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After April 10 show of strength, unions must
mount fight against low pay

APRIL 1 is the first day of Labour’s new
minimum wage, of £3.60 an hour.

But as employers groan about paying
even this pitiful rate to adult employees
(and just £3 for young workers), ministers
are already giving them a nod and a wink
that firms which break the new law may
get away with it.

Stephen Byers, Peter Mandelson’s succes-
sor as Trade and Industry secretary, has
promised that the legislation will be
enforced with a “light touch”.

What does this mean?

The clear implication is that instead of
using the weight of the state machine to
ensure that tight-fisted employers pay up,
more subtle methods may be used to cajole

March for a Living Wage

APRIL 10, 1999

- Newcastle-upon-Tyne
Supported by TUC, UNISON, BIFU, FBU,

GPMU, NATFHE, NUJ, NUS,

them and persuade them — or nothing at all
may be done unless the workers involved
are brave enough and sufficiently organ-
ised to take the case to court.

It’s no coincidence that the same Stephen
Byers also argues that creating wealth (for
the employers) is more important than dis-

tributing it (to the workers and those who

need state benefits).

With ministers like this in charge, it is
clear that even the legislation of a mini-
mum wage will not be enough. Unions will
have to organise low-paid workers and

fight for their rights.

But £3.60 is not a living wage. Three
years ago the trade unions were demand-
ing £4.26 as a bottom-line figure, and even

UCATT and others

then it was clear that it i1s not enough to
guarantee a decent standard of living at the
turn of a new century.

Far from settling for the £3.60 figure,
low-paid workers need to organise, cam-
paign and fight for more. The trade unions
who have given support to the April 10
demonstration for a living wage — but done
little or nothing on the ground to build big
delegations to march — must be called to
order. Other unions have shown even less
commitment.

Just as the minimum wage 1s a scaled-
down version of what the unions
demanded, so the Fairness at Work legisla-
tion, diluted though it 1s, will give trade
unions increased scope to organise and

negotiate for 1mproved pay and conditions.
These opportunities, after 15 years of
defeats and retreats by the trade unions,
must be grabbed with both hands.

Here 1s a real chance to step up the fight
for a living wage, relying on the anger and
strength 1n the workplace, not on Blair,
Byers and other feeble advocates of “part-
nership” with low-paying bosses.

There 1s no doubt that Aprud 10 will be a
major show of strength by UNISON and
by the forces on the left commitied to fight
low pay. It will be in the weeks and months
after this set-piece of rhetoric that we will
be able to judge how serious the union
leaders really are about pressing home the
fight for a decent living wage for all.
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But there is no doubt that < 4 & Sl i

Adam Hartman | from'--dismlssal in the first elght

Over 1,000 people marchéd weeks of official strike action, the  the law gives the employers _- L RNEEEEE O AR £
through Southall in West London sackings would have been illegal. the upper hand. As long as  HEGE =3 a ‘ L et

on February 20 in a resounding Whilst their high-profile support. they can keep production o Bt <3 ' | :

: show of labour movement and for the strike is very welcome, going, they have the § 2

| © community support for the 300 Monks and Morris are pursuing 2 resources to sit 'out lengthy O S i T TR

4 LSG Lufthansa Skychefs workers flawed strategy which is leading disputes whilst strikers are 3 5 2%
sacked on November 20 for tak- the strike towards defeat. increasingly hard-pressed. : : e

- We should not hold our- X
selves in thrall to unjust laws

They are insisting on compliance

ing part in a one-day official strike.
with the anti-union laws which

W T
L4

Women strikers from Skychef on the pwket hine
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The march was joined by work-

ers campaigning for union recogni-

tion at Rosti plastics factory in
Wembiey.
The march was addressed by

TUC leader John Monks, TGWU |

chief Bill Morris and high-ranking
officials in the regional labour
movement, promising their full
backing for the strikers in what
they see as a landmark battle for
- human rights at work.

Under the proposals outlined in

the government’s Fairness at Work

- bill, which promise protection

- Left gains new

curb picketing and outlaw solidar- -

ity action. The laws impose a

deadly straightjacket on the union
in the dispute because they forbid
it using its trump card - the power
of mass solidarity action by TGWU

members at Heathrow Airport.
Of course there is no guarantee

that the strikers would win if they

defy the law. Nor is victory ruled

“out if they comply with the law. It
is mass support - whether legal or

otherwise - which is the key to
victory.

strength in RMT

Susan Moore

AS VOTING in the elections in
the RMT for both General
Secretary and one of the
Assistant General Secretary -
positions continues, it is clear
that incumbent General Sec-
retary Jimmy Knapp has been
more than a little shaken by
the strength of the campaign
in support of left candidates
Pat Sikorski (for AGS) and
Greg Tucker (for GS).

Knapp’s own incompetence
has been highlighted by seri-
ous errors in the AGS ballot.
“Though the election is run on
a Single Transferable Vote,
the ballot paper implies that
people only have one vote.

Calls have been made for
the election to be re-run and
this is the most likely out-
come. This embarrassment
comes hot on the heels of a

similar disaster — last Decem-

ber an election for an execu-
tive member had to be re-run
after one candidate’s election
~ statement was “lost”.

Over the last weeks there
has been a flurry of coverage
of the elections in the
national media, aimed at red
baiting the two challengers.
In. general this is likely to act
in favour of the left; a vote
for them can’t be wasted if
they are worrymg their oppo-

B
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Prescott’s plans: to p:;;batise-ut'ke :Tube
have helped win support for the left

ORI LIL

nents so much
When the Evening Standard

implies that the bosses of pri-

vatised rail companies are
very worried that Tucker could
be elected, this is likely to
motivaté*members to go out
and vote for him.

Even if they didn't say it,
LUL would be tess than enthu-

sjastic about a Pat Sikorski

victory, given the sterling role

 he is playing in the fight
against privatisation. As we

go to press, it is expected
that two more days of strike
action will be called for March
17-18. |

One story that does need
replying to is the allegation,
made in the Sunday Times on
February 28th and repeated
elsewhere that behind the

candidatures is a plot to
make Arthur Scargill head of
the RMT.

Crazy you say? But the story
refers not only to minutes of
an RMT executive meeting,
but also a comment from
Downing Street ( so it must
be true, mustn’t it...).

What the press don’t tell you

is that the proposal that they
have dressed up in this way;
that is a proposal for merger
talks between the RMT, UCATT
and NUM had no real reso-
nance among RMT activists

when it was made in 1996,

and has been dead in the
water ever since. So much for
objective journalism.

The confidence of the left
has been strengthened by
this campaign as the candi-
dates have spoken at meet-
ings across the country, as
they have received support
from branches and individuals

they might not have been

counting on.
This unity and enthusiasm

will need to be built on if RMT

members are to resist the
constant attacks from their

‘employers.

which are clearly designed to
empower the bosses and shackle
the unions.

Monks and Morris believe that
L SG Lufthansa Skychefs is a “bad
employer” that can be made to
mend its ways thr’ough pressure
and appeals to enhghtened self-
interest’.

Their strategy is to mobilise pub- -
" lic and union pressure, particularly

at an international level, on its par-
ent company Lufthansa and its cus-
tomers amongst the big airlines
(including Quantas, Iberia, Air
France and American Airlines) to
in turn put pressure on it to rein-
state the strikers or face losing

~ their custom. This is fine as part of

a wider strategy including solidar-

ity action, but is inadequate on its

own.
This strategy is underpinned by

overseen a massive attack on the

living conditions of students in

Higher Education with the intro-
duction of student grants com-
bined with the erosion and
eventual abolition of 'stu_dent
grants. |

At the same time there has been
an enormous increase in the stu-
dent population that has been
nowhere near matched by

the ideclogy of partnership, both

“with the employers and the

Labour government.

 But LSG Lufthansa Skychefs is
_ not a “bad” employer. It is simply -
doing what is necessary to stay

ahead in the highly-competitive
airline catering industry and retain
its value to Lufthansa as a prof-

~ itable subsidiary.

This means adoptihg new work

~ practices to cut costs, and remov-

ing union members if they starid in

~ the way. The airlines themselves
benefit from competition between

their catering suppliers to cut jobs,
attack conditions of employment,
and weaken the unions.

The outcome of the dispute is of

| strateglc importance to the

TGWU. Heathrow Airport is a
bastion of TGWU strength. A fail-

| ~ ure of the TGWU to defend its

Student militancy
on the rise?

‘Mark Jansen = [
OVER THE PAST two decades the |
- National Union of Students have

T ae n
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resources available to universities.  [a = i

Now even the NUS has recog-
nised that students under Tony
Blair's penny-pinching regime are
worse off than they were five
years ago under the Tories.

In 1994, David Blunkett in oppo-
sition derided the levels of student

poverty as a “badge of shame™ for

the Tories.
He is now wearing the same
badge, leaving many students to

wonder which party really won a |

landslide victory in 1997.
Throughout this period Labour

Students have maintained a tight

control on the leadership of NUS,

as they have steered it on a course

of passivity and acceptance. Out-
rageously, they even proposed the
introduction of fees, long before it
was even Labour policy.

This has forced up the level of |

" debt for undergraduates — and the

latest leaked figures show that it is
also deterring more students from
applying for university places.

Applications for places in
September 1999 — the first year
without any form of grant — are
almost 4 percent down on the
same time last year.

Figures from the UCAS clearing

1991: the wammgs have been vmdtcated as fewer apply

“house also confirm that students
from the more deprived social

‘backgrounds are now even less
likely to apply for a place, leaving

Universities as the preserve of

 children of the well-to-do.

Up until now NUS leaders have
managed to get away with this,

‘many of them being later

rewarded for their services by

 becoming MPs. But are Labour

Students now beginning to lose
their grip?
Disaffiliate

Recently the University of
Manchester Institute of Science
and Technology (UMIST) decided
to disaffiliate from NUS, taking the
view that their affiliation fees were
wasted on a union that refuses to
fight for the interest of students.

Whilst the strategy of disaffilia-

tion may not be the best way for-

ward, it represents a much wider
disaffection with the NUS leader-
ship felt throughout the country.
Over the last month students at
the University of East London and
Goldsmiths College have rejected
NUS strategy, adopting a much

members at Skychefs will send a

‘signal to employers at the airport
" that the union is weak, and that
- they can step up attacks on their

workers.

Conversely a victory wili increase
the confidence of workers at the
airport and be a massive incentive
for non-members, especially young
people, to join.

Bl A support group has been set

) up: ring 0181-558 6612 for infor-

mation on forthcoming activities.
i Visiting the 24 hour picket

line, and send donations payable to

“TGWU” and marked “Sky Chef”
on the back to: Regional Secretary,
TGWU, 218 Green Lanes, London

N4 2HB.

B Ring the TGWU Heathrow
Office on 0181-573 9494 for
standing order mandates and dis-
pute leaflets.

more militant stance, and have °
won at least partial victories.
Students at the University of East

‘London occupied the main admin-

istration building at the Barking
site for over two weeks last May,

- opposing | masswe cuts being pro-

posed. In the mid-
dle of last month
around 100 stu-
dents went into
occupation again
at their smaller
Greengate site in
Plaistow, to
oppose cuts and
demand better

o Bl equipment, and

: ':" | _'pe rmanent con-

tracts for staff,

$ 8 whose contracts

| -had not been

4] renewed. Within a
few days the uni-
versity had granted
most of the students demands.

At Goldsmiths college 8 students
were expelled for refusing to pay

 their fees, as part of a non-pay-

ment campaign.

Around 300 students went into
occupation to demand that the let-
ters of termination be withdrawn,
that no students be excluded due
to their inability to pay, and that
the Student Union be informed of

any demands for fee payment sent

out by the university. As we go to
press the occupation has ended in -
what appears to bé a complete

victory.

These occupations have shown
that, even as an isolated universi-
ties, militant action can win stu-
dents’ demands.

To win much broader goals stu-
dents need such militant action co-
ordinated across the country.

This means challenging the do-
nothing policies of the NUS lead-
ership and ultimately replacing
Labour Students with a leadership
that is prepared to organise such a
fight.
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"~ abour and Tory MP’s were
falling over themselves to

tials on the publication of the
report from the Stephen
Lawrence inquiry.

According to William Hague, the Conser-.
vatives have now become uncompromxs—”
“ing in our desire to see racism rooted out in
society’ whilst Jack Straw has apparently

been convmced about ‘what 1t 1s like to be
black or As1an in Britain’.
It’s an outrage then, that none of this pre-

‘vented either party from supporting the
racist Asylum and Immigration Bill dur-.

ing its second reading.

At least under the Tory government there
would be a handful of left MPs who consis-
tently opposed any new racist legislation
the government introduced.

Not one Labour MP voted against the Bill
as it passed through the commons at the
end of last month: in fact Jeremy Corbyn
and Tony Benn were the only two Labour
MDPs even prepared to abstain.

The Asylum and Immigration
Bill is a vicious attack on one-

groups in society.

Those fleeing repres-
sion and persecution will
themselves even
more isolated than ever,
sent to all parts of the
country regardless of what
support structures may
exist, forced to live a humiliat-
ing existence on meagre food
vouchers, which is expected to be the
equivalent of around £30 per week.

Britain’s racist institutions will be further
buttressed with immigration officers being
given police powers of search, entry into

property and arrest.

There are a higher proportion of mem-

Let’s rea ly | ax the rich!

HIS ISSUE of Social-

ist Outlook goes to

press on the eve of

Gordon Brown’s third

Budget speech, amid
a welter of speculation over its
content.

One area of policy on which he
has made no secret of his ambi-
tion is child benefit, where he and
top civil servants have been seek-
ing a formula through which it

declare their anti-racist creden-

Not one
Labour MP voted
against the Asylum
and Immigration IR Home Office decisions.
it passed through the
commons at the

end of last.
month

SOCIALINST OUTLOOK 3

“Labour’s racist hypocrls

EDITORIAL

bers of the NF and the BNP in the immi-
gration service than in any other profes-
sion, and they are not even placed under

the limited constraints that exist through'

the Police Complamts Authority.

Even marriage registrars will be given
powers to question whether they consider a
marriage to be “genuine” or not.
ary that ‘bogus refugees’
may try to slip through the
net to live a life of luxury
on their £30 food vouchers,
the government 1S propos-
ing the establlshment of a surveillance net-

work that will link the computer systems

of the Immigration Service, Registrars, the
Benefits Agency and the Police.
Labour’s proposal to deal with the grow-

ing number of asylum seekers— locked up

m pr1son for no crime other than
to have sought refuge in racist
Britain — 1s to build more
prisons. They will also
restrict the right of asylum
seekers to appeal against

this attractive prospect
doesn’t leave  Britain

migrants, New Labour are also
making a number of proposals to

stop asylum seekers getting here in the
first place .

These include new and increased penal-

ties for those who transport people to

Just to make sure that

swamped with economic

two years ago, virtually every major trade

Britain without documentation, increasing .

" the number of airline liaison officers both

heree and abroad, and demanding cash
down payments in return for visas.

rich, Brown is undermining the
concept of a universal benefit,
and one of the principles under- /
pinning the welfare state. (

and attack.

less-influential fami-
lies
- more vulnerable to future erosion

- We have seen this time and

b

ard O'Neill -
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The existence of Campsf eld and ozher detentzon centres for refugees shows that it’s not just the police
(or the Tories) who are institutionally racist. Now Labour plans more racist laws.

labour movement leadership as a whole is
far less prepared to challenge Labour
unless it feels under pressure from its rank
and file to do something. |

Secondly, whilst there 1s apparently a
high tide of anti-racist consciousness, this
has as yet been limited only to some
aspects of racist Britain. e

The anti racist movement must take the
demands of refugees and asylum seekers as
central demands of the movement as a
whole.

The Bill is not likely to become law until
next October. The only thing that may
make Labour backtrack is if a mass move-
ment demands that Labour drops this
racist Bill, as well as campalgmng for an
end to all immigration controls.

Contrary to the claims of both Labour
and the Tories, tough immigration controls
are not part of a strategy to fighting racism
in Britain, but a central feature of Britain’s
institutional racism. Attacking the most
vulnerable section of society w1ll simply
increase racism overall.
he last few weeks have shown a
number of things about the
struggle against racism. When
the Tories introduced the
- Immigration and Asylum Bill

union at least gave its paper support In
opposing the bill.

Now, with a Labour government propos-
ing legislation that is even worse, much of
that support has dwindled away. The

reluctant to tax the rich that 1t
I - seems unlikely to implement
even the partial reform called for.
by the Royal Commission — and

benefit which 1s scrap the charges for “personal”
exclusively targeted at care in long-stay nursing and res-
the lower income and 1dennal homes.

ather than tinkering
about with a tax on a
handful of rich par-.
ents, Brown could do
uch more by scrap-

becomes ever

((

could be taxed for those on top
incomes. This might raise up to
£450 million a year which could
then be directed to more worth-
while causes. How could socialists
object?

The first objection is that this
issue is a gigantic smokescreen,

designed to create the illusion of

Brown as some kind of redistribu-
tive Chancellor, taking from the

rich and giving to the poor. Noth-

ing could be further from the
case: his pledge not to 1ncrease
from the low levels of taxation
inherited from the Tories has

already treated a further bonanza

for those on top salaries, while
squeezing the cash available for
health, education, pensions,
social security and councxl ser-
vices. -
Brown’s approach i1s no dlfferent
from that of Trade & Industry
Secretary Stephen Byers, who
claims that the main issue 1S no

longer to distribute wealth, but
simply to create it — in the form of
profitable capitalism.

The second point is that if
Brown really did want to tax the
rich, he should tax all of the rich,
and not just well-paid people with
children. The richest 50 people in
Britain have combined wealth
and income of £34 billion - far

more than the total wealth of the
‘inequality the prospect

. child per week for a
The third point is that by seek-

poorest 5 S million.

of slapping a tax on a
handful of top earners is pitifully
ing to tax child benefit for the

. eside this grotesque
possible £14.40 per
small beer.

‘again over the years, not least

with the cynical run-down in the
value of the basic state pension,
the miserable level and increas-
ingly vicious strings attached to
benefits for the unemployed, and
the way in which local govern-
ment social services have been
subject to years of sustained cash
pressure. - |
The recent Royal- Commission
on Long Term Care should
remind us of the Tory success 1n
shunting off long-term care of the

elderly from the NHS (where it

was free at point of use, funded
from taxation) and social security
(where all individuals were enti-
tled to income support) to local
government — where it has been
subjected =~ to - means-tested
charges.

The argument against scrapping
these charges, like the argument
for taxing child benefit for top
earners, is that a handful of

ping the ludicrous and reac-

', A a4, tionary ceiling on National
(( - . o Insurance contributions, which
| gives the top-paid a free ride at
w the expense of the poorest. This

wealthy families would poten-

tlally benefit, while the poorest

':pensmners would not automati-

cally gain any extra help.

But the fact is that the separa-
tion of the wealthy from the poor-
est through means-testing serves

to marginalise and impoverish

the state provision, which has
increasingly become a service
only for those with no savings or
income. |

As long as the system conunues
to depend on means-testing the
houses and savings of pensioners,
attention is diverted from the
need to raise more in general tax-
ation to pump 1n enough
resources to raise the standards of
care for all elderly people.

"The present government 1s SO

one step could raise an extra &3
billion a year — enough 10 scrap
the current charges for continu-
ing care of the elderly and halt the
current -round of cuts in social
SErvices. - |

And while: he’s at 1t, Brown

could consider raising the ridicu-
lously low level of employers’
contribution to national insur-
ance .towards the levels paid by
employers in other EU countries.
This would raise billions more.

~ Unfortunately the one thing we
can be sure about, as New L.abour
‘digs in and the demoralised Tory

~opposition further disintegrates,
is that the last thing this govern-
ment wishes to do 1s to tax the
rich — and that means that the rest
of us have to pay more, for less.
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ver 100 members
attended the first
conference of the
Scottish ~ Socialist e
Party on February 21 SN
in Glasgow. The debate was lively .

:
2

May 6 will be a historic day for Scotland with the first
ever elections for a Scottish Parliament and even the
press South of the border have been paying some
attention to Blair's concerns that he may not get

o

everything his own way once the results are in. b b Conf

Certainly socialists should be paying attention as c‘l‘t dam‘ICGa ot malish o
nolitical developments in Scotland are often more adopted a 16 point ported” DI '
poll p | A . gramme, based on support for an >
advgnced than in the rest of this |.sland. The fight independent socialist Scotland.

| against the poll tax, for example, introduced a year In the forthcoming elections for e |
| early in Scotland, was more militant than in England the Scottish parliament, there 1s

and Wales. | | | to be a two-tier system. One set of

The debates in the lead up to the Referendum for MPs will be elected under the

. ) o old-fashioned first past the post
the Scottish Parliament saw unprecedented co- . : s :
- g s . - system in constituencies with the :

operation between the left. This laid the basis for the 14 Westminster boundaries.
formation of the Scottish Socialist Alliance and then The other tier of seats is to be
the Scottish Socialist Party. -' | elected using the list form of pro- , R S i .

The outrageos decision to ban the name of the later, portional representation (PR) in Labour Shp"g’}{’;jﬁ“”e, S“""S}’i‘ I;”'"e M‘""Z"” D"S"“ld.lzeﬁ‘;,’faie;“ stff fight
along with the Sco ttish Green Party, (see below) in eight seats, based on previous aganst the > to secure tne grgest num erw-of” cottis 5. Labour’s cause

) _ \ / ) Euro-constituencies has not been helped by blatant “control freakery”, which has not succeeded in

forthcoming elections was taken by the new Reg|str_ar Conference deci de: d to contest blocking the selection of a number of candidates viewed by Millbank as “off-

of Political Parties, who takes advice from a . o <eats in these elections, taking message”. ) | | |
parliamentary committed dominated by New Labour place on May 6. The SSP’s best  An electoral pact has been made tions, the SSP also needs to -
MPs, apparently including Gwyneth Dunwoody and chance of winning will be in Glas-- with the SWP over the first-past- develop its intervention into the

. the-post constituency seats, and  broader class struggle.

gow, where Tommy Sheridan will
be the number one candidate, and
where it needs to increase 1ts vote

Gerald Kaufman.
With Labour under real pressure from the SNP, this

is a blatant political decision aimed at damaging any

the SWP has decided not to con-  This has already included sup-
test the regional seats. Scargill’s port for some industrial disputes
SLP seem determined to do their involving Glasgow city council

| - by 75 per cent from the general : _

challenge to the left..-CAM_PB.EL.L MCGREGOR of el};:ctiog to win a seat. : own thing, and agreement has not ~ workers, and Kurdish solidarity
Glasgow Kelvin Scottish Socialist Party branch - | | - been reached here. work.

' - . The SSP also decided to stand  They also need to relate to

in the European elections on June developments 1n the Labour
‘10, with Hugh Kerr, an MEP who Party. Labour MP Dennis Cana-
has defected from the Labour van is intending to contest the
Party, as number one candidate. Scottish elections as an indepen-
The SSP was formed out of the dent.
: : KR AL AN ST ® e e e S g i Scottish Socialist Alliance (SSA). The selection of Labour candi-

- e = = o -~ voo1QIEC) LU | All forces who were involved in  dates for the Scottish elections
. , ; ' the SSA have joined the SSB, and has not gone well for the
;- 116 VI LA = ... it has picked up a few defectors Blairites, with several victories B
| G . e . G | from the Labour Party (including  for the ex-LCC “soft left”. ;
: ' two Glasgow city councillors) and The SSP remains rather diverse. '
the SNP The Scottish Republi- For example, a recent day school
_ o disma ~d allow parties egtel | Creen | can Socialist Party has also on dru_gs’ Fevgaled support for

~ - deryo ciston 2 Cianiy Doeey OF TNE OC thsi M0 e joined. - decriminalisation, but there were ..

‘ The SSP’s largest component, a few dissenters.
the former Scottish Militant There are important differences
‘Labour, have survived recent on Europe. Although there is

difficulties better than their general agreement on opposing
comrades in England. the Maastricht convergence crite-

1 They are, though, semi- riain their present form, a minor-
1 detached from the rest of their ity supports the single European
international tendency, the currency and further European
| Committee for a Workers’ convergence, but on better terms.

| BB anpe in Scot nd. ILis wneretie e e o International (CWI). They  The majority remains hostile to
ant @IeCiOlal b G ccahiGrepn Partys o el Lie Memall palt in | have handed over much of convergence. The SSP needs to
G ‘1t | their apparatus to the SSP make its mind up on this issue .
(including the paper Scottish before the expected referendum
Socialist Voice), but have on asingle European currency.

| retained  a
{ Scottish :

{1 organisation
1 and identity
| of their own
1 (including a
{ journal in the
sts O ST e e | name of the
| bl o *:: : s R : : o : g . e i Although it
| 11s under-

standable
that much of
the SSP’s
time  has
been taken
up with prepar-
ing for elec-

-
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Stand up for Ken -
defend your rights!

Terry Conway

THE LABOUR leadership may be
wondering whether they made the
right choice in postponing their
decision on how to select Labour’s
candidate for London mayor.

The January NEC was due to dis-
cuss setting up a vetting panel as
recommended by the London
Regional Board. This recommen-
dation was in defiance of the over-
whelming decision of June’s
London Labour Party Conference
that any candidate who received
|0 CLP nominations should auto-
matically be shortlisted. But in the
end the discussion was put back to
the next meeting on March 23.

It may be that the reason for this
lies in Millbank’s failure to come up
with a credible alternative. Various
names have been floated ; Frank
Dobson, Glenda Jackson, Tony
Banks, Trevor Philips, Pauline
Green. But none evokes confi-
dence that they could beat Ken
either amongst party members or
Londoners as a whole.

Any sliver of doubt that the
manoeuvres are aiming at exclud-

Jim Dye, President,
Liverpool TUC

IN MAY 1998 the Liberal

Democrats gained their only
metropolitan council - in Liv-
erpool. The Labour Party suf-

CPCOCHCIE PR
.......... 4

ing Ken should be banished by the
failure of London's Board even to

forward to the NEC one of the

recommendations of its own

“working party.

Millbank had claimed that one of
the main problems with the Con-
ference decision was that it acted
against equal opportunities; self
nomination and then the vetting
panel would lead to better gender

and racial balance. |
Two-tier system

TGWU’s Barry Camfield success-
fully proposed a two tier system to
the working party. Either you
could be nominated by CLP’s and
affiliates or nominate yourself. This
is as it happens in line with new
procedures for Westminster selec-
tion, so it is difficult for the leader-
ship to claim they oppose it in
principle. However the Board
managed to ‘lose’ the recommen-
dation, and all attempts to have it
reinstated failed. .

In the meantime the Stand Up
for Ken campaign is weli on the
road. A packed meeting of 1500
on February 15 — in the middie of

polis. -

This defeat was caused by a
number of interconnected
factors. The Jight wing Labour
Group had imposed years of

+
-
-

+
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fered a crushing defeat at the

R
‘e

a tube strike — filled Westminster
Central Hall to demand the right
of democratic selection.

" The audience contained sizeable

delegations from striking tube and
UCLH hospital workers and fire
fighters organising to defend jobs
and services. The turn out far
exceeded Ken's own expectations;
he had booked a room that held
500, and the meeting was moved
less than an hour before its adver-

tised starting time when it became

clear that the response was so
large. |

Excitement in the hall was high-
est in response to calls for Ken's
right to stand, and support for
workers in struggle was also
warmly received. Livingstone got a
standing ovation-before he spoke.
His proposals for London, for
example to return conductors to
London buses were popular, but
clearly secondary to the key issue
of defence of democracy.

In making this distinction the
massive audience showed more
maturity that that demonstrated
by some parts of the left. The

bined with poor council ser-
vices and the highest Council
Tax in the country.

The scale of the defeat
prompted the Labour Party
NEC to set up a ‘Liverpool
Taskforce’. It comprises three
unelected members (including
Richard Arthur, leader of
Camden Council) sent to
mount a witch hunt against
the Liverpool Labour Party in
an attempt to find out what
had gone so wrong, given that
cuts and redundancies are
the main policies of Blairite
councils across the country.

The Taskforce could not
blame the left for the defeat,
as most left activists had
been expelled at the time of
Lesley Mahmood’'s Walton
bye-election campaign of
1991. In the recent elections
left candidates from the SLP
and the Socialist Party
(including Mahmood) got
derisory votes that did not
split the Labour vote at all.

What the Taskforce did
focus on, however, was an
attack on the ‘Old
Labour’right wing Labour
Group.

Their report makes clear
that despite the already deci-
mated membership levels,
there will be no more local
Party democracy for the Liver-
pool Labour Party. In future
all candidates for local elec-
tions will be vetted by an
NEC-ppointed Regional Direc-
tor, with no rights at all for
local wards or CLPs to choose
their representatives.

All potential candidates
must also swear a loyalty

pledge to Blairite New Labour

policies, while existing coun-

cillors will be vetted before -
they are allowed to be rese-

lected. In other words all

nently.

example, has stepped up its
attacks on Ken's policies and

record in recent months.

Socialist Outlook would not
stand on the political platform that

Ken is putting forward, but we not

only support his right to stand but

his candidature. We recognise that
the success of this campaign would
be a real blow to Blair and his

reactionary policies for the Labour

Party and for the country.

The February meeting would
have been the ideal place for fur-
ther calls for action — those attend-
ing were eager to know what the
next steps in the campaign sheuld

" be. A lobby of the NEC on March

23 would have gained wide sup-
port for example. Unfortunately

that opportunity was lost, and it is
to be hoped that further progress
can be made in discussing similar
proposals at the series of meetings
soon to be organised in different
parts of London.

In the meantime activists should
step up the campaign for resolu-
tions in support of democratic
selection in Labour Parties and
unions and where possible go
beyond this and nominate Ken
anyway. ’

Labour movement bodies should
ask for the campaign to take affilia-
tions and call protests outside Lon-
don Board and NEC meetings
where the issue is being discussed.
Blair will only back down if we can
show it would be more dangerous
for him not to do so.

] “' Ve . C et . . .' . e

local account-

ability will be
ended perma-

The report also
makes clear
that local trade
union branches
will play no role
whatsoever in
the local Party,
and that the
District Labour
Party (sus-
pended for a
decade since the witch hunt
against the left) will not be
allowed to be reformed.
Indeed, activists from both
wards and trade union
branches will have absolutely
no role in this new organisa-
tion. | ~ |

This authoritarian attack on
Old Labour within the Liver-
pool Party sets a dangerous

‘precedent and should be vig-

ST ::'i

orously opposed by all social-
ists. __

We should not hesitate to
block with these right wingers

" against the New Labour

purge, but we need to keep
our separate identity as
socialists intact.

Above all, we must attempt
to rebuild a socialist opposi-
tion within the Party that can
link with union and commu-
nity struggles outside it.

|5
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Social
services
under

the

|cosh

THE IMPACT of what one MP
has described as “year 21| of
Tory cuts” is making itself felt on
social service departments
across the country.

In Oxfordshire, where the

social service budget is enduring

its fifth successive year of cuts,

the County Council has agreed a.

package of £10.3m cuts reaching
over the next three years — and
point out that even after this, the
county will still in theory be
spending more than the govern-
ment “norm’”. |

Over 300 social workers,
health workers, service users

and campaigners joined an angry

march through Oxford on
February 6 to protest at the
cuts.

These include closure of an old
people’s home, axing three of
the county’s four resource cen-
tres providing respite care for
severely disabled children, cut-
ting the number of child protec-
tion orders by 20%, slashing

| grants to voluntary organisations
dealing with drug and alcohol
problems, and closing a hostel
and day services for people with
learning difficulties. 180 jobs are
| at risk. |

But Oxfordshire is not alone in
proposing such cutbacks. Birm-
ingham Council is contemplating
the closure of up to half its |
homes for the elderly.

Leicestershire is to slash social
service spending by £3m, includ-
ing £750,000 from its community
care budget.

Surrey County Councnl is tight-
ening up its imposition of
charges as one of the mans to
tackle a £5m shortfall. Bucking-
hamshire and Warwickshire, too

 are looking to raise cash from
charges for home care to the
elderly: Warwickshire wants to
raise more than a quarter of its
£8.5m home care budget from
charges.

Somerset is cutting back on
placements of elderly clients in

| residential and nursing homes,
raising charges and axing jobs.

- Portsmouth council is trying to

force down the pay and condi-
tions of its home care staff to
mean the cheapskate terms on
offer from private contractors.

But as the carnage grows, two
factors emerge as a major scan-
dal: |

B most of the cuts are being
obediently nodded through by
Labour councillors with no
attempt to defend services -

BB and there is no coordinated
campaign collecting information
on these cuts or fighting back in
defence of social services the
way that campaigns have
defended the NHS.

With hundreds of jobs, and
now pay and conditions increas-
ingly at risk, UNISON and other
public sector unions must be
forced to organise a fightback.

- ALTHOUGH it set the

grateful that it is an inde-

'ship, 1in which

the

'..have been eagerly
‘embraced by the Inde-

~entitlement

‘excluding all

John Lister

.....

..............

cat among the pigeons by

calling for an extra £1 bil-

lion to be spent 1n provid-
ing free nursing care for
elderly people, the Royal
Commission on Long .
Term Care has produced
an essentially conserva-
tive report.

We should of course be

pendent report, which has
clearly escaped the tenta-
cles of the Millbank con-
trol freaks, and one which
argues a line that is well
“off message” to the
Blairites.

But while campalgners =k
and charities representing =}
older people have broadly o

[PRYERN

mendation to scrap the =
bulk of the ex1st1ngw -
means-tested charges, and
the commission’s insis-
tence that the extra cash
required should come
from general taxation, the
report leaves many impor-
tant questions unasked
and unanswered.

Indeed, after 14 months
of deliberations, the com-
mission has largely
accepted the framework

E’

set up under the Thatcher 0001 cuts in soczal services like these n B:rmmghamhelp make

) .
.......................................

.........................................................................

.....
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O

..................................................
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‘Scrap all charges
for care of elderly!

..............
--------

.................................................................................
....................................................................
--------------------------------------------------

governmrent, in which con-, mockery of the so-called “seamless service”

tinuing care of the frail

elderly 1s largely privatised, pro-

vided by profit-seeking nursing
and residential homes. =~

There 1s no hint to be found in
the report that any alternative
system might provide better qual-
ity care for clients or conditions
for staff.

The commission clearly did not
even discuss the levels -of profit
extracted from this highly
exploitative sector, or
the changing pat-
terns of owner-

large, corpora-
tions are
increasingly

carving up the

cominis-

sion’s proposals

pendent Healthcare Asso-
ciation, which represents many
private care homes.

No section of the report dis-
“cusses the glaring inequalities in

local provision of nursing and
residential home places, which

have left most London boroughs
and many other city areas finding
1t almost impossible to secure

local places.

The commission also managed
to avold any discussion of the
huge variations in local “eligibil-
1ty criteria” drawn up in 1995 by
health authorities to limit the
of frail elderly
patients to NHS treatment, mak-
ing the access to NHS care a lot-
tery based on your post code.

Many of these are draconian,
but the most

extremely 1ncapacitated, and

The

commission

has accepted the

framework in which

continuing care of the
frail elderly is largely
market. Instead WUINCISETTe B IodVTo[Te M )Y
profit-seeking
nursing homes.

reducing NHS continuing care

- provision to little more than pal-

liative care.

Nor did the commission ques-
tion the increasingly restrictive
G oxe ey eqe SO :
eligibality criteria” that are being
imposed by local authorities, as

- they grapple with a two-way pres-

sure on social service budgets

(cash limits on the one hand,

increasing local demand for care
on the other) by attémpting
to restrict the numbers
of elderly clients
entitled to any
form of support.
The financial
realities of the
regime ushered
in by the. 1988
- Griffiths Report,
and then passed
through the Com-
mons by the Thatcher
- government — with eager
all-party support — and 1mple-

" the

mented from 1993, are also con- .

sistently ignored i1n the chunky
commission report.

- Sir Roy Griffiths, then manag-
ing director of Sainsbury’s,
explicitly referred to making use
of the savings and assets of pen-
sioners as a means of paying for
their long-term care through
means-tested charges.

The Tory proposals never made

any secret of their ambition to
complete the privatisation of care
of the elderly. But the Royal Com-
mission stops well short of saying
so, allowing the dimwits who
write the leader column from the
Guardian (which backed the Grif-
fiths proposals all the way) to
complain now that “No one
announced this major policy

............
............................

-----------------------------------

switch.” (March 2)

...................

--------------------
...................

..............
...................

---------------------------

mission address the
increasingly severe
#% | impact since 1993 of
" £1the “capping” of
council tax and

‘sents an overall decision

4 social service bud-
gets, which has run
%] alongside tightening
4 NHS cash limits.
&4 This dual pressure
4 on resources has
made a. mockery of
the rhetoric
“seamless , care”
which was revived at
the time of the com-

munity care
reforms: i1nstead we
have seen cash-

strapped health and
social services ‘each

and costs to the
_ other.
1 The commission

##% says that 38% of
NHS long-stay beds
&~ | for the elderly have
% @l closed since 1983,

“" ] This seems to be yet

the report consis-
tently using out of
date statistics (most
are from 1995).

In fact the current
Department of
Health figures show
that the NHS had

closed almost 26,000 “geriatric”
beds by April 1998 — 46% of the

1983 total. More significantly,

health chiefs have closed almost
20% of long-stay beds since 1993,
during the implementation of the
community care reforms.
Despite the commission’s reluc-

- tance to say so, there is no doubt

that this relentless cutback repre-

for the NHS to pull out

of continuing care —
and foist the
responsibility
and the bill onto
local govern-
ment. o
Astonishingly,
pressing
issue of so-called
“bed-blocking”, in

which elderly
patients are forced to
remain 1nappropriately in

acute hospital beds for lack of
places or funds to finance their
discharge to a nursing home, 1s

only discussed in the most off-

hand and passing fashlon by the
commuission. /

Wmter pressures

Yet the problem is one of
increasing unportance, as .the
government’ s allocation of “win-
ter pressures’ money to help par-
tially relieve it, has shown.

With all of these factors left out
of the equation, it 1s perhaps no
surprise that the commaission has
also 1gnored the impending halt
to the “Special Transitional
Grants”, which have been paid
since the 1993 reforms to local
authorities to compensate for
their growing financial responsi-

Nor does the com-

of

{ seeking to pass risks

another example of-

Frank Dobson
knows that to
suggest any new
extension of the welfare Rt/
state to Blair or Brown
IS like promoting
atheism in the
Vatican.

“Put it this way
elptre soon, oy

lfyou don’'t
r life savings

bility for frail elderly patients
(who would previously have
received care free of charge in

'NHS continuing care beds).

These STG payments end in
April of this year, leaving council
chiefs across the country stuck
with an additional bill, while
their budgets are cut or con-
strained, and while the local NHS
pockets the difference. |

The commission’s recommenda-
tion that “personal care” should,
like other types of health care, be
provided free at point of use and
funded from taxation is of course
a major step forward. |

But 1t would still leave those
pensioners with assets above the
means-test limit to pay £120 a

week for living and housing costs.

Many would still be required, as
over 40,000 year are now obliged,

to sell their houses or liquidate

their savings to pay these charges.

But since many older people are -
in care homes not by choice but
as a result of decisions taken by
health and social services, this
charge, too, would often be unfair,

“and should be scrapped.

Continuing care for the frail
elderly should, like other parts of

the NHS, be provided free of

charge as a seamless service, and .
funded from general taxation.

It is a nonsense to argue, as some
do, that to drop the means-tested
charges and provide nursing
home care free of charge would
amount to a subsidy to the rich.

Under any likely system, those
with substantial wealth make sure

- they keep well away from the
cheapskate nursing homes and

residential care on offer through
social services — and opt to pay
well above the local authority
“benchmark” rate for
luxury in their twi-
light years.
- Health Secre-
‘tary Frank Dob-

hedging  his
‘bets on whether
any of the com-
mision’s propos-
als will be put into
practice. He knows
that to suggest any
new extension of the wel-
fare state to Blair or Brown, espe-
cially one funded from
progressive taxation, 1s like sell-
ing atheism in the Vatican.
The government should be
urged to act promptly and imple-
ment the limited recommenda-
tions for free nursing care: but a
further, more thoroughgoing
inquiry is now needed to fill in
some of the gaps left by the Royal
Commission. -

Among the
addressed:

B the cost and quahty of care 1n
nursing homes,

B the training of nursing staff

issues to Dbe

in the skills of continuing care

' the possibility of establishing

NHS nursing homes, especially
in areas where private sector pro-
vision 1s not available.
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Agencies move in on
low-paid NHS nurses

blasting a hole in establishment.
staffing levels, and driving costs
through the roof.

A recent report to the Royal
London Hospitals Trust underlines
the impact that the drift of staff
towards the agencies is having on

the NHS:

A key issue in relation to the
Trust’s activity performance was
the shortage of trained nursing
staff and the additional costs of
having to employ agency staff. In
some specialties nursing staff were
leaving the Trust’s employ to sign
on as agency nurses, as they could
earn substantially more than the

FIGURES recently obtained by
London Health Emergency have
exposed the fact that nurses can
immediately add at least 50 % to
their wages by opting to work for
an agency rather than directly for

A schedule of rates cu'culated to
staff by an agency called Staffing
Enterprise show that an E grade
nurse working in intensive care
can get a basic rate of £13.30 an
hour compared to the NHS rate

With full enhancements some
specialist nurses can expect to
earn as much as £35 an hour

through the agency — twice as Trust paid.”
much as their NHS colleagues. The fear is that many more staff,
Some agencies have even begun  angry at this years 4.7% pay

award, will join the stampede over
‘to the agencies. LHE has heard of
some key units where the entire
team of nursesare considering
going over to the agency whole-
sale, with devastating conse-
quences for NHS budgets.

to offer nurses some of the
“fringe” benefits which previously
kept staff in the NHS, including
paid sick leave and holiday entitle-
ments. Many staff have already

have gone over to the agencies

Private health care - still
a threat to NHS

However, in the 1980s, the mar-
ket grew rapidly as waiting lists for
NHS operations increased, and
the scandalous state of hospitals
came to light.

Several new competitors joined
the scene, PPP (Private Patients’
Plan) being the best known. An
increasing number of corporations
began to sign up their employees
en masse, joining the number of
companies that offer private cover
at a discount.

But twenty years of Tory cash

limits on the NHS and propaganda
for private care have still left less
than one in ten of the population
with private- health cover.

GOOd evemr\s Mr Plaff- =
I ﬁw BUPA !

SEVERAL BIG corporations have
just signed up their workforce to
BUPA health schemes, including
the BBC, Natwest and HSBC.
The private health business is
growing, in spite of the gathering
recession, and BUPA's reported
losses on its health insurance
department, leaving it reliant on
its hospitals to generate a profit.
The effect of increased private
cover is in theory to remove
whole sectors of the workforce
from the need to use the NHS
except for emergency and GP
care.
" In practice, of course,
people of working age
very seldom need to

is why the private insur-
ers are so keen to take
them on. |

For most working age
adults, the NHS, as the
sole provider of emer-
gency services, remains
more important, no mat-
ter what their illusions to
the contrary.

For many years, BUPA
provided health care to
the upper classes who
could afford to pay to
jump the queue and get
superior accommeodation.
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Andfew Wiard

Teachers in the firlng line

eet the

challenge.

|fight the
recn

Paper

By a delegate to NUT

conference

THE VAST majority of teachers
are hostile to the proposals con-
tained in the government’s Green
Paper “Teachers: Meeting the
Challenge of Change” which
advocates radical changes to the
pay and conditions of teachers in
England and Wales. The real
question 1s not whether the

Green Paper should be opposed,

but how can it be defeated.

If implemented, the proposals
in the Green Paper will alter the
pay and conditions of teachers in
a fundamental way. The govern-
ment has tried to link the wors-
ened conditions to improvements
In pay.

Systematic attack

However the reality 1s that this

year’s pay award shows that the
‘Blair government has no. inten-

tion of rewarding teachers for the

difficult job that they do: rather
‘the insulting pay award and the
Green Paper are both part of a
systematic attack on teachers and
their unions.

Education Minister, David
Blunkett has already let it be

known that he would relish a

fight with the main teachers’
union, the National Union of

“Teachers (NUT). The NUT con-

ference over Easter week-end will

“allow him to attack teachers in

the media whilst, no doubt, try-
ing to project a different image to
the teachers assembled in
Brighton. |

results will partly

The Green Paper proposes the
introduction of Performance
Related Pay for teachers. Teachers
would be subject to appraisal
arrangements which would deter-
mine whether or not they were
granted an annual pay award.

‘The National Union of Teachers
was formed to fight payment by
results last century. The argu-
ments that were valid then are

equally true to-day. Teaching is a

collective activity.
Who can really determine the

impact of an individual teacher

on the progress of a child? A sec-
ondary teacher builds on the
work of primary teachers
who, 1n turn, build on
the work of those
employed in nurs-
eries. A Geogra-
phy  teacher’s

depend on
progress made In
English, Maths and
Science.

The Green Paper also pro-
poses important  structural
changes to the teaching force.
Teachers will be ‘invited’ to apply
to ‘cross the threshold’ to achieve

a pay rise. Crossing the threshold

will mean accepting the right of
management (0 1mpose extra
hours and responsibilities.

- The Green Paper argues that
most teachers will eventually
cross the threshold, however the
reality 1s that the funding avail-

~able 1s totally inadequate to
~deliver the required resources.

The National
Union of Teachers
was formed in the

last century - to
fight payment by
results

The proposals would also d1v1de
up teachers in a range of different
categories: new teachers, pre and
post threshold and those in the
Leadership Group.

In addition to the impact on
teachers, the proposals will have a
serious and detrimental effect on
educaton. Teachers in schools in
better-off areas and working class
schools with strong leaderships
will be more likely to get pay
awards than those 1n struggling
working class schools in the
inner-cities. The result will be a
further shift of resources away
from those areas who need it the
most.

There will be a major debate on

“the Green Paper at NUT confer-

ence. What is required is a total
rejection of the proposals and a
serious fight to back up that rejec-
tion.

Currently, the NUT leadershlp

15 proposing a lobby of Parlia-

ment and an in_dicative ballot on
boycotting appraisal. Both these

proposals deserve support, but
- they are nowhere near enough.

There is danger of some on the-
left not understanding that all
official union initiatives need to
be supported. Although the
lobby does provide a national

focus and i1s really a way of get-
‘ting publicity, it does give the left -
an opportunity to build up confi-
“dence amongst broader layers in

the union.

Appraisal should be boycotted,
but the chances are that the new
appraisal arrangements will be
introduced in a manner that

~avolds an tmmediate confronta-

tion. In well-organised schools
appraisal schemes have not oper-
ated for years. |

‘The proposal for national strike
action 1s the key demand. It is the
only demand that begins to
meet the seriousness of
the situation. What
the union leadership
1s currently offering
1s totally inadequate.
However, @ NUT
chief Doug McAvoy
‘probably judges it
might be enough to
- allow him to appear radical
in the run-up to the General Sec-
retary’s election, where he faces a
strong challenge from left- wmger
Christine Blower.

Over the next period the left
needs to build the existing union
initiatives whilst pointing out
their inadequacy. At the same

time, we nced to continually

bring the left together, including
serious united left support for

Christine Blower’s challcnge to .
McAvoy |
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leaves a crucial get-out clause.

‘investigation that gave them a

after the official police line

officers were incompetent rather
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he MacPherson
report into the inves-
“tigation : of Stephen
‘Lawrence’s - murder
has brought to the

fore the extent of racism 1n
Britain today.

For most black people, the
inquiry has revealed nothing new,
but what is new is that the extent
of racism in the police, the judi-
cial system and throughout soci-
ety should be debated in the
national media.

The publication of the report
poses fundamental questions for
the anti-racist movement — how
should it respond to the report
and how can the momentum
around the inquiry be chan-
nelled into combating racism?

It has been clear from the start
that the inquiry could not get
away with the kind of whitewash
that would blame “a few bad
apples” in a Police force that is
otherwise fairly sound..

However the MacPherson
report, whilst being fairly damn-
ing in its criticism of the Police,

The report states that there is a
“pernicious and institutionalised
racism”  throughout the
Metropolitan Police.

It further adds that “There must

t BSOS OSSR
a9y

Yy OO0
. SO IR AR AN A BSOS
- DO UOO0D)
- K )
* OGO SO
» N X OO WA M)

$8 \‘N]IAIAI\'I‘ GDlJ’I‘IANDI(
After the Lawrence Inquiry

ere now for a
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be an unequivocal acceptance of
the problem ... before 1t can be
addressed.” The definition of
institutional racism 1s sufficiently
vague, however, that even Met
Police Commissioner Sir Paul
Condon was able to agree with t1t.
Throughout the inquiry Con-
don defended the actions of the
officers involved, and of the
internal police inquiry into the-

than whites.
There

clean bill of health. It was only

became untenable that Condon
was forced to stop blaming the
Lawrence family and 1nstead
changed tack to argue that his

than racist.

The definition of institutional
racism as being ‘unwitting’ has
given the police an excuse to get
off scott free. The fact 1s that
Black people are far more llkely

Mark Jensen |
THE STEPHEN Lawrence inquiry would never
have happened at all without the deter-
mined campaign led by Doreen and Neville
Lawrence. But many more black deaths are
still ignored by the police and the media.
Since Stephen Lawrence’s death there
have been more than 25 racist murders in

-Britain and many more black deaths in cus-

tody. There have been thousands of racist
attacks, cases of police harassment and

~ discrimination in every area of black peo-

ple’s lives.

Some cases have been made a political
issue through the existence of community
based organisations such as The Monitoring
Group (formerly Southall Monitoring Group)

to be stopped by the police, more

likely to be arrested, to be taken
to coureand if convicted, more

likely to face a prison sentence

iIS a raci‘m runmng
‘throughout the judi.ial system —
whether individual officers are
racist is not the main issue. On
the other hand there is no
doubt that a reactionary,
racist and sexist 1nstitu-
tion like the police
attracts many indi-
viduals with reac-
tionary 1deas and
practice - and then
defends them when
they are caught.
When the police kill
black people 1n their i
custody, the force as a It
whole devotes thousands of

Raczsm in the polzce is more than a few rotten apples and Condon-szyle arrogant commanders

pounds trying to prove that their
officers are not responsible. The
only possible signal that this can -
send out to the ranks of the police
- force is that whatever actions
they carry out, the force as a
“whole will do all it can to avoid
officers being disciplined or pros-
ecuted.

‘The Metropolitan

Police IS a racist

The institution -
definition of -despite  Jack

RSO IR N 11 Straw’s claims
that Condon

is sufficiently vague, pum led a
Police Comm:ss:oner racism in the
Sir Paul Condon was St

Condon has
able to agree with time and again

defended the
racist actions of his

Build a national civil
rights movement

and Newham Momtormg Pro;ect Some are
now getting welcome coverage in the press
after years of deafening silence

Some of the worst racism however has
occurred in areas where there are no such
organisations and very often only a very
small and isolated black community.

A number of community organisations and

anti-racist groups have now come together opportunity to

to call for the building of a national civil . build some-

rights movement. There has long been the  thing radically
need for an organisation that can offer a different.
serious challenge to all levels of racism on  Let’s sieze .

a national level.

Many previous organisations have been
launched only to become useless talking
shops to launch the careers of would-be

: mendatlons

same offence, and
- that

bureaucrats, or
else fronts for
one or other
organisation. o s
composition of fiae
this conference |
offers a real

this opportu-
nity with both
hands. |

ting rid of him would
not end police

racism, it would at

least signal that these

actions are unaccept-
; able.
%443 The Inquiry has
brought about a sea-
change the way the
British state aims to
deal with racism.
The state has no
interest in eradicat-
ing racism; a funda-

XS

oM mental feature of all
w4 ¢ s advanced capitalist
countries.

The 70 recommen-
dations 1n the report
propose a number of

e measures to 1mprove
R4 ' the Way the pollce

investigate  racist
incidents, and =to
improve ‘police-com-
munity = relations’,
and for Local
“Authorities  to
-__;'develop educational
¥ strategies to address
sz racism. It specifically

2 states that the police
@eoeed powers of stop and
.1 search should remain
~:4 in place and rules out
-an independent body
_to investigate the
police.
Two specific recom-
that
socialists  should
oppose are the pro-
posal that people
could be tried more
than once for the

people using
racist language within
their own homes can be
prosecuted. |

The first would be W1de open
for the police to keep on putting
someone on trial until they got

the result they wanted, and the
second would be impossible to

enforce without breaching civil
liberties, and is just as likely to be
used against black people.

The Labour leadershlp m“ay
have been competing with the

Tories to pledge themselves to
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R R officers. Whilst get-

MacPherson
specifically
states that the
poiice powers of
stop and search
should remain in
place.
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fighting institutional racism, but
just two weeks earlier, Jack Straw
introduced his racist Asylum and
Immigration Bill, with the full

~ support of the Tories.

Tony Blair wrote an article in
the New Nation saying how he
had met with Colin Powell and
had realised how far Britain had
to go, compared to the United
States.

What he meant by this 1s that he

would like a society where black
people are able to get top jobs in
the military, the, police, the judi-
c1ary and the government.
s his example of the
USA clearly demon-
strates, that does not
mean eradicating
racism. Racist polic-
ing, lynchings, and the vast bulk
of their communities segregated
into urban ghettos or desperately
poor rural communities 1n the
Southern Srtates is the face of
‘civilisation’ facing the over-
whelming majority of black peo-
ple in that society. A few black
people having leading positions
in the state machine and the gov-
ernment is no compensation for
that reality.

Whilst some of the reforms pro-
posed by MacPherson are be sup-
ported, the overall agenda that
guides it is to buy off a black elite

with minor privileges in order to

try head off a much more
“extensive  anti-racist
struggle.

The chances of this
ploy succeeding are
less than they were
before the inquiry,
as many previously
uninvolved black
people have realised
that it is pure chance
| that their lives have not
been touched by tragedies compa-
rable to the Lawrences’.

This has been the basis of the
unprecedented mobilisation
around this case; the challenge
now is to channel that anger and

- awareness into a real mass move-

ment.

The call for a civil rights move-
ment takes up that opportunity -
socialists should have no hesita-

“tion in answering the call.
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By Dafydd Rhys

he recent battle for
the Labour leadership

in the Welsh Assem--

bly has highlighted

the lengths to which

Tony Blair will go to retain con-
trol over the Welsh Labour Party.
Not only did New Labour have
to rely on very ‘Old Labour’ to
deliver the victory of Alun

Michael, it was also ready to sac- -

rifice electoral advantage in the
event that Blair’s candidate did
win. ‘ |

The recent contest arose after a
“moment of madness” committed
on Clapham Common by Ron
Davies, the previous Secretary of
State for Wales and prospective
Assembly leader. Ron secured the
almost unanimous support of
both the trade union and the
local government bureaucracy in
the previous contest.

However, the method of his
election caused some consterna-
tion amongst rank-and-file
LL.abour Party members, a con-
sternation which was further
exacerbated by the blatant politi-
cal vetting of prospective Assem-
bly candidates and the
imposition of an English MEP
above sitting Welsh MEPs on the
party’s Euro list. B

Thus, when the new leadership
contest ~ was unexpectedly
required, the wounds of recent
events were still fresh. Anger was
further heightened by the deci-
sion to reopen the nominations
procedure for Assembly candi-
dates, simply to allow Alun
Michael to stand.

It was therefore much miore dif-
ficult for the Welsh Executive of

the Labour Party to stitch up the
result in the same way as previ-
ously. Voting by OMOV was
introduced in the Labour Party
members’ section of the electoral
college and a number of unions

declared their intention to con-

sult their members before casting
their vote.

Previous to his appointment as
Welsh Secretary, Alun Michael,
the MP for Cardiff South and
Penarth, had shown no interest in
the Welsh Assembly. He played
no part whatsoever in the cam-
paign to secure the ‘yes’ vote in
September 1997.

He was selected simply because
he would unquestioningly carry
out the bidding of Tony Blair.

Peter Hain, currently a Welsh
Office Minister, immediately
threw his support behind Alun
Michael and became his cam-

paign manager. What little shreds
of ‘left’ credibility that Hain had

retained before this episode have

now been swept away by his
‘conduct in this cam-
paign.

Ron Davies was
also quick to offer
his support  to
Alun Michael, still
mindful of a possi-
ble future role in
the Welsh Assem-
bly. It is difficult to
square this action with
the image that many peo-
ple in Wales have of Ron Davies
- that of an outspoken and com-
mitted’advocate of Welsh auton-
omy and ‘inclusive’ politics.

While Alun Michael’s campaign

was stuffed with ministers and
Labour bigwigs, Rhodri Morgan
attracted genuine popular sup-
port, particularly on the basis of
his consistent work in exposing
the corruptions of the quango
state in Wales under the Conser-
vatives. |

The TGWU, AEEU
and GMB, together

accounted for 17.5 per
cent of the overall vote.
None of them carried out EiUSe: no

a comprehensive
consultation with their

members

SOCIALIST OUTLOOK 9

Morgan won the members and the young.? Michael had the Millbank machine and the old-style union bosses

Most of the left-leaning Welsh
MPs supported his campaign, as
did many left-wing Assembly
candidates. A number of promi-
nent academics and dissident
members of the Welsh Executive
also supported him.

Rhodri’s main campaign slogan
was “an Assembly for the people,
and not the crachach” - crachach
being a colloquial and derogatory
Welsh word for the upper class.

While Rhodri stood for the
greater autonomy of the Welsh
| Assembly, the weak-
nesses of his cam-
paign were very
apparent. He
placed great
stress on the
“fact that there

major policy
differences
between him-
- self and Alun
" Michael. This posi-
tion was criticised by
many within the Rhodr1 camp.
Despite his failure tostand on a
left platform, it was very clearly
the case

against the candidate imposed by
Tony Blair. |

After an extended period of
campaigning, necessary to pro-
vide some kind of profile for
Alun Michael in Wales, the result
was announced on 20 February.

that Rhodri' Morgan
should have been supported

The overall result gave Alun
Michael 53 per cent of the vote
against Rhodri Morgan’s 47 per
cent. |
The breakdown of the votes for
each section of the electoral col-
lege were: 64 per cent versus 36
per cent for Alun Michael 1n the
trade unions; 58 per cent versus
42 per cent for Alun Michael
among the MPs, MEPs and
Assembly candidates; and 65 per
cent to 35 per cent for Rhodri
Morgan among party members.
The scale of Alun Michael’s vic-
tory in the trade union section

was ensured by three of the four

largest unions in Wales: the
TGWU, AEEU and GMB, which
together accounted for 17.5 per
cent of the overall vote.

None of these unions carried

out a comprehensive consultation

with their members. The AEEU
and GMB carried out partial con-
sultations, conducted in such a
way as to ensure that the required

result was achieved. |
When George Wright, leader of

‘the TGWU 1n Wales, was ques-

tioned as to why his union was
backing Alun - Michael, he
replied: “because he’s Secretary
of State for Wales”. Whoever
Tony Blair had selected for the
post, he clearly i1mplied, the
TGWU would meekly have given
their support.

The only major union to con-

duct an OMOV ballot was UNI-

SON, and the result showed an
overwhelming majority in favour
of Rhodri Morgan. This pattern
was repeated in all the smaller
unions which conducted OMOV
ballots. o

here is now a danger
that the backlash
against union
involvement might be

by the Blairites to weaken union
links after their objective has
been achieved. This must be vig-
orously resisted, though mea-
sures to give union members
greater control over how their

votes are cast in the Labour Party

should be supported.

Tony Blair and his supporters in
Wales went to enormous lengths
to ensure the victory of Alun
Michael 1in this contest. It
revealed once again the brutality

of Blairism in dealing with any

opposition within the party, how-
ever timid.

Blair had to rely on those bas-
tions of ‘Old Labour’, the very
union bureaucrats he had
attacked so vigorously in the past,
in order to deliver the result. .

Opinion polls conducted before
the result was announced showed
that the Labour-Party would lose
10 per cent of its support if Alun
Michael was elected rather than

Rhodri Morgan.

Thus, Blairism, which was

founded on the basis of making
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used, quite cynically,

Stooge union bureaucrats deliver vital votes

every concession (o
the right necessary.
to ensure electabil-
ity, became turned
on its head. This loss -
wa of electoral support
A is particularly signif-
icant in the case of
the Welsh Assembly,
since it will be
elected with an ele-
‘ment of proportion-
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ality. | |
- One thing 1s very
clear: the furore

caused by this cam-
1 paign is only a fore-
{ taste of far greater
1 struggles within the
<21 Welsh Labour Party
once the Assembly 1s
established.
21 It also shows how
2 the relationship
.- between the Labour
22 Party and the trade
. - | unions is not simply
agmmamad a4 one-way  street:
2‘" ?w events in the Labour
| Party can have the
] effect of revitalising
| and politicising the
-] trade unions.
= Following the
22 result, Alun Michael
24 made very clear 1n
......... +222] which direction he
planned to lead the
Assembly.. He
claimed that
Labour’s Assembly
manifesto, a vacuous document
full of empty phrases, was a solid
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- basis on which to run Wales.

He also attacked what he called
the “black, negative side of the

-Welsh character”, and said that

Labour in Wales should be posi-
tive and “look to the future”. |

It is clear that the role of the
Assembly for Blair and his sup-
porters is one of a buffer between
the Welsh people and Parliament
and a propaganda instrument for
the Labour Government. What
little powers have been relin-
quished to the Assembly will be
controlled by means of greater
centralism within the Labour

~Party. |

The blatant rigging of the elec-
tion has left many party members
in Wales feeling both distrust and
anger towards the Labour leader-
ship. This provides the left with a
far greater scope for activity than
in very many years.

The two main tasks 1n the com-
ing months will be to try and
channel this discontent into an
effective campaign to extend
democracy within the Welsh
Labour Party, and also to encour-
age a wide-ranging debate on
policies for the Welsh assembly.

Such policies must stand 1n

stark contrast to Labour’s exist-

ing Assembly manifesto, 1t they

are 1o serve the vast majority of

the people of Wales.
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~ liberation
refuge. Whatever happened to the

Shella Malone

IN FEBRUARY much attention
focused on Turkey over the hunt-

ing down and arrest of Kurdistan
Workers Party leader Abdullah

_Ocalan, which sparked off mas-

sive protests world-wide.

Now, the spotlight has turned
on the proposed Ilisu dam project
in the south east of the country,

which would flood over 50 Kur-

dish towns and villages, leaving

15,000 people homeless and caus-

ing widespread envu'onmental
‘damage. ~

In the first case, the houndlng
and kidnapping of Ocalan
through the combined efforts of
Turkish security forcess MIT,
Mossad and the CIA resulted in

him being delivered up bound,

blindfolded and humiliated, to
his probable state executioners.

No less shameful than this pur-
suit was the supine collusion and
compliance of most of the rest of
the world’s leaders, none of
whom were prepared to offer the
struggle leader a

right to political asylum? And
why was Britain’s “ethical” for-
eign secretary, declared defender
of human rtghts, so silent on this
matter?

The same lack of criticism has
surrounded the dam building in
- the south-east. In fact, the Ilisu
project is yet another of the past
and present schemes whereby
Turkey 1s seizing control of the
scarce water resources of the Mid-
dle East and securing its own
electncrty supplies at other coun-
tries’ expense.

Euphrates

Key to this are the mlghty
Euphrates and Tigris rivers,

‘which start 1n north Kurdistan

(south east Turkey) and' flow
through Syria and Iraq. Already
in the past, the completed dams

(there will be 15 dams and 18

hydro-electric power stations
when all the projects are finished)
have been used by Turkey to cut
off water supplies 1n both these
neighbouring countries.
Undoubtedly, such power was
also-used to blackmail Syria into
expelling Ocalan from his place of
exile there last autumn - an
expulsion which led to his flight
around the world and final cap-

ture. Indeed, one journalist had

recently summed up Turkish pol-
icy towards Syria as “Send us the
PKK 1n the form of Abdullah
Ocalan, and we will give you
water” |

In 1ts aspirations to control the
vital water supplies of the region,

both for its own sake and for the

levers 1t provides in terms of the
geo-politics of the region, Turkey
i1s following. closely in the foot-
steps of its close -ally Israel. The

WO countnes have had

Instead, we learn that EA

the military.
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Why Cook shouldn’t give a dam..

Bankers rush to aid

urkish oppressors

---------

common interests for |-
sore time and in recent |
months their military |
alliance has deepened. |
- Since Robin Cook has

recently turned green, |

adding environmental [+

friendliness to foreign |- : -

policy goals, one might |

......
......

‘have expected aword of |0 i

condemnation |
- Turkey’s  behaviour.

Brltaln S Department Of -:-:':-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-

Trade and Industry is Routme barbarzsm from Turkzsh troops hzt young and old alzke

set to actually back the
Ilisu project if it goes ahead by

underwriting it to the tune of -

£200 million! So much for both
the human, land and environ-
mental rights of the Kurds! |
There are over 30 million
Kurds, the majority living in

 Turkey (around 14 million), the
rest mainly in Iraq, Iran and

Syria, as well as 12 million dis-
persed throughout Europe.
Despite having their own history,

culture and language, Turkey has
never recognised their separate

identity, officially calling them
“mountain Turks”, and their lan-
guage a deformed Turkish/ Per-
stan dialect.

Besides being denied expression

through their own language and

organisatens (Kurdish publica-

tions, associations and political
parties are continually closed
down and banned), the Kurdish
areas of the South Coast have
always been starved of govern-

ment funding - only 10 per cent

of the development budget goes

- to them, although the Kurds con-

stitute over 20 per cent of the
population.

As a result, the majority live in
poverty in the often barren and
mountainous regions of the south
east, and elsewhere, are subject to
harsh discrimination and racism,
often through the violence of the

~fascist Grey Wolves, especially

prevalent within the police and

Kurdish resistance to this
forced assimilation and underde-
velopment was always met with

‘brutal suppression by the state. In

1984, this escalated into a full-

scale war, with the newly-formed
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:]PKI( prepared to take up

terror, genocide and

‘duct a show trial which will
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* | sent 40,000 troops
: into southern Kur-
distan  (northern
Iraq) 1n recent
| weeks. |
| While this appar-
1 ently to pursue
supporters,
4 | the effect 1s
€% | undoubtedly to
" | strengthen  their
| control in the

e i region.

.21 This 1s not only a
it war which affects
- the Kurdish areas.
In the manner of all

- dirty wars, 1ts chickens have
...] come home to roost within
i and throughout Turkish soci-

| ety as a whole.
21 The war divides people

.8 While some Turks are infected
| with the anti-Kurdish chau-
%1 vinism which government
: ; policies create and sanction,

& others are being persecuted for
{ their support and solidarity

% | with the Kurds.

% .| The 1998 Turkish Human

*
-4 .-

;;;;;

arms in self-defence.
Since then, 30,000
people have been
killed, 3,000 villages

million made home-
less. Such 1s the state

ethnic cleansing of a
government about to con-

end by calling for the death
penalty for someone who has
opposed and organised resistance
against it.

~ Nor is this military offensive
confined to the areas of Kurdis- -
tan which is within the Turkish
state but is an offensive against

Kurds in northern Iraq — the very
people in whose name the unde-
clared imperialist war against
Iraq is being fought Turkey has

The 1998
Turkish Human
Rights Association
report records 23,312
SCHECVELRENDIIERE] (otentions, 560 of which
resulted in formal
arrests, 21 people
disappeared, and
79 Killed

@ 1 Rights Association report on -

1 human rights violations in
| Istanbul records a shocking
©123,312 detentions, 560 of
4 which resulted in formal
-] arrests, 21 people disappeared,
4 79 killed by unknown perpe-

& . ! trators, 310 publications con-
M. | iscated, the premises of 100

political parties, associa-
- tions and cultural
centres raided by
police, and 29
journalists and
writers for-
mally arrested.
Many of these,
both Kurds and
Turks, are mem-
bers and supporters
| of the pro-Kurdish
People’s Democratic  Party
(HADEP) which the government
is presently seeking to ban — as

was the fate of its forerunners.

Since Ocalan’s arrest the crack
down on dissent has deepened
further; there have been many
thousands of people arrested in
the provinces where Kurds live
and in the Kurdish areas of the
cities. More than twenty leaders

of the KESK teachers’ union

which has over the years repressed
thousands of Turkish cntlzenS' human

nalists and artists - to worsen the
4 oppressnon of the Kurds |

have been arrested, and there is
grave concern for therr safety.
In addition to these human

- costs, everyone in Turkey pays

financially for the war, on which
millions of dollars are squandered
annually. With inflation exceed-
ing 100 per cent last year, foreign
debt at around $75 billion and
government borrowing soaring,
there 1s plenty to criticise in
terms of current erosion of living
standards.

Last November, a prlvattsatlon
corruption scandal brought down
the ruling Turkish coalition gov-
ernment of Mesut Yilmas, and

early elections are expected this-

April. Ocalan’s capture and trial
will certainly be used during this
period to try to weaken, discredit
and split opposition. |

This could, of course, backfire,
and instead reveal more starkly
the plight of the Kurds and thus
the legitimacy of their struggle.
Further more Turkey’s failure to
deal with this 1ssue except
through repression will surely be
questioned, since this has long
contributed to crisis within the
society as a whole.

Favourable treatment
Western support is, as we sec,

very easy to come by for Turkey.
Its strategic position between

- East and West has always afforded

it favourable treatment within big
power politics.

Brought into NATO and bol-
stered by massive arms supplies
from the West, Britain especially,

- Turkey has long acted as the main

ally of the US and Israel in domi-
nation and control of the Middle
East, whether this be through
access to oil SUpplies and water
resources, or in subduing states
such as Iran and Iraq.

Many of the daily air strikes in
the US’s present undeclared war
on Iraq (over 100 strikes since
December) fly from the Incirlik
base in Turkey. An additional
prize being fought over at present

is the opening up of the Caspian

basin oil and gas reserves, which
promise enormously rich pick-
ings for multinationals. |

The Ocalan and Isilu dam

‘affairs, the widespread human

rights abuses, the role of the mili-

tary and the running sore of the
Kurdish war all show Turkish
soclety today to be a parody of a

~ democracy where neither fair tri-

als nor free elections are possible.
In their uncritical backing and
collusion, Western governments
are condoning savage injustices
and allowing Turkey to get away
literally with mass murder.

I For further information about
the arrests of trade unionists
and others contact Kurdish Sol-
idarity Trade Union Committee,

42 Southall Court, Lady Mar-

garet Rd, Southall, UB1 2RQ,
Tel: 0171 250 1315, Fax 0171 250
1317 |

B Send protests to: Emergency
Regional Governor tel 0412 228
6301/224 3572, Diyarbakir gover-
nor: tel 0412 222 2288 fax 0412
228 4872.




THE FUNERAL of ng Husseln,' |

the west’s favourite Arab ruler, was
attended by a rogues’ gallery of his
admirers and allies mourning the
man ‘referred to by some Israelis as
“our king”.
In the acres of newsmmt
dedicated to Hussein in the
British press, there was scarcely
a negative comment. And in the
Jordanian press, too, he was
praised and sanctified.
Yet Hussein was a man who, for
nearly half a century, was the
autocratic ruler of one of the
world’s poorest countries: a
military dictator from a minority
tribe in a state, the majority of
whose population were refugees,
ethnically cleansed from their
homes and land by a regime with
which Hussein collaborated for
decades, and with which he
hastened to sign a treaty at the
earliest possible moment.
ROLAND RANCE reports.

the young Hussein ascending
to the throne shortly after the
murder of his grandfather on
the steps of Jerusalem’s Al-

Aqsa mosque, and turmng to the British

army for protection against his enemies.
Invariably described as “brave” and
“plucky”, he was portrayed as a rare exam-
ple of civilisation in a brutal region. The
obituaries were ¢ven full of reports of his

“kindness” to Jordan’s political prisoners!
The truth is that Hussein ~ like his dynasty

and his state — was created by the British to
serve 1mpenaltst Interests 1in the Mtddle
East.

Following the First World War - in

which Britain had recruited ‘Arab tribal

leaders to fight against Turkey with the

promise of establishing an Arab kingdom

over the whole Middle East — the victori-
ous powers proceeded to carve up and par-
cel out the terrttory like a piece of real
estate.

~ Kuwait was created as a British colony in
order to deny Iraq access to the sea;
Lebanon was established as a French

colony, reducmg Syrlas coastline and

denying it the area’s major ports, and
Palestine was designated a “national home
for the Jewish people”.

British Foreign Secretary Arthur Balfour,
author of the famous declaration, was can-

did in his cynicism: “in Palestine we do
- not propose even to go through the form of

consultmg the w1shes of the present inhab-
itants of the country”.

Hussein’s great- grandfather, the Sharif

Hussein, proclaimed himself king of Hejaz

(the area around Mecca and Medina), but

lack of popular support enabled Ibn-Saud
to overthrow and expel him. As compensa-
tion, Britain imposed Hussein’s son Faisal

(already thrown out of Syria) as King of

Iraq.

partition of Palestine and the establish-
he press played on the story of

_Palestine not

never
‘Britain and Paktstan recognised 1ts legiti-

to work more closely with Egypt and Syria.

SOCIALIST OUTLOOK I

Picking up
where Hussein
left off: 1t’s up
to Arafat to
continue to
contain the
strength and
anger of the
Palestinians

n 1922, Palestine was partitioned for
the first time, and Faisal’s brother
Abdullah was made Emir of Tran-
sjordan. (This partition has never
been accepted by the founders of
Israel’s ruling Likud. Its central compo-
nent, the Herut Party, still maintains that
“The River Jordan has two banks. One of
them is ours. The other one is ours t00”)

‘The Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan (the
only state other than Saudi Arabia to be
named after its ruling family) was thus
established by outsiders, serving a dlstant
imperial master.

The regime has always been sustamed by
a British-trained and equipped army; Hus-
sein himself was a pupil at Harrow and
Sandhurst. Its economy is based on foreign
grants and loans; until the late 1980s, these

‘brought in up to 70% of the national bud-

get. Unemployment is over 25%, and a
~ quarter of families live in absolute poverty.

The whole history of Jordan has been
‘bound up with that of Palestine. Effec-
tively a British colony for thirty years from
the end of World War One, it did not‘attain
even nominal independence until the end
of World War Two.

In the period leading up to the further

ment™Sf the state of Israel, King Abdullah,
while publicly proclaiming his support for
the Palestinian people, was secretly meet-
ing Israeli emissary Golda Meir to discuss

the division of
spoils. ,

With the Jordan's
‘eventual cconomy is
-~ ceasefire, based on foreign
SLUUIENEN orants and loans: until
al‘:nex?d the late 1980s, these
Pl brought in up to 70%

of the national

occupied by budget.

Israel, and
renamed his state
Jordan Revealingly, this annexation was
accepted 1nternat10nally, only

macy. |
“As well as acquiring terrttory, 1nclud1ng _s
the religious and tourist centres of
Jerusalem and Bethlehem, Jordan gained a
new population. The 400,000 inhabitants
of Transjordan were joined by some
800,000 Palestinians from the West Bank of

the Jordan, and several hundred thousand

refugees expelled from thelr homes in the

Israeli state. |

But, in the absence of any democratic sys-
temn, power remained in the hands of the
tribal leaders of Transjordan, who formed
the basis of Abdullah’s regime.

In 1951, Abdullah was assassinated by a
Palestlman incensed at his collaboration
with the Zionists. His son, Talal, briefly
succeeded him, but was soon deposed and
declared insane after- he attempted to
detach Jordan from its British alliance and

Talal’s son Hussein, still a minor, took
over in 1953. For the next 46 years, he
ruled with an iron fist, only occasmnally |
hidden in a velvet glove. |

From the start, he continued the poltcy of
collaboration with Israel, assisting them in
preventing Palestinian refugees from cross-

~exaggerated Egyptian and Syrian
claims of victories were true (pos-
- sibly as a result of Israeli manipu-

line with.
- responded massively and disproportion-
ately, killing hundreds of Jordanians and

e
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ing the border to return to their fields and
homes. Despite this assistance, in 1953
Israel reacted with fury when infiltrators
killed three Israelis. |
A huge Israeli force crossed into Jordan,
and in -the village of Qibya dynamited
dozens of houses where people were sleep-
ing, killing 66 men, women and children.

The commander of this force was the same

Ariel Sharon who oversaw the slaughter in
the Beirut refugee camps in 1982, and who

in 1999 attended Hussein’s funeral as an

hornoured statesman and guest. ,
This set the pattern for Israeli-Jordanian

reiattons The resulting popular discontent
in Jordan, among Palestinians and Jordani-

ans alike, led to increased repression. Even
the populist step of dismissing the British
commander of the Jordanian army did not

help Hussein; with the overthrow of the

Iraqi monarchy in 1958 he was forced to

call in British troops to maintain his

regime against massive unrest. The US
propped him up with loans of $50 million
a year. .
srael’s continuing raids, and its

- war. In the first hours, Israel demol-

ished the Egyptian and Syrian air-
forces, and made deep advances into
Egypt. Hussein originally attempted to

keep his army out of the war. |
He was eventually persuaded that

lation of radio signals), and
attacked across the border. This

whole of Palestine under Israeh
control.
Hussein lost the only economlcally

'productwep art of his kingdom, which was

forced to absorb many hundreds of thou-
sands of refugees, expelled at gunpoint by

Israel’s chief of staff, Yitzhak Rabin — who
Hussein later lauded as a “man of peace”

. after his assassination in 1995,

Palestinian armed resistance to Israel
which had started on a small scale in the
m1d-1960s, developed rapidly after 1967. In

1ts usual practice, Israel

Palestinians in cross border raids, and
repeatedly destroying the main 1rr1gatton
channel. ~

Hussein took the hint, and in the notori-

ous “Black September” of 1970 he

launched his own brutal attack against the

PLLO and other Palestinian groups. So

vicious was the Jordanian offensive that

threats against Egypt, led to the 1967

Amnesty
INCIGEN 1 EY

noted in 1998 that

"several detainees
have died in jail over

led to a lightning Israeli attack, last two years following has neither

“which succeeded in bringing the\LEEISF-0)Y secunty

services”

many guerrrllas forded the Jordan to sur-
render to the Israelis rather than fall into -
the hands of Hussein’s security forces. The
PLO’s front line against Israel was
destroyed, and Hussein had again shown
where his true interest lay.

As the PLO turned from military to
diplomatic tactics, it gained increasing
Arab and international support. At the
Rabat summit of 1974, Arab leaders recog-

nised the PLO as the “sole legitimate rep-

resentative” of the Palestinian people,
effectively reaffirming their long-standing
refusal to accept the Jordanian annexation

of the West Bank.

- This, and its subsequent endorsement by
the UN, led to Hussein officially renounc-
ing his claim to the West Bank, ‘and his
recognition of the PLO.
he Palestinian Intlfada posed a
challenge to Jordan. Jordanian
citizens, as well as Palestinians |
(now 60% of Jordan’s popula-
tion), rioted and demanded
economic as well as political reforms. True
to form, Hussein repressed the riots and
then made limited reforms. |
But his 1mage as a benign ruler is mis-
leading. A 1998 report by Amnesty Inter-
national notes that “several detainees have
died in jail over last two years
following beating by dtffer-
ent security services”.
Shortly before his
death, . Hussein
replaced his brother
with his son as desig-
nated heir. Jordan
free elec-
tions, nor a recognised
line of roval succession.
With a twenty year mil-
" . itary career, including lead-
1ng the Jordanian special forces,
the new King Abdullah II is well placed to
continue Hussein’s repressive apparatus.
There is unlikely to be any change of pol-

.1cy towards Israel, nor any political open-

1ng in Jordan |
Jordan 1s an aruficial and unvxab]e state,
the plaything of more powerful neigh-

- bours. It owes its creation to the needs of

British 1mper1al pollcy, and its continued
existence to its willingness to actasa client
of other states.

It can only continue to exist as a military
dictatorship, answerable .to the demands of
its masters and not those of its people.

For the people of Jordan, possibly even
more clearly than for others in the area, the
only way forward is through the struggle
for a socialist federatton of the Middle
East.
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The United Nations
peacekeeping force
withdrew from
Angola on March 3,
apparently at the
insistence of the
Angolan

- Government. The

United Nations is
only inclined to

‘leave countries if

their policies have
been defeated or

successful.

So what is the story
in Angola? PETER
STEVENS
investigates.

ocialist Outlook has
always campaigned
against UN interven-
tions. We do not believe
their presence will bene-
fit the workers and peasants of
affected countries. Their involve-
ment 1s only to buttress 1mper1al-
1Ism’s interests.

So what was the imperial inter-
est which took these troops to
Angola and why are they acqux-
escing 1n their departure>

A brief history is necessary.

Angola achieved independence
from Portugal in 1975. This inde-
pendence was achieved primarily
because of the collapse of the
Salazar dictatorship in Portugal
1n 1974, under pressure of wars of

independence in all its colonies.

At this point the liberation strug-
gle in Angola was at a stalemate.
The Popular Movement for the
Liberation of Angola (MPLA)
had been forced to fight not only
the Portuguese but also the rival

ca

Charlie van Gelderen
PRE-ELECTION budgets always
try to please every one. South
African Finance Minister Trevor
Manuel's last budget before this
year's general election is no excep-
tion. ,

It has met with the approval of
the Chamber of Mines and the
South African Chamber of Business
who welcome especially the cut-
ting of corporation tax from 35%
to 30%.

The Congress of South African
Trade Unions (COSATU) gave

‘black - liberation

Prote
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N pulls out to let
- Angola ﬁght resume
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The Afrzcan map in 1976

National Union for the Total
Angola. -

Independence  of
(UNITA).

The latter had-
increasingly * come
under the -influ-
ence of
apartheid-ruled
South  Africa, §
keen to protect
itself against

struggles. The
announcement of the
Portuguese withdrawal
produced a race for the capi-
tal city (I.uanda) between these
twWo movements.

The MPLA won due, amongst

other things, to the support of
Cuba which airlifted thousands of

troops into Angola with the help

of the USSR.
‘This great success. and the move

~of Angola into the ‘Socialist’

camp was too much for South
Africa and US 1mper1ahsm

"UNITA became an important

part of the etforts of these powers
to destabilise Angola.

These efforts became more des-
perate as the struggle against
apartheid intensified in South
Africa and Namibia, and Zim-
babwe achieved 1ndependence 1n
1980. '

By the mid 19805 the South
African Defence Force (sic)

mo.re muted approval, The inclu-
sion of the three top COSATU

~officials in the ANC'’s election list,

with the probability of ministerial
posts in Mbeki's first government
may have made some contribution
to this favourable judgement.
COSATU expressed concern
with the reiteration in the budget
of the need for public service cuts
and the decrease in company taxa-
tion, the cost of which could be
transferred to the poor in future.
It also opposed the continued
emphasis on exchange control lib-
eralisation. This, of course,is a

The MPLA won
due, amongst other
things, to the support
of Cuba which airlifted RUREAREE
thousands of troops

Into Angola with the
help of the USSR.

ts call for
tion of

apartheid debt

(SADF) was directly involved in

Angola. This led to a decisive but

unexpected outcome - SADF was
defeated by the Cuban army.
This defeat, particularly when
combined with the collapse of the
USSR and the ongoing struggle
further south, caused imperialism
to enforce a new political order on
its allies in the region. . |
Namibian independence, major-

ity rule in South Africa, cease-fire

in Mozambique (where the South
African backed Renamo has been
terrorising and destabilising),
and lastly, peace accords in
Angola.

It was the need to stabilise this
‘ ~new political order that
‘led to UN troops
) being sent to
Angola to police
these accords.

This has been

There were two
‘peace accords, in
1991 and 1994,
and many out-
breaks of fighting.
The Lusaka protocol in

fires and elections (UNITA won a

third of the seats in the new

assembly and several government

ministries) and the arrival of UN

peace keepers.

,Imperialism was interested in
the exploitation of the rich dia-
mond and oil wealth of Angola.
Undermining popular revolu-
tions was no longer top of the
agenda (the MPLA had declared
itself no longer Marxist in 1990).
Stabxhty was a necessity.

oday the situation has
shifted; not in terms
of imperialism’s goals,
but the means by
which it thinks they

can best be achieved. A new ‘new

order’ 'is emerging in southern
Africa resulting from the geno-
cide in Rwanda and the over-

requirement of the World Bank
and the IMF fo r their support of

- South Africa’s economy.

~ Outside the gates of parliament
on Budget day there were other
voices. A protest organised by
Jubilee 2000 called on the govern-
ment not to repay debts incurred
by its apartheid predecessor.
Jubilee 2000 is part of an Interna-
tional campaign aimed at scrapping
the debts of developing countries.
National Organiser Brian Ashleigh
said South Africa’s debt stood at

‘R45 billion Rand (R9.63 = £1):

"A significant proportion of this

1994 involved new cease-
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STARRING THE C.I.A. AT A COST OF MILLIONS /

TOP SECRET

The Angolan struggle became a new flashpoint of the Cold War

throw of Mobutu in Zaire.

The Congo is a vast disjointed
country. If it collapses into chaos
this will be a major threat to sta-
bility across Southern Africa.

Mobutu was the US’s principal

ally in the region after apartheid
South Africa: to lose him was of
great significance. The US wishes
to see a new government safely
conttolling the country. The only
one on offer at the moment is that
of new President Kabila.

The Angolan government is
willing militarily to prop up
Kabila. This is specifically to pre-
vent UNITA, and a group fight-
ing for independence for the oil
rich Angolan region of Cabinda,
from using the Congo as a base.

This gives the Angolan govern-

‘ment a usefulness to US interests.

Firstly as an ally of Kabila, and

secondly as the defender of the

US o1l companies with interests
in the Cabinda region.

The UN is willing to w1thdraw
its forces because it wants to
redraw the line in Angola.
Nobody thinks that the Angolan
government will be able to

destroy UNITA. But they do

believe that the oil wealth of the

- government is far greater than the
~diamond wealth of UNITA.

This should result in UNITA’

areas of control being reduced.
The removal of the peace keepers

enables this fighting to take place
t the same the UN is
maintaining 1ts
“humanitarian” oper-
ation (good PR),
tightening sanctions
against UNITA’s arms supplies
and diamond smuggling and
declaring its willingness to facili-
tate new negotiations.

This 1s not some tidy conspiracy
run neatly by a suit at the CIA. Its
a blood and horror story of the

conscription of men and boys,
Criss-Cross

alliances between
southern African states (Uganda

‘against Kabila, Zimbabwe for

him), the slaughter of tourists,
Zambian supply roots for
UNITA, the De Beers diamond
corporation’s involvement with
UNITA; an endless list. Tragi-
cally there is a distinct lack of
good guys.

But to go back to the beginning

— why have the UN agreed to go?
— because it suits 1mper1allsm at

this moment in time.

Exploring the concrete issues
behind the actions of the UN here
and elsewhere can lead to better
understanding of the much mis-
understood role of the United
Nations in the world today.

Eye to eye: Mandela wzth chosen successor Mbeks, saddled wztk aparthezd debt

money is paid to organisations like
the World Bank arid the Interna-
tional Monetary Fund, while peo-
ple living in rural areas are robbed
of sustainable development.

“The government was paying
debts which should have been set-
tled by the previous government.
It is unable to create jobs as such a

‘huge amount of money is used to

‘repay the debt. Swiss and German
banks, who had benefited under

~ the previous government, should

consider paying reparation to the
victims of apartheid.” |

As the Finance Minister began his
speech in the National Assembly,
the protesters outside chanted
“"Down with apartheid debt,
down”.

.
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SOCIALIST OUTLOOK IS

Peter Lindgren |
~ In Sweden, 16,000 bus drivers all
over the country have been on
strike since February 25. This
national dispute is rooted in pri-
vatisation and neoliberal policy.

Although Kommunal, the union of :

public employees, demands a
payrise of three per cent instead of
the one per cent offered by the
employers, working hours are
more important. .

“There are two main problems "
explains Anders Wettemark, a bus
driver and member of the Socialist
Party (Swedish section of the
Fourth international), and member
of the union’s national negotiating
committee. o

“Firstly, the working hours can
mean that you start at 6 in the
morning, have one or two breaks
during the day and leave work at
10 pm. Here our union demands
shifts of less than twelve hours, a
very reasonable demand.

Secondly, the time between
breaks can be up to five hours.
That’s why so many drivers says
the strike is about the right to go
to the toilet!”

Privatisation of the publicly
owned:local bus services in

Swedish cities started in 1989. The

company who offered to run the
buses most cheaply won the fran-
‘chise. Competition was very
tough, and bidders for the con-
tracts used long working hours to
cut costs.

“Yes, we have certainly paid for
this EU-instigated system”, says

'Anders Wettemark, “bixt this is
also the reason why the drivers are
_so solid behind the strike”. : =

Swebus is the !argesitf‘compzinyff |
with 30 percent of the national -
marfket. Swebus was privatised in

- the mid-nineties and sold to the

infamous multinational Stagecoach.

‘Stagecoach, formed in Perth, Scot-

land in 1980, is clearly an union-
busting company. As late as
December 1998 Stagecoach faced
a four week strike in New Zealand
due to its union-busting. |

On the highly organised Swedish
labour market, strike breaking is
not allowed during legal strikes.
No-one, not even conservatives,
promotes strike breaking here.
And Swebus’ new owners have
never tried any union busting
towards their employees.

But the strikers still face prob-
lems. Around ten percent of the
workforce are not in the union and
thus they receive nothing from |
strike funds. So Swebus pays every
non-member who reports for
work each day their full salary,
although they do not have to
work. As the strikers only get 80
per cent of their wages, non-union
members are better off, and Wet-
temark finds this “irritating”.

Swedish legislation still reflects
the power of the Swedish workers
movement. Union membership is
the highest in the world, 84 per
cent of the total workforce. Since
state appointed mediators have no
right to force any of the parties in

- a conflict to sign an agreement,

the strike might be a long one.

Both sides have funds for a long

fight. The employers’ costs will be
covered by the national employers’
association SAF. | |

“I think the decisive factor will be
the reaction of the general public”,
says Anders Wettemark. “That’s
why it is so important for us to
launch a campaign aimed at the
public, explaining our motives. | am
promoting a campaign to collect
signatures amongst the public,
demanding that the employers sign
an agreement acceptable to the
union.” |

A poll on the first day of the
strike showed that 85 per cent of
the public support the strike. Wet-
temark explains “Many, many are
experiencing the same problems as |
us in their jobs, it’s not just public
sector workers who have suffered
during these last neoliberal years.
But our strike causes obvious
problems for the public. We have
to take that seriously”.

This strike is the most important
one this decade in Sweden. Per-
haps the union leaders were not
too happy about launching a
national strike, but it is not easy to
simply a strike with such a high
level of support by signing a lousy
agreement. The strike was joined
by a further 3,000 drivers on
March 6. |

Clearly, the outcome of this
strike is important not just for the
bus drivers (and their passengers).
It will set a precedent for future
workers’ struggles in Sweden.

of the mass demonstration in
Amsterdam in 97) is calling

another major protest (50,000 or
more) in Cologne in June to coin-

cide with the Heads of Govern-
ment Summit of the EU under
the German presidency.
Marchers will set out from
every region of Germany and
from other European cities
including Prague, Luxemboursg.
and Paris, to converge on

Cologne for the demo. There will

be a (1,000 strong) march from
Brussels to Cologne. Across
Europe unemployment, job inse-
curity, social exclusion and |
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The European Marches are
appealing to the peoples of
Europe, to associations, trade
unions and social forces, to
make May 29 1999 a massive
day of mobilisation.
~The current plan is to have a
British delegation on one (or
more) of the marches in Europe
and organise coaches for May
29. | '
Organisations and individuals
wishing to be a part of such a
mobilisation, under the name of
Cologne 99, should fill in and
post the form below . :

ccccccccccc

that Britain can
qualify economi-

tual fait accompli
to voters by the

poverty are growing. The demands will be:

cccccccccccccccccc
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e
e
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........
------------------------------------------------------------------------------

* A guaranteed job for all, and a decent stan-
dard of living. - . ‘N

* For an immediate massive reduction of work-k§
ing hours, coordinated on a European level,
without los$ of wages or purchasing power.

* Opposition to compulsory part-time work,
child fabour, and social dumping. .
* Opposition to the enrichment of the minority
and the impoverishment of the majority. :

* Yes to the redistribution of wealth.
- * Opposition to all forms of exclusion and dis- I
crimination, including those based on gender or I
race. Yes to the full right of asylum for the per- | ..
secuted. | ~
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- Blairite policies have all gone horribly wrong for German Chancellor

Schroder, who has seen unemployment rocket by 250,000 in a month, pay _-

Alan Thornett

TONY BLAIR has at last aban-
doned his famed ‘wait and see’
stance over the Euro.

He has begun the government
campaign to win the vote in a .
referendum which is likely to be
held soon after the next election
- assuming Labour win it, which

~ looks like the only outcome at
~the present time. |

- Preparations for Britain's entry
nto Euroland are now going full

steam ahead, with the aim
not only of ensuring |

cally and will be
technically pre-

pared, but also
to present a vir-

time of the referen-
dum. |

- This preparation |
involves full compliance with

the terms of the job-cutting sta- :

bility pact, which both regulates
the Euro zone and controls fur-
ther entry into it.

Blair is also aware that the
political mood has been swinging
INn his direction, not least in the
leadership of the trade unions,
where the TUC has consolidated
its position of full support for the
Euro and the stability pact.

There is an urgent need to step
up the campaign in the unions
and the Labour Party against the
Euro and its social conse- |

quences. This must be done on

a working class agenda and on
an internationalist basis - totally
separated from the Tory right

and the little Englander national-

ists who want to “save the

We are told
that the launch of
the Euro has been
“highly successful”.
Some would say “so
was the Titanic”

strikes and the start of a recession just as the Euro takes off.

pound”. ‘ B

This i1s important, not least
because of the mass street
protests reportedly being
planned by the Tory right for next
year in the run-up to a referen-
dum. - |

That a principled international-
ISt campaign can be built has
been shown by the Euromarch
campaigns around the EU sum--
mits in Amsterdam, Luxemburg,
and Cardiff, and now the cam-
paign for Cologne.
_ - Meanwhile we are
y told that the launch
of the Euro has
been “highly
successful”.
Some would
say “so was the
~Titanic” - the
problem was
that it hit as
whacking great
4 iceberg not long
~ afterwards. -

Already city forecasters predict
that the Euro, dragged down

- above all by the growing eco-

nomic problems in Germany,
may fall below the US dollar in
value by the end of the year - an
event which would have huge
political consequences, not least
for Blair's referendum.

It is already clear from the first
two months (in which it has lost
over 6 percent of its starting
value) that, the fiscal straight-
Jacket the Euro imposes on the
economies of the Euro zone will
tend to pull the single currency

a project apart.

All this makes the mass
protests to be held in Cologne at
the end of May and the begin-
ning of June even more impor-
tant, |




Across Europe today in
every country except
Ireland and Greece,
Social Democratic

governments are in power.

While this achievement
for social democracy is a
result of the crisis and
defeats of the right wing
parties, these
governments continue to
- apply austerity policies,
albeit in new clothes.
This situation opens up
more space for left
recomposition to the left
of these traditional
working class parties.
France’s largest far-left
groups have united for
the European elections in
June. Opinion polls show
5-8% support for the list
led by Alain Krivine (LCR)
and Arlette Laguiller (LO).
3000 people packed into
the launch meeting for
the campaign on February
5 at the Mutualité in
Paris. |
Laure Favieres spoke to
Alain Krivine about the
pro;ect

LF: What are the main chal-
lenges for this common list?

‘AK: To make visible, electorally,
a current of opinion which is
already present in the social
sphere: the current of French
opinion which is against the
right-wing parties, against the
far-right, and also against the
policies of the current, “plural
left” government.

This current has been present
1n social struggles since 1995.
But on the political front, it has
remained marginal - apart from
the respectable vote which
Arlette Laguiller won in the last
presidential elections, and a good
score for our two organisations
in the regional elections in early
- 1998. |
LF: The opinion polls give you
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Left unity in French elections

LO and LCR
lin ku p to form o
“100% left” slate MBren

eight per cent support

‘AK : Let’s be prudent about

these opinion polls. The only
important question is whether
we pass the 5 per cent barrier,
the minimum to take any seats
in the European parliament.

That would be the first time
that a vote for the far left would
seem useful and credlble, rather
than a protest vote. |

Make no mistake, if we get
more than S per cent, it will be a
real event, both in France and at
the European level. To the left of
the institutional parties there
will at last be a credible force
which rejects all the capitalist
and neoliberal policies being
applied across Europe, by gov-
ernments of left and right.

A good score will also be a
warning to the employers, and to
the “plural left” government.
Their obedience to the laws of
the market will cost them some-
thing! |

LF: Communist Party leader
Robert Hue says the LO-LCR
list seeks to weaken his Party.

AK: Our ®mpaign isn’t aimed
against the Communist Party as

~such. But it is certainly aimed
against that party’s current lead-

ership.

The fundamental goal of our
list is to organise a front of
all those who are ready
to resist the right and
the far right — these
are our major ene-
mies.

We are obliged to

oppose the policies of QeI 1MMUL-Rile WS
positions”

the “plural left” gov-
ernment, tn which the
Communist Party partici-
pates. Their government
refuses to respond to the attacks
from employers. On the contrary,
1t goes along with them.
The top of the Communist

Party participates in government,

but the base of the party is often

present alongside us in social

mobilisations against those poli-
cies. That party’s balancing act
cannot last for long. That’s why
the CP is 1n crisis.

“Most
of our

candidates are
women, including BuldBul IEunes

from this. The rise in urban vio-

Many voters, or i
former voters for ¢
the Communist
Party feel more
attracted to the
LO-LCR policies
than to those of Robert Hue.

Good!

"LF: LO and LCR are not new

parties. Why is this list sud-
denly possible?

AK: Everyone on the left knows
about the differences between
our two parties, particularly con-
cerning the type of organisation
we want to build, and the way
our militants should implément |
“the line” on a day to day basis.

This isn’t some politicians’
agreement which covers up those
differences. But there are clearly
enough common points for us to
collaborate in these elections.

We urgently need an alternative
to Maastricht Europe, with its 20
million unemployed and 60 mil-
lion poor, the expansion of part
time and unstable contracts, its
anti-ecological and anti-demo-
cratic policies. Instead of a mon-
etary union, on financial criteria,
we want a social Europe, based
on soctal criteria.

I.LO and LCR faced an excep-
tional situation. We needed to
act, and act together, to show

that there is an alterna-
tive to the “plural
left” government,
and that left
politicians can
and should

Clous measures
to reduce unem-
ployment,
margmalxsauon and
job insecurity.

LF: What are the main ele-

‘ments of your campaign?

AK: Employment is the central
focus, much of the rest follows

lence and support for the far
right 1s, fundamentally, linked to
persistent mass unemployment
and the lack of a future for so
many people. Thirty years ago,
there were 200,000 unemployed
people 1n France, and the fascists
scored 1% 1n elections. Today

- there are three million unem-

ployed, and the fascists score
15%. |

We say that cuts in the working
week, without flexibilisation,
annualisation or salary cuts, can
create one million new jobs in

. France.

The amount of overtime regis-
tered 1in 1998 is equivalent to
600,000 full time jobs! The -
bosses want to use compulsory
overtime to avoid the introduc-
tion of a 35 hour week. We
should make that impossible. A
lett government could make

- overtime work so expensive for

the employers that they would
stop using it.

It all depends, of course,
whether you want to stay within
the framework of capitalist logic,
or confront the bosses. We want
to see new taxes on financial
transactions and on capital.

Let’s reform the tax system,
end the tax cuts for employers,
and 1ncrease their share of the

- tax burden! Drain the wealth of

the rich, and redistribute it
through a job-creation pro-
gramme! That will require popu-
lar mobilisation and
confrontations with the employ-
ers. But it can be done. __

We will also put forward the
demands of the sans-papiers
(undocumented immigrants), of
women, the unemployed and the
homeless. We know, too, that our
soctety’s social deficit is also an
ecological deficit. Who suffers
most from the noise pollution of
modern cities: the rich in the
suburbs or or those in the inner
cities?

LF: How is the campalgn pro-
gressing?

AK: It is too early to tell for
sure, but there are countless pos-
itive echoes and signs — from
those around us, and from our
own supporters. People don’t
perceive this as a “Trotskyist
unity list,” but as the only non-
governmental, anti-capitalist left
option. “100% left”, some call it.
People who would not have
voted LLO or LLCR in the past
now see this list as a useful tool.
Some are already helping us with
posters, meetings, leaflets.

LF: Who are the candidates?

AK: Our list of candidates
- reflects our various struggles.

Most of our candidates are
women, including 8 of the first
10 positions.

Our candidates come from all
walks of life, including immi-
grants, and two candidates active
1n other countries of the Euro-
pean Union.

LF: Why should anyone vote
for the LO-LCR list?

AK: To show that the balance of
forces is changing, that there is a

‘radical, anti-capitalist wing of

the movement which has no con-
fidence in the ¢ plural left” gov-
ernment.

To demand a job, a roof health,
education. To reject nationalism
and the Europe which is being
built above us. The more votes
we get, the less people will be
discouraged about defendmg
themselves.

These elections are a step .
towards the construction of a
new anti-capitalist force which
will not be confined to the far

- left, but will attract anti-capital-

ist militants currently working
in the Communist and Socialist
parties or the Greens, as well as

- the much larger group of people

who are sceptical about all the
parties, and concentrate their
energies on the trade union
movement, single issue cam-
paigns and voluntary sector
activities. |

A good vote will enable us to
send deputies to the European
Parliament. It is an institution
without any power, but we can
use the credibility of parliamen-
tary status to gain information,
and get media coverage when we
denounce the secret structures of
the Europe which is being
planned for us.

We will use our positions as a
tribune for the social move-
ments, and use the resources at
our disposal to build those move-

 ments.

In voting for us, people are vot-

ing for themselves! |
(trom Rouge, 4 February 1999)

Solid support for
campaign in the LCR

The LCR spent several months debating the joint list with LO,
culminating in a national conference on January 16.

The common list was approved by 79 per cent, and the motion
on how the campaign would be organised was approved by 76
per cent. Motions rejecting the common list recieved 14-19 per
cent of the vote. Four percent of delegates supported a third
option, which would have concentrated more on the LCR’s own

European project.

Participation in the preparatory meetings for this congress was
high by LCR standards, with 13% more comrades than partici-

pated in the last regular congress.

This reflects a significant growth in the membership of the
organisation over the last 12 months.

In a separate congress the same weekend, LO supporters also
approved the common list. Their vote was virtually unanimous.

(from Rouge, 4 February 1999)
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- Stop the

While there has been no dec-
laration of war against lraq
since the bombings earlier in
the year - cynically timed to
delay Clinton’s impeachment
hearings, there is no doubt
that the lraqi people are
being subjected to a pro-
longed military offensive.

The Kirkuk pipeline, recently
bombed by US, is the prize of
south Kurdistan for imperial-
ism. Currently under Iraqi
state ownership, the Pen-
tagon is dangling a deal in
front of the apparently good
Kurds of Iraq ( in contrast
with the supposed bad Kurds
of the PKK), Barzani (KDP)
and Talabani (PUK).

Many socialists in Britain
have eagerly being
watching the progress of
the French left as the
slate put forward for the
European Elections by the
Ligue Communiste
Revolutionaire (LCR) and
Lutte Ouvriere (LO) is
getting an impressive
showing in the opinion
polls (see facing page).
Rather less is known
about developments In
other European countries.
Terry Conway from |
Socialist Outlook talked
to Joao-Carlos Louca of
the PSR, Portuguese
Section of the Fourth
Internatlonal

SO: Tell us about your plans for
making an impact in the forth-
coming European elections.

}-C: We have formed a new block,
‘Bloco de Esquerda (Left Bloc),
together with two other groups,

“to stand candidates not only in the

‘European elections in June but in

~the Parhamentary elections that
‘w1ll take place in October.

" The forces involved in this pro--
ject are ourselves (the PSR) the
UDRP an organisation of Maoist ori-
gin and Politica XXI a group of ex-
“CP intellectuals. ~

The orgamsatlons mvolved have a -
real weight in society. For example

PSR leader Manuel Graga is Gen-
“eral Secretary of the Shoemakers'
Trade Union, and the PSR and
LJDP are active across the leather-
working and shoemaking unions.
‘The PSR is also involved in the

national leadership of the teachers’

“union, the biggest union in Portu-

Lift the sanctions!

~war against Iraq'

- tory. A Europe.

silent

The trade off they suggest is
that the oil will be privatised
in exchange for some sup-
posed measure of indepen-
dence.

In practice this will be little
different from the current

supposed safe havens - which

have only proved safe for
imperialist interests not the
people who live there.
While it is unclear whether
these Kurdish leaders will
accept the deal, it certainly
seems that imperialism is
prepared to consider redraw-
ing the map of the Middle
East yet again.
Unfortunately protests

against this barbaric offensive

gal. |
The UDP has had a Member of

Parliament previously. Up till 983
they had a member elected in
their own name, and between
1983-1985 they had a member
elected on the Portuguese Com-
munist Party (PCP) list.

Under the slogan “Beginning

Again” the Bloco proclaims that it
is time “to remake the left, and

begin again. To combat the nega-
tive effects of globalisation, with its
trail of misery and injustice. To
struggle for a Europe able
to build a future based
on the best ele-
ments of its his-

which values all
its identities, be
they national,
class, immigrant -
or pluri-cultural.”
The initiative has
already attracted
considerable interest.
Among the “indepen-
dents” who have signed up are the
historian Fernando Rosas, com-
poser Jose Mario Branco, and the
writer and active femlmst Melice

- Ribeiro Santos.

Despite the encouragmg number

.of individual members, militants of

the three founding groups are still

- the base of the Left Bloc. This

exciting move was approved by

‘the congresses of the three organ:-
sa"tlons in January |

fSO Has this development

.....

_~someth|ng you have been dis-

cussing for a long tlme7 .

J'-C: All the forces involved have

~ worked together politically on a

number of key campaigns; for
example in the referendum oppos-
ing Maastricht and the referendum

“in support of women'’s abortion
~ rights.
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Among the
“independents” who
have signed up are the
historian Fernando Rosas,
composer Jose Mario
Branco, and the writer
and active feminist
Melice Ribeiro
Santos.
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have been extremely muted -
as if bombs without a declara-

tion kill less people than if
they have been announced.

The PSR has also stood on com-
mon election platforms with
Politica XXI in municipal elections
in Lisbon and Opporto which won
three per cent of votes and
elected a councillor.

The three organisations are con-

vinced that we must bring into pol-
itics all those who are excluded or
marginalised. |

It is high time for all those who
|dent:fy with the essence of what
we are saying to come together in
a new project which will be capa-
ble of carrying forward -
strong and credible -
proposals for democ-

racy and socialism.
For the PSR

a long-standing
idea. Many inde-
pendent militants
have long been
convinced of the
need for an elec-
torally viable alterna-
tive.

“People have wanted the inter-
vention of organised militants to
be directed towards concretising a
political and cultural force repre-
sentative of an alternative current
in the Portuguese left. But what is
new is the decision to assume the
responsibility and the risk of doing
so. It is time now to do it.”

SO: What do you see as the
main purpose of the Block?
What impact do you expect to
have? .

J-C: We are not standing |ust in
order to get elected. We also see
the formation as a way of interven-
ing into the internal debate going
on inside the PCP

This debate is between a tendency
tending to social-democratisation,

‘defending an “alternative of

power” that wants to negotiate a
governmental programme and

“Such a project is

Serlous effort needs to be
put in to ensure the maximum

possible turn out for the
demonstration against sanc-

places in that government with the
socialists, and another tendency —
more to the left — that still wants
to build a social and polltlcal alter-
native.

We regret that the PCP is still
unable to understand the complex-
ity of Portuguese society today.
This prevents the Party from pre-

‘senting itself as a party which

wants to break with the current
society.

- We have said that we want to
bring together all those who want

~ to build an alternative to Social

Democracy, and that the PCP is

central to this. But their reaction

to the Block has been hysterical -

~they still think that they are the

alternative alone. This is despite
their recent setbacks. They won
only || per cent of the vote in the
local elections and only 9 deputies
in the last General Election.

Impact on CP

We have already had an impact
on them, even before the cam-
paign has started properly. The
PCP has been organising a series
of meetings across the country on
various topics, including on the
future of the left.

They organised a meeting in

 Coimbra on this theme last May
- and invited Fernando Rosas, the

block’s main spokesperson, as well
as others who support us. They
did not invite a single representa-
tive of the Socialist Party.

While these meetings had in prin-

- ciple been agreed to by the whole
- PCR-subsequent developments
- underlined what we already

thought about the tensions in that
organisation.

A further meeting on the same
lines, with the same platform had
been planned for Lisbon. But fol-
lowing the Coimbra meeting the
CP leadership manoeuvred time

“and again, postponing the meeting

tions on Aprll 19 - the only
national focus for opposition
to imperialism’s crimes
against the Iraqi people.

several times and then eventually
organising it at short notice to try
to minimise its impact.

Finally, the debate took place at
the beginning of February, with the
PCP’s leadership having to justify
taking its distance from the project
of the Left Block and its support
for “institutional work” at the level
of European institutions. |

SO: What are the next key
steps in the campaign?

J]-C: There is much to be done. We
have already agreed who will lead

the lists; Miguel Portas of Politica

XXl for the European elections

and a candidate chosen by the PSR

for the elections in October. But

other candidates still have to be

chosen. | »

The next step is registering the

Left Bloc as a legal political party.

That means collecting five thou-

sand signatures, each of which has

to be accompanied by a lot of sup-
porting paper work. Thisis a
time-consuming and expensive
challenge but it will be good prac-
tice for the European elections in
June, and parllamentary elections
in October.

The local meetings to present the
Left Block have had, so far, a very
big impact, They have attracted
many people including a significant
number of left militants - even
from the PCP - that haven’t been
organised for many years.

The intention of the Block'is to
bring together many more people
than the forces of the 3 organisa-
tions that started it. This is work-
‘ing — so far — because we are
having success in getting together
different generations of social
activists. _A

For these people and for the left
in general, the Left Block repre-
sents nct only a new hope, but
also something compietely new in
terms of the left recomposition.
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Mumia Abu-Jamal is the first class
struggle prisoner to face execution
in the United States of America
since the Rosenbergs, more than
45 years ago. His conviction in the
981 slaying of a Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania police officer was the
result of a frame-up in which the
police, prosecutors, and the judge
at his trial all played a role.

As an award-winning Black jour-
nalist, Mumia had gained the

enmity of Philadelphia’s ruling cir- -

cles for his exposure of their .
racism, and for his consistent sup-
port to the struggles of the poor,
the oppressed, and the dis-
posessed. This is work he has pur-
sued even while on Pennsylvania’s
death row for the last |7 years. It
has earned Mumia the title,

“Voice of the Voice- ./ nis o

less.”

Mumia’s case
focuses a clear
spotlight on a
number of -
troubling .
issues e
regarding
the criminal
justice system "
inthe USA. .
it is one of the
few countries in
the world which

......
-

tradition of the death
penalty.

Both the death penaity and the
criminal justice system more
broadly reflect the deep racism
which permeates every aspect of
life in that country.

Four of every ten people on
death row in the U.S. are Black,
while they constitute only eleven
percent of the general population.

In the last 30 years the prison
~ population of the United States

has expanded six-fold, and it is still
rising.

The US now has a greater per-
centage of its population behind
bars than South Africa did at the

- height of apartheid. And that

prison population consists dis-
poportionately of Blacks and other
people of colour. |

In addition to Mumia there are
scores of political prisoners in U.S.

_jails — people who have been

imprisoned not primarily for any
real or imagined criminal acts, but
because they are committed to

........
......
.....

.................
.........
........
.....

faghtmg for an end to oppression in
the USA, and against that coun-
try’s role in the oppression of
other peoples throughout the
world.

Last October, ignoring over-
whelming evidence of misconduct
at his original trial and a large body
of evidence which has since
emerged to cast an even greater
doubt about the legitimacy of its
verdict, the Pennsylvania Supreme
Court turned down Mumia’s
appeal for a new trial. -

This creates an emergency situa-
tion in his case. Without a

favourable intervention by the fed-

eral courts (something which is far
from certain) Mumia could be exe-
cuted within a year. In truth, as
‘Mumia, his legal team, and his
{f:,_j,_. supporters all state, his
fate rests with our col-
lective capacity to
make the price of
%7 his political mur-
. der too high for
* the ruling pow-
-, " ers to pay.
* What happens
& - to Mumia Abu-
5.;__;',‘ Jamal will have
% global repercus-
} " sions. Already his
;.j;ff: case has generated
PP substantial protests in

continues the barbaric . % & } " the US and around the

world. |

Major mobilisations are sched-
uled to take place on April 24 in
Phitadelphia and San Francisco, as
well as internationally. We call on
all members and supporters of the
Fourth Inteérnational, all supporters
of liberation throughout the
world, and all those who simply
believe in elementary justice and
human rights, to do everything
possible to participate in and sup-
port these and all other protests
demanding:

Il Stop the Execution of Mumia
Abu-Jamal! . |

B Mumia must receive a new
trial now! \

In the US contact: International
Concerned Family and Friends to
Free Mumia Abu Jamal 215 476
8812 or The Mobilization to Free
Mumia Abu Jamal 415 821 0459 or
Fax 415 821 0166.

(Resolution adopted by Interna-
tional Executive Committee of the
Fourth International, February 1999)

The Real Irish I
Peace Process

Lavailable (£6 plus
70p p&p) from
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~ Free Mumia |Endgame for
Abu-]amaI!

Irish

pac1ﬁcat10n

process

John North
HE FEBRUARY vote
at the Stormont

assembly to endorse
new structures of par-
| tition for the 1sland
mark the beginning of the
endgame for imperialism’s cur-
rent plans on imposing stability
and smothering the Irish ques-
tion for now.

It 1s becoming harder and
harder to hide the true nature of
the settlement.

A famihiar cycle, acted out at
each stage of the pacification pro-

cess, was repeated again. The

republicans clung desperately to

last month’s bottom line. Their

allies in the nationalist family

joined with the British and
Unionists itn moving the line

even further to the right.

A new status quo emerged, even
more reactionary . than before.
What causes a special shudder in
Republican ranks was that the
1ssue was absolutely fundamental
for the movement - the surrender
of weapons.

The focus was a “mistake” by
Bertie Aherne, Irish premier and
titular leader of the “Irish family”
invented by Sinn Fein. In an
interview with the British Sunday
Times he made it clear that he

- expected the republicans to begin

handing in weapons as a precon-
dition to taking their place in a
Stormont executive.

At the ume of the Good Friday |
. settlement the Republican leader-

ship had had to agree to the
renewal of partition, the return of
a Stormont regime and an end to
the formal statements of a right to
unity in the Irish constitution.

In return their nationalist men-
tors stood by them in asserting
their right to a place in the execu-
tive and the movement of the

- arms 1ssue sideways.

The unionists have demanded
decommissioning to humil-
iate the republicans, in
the expectation that
they would - be
unable to deliver
and could
forced out of the
executive.

The Good Frlday
agreement did not
require decommis-
sioning before the for-
mation of a government,
but that was then and this is now.
The task for the imperialists and
their capitalist allies is to prevent

the “Faulknerisation”
ble. (William Faulkner was the
last unionist to agree to the co-

option of the catholic middle

class in support of reaction, but
when he lost the support of the
majority of unionists in a tide of
reaction the British stood back

‘and abandoned the Sunningdale

agreement.) ;

Ahern’s demand for weapons
was later supported by the SDLP
and Bill Clinton called for sup-
port for the “spirit” of the agree-
ment . This show the position of
Irish capital and US imperialism.

-~

Ireland
evidence of the
¥ routine involvement

of the RUC in
sectarian Killing

produces only

Indifference.

of Trim-

Trimble was
publicly assured
that if necessary
Sinn Fein
would be
dumped, and
was able to hold
50% of the

unionist vote in

-the Stormont ballot on the new

structures.
This would be significant but

not fatal if what we were observ-

ing was the dying of an old
regime and Sinn Fein’s analysis
of sweeping reform were correct .

A moment’s thought shows this
cannot be the case. Protecting
Trimble means placating the
unionist right, and that means no

‘significant democratisation nor

desectarianism - impossible any-
way given the sectarianism built
into the new structures.

All the evidence points that way.
The great transitional structures
that would lead to a united Ire-
land have
Micky Mouse committees like
inland waterways and food safety.
The sectarian bear pit of Stor-
mont looms larger than ever but
all the structures that were sup-
posed to transform it are fading
away. |

special concern of the pro-
posed PM - David Trim-
ble! A super-quango, the
Civic forum, will be set up.
Nominations to the forum would
come from business, voluntary
and community, trade union,
church, arts and sports groups, as
well as victims’ organisations.
The British will control not
only the Stormont regime but a

- thoroughly artificial and depen-
dent civic society. The whole

caboodle will cost £36 million at
the expense of services like
Health and Education.

The reformist illusion is
summed up by the laugh-
able expectation that
Chris Patton, Tory
Grandee, will pro-
pose any funda-

the RUC. Hardly
a day goes by with-
out new allegations
against the force —
allegations that won’t
be answered.

nation as to why RUC members
stood by while as Portadown man
Robert Hamill was beaten to
death by a loyalist mob.

There will be no answer to their

involvement in the murder of

lawyer Pat Finucane — the local

legal structures refuse, despite
overwhelming evidence, to sup-

port calls for an enquiry.

Even statements by prominent
loyalist paramilitaries that they
were flooded out with documents
from state forces identifying tar-
gets are simply brushed aside
despite overwhelming evidence.

In Britain evidence of police
racialism in the investigation of

Stephen Lawrence’s death has

been replaced by

ssues of equality will be the

mental reform of

We will receive no expla-

'l'hrough
Irish

 Eyes

A column from

Socialist Democ- }§
racy, Irish section
of the Fourth |
International “

caused outrage. In Ireland evi-

- dence of the routine involvement

of the RUC in sectarian killing
produces only indifference.
Nothing could make the reality of
the pacification process clearer.
What 1s unveiled is always neg-
ative. The RUC are to continue
the use of plastic bullets. Plans to
cut down the number of arms in
civilian ( 1e Unionist) hands are
to be shelved.
- British army demilitarisation
has gone into reverse as they step
up activity in border areas. The

British continue to duck their

obligation to protect nationalist
civilians in the Gervaghy Road.
Sectarian intimidation is pre-
sented as cultural difference and
residents are under constant pres-
sure to bow to the orange bigots
and allow the British off the
hook.

Sinn Fein feel they are pro-.
tected by the formal wording of
the agreement and by the secret
assurances they have received.
Nothing could be further from

 the truth.

The February vote at Stormont
moved the process into the
endgame. Its final operation
depends.only on secretary of state

Mowlam and on British interests.

Britain wants Sinn Fein in to
help bolster a really quite fragile

‘process, but on Britain’s terms.

Sinn Fein must bend the knee.
The only issue is the amount of
leeway they have in tlmlng and
formulation. |

The choices are presented quite
starkly. They can wear suits in
the new Stormont or they can be

- the victims of the sort of witchunt

being aimed at republican dissi-

~dents — political opponents of the

agreement are quite clearly being
targeted under the catch-all of the
Omagh bombing. Some have
been abducted and threatened by
the IRA itself,

In the North of Ireland there is
growing uncertainty. Limited
accommodation to Loyalism does
not produce conciliation. The
Loyalists move. even more
sharply to the right and demand -
further concessions.

The British are determined to
keep their Loyalist base but find
they have less and less to offer
nationalist workers, who gain
nothing from the process and face
new structures of repression.

As growing disillusion comes to
fruition we must ensure that it is

- not tagged on to the interests of a

corrupt capitalism -based around
the nationalist family nor sent up
the dead end of saving the
“peace” process.

Socialists must provide a class

- alternative that can fight both

local capitalism and the forces of

imperialism.




Paul Flannigan.

hese days the Irish
political '
spiced with rumour
-and scandal. The infa-
mous
Dublin’s criminal {raternity have
been replaced on the front pages
by the even more infamous
lifestyles of ‘the politicians’.
Almost everyone is now ready to
believe that most politicians are

up to their armpits in bribery and |

corruption, taking kickbacks
from businessmen for services
rendered. |

A drip-drip flow of news ema-
nating from two public tribunals
confirms many of the prejudices
working class - people harbour
about ‘their’ politicians. The pro-
ceedings bring into the open the
tip of Irish capitalism’s unseemly
underworld.

The Moriarty Tribunal was set
up in September 1997 primarily
to look into the shady financial
affairs of Charles Haughey, leader
of Fianna Fail between 1979 and
1992 -and twice Taoiseach, and to
detail any payments -made
directly to him during any period
in office. -

Haughey has taken over the title
previously held by Martin Cahill
as the country’s most illustrious
crook-Though many legal restric-
tions hamper the tribunal enough
information has emerged to
expose and taint much of what
passes for normal political prac-
tice in the land of saints and
‘scholars. B

The current leadership of
Fianna Fail is increasingly wor-
ried about what sludge might
eventually spill out from the sew-
ers they have made for them-
selves. |

For years there was speculation
about how Charlie Haughey lived
a lifestyle more fitted to a Saudi
prince than a mere politician.
Some imagined he had made 1t
big in business investment before
he became Fianna Fail leader.
This turns out to be untrue

The simple truth is that for
decades Charlie’s luxurious
lifestyle was paid for by an assort-
ment of wealthy sponsors. More
directly than most political lead-
ers Haughey’s morals were the
creation of big business.

- The revelation that Haughey
was a kept man came about after a
family row in the Dunne family
in 1994 as to who should control
the. family’s silver. The family
own Ireland’s premier retail
chain, and are notorious for treat-
ing their workers like dirt.

In the course of fighting an
action by other family members
to have him ousted from the
‘Dunnes Trust’, Ben Dunne
instructed his solicitor to reveal
that his «client had gifted
Haughey a sack full of money
(I£1.1 million.) The payments

were made secretly via a slush

fund in an account in the Cayman
Islands under the name of Ans-
bacher. o
ifts to friends are not
illegal, but when they
are made from secret
bank accounts, are of
. such huge amounts
and made to prime ministers by
parvenu characters like Dunne,
then suspicions are aroused. Even
worse for Haughey such gifts are
liable for tax inspection and
should have been declared to the
Inland Revenue. |
A little at a time, pieces from
Haughey’s financial past are
being unearthed. Ireland’s domi-
nant politician over the past two
decades was receiving large dona-

scene 1S

lifestyles of

€
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tions from several business

SOuUrces.

He had a bagman called Des
Traynor, chair of a private bank in
Dublin which &ntrolled flows of
money in and out of the Ans-
bacher account. It was suggested
during the tribunal that the
account contained upwards of
1£45 million. Lucky for Haughey
and the rest of his ‘firm,” Traynor
is now dead, and the Ansbacher
account has so far resisted proper
legal inspection.

ast week representa-
tives of Ireland’s
biggest
came before the tri-
bunal and shed some
light on their relationship with
Haughey. Back in 1979, they
explained, the bank agreed to
write off a Haughey debt of
£400,000. The bankers stated that
Haughey had in fact owed the
bank £1.4m. '
When Charlie refused to give up

his cheque books he warned the

bank that he could become °‘a
troublesome adversary’. What
raised eyebrows most was that
Haughey had been allowed to
build up this debt without offer-
ing any collateral.

He had been borrowing about

£12,000 a week for years to

finance his champagne lifestyle.

- Traynor had partly alleviated

Haughey’s debt by repaying the
bank a £750,000 lump sum prof-
fered by some mysterious donor.
It seems that there 1s even more
material yet to be uncovered.

Another inquiry, the Flood tri1-.
bunal, is pulling other leading

Fianna Failers into the slurry and
even threatens the present Fianna

Fail led coalition government

headed by Haughey’s most
favoured son Berti Ahern.

Set up in late 1997, it is examin-
ing allegations of payments to
politicians pertaining to Dublin
planning decisions after Fianna

bank AIB

Fail big boss Ray Burke was
forced to resign his post as For-
eign Minister.

Burke alledgedly  received
£60,000 from James Gogarty 1n
June 1987 acting on behalf of two
building developers JMSE and
Fitswilton plc.

When he was a leading city
councillor and its chairman i1n

1985, Burke pushed through

controversial rezoning schemes
favourable to certain developers.
Rumours are rife that Burke is
seeking immunity in return for
talking freely about corruption in
high places. For a long time

Burke was a central fund-raiser

for Fianna Fail.

The story emerged after the 81
year old Gogarty went to the
press because he was refused a

satisfactory pension from his
~employer JMSE. Gogarty also

alleges that a former senior

‘Dublin Corporation official and

Fianna Fail supporter George
Redmond received thousands in

“kickbacks from developers.

Redmond denied this, but in a
dramatic twist last week was
arrested by police at Dublin air-
port as he arrived back from the
Isle of Man carrying more than
1£300,000. It is believed that Red-
mond was desperately attempting
to deposit some of his iil gotten
gains in a bank on the island.

oper Tom Gilmartin now
says he will give evidence
that he paid Fianna Fail
EU commissioner Padraig

Flynn I£50,000 1in 1988 to smooth
“the way for a development around

Bachelors Walk on the north side
of the Liffey. |

The immediate question 1S
whether the present Fianna Fail
led government can survive. So
far the coalition partners are stay-
ing on board hoping that Ahern
himself 1s clean.

The opposition parties also have

n yet another twist, devel-

Goodfellas’

reason to fear a spring cleaning of
the political system. The most
righteous of Haughey opponents,

~ Fine Gael’s G. Fitzgerald also had

large personal debts written off
by the AIB under the chairman-
ship of Peter Sutherland, a close
political friend and associate.
‘hern may not manage
to keep himself out of
the slurry. His closest
political friend and
confidante is building
developer Joe Burke, whose name
keeps cropping up.

Burke’s name surfaced again
recently when Tom Gilmartin
spoke of meetings with Ahern in
the late 1980’s and claimed that
he had spoken to him about mak-
ing a 1£50,000 donation to Fianna
Fail and to Flynn. Gilmartin

claims that Ahern had advised

him to speak to his constituency
manager Burke about it.

Ahern was apparently advising
him to meet with his fixer
to find out - what
favours he might
expect for a party
donation. Who
knows,  Beru
may yet take a
dive.!

tuted the

Workers
need to know
just how much is
being kept secret

return?

Implicit 1n some of the letters-

presented to the Moriarty tri-
bunal is the suggestion that-they

~were not just the mmnocent vic-

tims of Haughey’s threats.
Haughey was permitted to run up
a mountain of bad dcbt because
he ‘might be a man of influence
in the future’. The bankers had

an abbreviation for people like

Haughey, they called them KBI’s
or key business influencers. |

What kind of things did the
politicians do for the banks? In a

testament to the Moriarty tri-

bunal, Gerard Scanlan, former

chairman of AIB, indicated that
-Haughey and Fitzgerald were

men that any bank manager
would be delighted to assist.
ertainly politicians of
various stripes have
helped the AlIB
abecome Ireland’s most
profitable company.
They pushed through 1ts takeover
of smaller banks, and supported
the bankers during the nauonal
banks strike. They rescued the

AIB from near collapse in 1985

handing over I1£350 million of tax
payers money. |

In 1991, the revenue commuis-
sioners discovered that the bank
was operating 87,660 non-resi-
dent illegal accounts containing a
billion punts in undeclared
income. This was hushed up until
a recent leak to Magill magazine.

The tribunals are severely
restricted as to what they can
investigate. The all party parlia-
mentary committee that insti-
Moriarty tribunal
disgracefully restricted the inves-
tigation 1nto
account to payments
directly to Haughey.

This was on grounds of protect-
ing privacy, but there are many
more secrets about that account
that need to see the light of day.
Irish capitalism is protected by
walls of secrecy and confidential-
1ty.

In April the outgoing chairman
of the revenue commissioners
disclosed to a closed session of
the public accounts committee
that the tax amnesty introduced
by Fianna Fail and Labour in
1993 covered domestic accounts
to the value of a billion punts.

He estimated that Irish institu-
tions held assets worth I£80 bil-
lion in off-shore tax -saving
accounts. Even this disclosure

was subject to a parliamentary -

secrecy clause and had to be
leaked to the press.

Some on the left like Socialist'

Worker have called for politi-
cians to be sent to jail for
taking bribes. This 1s
inadequate. Work-
ers need to know
just how much 18
being kept secret
from them about

Despite every- from them about the the real wealth

thing, most
media criticism
of the politicians is
weak and misdi-
rected. It is directed

‘solely at them, accusing them

of lacking personal integrity.
There is little or no criticism of
the capitalists who offer bribes
and little investigation into what

they gain from handing
unmarked brown envelopes to
politicians.

All the newspaper editorials
expressed their contempt for
Haughey, a man who had the
audacity to leach off businessmen
and bankers for so long. But did
the capitalists not get anything in

real wealth in the
Irish economy.

in the Irish
economy.

The Transitional
Programme drafted
by Leon Trotsky in
1938 states that “the abo-
lition of business secrets is the

first step towards actual workers

control over industry.

“Workers no less than capital-

1sts have the right to know the

secrets of the factory, of the trust,
of whole branches of industry, of
the national economy as a whole.
First and foremost the banks,
heavy industry and centralised
transport should be placed under
a magnifying glass.”

The tribunals can only be the
first step to this end.

the Ansbacher
made
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Kosova
threatened

~on all 31des

Geoff Ryan |

‘he failure of the
Kosova Albanian del-
egation to sign an
agreement at the
Rambouillet ‘peace’
created consternation
among western leaders. The US,
in particular, has used the period

leading up to new talks on March

15 to put massive pressure on the
Kosova Liberation Army.

Former Republican Presidential -
candidate Bob Dole is currently

meeting some of the Albanian
delegation 1n Macedonia, after
the Milosevic  government
refused him a visa for Kosova.

~ Dole’s trip has the full backing of
President Clinton and Secretary

of State Madeleine Albright.

Dole will be accompanied by -a

senior State Department official,
Jim O’Brien, and a general from
the Joint Chiefs of Staff. O’Brien
1s taking with him a document
ready for signing. This calls for a
three-year
autonomy for Kosova, now a
province of Serbia, and for the
withdrawal of Serbian forces and
the demilitarisation of the rebel
Kosova Liberation Army.

Dole will no doubt be making it
plain that the west will refuse any
support for Kosovar indepen-
dence and that continued support
for the limited autonomy granted
at Rambouillet 1s dependent on

" the KLLA leadership doing what it

1s told. The General will,
doubt, warn of serious conse-
quences for the KLA if it does
not toe the line.

Dole is largely pushing at an
open door as KL A leaders have
indicated a willingness to accept

Paul Rhadlsche

GENETICALLY-modified food products |
could have been on your table today. After
~ the recent controversy about the issue you
probably care more about this than before.
Two months ago Socialist Outlook wrote:
“Despite all the reasons for not having been
interested in food, there are powerful rea-
sons to expect food issues to become more
~important.”
Of course we could claim the credit, but
- perhaps this is a good moment to step back.
- There has been considerable heat about
‘whether Dr Arpad Pusztai’s potatoes were
~ poisonous to his rats, and if so whether this
has any relation to the food you may find
~ yourself eating. |
~ Most lay people can make little judgement
about the science, especially when there is
dispute even about what research has been
‘conducted. What we can and do judge is

interim period of

night out,

the"terms of Rambouillet. How-

~ ever, most of 1ts spokespeople are

out of the country at the moment.
Dole’s visit 1s to ensure no back
sliding when they have to sell the
deal inside Kosova.

While: Dole is 1n Macedoma,

Madeleine Albright 1s proposing

to break her far eastern trip to

visit Nato headquarters. She will
remind some of the less gung-ho

European Nato leaders that they

too are expected to do whatever

‘they are told by the US. If the US

decides to launch airstrikes
against Serbia then the Euro-
peans will have to follow suit.
Europeans will be expected to
provide the bulk of Nato troops
in Kosova, as envisaged by the

| Ramboulllet plan.

he possibility of air
strikes to force a few
concessions will also
be raised by US spe-
ctal envoy Richard
Holbrooke, who plans to visit
Milosevic in Belgrade in the near
future - once the KLLA has been

‘bullied into accepting American

demands.

While all this diplomatic activ-
ity 1s going on Milosevic has been
stepping up military activity in
Kosova. Serbian troops have
recently shelled KLA positions
in villages of the Mitrovica and

- Vushtrri area, while Serbian air-

craft flew overhead. Hundreds of
Albanians fled from villages
along the Cicavica massif in the
municipality of Vushtrri while
residents of a number of neigh-
bourhoods in Mitrovica spent the
fearful of a Serbian
attack on the town.
Fighting has also taken place in

| Giakova, Klina and in the border

Genetlcally modified foods _
Are you swallowmg the government’s 11ne>

“Processes from 1988 to 1997, wrote: “In
the nine years | chaired the committee, no
political or commercial pressures were put
on me. Only once was | lobbied by a com-
pany, and the lobbying had no effect at all on
the committee’s decision.” |

Such figures complain that Pusztai’s
research has not been validated and that if
~there is any cause for concern they are the

best people to judge it. Meanwhile the field.

growing and selling of GM produce in Britain

should continue.:

In the words of James Watson, one of the
discoverers of DNA: “You should only have
a moratorium when there is a possibility of
harm that you can quantify.”

As with, say, exposure to nuclear radiation
from leaks, the promise is that all is well,
“with the fallback that something can be
“done about it in the future if not. |

University professors who belong to vari-
ous quangos try to offer reassurance but fail

villages of Reka e Keqe region,
along the Kosova-Albanian bor-

der. There have been heavy Ser-
‘any move towards Kosovar inde-

blan troop movements in many
parts of Kosova. |
Milosevic’s military build up is
not necessarily contrary to Amer-
ican plans for ‘stability’ in the

Balkans under American leader-
ship. In many ways it strengthens -

the diplomatic activity.

Dole is there to get the Albani-
ans to drop their demand for

independence and disarm. With-

out the KLLA the Kosovars would

be totally at Milosevic’s mercy -

~ hence the ‘need’ for Nato troops
“even assummg Yeltsin was sober

to ‘protect’ them. Although US
politicians may deplore the cur-
rent Serbian offensive it does,
nevertheless, reinforce this point.

Holbrooke, meanwhile, will try

to convince Milosevic that his
best interests are served by allow-

ing Nato troops to ensure Kosova
remains part of Serbia. Albright
will add the threat of military
action to make Milosevic more
pliable - but also to demonstrate

what could happen to the KLA if

it refuses to play the US ‘game.
Western leaders may not like
Milosevic very much but he still

- remains central to their plans for
the region. Given that the most

important Serbian opposition
politicians are now in govern-
ment alongside Milosevic sup-
porters there is no credible
alternative to him. Hence any set-

posab:lsty that convenient and saleable
research work will lead to a better paid job
heading a better-funded research unit within
or funded by major capitalist firms. Many of
those who have been in the govern-

ment’s ‘advisory committees’
have already been down
this path as they make the
way to the top of their

- Controversy has been
raging in the press
about experimental
maize and potatoes in -
Britain. Meanwhile one of
the British government'’s
activities has been allying
with the US government at talks
in Colombia to water down proposed con-
trols on the international trade in GM prod-

- ucts, especially as it affects soya and maize.

The argument is all about ‘free trade’, but

tlement for Kosova depends on

- restricting Milosevic’s military

capabilities but also demobilising

pendence.
Milosevic of course. has to
oppose any deployment of Nato

troops in Kosova. To fail to do so

would be- suicidal. Yet he may

well find it useful to allow Nato -
troeps in after some token resis-

tanice. Failure of Russia to come
to his'aid would provide him with
the necessary excuse. Boris

Yeltsin’s threats of military action

to oppose Nato troops in Kosova
can hardly be taken seriously -

at the time. |
ato troops would
also be welcomed by
‘Macedonian Presi-
dent Kiro Gligorov.
Since troops would
have to enter Kosova via Macedo-
nia Gligorov could hope to gain
increased western support for his
allowing Nato use of Macedonian
territory.

Indeed Gl1gorov

probably

understands the real aim of

deploying Nato troops better than
most. He is totally opposed to
Kosova independence because of
his problems with Macedonia’s
own minority Albanian popula-
tion. He knows that the main role
of Nato troops will be to disarm

all those who continue to struggle -

for independence. By denying

The British
government has

trade in GM
products

been allying with the

US government at talks s board wait for ministers and

in Colombia to water
down proposed controls EEURUET-SulehT LIS
on the wternational

independence to Kosova, and

showing they will use military

force, Nato will also stop Alba-
nian minorities in other states
demanding independence for
themselves

ections of the KLA lead-
ership appear oblivious
to the real aims of Nato.
Spli—ts -have been devel-
oping. Adem Demac1,
who spent 28 years in Yugoslav |

prisons for pro-Albanian activi-

ties, has recently resigned as
polmcal spokesperson for the
KLA in protest against the will-
ingness of sections of the leader-

ship to abandon the demand for

independence. |
Western officials have publicly
welcomes Demaci’s resignation

‘since they considered him a

major obstacle to their attempts
to oppose a solution on the Koso-
vars. Demaci had refused to take
part in and recognise the outcome
of the Rambouillet talks.

It remains to be seen whether
Demaci and others opposed to
any sell-outon xndependence will
orgamse against the current civil-
1an and mlhtary leadership. Cer- -
tainly this is essential. .

But any movement will also
have to be prepared to oppose the
machinations of the west and to
understand that if Nato troops do
enter Kosova their main . target
will be those forces still fighting
for Kosovar independence.

/

many will not survive. They will also have no

security if new crops fail because of unex-
'pected problems.

Any Labour MPs who can make it into the

government have already proved their will-
ingness to sell any principles they used
to have. Labour ministers speak of
‘the public interest’ and ‘waiting
. for the results of research’. How-

ever as with the Tories, seats on
civil servants whose actions ben-

- Capitalist companies see big
opportunities for monopoly prof- -

its'in food. Together with their
friends and dependants in govern-
*ment and the scientific establishment, |
| they want to control the debate on food, to "
keep it ‘sensible’. Some of the fears |
expressed in the last few weeks are
extreme, such as escaping genes giving rise

" that a system of ‘regulation’ of food produc-
_tion which can allow the feeding of ren--
dered cattle to herbivorous cattle and the

BSE crisis is untrustworthy.

Defenders of the process of assessing new
products depict the whole process as ratio-
nal and innocent. Derek Burke, chair of the
Advisory Committee on Novel Foods and

to convince. Universities feel financially
squeezed and, in disciplines in natural sci-
ence especially, success is measured as much
by the ability to raise research grants and
strike up partnerships with commercial

interests as any other criterion.

For individual scientists, there is also the

- to "Triffid-like monster plants’.

However the issue of control of informa-
tion and of the technology is central. its
emergence in the recent debate is invalu-
able, and we must build on that.

what this means principally is the opportu-
nity for big firms like Monsanto to get their
produce into all corners of the world mar-
ket. Resistance in countries like India is
based on the fear that if farmers can no
longer collect seed from their own crops,
but have to pay the supplier every year,




AFTER 16 years of preparation for
the world of work, now that | am
|7 | have recently learned that
my school taught me nothing of
the real world. | feel let down by
my teachers and the older genera-
tion. |

Since my awakening after educa-

tion from Margaret and Glenn
from the St Helens o
- TUC centre of working class his-
tory (which is far more exciting
than kings and Queens)

| am disgusted that | was not
taught my own history. For exam-
ple we are taught about castles
and palaces as if they erected
themselves and not of those who
built them.
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Also | was led to believe that if |

~ worked hard in school this would

help towards a well paid job. The
reality soon set in when | tried to
find these ‘well paid jobs™” that
don’t seem to exist in the job cen-
tres. All that is on offer are slave
labour schemes such as New Deal
which is a shit deal.

~ At the moment | am at college

...................................
..................................
...................................
...................................
..................................
...............................................................
...................................

studying catering and hospitality.
As it happens our college has a
restaurant which is open to the
public and guess what? |

| and others on the course have
to work in the evenings some
nights up to 10.30pm. to wait on
the public. We do not get paid for
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this because it is classed as “train-
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Education, education ... unemployment

ing’. Someone is making a profit
out of us and | feel we should be
paid for our labour.

| am pissed off with the way we
“the youth” are being treated in
today's society and | urge all youth
to get organised. | am

David Bishop

Volunteer at St Helens
TUC centre

Gays and
the law

Tim Briggstone (SO 22) makes the

correct point that my recent arti- .

- cle on section 28 didn't comment -
on work going on outside London.
He is right to alert us to the fact
that there are other bodies out

there like the George House Trust.

However, this organisation cam-
paigns primarily around HIV issues.

- It does make the important link

between HIV education, sex educa-
tion in schools, and the climate of

fear created by S28.

But this does not invalidate my
comment that the major London
based campaigns, push mainly for
what the Labour Government is
prepared to concede (the age of

- consent), but place everything else
on the back burner. -

In this and my previous article | -
argue that Socialists should push on
other issues which affect lesbians
and gay men. Section 28 of course,

but also “Gross Indecency”, and
employment law.
" A campaign for wholesale law
reform is required, along the lines
called for by LCLGR. You can get
copies of information by post from

- LCLGR, PO Box 306, London N5.

By joining, you get an excellent
newsletter.

Mark Lewin, London

We welcome readers’ letters
on any topic. Letters over
400 words may be cut for
| space reasons.

Write to Socialist Outlook,
PO Box 1109, London N4
2UU.

email: outlook@gn.apc.org

Beyond
“Goodies™
and .
“Baddies”

| READ with interest Michael
Calvert’s letter in your February

. 1999 Socialist Qutlook entitled

“Time to Get Good Guys
Together™. This is what | think.
- Though not agreeing that there

is as much demoralisation and low

activity as he thinks at present, |
do agree that the time is ripe for
initiatives to be taken over the
reunification of the socialist move-
ment locally and internationally on
a genuinely working class progres-
sive basis. The question remains,
how? |

Bro Calvert’s example of the
1986 Symposium on Hungary
1956 was a very good one, | think.
However, the whole thing should
be broadened to embrace ali cur-
rents of the Marxist and Socialist
movement worldwide.

An open historical commission
should be set up in order to work
towards the definite target of pro-
ducing a sourcebook which would
be published in several languages

~ (French, English, Spanish) in order
- to reach as broad a readership as

possible among all the interna-
tional working class movements.
We could call the book some-
thing like the “Proletarian’s Histor-
ical Guide to Action”. What do

Socialist OQutiook readers think?

After 1905, the Bolsheviks under
Lenin produced similar sympo-
siums and for a time, with help
from worker-intellectuals like
Maxim Gorky, once planned to
produce a workers’ encyclopae-
dia. Such volumes were actually
produced by some British social-
ists, and also, | think, by militants
of the CNT in Spain in the same

period.
Work towards a handy one-vol- -

ume guidebook on our move-
ment’s history, involving peopie
from all strands of genuine social-
ist opinion — not only Trotskyite

1You get a better view wit
NSRS oCialist
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Marxists — can only be of help to

- all of us, especially working class

militants.
| know that there are many even

among the various “Stalinist”

organisations who want to know
more about how and why, for

example, the USSR collapsed, or
‘why Vietnam’s Ho Chi Minh

retained a high regard for the
“Trotskyist” leader Ta Thu Tau all
his life. What was the POUM in
Spain? What was the significance
of the original Socialist Labor Party
in the USA and its British counter-
parts only this century? Who were
Liu Piao and Ch’en Tu-Hsiu in
China? Antonio Gramsci and
Amadeo Bordiga in Italy? What
was Allemanist socialism in |9th
century France? What books did
James Connolly write and where
can you find them now? There are
so many vital questions people
need guidance on. |

Invitations should be sent out for
an open historical conference of
socialists as soon as possible (to
be held this year or, at latest, next
year), with a view to setting up a
general historical commission. We
have nothing to lose and every-
thing to gain.

Why doesn’t Socialist Outlook
take a lead in these plans through
its pages? Someone has to. |

Steve Metcalfe

| President Lancaster TUC,

0844
RMT

Chair Lancaster
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-~ world’s three major imperialist.

~ dered crucial legal ground.

banana producers account

MARCH BEGAN with Tony Blair insist-
ing that European unions and “socialist”
parties should follow his lead and

embrace the values of capitalism, in the
same way as the Democrats in the USA,

which he regarded as a beacon of eco-

- nomic achievement.

Within days this beacon of unregulated

~ capitalist enterprise was firing the first
shots 1n a trade war against the European

Union, with the clear objective of further
boosting the profits and monopoly mar-
ket share of its banana exporters, at the
expense of bankruptcy for banana pro-
ducers 1n Africa, the Carlbbean and

Pacific (ACP).
It may seem like a storm in a custard

bowl, but the “banana split” is a crucial

test of strength between two of the

trading blocs — a test in which 4
the EU has already surren-

The EU says Caribbean

for only 3% of world banana
exports and represent only 7%
of the EU market — their only
outlet. The relatively small amounts

of money involved however mean the dif-

"~ ference between survival and collapse for
the ACP exporters. Since many of these
~are former colonies of the leading EU

‘nations, their potential collapse is an
~ embarrassment = not least to Blair, whose

government has voiced rare criticism of
the US administration.

~ But US multinationals, notably Dole
Food Company and Chiquita Brands

International, which give money to both
US political parties, and dominate the
market in bananas from Latin America,
want to W1pe out even thxs small pocket
of competition.

In launching this offensive and prepar-

; ing a wide-ranging onslaught designed to
force genetically-modified and hormon-

ally,altered American foodstuffs onto the
plates of sceptical Europeans, the US has

 been quick to make use of the World

Trade Organisation (WTQ), the shadowy

Socialists
will not back
any of the
governments
involved

group of Geneva-based civil servants who

now lead the global fight for “free trade”.

In February, the leader in genetically
modified food crops, US giant Monsanto,
arrogantly declared that it would take
legal action to overturn any measures by
the EU or European governments to
limit the distribution of these foods.
More test cases, involving US beef con-

- mrning growth hormones (banned 1n

Europe for ten years) and milk products
are due to pit EU governments against
the might of US. 1mper1ahsm later thlS
year. -
By signing up for the “liberalisation” of
world trade, surrendering any right to
take independent action, and establish-
ing an new world arbiter in the form of
the “independent” and completely
unaccountable WTO, EU gov-
ernments have left themselves
~ without a legal leg to stand on
in banning these US exports
— even where public opinion
is hostile and public health
issues are concerned. -
- "The WTO was due to pro-
nounce on the long-running .

banana issue on April 12.
So certain is the US that the WTO w1ll

“do its bidding, Washington has pre-

empted the ruling and announced its
own package of retaliatory sanctions
against a random list of European exports
to the US, which will face drastic

‘increases in import tariffs.

Socialists will not back any of the gov-
ernments involved, all of which have
connived to subordinate the interests of
working people to the profits of big busi-
ness and exploit the commodity-export-

ing countries of the “third world”.

The WTO, like the treaty which estab-
lished it, was only ever a device to secure
further monopoly control of world trade,
and should be scrapped. |

Trade unions and commumty cam- -
paigners must urgently discuss a policy

1o halt the production and distribution of
potentially harmful foodstuffs churned

out by multinational agribusiness.




