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posed detention centre for 12- 14

Labour nght backs raC|st Iaws

LABOUR right-wingers
combined with the Tories on
Oxford City Council to de-

feat - by one vote - a resolu-
tion calling for the closing

down of Campsfield deten-
tion centre.

Among those voting with the
Tories was Val Smith, wife of
Oxford Labour MP Andrew

Smith. Mayor of Oxford John

Power went on radio to insist
that ‘we don’t support universal

No-show
fascists

DESPITE widely publicised
threats that Blood and
Honour were going to hold
a St Georges day concert
in Brixton and ‘take Brixton
back’, helped by far-right
paramilitaries Combat 18,
not a single fascist dared
to show themselves
outside Brixton tube as
advertised.

If they had over 200 anti-
fascists including, ANL, YRE,
Black Freedom and Unity
parly, Lambeth Unison and
many independents would
have shown them they were
not wanted anywhere near
Brixton.

The fascists are not stand-

“ing any candidates in the lo-
cal elections in Lambeth and
have never had a presence in
Brixton but recently evidence
of their activity has been
found — stickers on bus stops
and plastered all over the lo-

cal college during the Easter
break.

The council only agreed to
call for a Public Enquiry into
Campsfield.

The actions of these right-
wing councillors is consistent
with Labour Front Bench policy
which appears to be opposed to
the closure of Campsfield.

Their desperate search for
‘respectability’ leads them to
oppose measures which even
the local Liberal democrats have
no problems supporting.

No doubt they will also fail to

campaign against the building
alongside Campsfield of a pro-

year olds, part of the Tories’

‘Get Tough’ policy.
Despite this reverse the cam-

paign to close Campsfield con-
tinues. This weekend (23-24
April) a two day ‘Freedom

Camp’ with ten tents has been

set up outside the detention cen-

tre.

H Preparations are well in
hand for a National Day of
Vigils outside detention
centres and prisons on 30th
April. |
Pickets will take place out-

Defeat for rail
strike vote

THE RECENT RMT ballot
for strike action over PT&R
(redundancy arrangements)

was defeated 10,193 for
11,336 against.

This major setback was seen
as a result of the total lack of
campaigning by the leadership.
The only publicity materail pro-
duced was at a local level.

When the RMT Special Gen-

eral Meeting last week heard the
result it agreed to call upon the
General Grades Committee to
examine what had led to the de-
feat.

Two hours

After a two hour session 1m-
mediately after the close of the
SGM the committee agreed by
10 votes to 9 to set up a special
sub committee to investigate
why nothing had been produced
by head office and to take con-
trol of any publicity produced
for any further ballots.

This is a step in the right di-

-

RESIDENTIAL school with en-suite rooms, within
200 yards of LECTURES and WORKSHOPS, as
well as the vital BAR, CRECHE, and FREE SPORTS
facilities. £80 waged, £30 unwaged. £20/£7.50
deposit secures a place. Write to

Socialist Outlook, PO Box 1109, London N4 2UU.

We proudly announce our
SUMMER SCHOOL 1994

Aberystwyth, August 25-29

FIVE DAYS of study,
discussion and fun.
Plenary sessions will draw
lessons from

@ ITALY: Mussolini’s march
from social democracy to
fascism

@ Revolution and
counterrevolution in SPAIN
@® Germany: the fight for
the united front.

@ Fascism TODAY.

@® RACISM in Fortress
Europe

Plus workshops, and
additional themes:

® Marxism and the
National Question.

® Women'’s Liberation.

RMT Ieader Knapp
rection to recover from the de-
feat but angry activists at spe-
cial conferences this weekend
were sceptical. They will be
convinced of a change when
they see somehting different.
Ballotting is about to take
place for interim pay award for
signalling grades and there 1s
still a dispute with British Rail
over negotiating machinery.
The left needs to put pressure
on the special committee to re-
verse what is seen as a betrayal
by union officials

 side Pentonville, Holloway,

Harmondsworth, Haslar
(Portsmouth), Winson Green,

_______

.
>
o
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Canterbury, Wincliester and
elsewhere - including, of
course, Campsfield.

Campaigning for the

right to strike

DELEGATES from the NUT,
NATFHE, NCU, RMT, UCW
and T&G attended the
small but productive
‘Fight for the Right to
Strike’ Conference
organised by Lambeth

Trades Council on April 23.

~ The conference focussed
on the implications of the re-
cent injunction against NAT-
FHE for the trade union
movement hearing about the
Post Office’s use of this
precedent in seeking an in-
junction after the ballot of
Royal Mail engineers.

Conference also heard
from Patrick Sikorski from
the RMT national executive,
Stuart King from NATFHE Lon-
don regional executive and
Dominic Brown from the So-
cialist Lawyers Association.

It was agreed that there
needed to be a massive re-
sponse from the trade union
movement as a whole. To be-
gin this process conference
asked Lambeth Trades Coun-
cil to organise an open plan-
ning meeting to plan the
creation of the broadest pos-
sible campaign throughout
the labour movement.

T T T T
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| Speakers include

l H Tony Benn B Arthur Scarglll B Den-
nis Skinner B Dawn Primarolo

IWorkshops on

® Strategies for defending jobs

I ® Creating jobs

I ® Welfare cuts and the unemployed

l ® Unemployment and the defence in-

I dustry

I ® Global unemployment

| Registration and annual Network membership
I £10/£5. Further details and credentials from
SCG Network, 3, Blades House, Kennington Oval,

London SE11 5TW

|MANCHESTER Town Hall
ISuiurday JUNE 11, 1Tam-Spm

EMPLOYMENT|

| Conference called by SOCIALIST
CAMPAIGN GROUP NETWORK

-
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MAY DAY, MAY 1, is internation-

ally celebrated as an international

workers’ day,a time of special atten-
tion to solidarity with struggles at
home and overseas.

~ At home, of course, the British work-

ers’ movement stands at a historic low

point, bound into a vicious straitjacket of
Tory legislation which effectively ille-
galises strike action, and saddled with
trade union and Labour leaders who al-
most to a person have distanced them-
selves from any concept of class struggle
or socialism.

As the Major governrnent turns the
screw, freezing wages, raising taxes and

attacking the foundations of the British

welfare state, the workers’ movement re-
mains paralysed.

But the word Mayday (from the
French ‘m’aidez’ — help me) is also an
international distress call. And May 1 this
year finds possibly more workers and
poor peasants than ever before in serious
distress. The need for practical and politi-
cal solidarity, for genuine socialist inter-
nationalism, has never been greater.

Despite the fact that tens of millions

already unemployed and hundreds of

‘millions of men and women are con-
demned to miserably low-paid part-time
work, there is a world-wide attack on
jobs, pay, and working conditions.

Competition

Employers are being driven into this
onslaught by the growing competition of
the capitalist market system.

The same pressures mean that the col-
lapse of Stalimist rule in Eastern Europe

and the ex-USSR has opened up a new

offensive against the jobs and living
standards of the working class, as the new
ruling bureaucrats attempt to create con-
ditions for a restoration of capitalism.

Competition for scarce resources cre-
ates increasingly obvious splits and con-
flicts within and between
recession-ridden capitalist countries — in-
creasingly dividing into mutually hostile
trading blocs.

It also drives brutal wedges between
the interlocking nations and peoples in
the no-man’s land of Eastern Europe, and
spurs on equally bitter and bloody con-

Vote Labour — and step

MILLIONS of people will get services.
Smith’s team has made it as

the chance to give John Ma-

.........
O

frontations in the forgotten territories of
the ‘third world’.

After the wanton massacre of 100,000
Iragis by US fire-power flying UN ban-
ners, we were told that a ‘new world
order> had been estabhshed offermg

peace and stability.
This was always a lie, and beyond the

headlines, and outside the spheres of in-
fluence of any of the impenialists, other
savage wars continued to take a horren-
dous toll: in Mozambique, Angola and
Sudan ruinous wars have brought eco-
nomic activity to a near standstill.

May Day 1994 takes place in the
shadow of the brute horror of rampant
racisil and nationalism triggering the

slaughter of 100,000 in two weeks in

Rwanda, and the continuing carnage un-
leashed by Serbian aggression as a mer-
ciless Stalinist regime seeks to complete
the imperialist-sanctioned carve-up of
Bosnia by blitzing helpless enclaves pre-
viously disarmed by . the United Na-
tions. | |

But while the European Union bleats
hypocritical protests against Serbian
‘ethnic cleansing’, its own member gov-
ernments are implementing the scandal-
ous Schengen agreement, aimed at
slamming the door on potential immi-
grants, refugees and asylum seekers. En-

SOCIALIST OUTLOOK No.61,

éouraged by this, and feeding from the
frustration of downtrodden sections of

youth and workers, the racist and fascist
right wing is growing in size and confi-
dence, mounting violent attacks on black
and minority communities.

European governments, notably Brit-

‘ain in Ireland, and Turkey in Kurdistan,

continue to repress the struggle for na-
tional self- determination. And despite
the promise of peace in exchange for the
treacherous deal signed by PLO leader
Arafat, Israel’s Zionist regime metes out
harsh repression as the only means to
maintain its settler state on Palestinian
territory:

Partial victories

But May Day 1994 can also register

some historic gains and partial victories,
and pointers to future struggles.

@ In South Africa, the end of apart-
heid has been signalled by the first non-
racial elections. Millions of blacks have
won the vote as a result of the courageous
defiance, sacrifice and struggle of gen-

erations of black militants who have

risked violence, torture, prison and death
to fight for freedom. Now a new phase of
the struggle will open up in which the
remnants of racist rule, and the exploita-

tion of capitalism must be challenged by

up the fight!

the black working class.

® In East Timor, despite the geno-
cidal repression by the Indonesian gov-
ernment, the guerrilla fighters of

FRETILIN continue their struggle for

self-determination.
® In Brazil, opinion polls show

| ‘Lula’, the presidential candidate of the

Workers Party as the front runner for the
elections to come this autimn: his elec-
tion would again open up a new stage in
the struggle of the Brazilian working
class.

@ In the USA, the giant Teamsters

union, for decades almost synonymous

with the mob, violence and corruption, is
flexing its muscles under a newly-elected
leadership, defying anti-union laws and
winning strikes against employers.

@ In Britain, thousands of workers —
college lecturers, Sheffield council staff,
and now Liverpool postal workers — have
so far taken strike action in defiance of
the latest anti-union laws: teachers have
rebuffed Tory plans for education. Anti-
racist campaigns, including the campaign
to close the Campsfield detention centre,
are growing.

® In France, the far left is playing a
key role in mobilising campaigns against
unemployment and for a 35-hour week,
while youth and students have beaten
back the Balladur government’s attempts

‘to slash the wages of young workers.

@ And across Europe sections of the
Fourth International and other organisa-
tions have joined forces in a massive
solidarity effort for Bosnmia under the ban-
ner of International Workers Aid, deliv-
ering lorry-loads of supplies to
beleagured Tuzla where they are distrib-
uted by unions.

This year the IWA has been invited to
send a representative to the May Day
celebrations in Sarajevo.

Class struggle, socialist pOllthS and
workers’ solidarity are not dead: but this
spirit and tradition must be defended
against new and dangerous pressures.
That is the task which the Fourth Interna-
tional is proud to undertake.

In sending our May Day greetings to
all those fighting oppression and exploi-
tation across the world, Socialist Outlook
commits 1itself to a fresh year of struggle
for solidarity and internationalism.

5 ay | Ma Y . ayl

jor's government and local

Tories a bloody nose in the

‘council elections on May 5.
- A strong Labour vote can re-
move Thatcherite Tory councils
and stoke up the internal crisis
within Major’s party.

This is why Socialist Outlook
says vote Labour on May 5 —and
in the Euro-elections on June 9.

We have no illusions in the
wretched right-wing programme
put forward by John Smith’s
fumbfing and ineffective leader-
ship.

- But we know that every blow
that weakens the main party of
the ruling class must strengthen
the resolve and fighting spirit of
the working class, increasing the
chances of action against the
public sector pay freeze and In
defence of jobs and threatened

hard as possible to rally support
for Labour. Nationaily, Smith ap-
pears to have been doing a job-
share with the Invisible Man,
while side-kicks like Jack Straw
try to make a virtue out of having
no defined policies.

No fight

Labour has led no opposition
to the anti-union laws, or to cuts
in the NHS and the welfare state;
Smith has not even pressed the
case for an immediate general
election as it becomes ever more

clearthat Major has lost his man-

date to govern.

On a local level, too, Labour
has a dismal record. Many work-
ers and socialists will need to
clench their teeth before voting
for right wing Labour counciis
which have acted as enforcers

Domg a job share with the Inwsible Man‘? Smith offers little to enthuse volers

for Tory laws and cutbacks,
slashing services, attacking un-
ion rights and eagerly privatising
parts they were not obliged to
touch.

There are political scores to
settle within the Labour Party,

‘but these cannot be resolved by

abstention or by voting for par-

------
---------
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ties which have no connection
with the workers’ movement.

To change the policies and
leadership of the Labour Party, a
class struggle left wing must be
built, based on a socialist plat-

form, and linking up Labour’s left -

wing with militants in the unions

and mass campaigns who want

O e
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............
.........
R
............

to fight back.

The June 11 Conference on
Socialism and Full Employment,
called by the Socialist Campaign
Group Network (see page 14) of-
fers an opportunity to advance
this process.

Vote Labour, get active, and
step up the fight.
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What’s Left in

ON THE EVE of the
local government
elections Helen Shaw
spoke to expelled
Labour councillors
and Socialist Outlook
supporters STEVE
FRENCH and GREG
TUCKER about their
eightyearson
Lambeth council.

SO: You came onto the
council after the surcharge
of the Lambeth 31

following ratecapping in o

1986 — what’s your
assessment of the last
eight years? |

SF: In 1986 Labour candi-
dates in Lambeth were se-
lected on the basis of
willingness to fight the To-
ries. People got through by
giving weasel answers: with
“the first budget, cuts were
made. We've never sup-
ported a single Labour
budget because every one

contained cuts.

| don’t think we expected
things to go downhill so rap-
idly but after the ratecapping
defeat, even 40 councillors re-
fusing to implement Tory cuts
would have meant nothing
without a better balance of
forces nationally.

GT: When we came into of-
fice the party was linked to the
council through the local gov-
ernment committee (LGC) with
an expectation that councillors
would follow party strategy
“rather than act on individual
whims. " |

Now there’s no real commu-
nication between the council
leadership, the Labour Group
and the party. Our biggest po-
litical failure is our inability to
maintain that link.

SF: The rot really set in with
the suspension of the LGC, the
witch-hunt and the suspension
of 13 councillors. The party bu-
reaucracy came in so crudely
because we still had significant
support in the party.

GT: The amount of effort
and number of hours put in by
leading officers of the Labour
Party nationally to stop our in-
fluence, indicate some level of
success. Its not entirely nega-
tive.

Even in the last year we
have been able to lead success-
ful local campaigns. Despite
the witch-hunt and the infiux of
rightwingers we still have a
strong left in the Borough.

SO: Have there been
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Before the Lambeth surcharges in 1986: since then massive Tory attacks have shackled powers of councils

attempts to co-ordinate
with other left councillors?
What’s happened to the
left if that was the case?

SF: We tried to launch na-
tional initiatives — Council-
lors Against the Cuts and

Tthen Councillors Against the

Poll Tax — with some degree
of success. It was impossi-
ble, after the rate capping
defeat, to organise a dimin-
ishing band of left wing
councillors. |

GT: There are some begin-
nings, through the SCGN, of
work around a national forum
of councillors willing to work

with us. This indicates the -
party purge wasn’t completely

successful but also shows that

once confronted with the same
issues, some of these mainly
new councillors end up com-
ing towards us.

S0: What do you think will
happen after May 5? What
prospect is there is for a
fight for left policies in
local government?

SF: The idea of Labour

councillors playing a signifi-
- cant role in the council |

chamber to support strug-
gles outside is hardly on the
agenda. In Lambeth the new

Labour Group will be more

anti-trade union and will be
consciously planning at-

tacks.

Labour’s manifesto is incred-
ibly uninspiring. On local is-
sues like housing, a bold
policy for house building could
have a dramatic effect in mobi-

lising votes and support for left

wing ideas. This has been com-
pletely wasted. We'll see some
significant Labour gains but
pyrrhic victories.

GT: When we started there
was still an idea that you could

act locally. Not ‘islands of so-
cialism’, which we never

“agreed with, but at least pock-

ets of issues on which one
could deliver. |

That no longer exists and
certainly won't after this elec-
tion. Everything is reduced to
waiting for a general election
and ‘don’t rock the boat’ until it
takes place. This affects the
broader labour movement as
much as the Labour party and
L abour councils.

SF: People used to say the
Labour party leadership was
way to the right of the member-

“ship: now its way to the right

of society. A recent example is
the new housing legislation
which will make it no longer
necessary for councils to
house the homeless. There’s
been sod ali from Labour in
terms of any national cam-
paign. You're left with the
housing lobby — Shelter and
other campaigning organisa-
tions making the running.

High profile

GT: Before, we had high pro-

file campaigning around de-
fending local services
including highlighting what
services existed. Now we've
lost the whole idea of a social
service in the broad sense.
Public perception and expecta-
tion of their council’s role has
changed. People aren’t sure
what it does other than collect

- their rubbish and cost them

lots of money.
SF: It's criminal the way
Jack Straw MP has entered

~ this debate about whether La-

bour or Tory councils are
cheaper? He ignores the cen-
tral question of local govern-
ment funding and unequal
distribution of grants from cen-
tral government. Labour coun-
cils are more expensive and
Straw shouldn’t be embar-
rassed to say so.

Boroughs like Wandsworth
and Westminster get incredibly
high grant assessments. La-
bour councils with massive so-
cial needs have had their grant

cut with the burden falling on
working class people through
local taxation.

SO: Its a very negative
assessment. So why

should people vote

- Labour?

SF: It’s a class vote, and
come election time we're in
a united front with Labour
for all their faults. We don’t
agree with their programme
- its a bourgeois pro-
gramme but its a class vote.
We've always argued for
people campaigning against
the Labour council’s actions
to take that fight into the
party and unite with those
willing to fight. |
GT: Militant Labour are
standing in Lambeth. While we
agree with a large part of their
policies locally, in the longer
term they don’t present an al-
ternative around which you can
build a campaign against Tory
attacks. The best terrain to do
that is with a Labour council.

S0O: Many on the left
believe it’s all over in the
local government arena.
Should we be struggling to
get left candidates on the
council in four years?

GT: Being on the counci! is
not a task of managing the
local state — its a political fo-
rum. Local parties have to
campaign and fight around

“broader politics including in-

ternational, national and lo-
cal issues, and local
government issues within

those local issues.
We've always campaigned
to broaden the party and the

council out. Part of the charges '

against us were things like the
Gulf War meeting where there
was a broader political perspec-
tive to be injected. Even if local
government is totally closed
down, councillors only allowed
to set the budget once a year,
award the contracts and do
nothing else, we should still be
trying to force them to take a
broader political platform.
The trouble is that legisla-
tion has taken away real author-
ity from councils and given it
gither to quangos or the gov-

ernment directly.

SO: Your eight years as
councillors have come to
an end and you’ve been
thrown out of the Labour
party. What next?

GT: We haven't broken our
links just because the
party’s expelled us. We're
still trying to build and re-
cruit to the party and have

an influence on it. We have

to make sure our experience
is disseminated, not

wasted.
We still have some influ-
ence, we're still listened to and
| don’t believe the right can bot-
tie up the party in Lambeth. It
hasn’t been able to expel every-
body or destroy political de-
bate — that will continue.
Whether we're in the party

or not, whether we're allowed

to stand for the council again
or not | hope in four years time
we will still see people who

- agree with us stand on the left

policies we’ve argued for.
SF: It may sound arrogant
but as part of the balance
sheet, as individuals and as
supporters of Socialist Out-
look, we have in the bank a

strong base of support and re-
spect in the Labour movement.

- That won't evaporate on May 5.
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Merseyside

fighting back

Blackmail beats down

THE LAST deep mine In
South Wales has closed.
Miners at Tower colliery
voted to accept redundancy,
reversing an earlier decision

to fight closure.

The vote followed an un-
precedented week of ma-
noeuvring by British Coal. In
the words of one Tower miner,
‘If British Coal worked as hard
to keep the pits open as they do
to close them down, we’d all be
smiling.’

The events which unfolded
are as bizarre as they are tragic.
The first response by British
Coal was to try to undermine the
vote, by pressurising individual
miners to accept redundancy;
they even asked one coal-face

team to vote, as a team, on the

redundancy offer.

By next day management
were forced to accept this con-
travened review procedures and

all offers of redundancy were

withdrawn. It seemed the pit
was entering a lengthy review
period.

British Coal then announced

the pit would be kept open after
all, if miners accepted pay cuts
and increased production. In
one week their position had
changed from closing the pit,
because of lack of markets, to
keeping it open with increased
output! The NUM were given
48 hours to respond.

A 27 hour sit-in at the pit by
“Ann Clwyd MP began, with
Woman Against Pit Closures

lobbying the Welsh Office and

calling an impromptu demon-

stration at the pit gates.
" The following morning a re-

called NUM mass meeting re-

affirmed the decision to take the
pit into review. British Coal re-

sponded with a cynically
worded statement, announcing

they had decided to keep the pit
open after all.

This was widely reported by
local and national media as a
victory for the campaign.
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The sting in the tail was the
last sentence: ‘Men will be paid
fully in accordance with the 1n-
dustry’s collective agreements

- as regards basic grade rates and

the local agreements covering
incentive and bonus arrange-
ments’. | |

This sounded innocuous
enough but ‘basic grade rates’
meant re-grading most of the
men at the pit, affecting pay-
packets by £100 or more per
week as well as final redun-
dancy payments.

British Coal were asking the
men to lose a further £20,000 or
more on top of the £9,000 al-
ready sacrificed — for a pit that
wasn’t guaranteed a future be-
yond the next three monthly re-

Tower resistance

view.

redundancy terms. |

All the confusion and double
talking, along with the huge
loss of pay and redundancy
money, placed enormous pres-
sure on the miners. A further
mass meeting voted to accept
redundancy.

But as Phil White, chair of

Tower Lodge, pointed out: “The

- men didn’t close the pit, British

Coal did.’ )
The closure of Tower brings
to an end a remarkable history
of struggle and organisation in
the South Wales coalfield.
The South Wales Miner’s

Federation, which organised

250,000 miners at its peak, was

undoubtedly the finest collec-

tive endeavour of the Welsh

people this century. The South

Wales miners gave us the Min-
ers Next Step, one of the most
important documents of the
British working class.

The stay-down strikes of the
1930’s remain a vivid example
of the struggle against company
unionism. As a banner for the
‘Taff Merthyr’ prisoners- de-
clared: ‘You have suffered for a
principle. We are proud of you.’

We have every reason to be
proud of the Welsh miners and
to mourn their demise. Our task
is to affirm their history 1n the
face of those who would like it
quickly forgotten, to learn from
it, to prepare for the struggles
ahead.

- The NUM argued British!
~ Coal had no right to pull the pit
~out of the review procedure. .
- Being in the review would have *
protected all existing pay and -

By Glen Voris, St

Helens Trades Council

ON MONDAY April 18 Mer-
seyside FBU called a ballot
following threatened closure
of a Liverpool fire station.
The ballot proposed a series
of one hour strikes throughout
Merseyside, to be stepped up if

closure is not reversed. Results
are not yet known.

-~ Fire flghters on
the move

To give FBU members confi-
dence the Merseyside leadership
called a national demonstration
in Liverpool for Thursday April
14,

To the amazement of local and
national leaders over 8,000 FBU
members — more than a fifth of
the entire membership — partici-
pated.

After this show of strength
Merseyside FBU leaders are con-

- fident of a massive vote for de-

termined strike action.

Post Office
workers beat

antl-umon laws

200 workers walked out of
Coppras Hill Post Office
Sorting Depot, Liverpool,
on Tuesday April 12.

A supervisor had deliber-
ately provoked a deaf UCW
member by continually laugh-
ing behind his back hecause
of his disability. Harassment
was so bad that the UCW
member eventually threw a
punch.

Management nelther inves-
tigated the incident nor used
agreed Disputes Procedure.
They immediately suspended
the deaf worker, causing up-
roar in the sorting depot. After
a mass meeting the whole
work-force walked out, set-
ting up pickets at every gate.

Management used all the
anti-union laws at their dis-

“posal and on Thursday April

14 an injunction was served
on the union.

The UCW National Execu-
tive, frightened of losing their
precious funds, demanded
the branch immediately re-
turn to work. A mass meeting
decided unanimously to con-
tinue the illegal action.

Letters were piling up -

- there was no mail coming in
or out of Liverpool. Over halt
a million homes and busi-
nesses were affected. Man-
agement and local union
leaders had round after round
of talks without reaching
agreement.

Management tried to break
the strike by transferring mail
to other large depots. At Elles-
mere Port, Warrington and
Bolton workers refused to han-
dle scab mail. ..

After six days on strike, the
hranch decided to return to
work on Monday April 18.

Management reluctantly re-in- |

stated the suspended worker,
though he still faces a d|sc|pll-
nary hearing.

The branch made clear fur-
ther attempts to sack him
would result in more walk-
outs.

" This is the isrst time work-

ers have flouted the new anti- '-

union laws. It is a major
victory for the trade union
movement. By standing firm

~ and spreading action disputes

can be won despite manage-
ment intimidation and reac-
tionary union leaderships.
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EVEN MORE than
during the Gulf War,
there is a.current of
opinion W|th|n the
workers’ movement
which sympathises
with the call for UN
military action to halt
the Serbian
bombardment of
Bosnian ‘safe havens’.

Fed om a diet of media
coverage emphasising
the sheer barbarism of
the Serbian shelling of

hospitals and

defenceless civilian
targets in Gorazde,
many conclude that
there is no alternative
but for NATO or the
UN to strike back and
‘reach them a lesson’.

Here HARRY SLOAN
answers five possible
arguments for
supporting UN action,
and insists that the
only consistent policy
for socialists Is to call
for the arming of the
Bosnians to defend
themselves.

Q: Surely the NATO ultima-
tum, backed up by the

threat to mount air strikes
against the Serbs if they do

- not withdraw from Gorazde

is simply defending the
Bosnian muslims?

A: Far from defending the
Bosnian muslims, the UN
role has been actlvely to dis-
arm those living in enclaves

in Gorazde, leaving them
prey to the advancing Serbs.

Before the situation in

Gorazde hit the headlines,
disarmed muslim communi-

ties in Zvornik, Foca and
Visagrad had already fallen

in precisely this way.
The UN-imposed ‘peace’ m
Sarajevo similarly brought in
blue- beret ‘peacekeeping’
troops to impose the partition of

the city, enabling the Serbs to

move their heavy guns on the
Gorazde.

The UN’s ultimate objective
is not to defend the national
right of self determination for
Bosnia, but to secure a settle-
ment which carves up-the coun-

try between Serbia and Croatia.

Already the Bosnian govern-
ment, weakened by a ruthlessly-

imposed arms embargo, has

been forced into a deal with
Croatia which involved heavy
territorial concessions while of-
fering no security to the remain-
ing muslim enclaves.

The experience over three
years shows that the very last

people to be considered or de-

fended by the UN are the Bos-
nians.
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Five questions and answers on the
Bosnian crisis

International Workers Aid picketed Do wnmg Street against UN bombings

Q: But shouldn’t we punish

the Serbs for their brutal at-
tacks on unarmed civil-

jans? They pay no

Jttention to cease-fires or
- agreements: force is the

only language they under-
stand.

A: None of the decision-

making in this situation is
under any democratic con-

trol. It 1s not ‘we’, but our

government which is taking
action, and deciding on what
basis force should be used.
We have no say in this, and

- should not give any support

whatever to John Major’s re-
actionary government,

whose motives are very dif-

ferent from working people.

The most immediate 1mpact-
of any bombing of Serb posi-
- tions would be to reinforce the
position of Serbian leader

Milosevic and the Bosnian Serb
leadership, who would revel in
the situation.

In practice the governments

which favour air strikes are not.

so much proposing punishing
the Serbs as saving face, having
failed to deliver their previous
promises of protection.
Thetactic of air strikes is dan-
gerous in itself. As the Gulf War
showed, large numbers of

bombs will miss their intended

military targets and hit innocent
civilians. In Bosnia, there is a
real threat that Bosnian muslims
could themselves get caught in
the crossfire.

The probability is that the
Serbs who come under under air

bombardment will take reprisals
not against the well-armed and
technologically superior NATO

jets flying overhead, but against

unarmed Bosnian civilians on
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the ground. They might also be-
gin more systematic attacks on
unarmed UN-. forces — poten-
tially widening the war — or on
aid workers.

So while NATO planes

would probably return safely to

base, the fresh bloodshed trig-
gered by their raids would prob-
ably only have begun.

There is no way that the

population of Bosnia could be
defended against subsequent

Serbian revenge attacks, short
~ of a prolonged penod of occu- -
pation by a truly massive UN

~ force. |

This kind of open-ended
commitment — undesirable in
any case — is not even an option
for the UN, which has already
fallen thousands short of the
numbers of troops asked for by
General Rose, and which would
be rapidly left stranded if it were

- bogged down in an unwinnable

Vietnam-style situation.

Q: But the UN is only there
as a peacekeeping force,
not to take over. Surely its
authority must be upheld if
it is to be effective?

A: Who controls the UN?
Clearly the strings are pri-
marily pulled by the USA,
especially now, in the after-
math of the collapse of
Stalinism, when the destitute

Russian government is un-

able to use the treasury and
diplomatic levers open to the

-~ old USSR.

Not since the carnage of the
1950-54 Korean War was
passed off as a United Nations
effort has the UN been so com-
pletely subordinate to the de-
mands of imperialism.

US domination is reflected in

T

Sl

the fact that 500,000 troops with
state of the art weaponry were
air-hifted under UN banners to
protect oil supplies in the Gulf
by fighting Iraq, while the
slaughter in Bosnia — with no

strategic value to the USA — has

been met by a few F16s and a
complete absence of US ground
forces.

Under the UN flag, over

) 100,000 retreating Iragis were
-senselessly massacred by US-
led forces in what some de-

scribed as a ‘turkey-shoot’. The

indifference of the UN to human
suffering is underlined by the

timing of its w1thdrawal from
Rwanda. |
In practice, conceding some
kind of independent role for the
UN amounts to subscribing to

the concept of a ‘new world or-
der’, policed by the USA, with

license to kill — or to withdraw

as it sees fit.

Q: The Serbian policy of
ethnic cleansing is the lat-

ter-day equivalent of fas-

cism. Are you saying that
the international commu-

nity should sit back and
 watch these developments

in the heart of Europe?

A: There is no such thing as
an international community,
only governments and the

class interests.

What is being proposed is not
some kind of International Bri-
gade to lend enlightened prole-
tarian support to the Bosnians,
but a brutal blitzkrieg against
Serbian troops by 1mper1ahst
warplanes.

The British and US govern-
ments which now pose as oppo-
nents of ethnic cleansing have
been quite happy to do deals
with Pol Pot’s Kampuchean
Khmer Rouge, who slaughtered
millions in their brutal period of

rule.

We have to ask who claims to
speak for the international com-
munity, and which class inter-
ests they represent. It is clear
that the ruling classes in Europe
would be perfectly content to

strike a deal with the Serbs for
the permanent partition of Bos-

nia — provided only that they

could guarantee that the shoot- -
ing would stop, or be confined
to the 1nside pages of the press.

Q: At the end of the day, it

" is obviously an impossible

situation. How canyou

“deny it would be betterto -

save a few lives by inter-
vening now, than to leave
the Serbs to run riot and - -

massacre who they please? . .
At At the end of the day, the

only sure defence of the Bos-

‘nian muslims is to ensure

they are armed and supphed

to defend themselves.
This must be hnked to a soli-
darity effort aimed at strength-
ening anti-war movements and
left wing opposition to the
Milosevic regime in the Serbian

~working class.

The Bosnians have been
quite consciously left stranded
by imperialism, and would be
left stranded again once the air
strikes had concluded. They
have leamed the hard way how
foolish it would be to entrust
their fate to benevolent outsid-
ers. The British left must learn
this lesson too and redouble the
campaign to lift the arms em-
bargo.

]
The probability is that the Serbs who come
under under air bombardment will take
reprisals not against the well-armed and
technologically superior NATO jets flying
overhead, but against unarmed Bosnian

civilians on the ground.
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THE DESTRUCTION of
Gorazde by Serb
forces and the
impending human
catastrophe has
highlighted the
scandalous position of
the British left,
including most of the
far left, on the war in
Bosnia.

“The large scale ethnic

cleansing of Muslim

peoples and other
major atrocities
amount to some of
the greatest crimes
perpetrated in Europe
since the defeat of the
Third Reich.

In the first of two
articles ALAN
THORNETT and DAVE
PACKER discuss the

response of the
far-left to this crisis.
The next issue will
take up the debate
with sections of the
Labour Party left.

ACCORDING to Socialist
Worker, the arms embargo
against Bosnia must stay, be-
cause lifting it would make

the situation worse!

This is the astonishing con-
clusion the SWP draws from the
sight of the Bosnian army trying
to defend the 60,000 people in
Gorazde against 200 Serbian
tanks and 400 heavy guns with
rifles and hand guns.

Even now the SWP do not
agree that the Bosnians should
be given the basic right of self
defence. This is actually what
they said:

‘Lifting it [the embargo] now
would see the American and
Turkish governments rushing to
arm the Bosnian forces which
could spark a new spiral of arm-
ing all sides. Far from ending
the fighting, the war would take
on a new intensity as Muslim
soldiers sought to retake terri-
tory.” *

Yes indeed. People who have
their territory taken away often
fight to recover it — like the Pal-
estinians fight to recover Pales-
tine!

This 1s political confusion in
the extreme. Two thirds of Bos-
ma-Herzegovina is under Ser-
bian occupation, 200,000
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Bosnians are dead and 1.5 mil-
lion refugees. (Contrary to the
view of Serbid® apologists,

most of these people are vic-

tims of ethnic cleansing perpe-

trated by Serbian forces). And

yet the Socialist Workers Party
and the Militant still think this is
a ‘civil war’ between equally
reactionary nationalisms.

- Like Pontius Pilate they wash
their hands and shrug their
shoulders, and despite their
ever-so principled rejection of
all ‘nationalisms’ (which of

- course has nothing whatever to

do with Marxism), they at best,
abstain on the real interests of
the working class — to defend
their national rights.

This sectarian and pro-
foundly economistic approach
objectively ends up, by its pas-
sivity, aiding and abetting the
most reactionary and aggressive
chauvinism embodied in the
‘Greater Serbia’ project of
Milosevic, Karadzic and those
sinister forces even further to
their right!

Crass

Do they really think that
Karadzic and the Bosnian Serbs
are mdependent of Milosevic,
or that the Bosnian Serbs envis-
age some separate state to Ser-
b1a? Such a view would be crass
in the extreme.

Bosnia was a multi-ethnic
Republic and then an inde-

pendent state with proportional

representation of all ‘ethnic’

groups.
The vast majority had lived

without cultural or religious

conflict for many years, until
Milosevic declared for a Greater
Serbia and agitated and organ-
1sed, including planning insur-
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rection, for the Serb minorities
in Bosnia and Croatia to join it!

The war does not take place
on the soil of the Serbian Re-
public, it is a war of aggression
and territorial expansion perpe-
trated by the degenerate Serbian
bureaucracy, initially as a
means of holding on to power.
Once the war is over, those parts

of Bosnia and Croatia held by

the Serbs will become a part of
Serbia itself even if covered by
a federal camouflage.

An SWP member recently
claimed in a meeting that the
situation is ‘complicated’. This
is the typical response of many
in the workers movement who
do not understand the relation-
ship between the struggle for
national rights and the fight for

~ socialism, in other words, the

combined character of many
revolutions in our epoch.

To ignore the national ques-
tion, as many economistic
groups do, reducing everything
to simply ‘the workers versus
the boss’, is fatal. The national
question represents historically

-~ unfinished business and will al-

ways be used to divide the
working class, if we do not un-
derstand how to deal with it.
Marxists therefore always
defend national rights and the
rights of national minorities
within any state. But crucially,

we fight for the independent

working class to lead the nation,
against the chauvinist national
bourgeoisie and imperialism.

- This is why we support self-
determination for Croatia,
Slovenia, Macedonia, Kosovo,
Serbia and Bosnia, but oppose

the bureaucratic and pro-capi-
talist regimes who currently run
these Republics.

Many thmgs are comphcated
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in politics but the essentials of
this particular war are in fact
quite simple: Croatia, Slovenia,
Macedonia and Serbia are his-
toric nations and Bosnia, a dis-
tinct political-cultural entity,
was granted this same status un-
der Tito. They all have the right
to self-determination. In fact it
was formally written into the
1974 Tito Constitution.

The Greater Serbian project
denied these national and demo-
cratic rights and invaded and oc-
cupied two of its next door
states. This outrage only stimu-
lated the growth of right wing
nationalism in Croatia in par-
ticular.

The issue is not whether the
borders were just; a genuinely
socialist Yugoslavia would
have resolved conflict in the
only possible way, through the
democratic process and work-
ers’ democracy. The Bosnian

people were denied this by the

Serbian government, who

launched a naked war of aggres-

sion.

Mixed ethnicity

The peoples of Bosnia, a
huge proportion of whom are of
mixed ethnicity and inter-mar-
ried, and want the right to live

together, have the democratic
right to liberate themselves and

determine their own future.
That 1s not so complicated.
Without recognising these
rights there will be no class
unity. For Marxists its ABC.

In any case where does So-

cialist Worker think the ‘Bos-
nian Serbs’ get their tanks and
their SAM missiles from?
How come the ‘Bosnian
Serbs’ have these and not the
Bosnian government? The an-

Swer 1s not very dlfﬁcult ~ they
came from Serbia! |
From the beginning the Serbs
were armed from the arsenals of
the Yugoslavian army who

handed over heavy weapons to -

them, other caches were seized
in planned raids.

The International Workers

Aid (IWA) film, ‘From Timex
to Tuzla’ interviewed front line
members of the Tuzla miners
brigade, a proudly working
class and multi-ethnic force,
who possessed only small arms
and were limited to ten bullets
each!
As everybody but the British
SWP and Militant knows, the
arms embargo 1s only effective
against the Bosnians! It is a
UN/imperialist policy aimed at
forcing the Bosnians to the ne-
gotiating table and surrendering
to cantonisation. .

This 1s Hurd’s ‘level killing
fields’ argument all over again.
It 1s also the argument of West-
ern governments that the impor-
tant thing is ‘peace’. But who
are ‘we’, and who are Socialist
Worker to propose such an un-
just ‘peace’ for the Bosnian peo-
ple?

We don’t say to the Palestini-

ans that the most important

thing is peace and that they
should forget the recovery of
their country.

Spanish resistance

The left correctly defended
the Spanish Republic in the

1930s. They did not say that less
people would have died if the
Republic had had even less arms

and had mounted no resistance

to Franco. Nor did we say that
the NLF in Vietnam should not

be armed because it would make

the situation worse!

The arguments of Socialist
Worker and even the Militant
(who, after their debates on the
Scottish question, should know
better) are nothing less than a
rationalisation for political con-
fusion and bankruptcy on the
national question in ex-Yugo-
slavia. They are a typical prod-

uct of crass workerism and

economisin.
Itistrue that Socialist Worker

opposes imperialist interven-

tion into the region. That’s
good, but utterly confused as
well — since they are in favour
of the imperialists continuing to
enforce their arms embargo!
We, along with IWA, are in
favour of the right of Bosnia to
survive and the lifting of all im-
perialist/UN embargos, includ-

ing those against Serbia, which

only devastate the lives of the

workers there, further feeding

right wing nationalism.

Stop the bombing, Imperi-
alist troops out of the Balkans,
Lift the arms embargo!
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