: 'The environ-

ment is the paradigm, the
nuclear cloud knows no bor-

ders, pollution renders
national - sovereignty obso-
lete. Knee-jerk anti-

marketeers are fighting the
wrong battle because the
Right are in there shaping
the agenda. We should use
the European Community for
our networks. Thestructures
of the EC aren't right, the
Treaty of Rome isn't right,
but the level is right.’

We need a mgjor new de-
bate on the British Left about
the EC, not just in the quiet
corridors of Waworth Road,
but among dl of us, and not
just about what we used to
think, but about what we
need to do now.
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