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JOHN MAJOR has won
8 cross-party Commons support

for his pledge to dispatch
6,000 more British troops to
Bosnia: but far from being a
policy for peace, this is a
recipe for escalating violence.

The new forces to be sent, as part of
a new ‘rapid response’ unit under joint
UN/NATO control, will not be unarmed
peace-keepers or deliverers of
humanitarian aid: they will be
heavily-armed troops ready and willing
to kill people.

They will go in part to retaliate for the
humiliation of seeing hundreds of
British, French and other UN forces
being taken hostage by Bosnian Serbs.

But the British troops will be almost

| as impotent to shape events as were

their blue-helmeted colleagues. Short
of the deployment of truly massive
military force — far bigger than any force
that could be assembled by NATO or
the UN - any troops on the ground will
be vulnerable to the Bosnian Serbs -
and potentially to the Croatians and
Bosnians.

In the worst case scenario they
might have to fight their way in - and

then eventually fight their way out

again. The NATO plan to withdraw even
the existing troops from the area
involves the deployment of a massive

- 50,000 troops.

There are wide divisions between the

| - key govemments on precusely what the
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UN intervention was no solution for masses in the Gulf, and is no sohﬁion in Bosnia

troops should do when they arrive, and
how long they are supposed to stay.

The US is urging on the Europeans,
and offering to loan them aircraft, but
wisely rejecting any involvement in what
could be a prolonged, costly and hugely
unpopular war. France vacillates
between gung-ho calls to ‘punch a
corridor through to Sarajevo’ and
threatening to withdraw altogether.

All eyes are on the ambiguous
tactics of Russia, which wants western
loans but supports the Serbians. But if
the others pull out, there is a lingering

danger of a Turkish intervention on the |

Bosnian side, triggering a possible
Greek alliance with Serbia. Even as the
British prepare to step in, Douglas Hurd

P ot it Ll St st g T e ey | 4‘_1'-.- e b i i S o __-,_; e b g 3 - g B! =2 Ny z v [ -,
= A0 S R S i L-_ = P s A e L Tl s e e g T e e T e T P == O Bl B R R g T
: 3=, 2 ¥ A Sl . L i 3

. = 3 (EHE . =P e 3

has warned that the whole exercise
could end in failure.

Of course those who have urged
more drastic NATO air-strikes and
military retaliation, especially against
the brutality of the Bosnian Serb army,
will hope that this external force will
strike only against the Serbs.

For some, like those Bosnians
trapped in the beleagured enclaves, it
is understandable that any intervention
allegedly on their behalf could be seen
as a lesser evil.

But this is an illusion. Only the
Bosnian people themselves can
guarantee the existence and
democracy of Bosnia-Herzegovina.
Nobody else can or will do it for them.
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JUNE 24 Day of Actions

ag amst racist risons

The Bosnian army has already begun
to show that it is able to defend itself.
Its early successes after the end of the
winter cease-fire created a degree of
panic among the Bosnian Serbs -
leading to their new tactic of
hostage-taking and pressure

It is vital for Bosnia that the embargo
on arms supplies, which has hit them
much harder than Serbia or Croatia, is
immediately lifted.

Extornal force

No democratic or just solution can
be imposed through the external force
of NATO guns: the UN line-up is more
against the Bosnian people than itis

against Bosnian Serbs.

Indeed any new UN/NATO ground
forces would be committed to uphold
the partition of Bosnia-Herzegovina -
and this means defending existing
battle lines against any attempt by the
Bosnians to roll back the Serbian and
Croatian forces and recapture their own
lost territory.

The military build-up favoured by
John Major, Tony Blair and Paddy
Ashdown threatens to trigger new
disasters for Bosnia's long-suffering
people.

It will not bring self-determination,
but will seek to consolidate a brutal
carve-up of the most multi-ethnic and
secular of the republics of
ex-Yugoslavia, bringing the danger of a
new wave of ethnic cleansing.

No troops to Bosnia. Lift the arms
embargo!
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~Bosnia: no
|UN solution!

THERE IS still no way out
of the Bosnian crisis
through a foreign mili-

tary intervention.
Although an atmosphers

~ of sharing out spheres of in-

fluence hovers over ex-Yugo-
siavia and the Balkans none
of the great powers wants
gither a Balkan war or hostil-
ity with Yeltsin’s Russia. Rus-
sia for its part wants to play a
world role without opposing
the West’s basic choices.
Each imperialist power
seeks its own privileged alli-
ances - the US wants to look

- good in the eyes of the Mus-

lim world and Turkey; Ger-
many has supported the
anti-Serb logic of the US and
Slovenian and Croatian inde-
pendence; France and Britain
have wagered on a strong
Serbian government of
Milosevic in the hope that he
will ally with Tudjman and
break with the Croatians and
Bosnian Serbs.

But none of the imperialist
powers wants to lose any
troops in a quagmire where

they see no vital strategic in-

- terest for themselves. This

explains NATO’s gestures,
and the simmering conflicts
between the powers with
forces on the ground.

NATO and the UN have be-
comercompletely discred-
ited, faced with the tragedy
of civilian populations held
hostage and appeals from
the war’s main victims for

the Serb and Croat national-
ist parties.

The Bosnian Serb SDS
and its Chetniks, and the Bos-
nian Croat HDZ and its HVO
militias, each built a state
beginning in the spring of

- 1992. Each was backed by its

“mother” republic and its ar-
mies. ,
Bosnia’s multi-ethnic so

clety was weakened from
T

Our defence of multi-ethnic Bosnia-
Herzegovina aims at reaffirming
coexistence and counteracting attacks
being made on those traditions

military intervention.

The war in Bosnia-Herze-

govina is the resuit of plans
to partition the republic

“thought up by Serbian Presi-

dent Milosevic and Croatian
President Tudjman before
the war.

These schemes were
taken up by the so-called
“peace plans™ and carried
out in Bosnia-Herzegovina by

within by the arrival of the
three nationalist parties in
power and the goal of re-Is-
lamicising the Muslims pur-
sued by the SDA and the
Bosnian President Izethe-
govic himself, particularly in

the rural areas.

These political circum-

- stances exacerbated the in-
“ternal polarisation in

Bosnia-Herzegovina between

those who remained commit-
ted to the state, with its
mixed identity, and those -
Serbs and Croats who turned
toward nationalist projects.

The greater crisis of the
state thus directly affects
Bosnain society: the war is
both a foreign aggression
against Bosnia-Herzegovina
and a civil war that is tearing
the republic apart.

Even with no guarantee of

success, in the context of an
offensive by all the reaction-
ary forces, our defence of a
multi-ethnic Bosnia-Herze-
govina aims at reaffirming
the traditions of coexistence
and counteracting all the at-
tacks being made on those
traditions.

We aim to support and de-
velop resistance against all
policies of ethnic cleansing

wherever it is perpetrated.

e Taken from “Against the

Ethnic Partition of Bosnia-

Herzogovina: The Struggle
Continues” March 1995
resolution of the USFI.

spring day. A perfect day
for a stroll.

~Many young people meet
here; they have no money or
opportunity to do anything
else. Discotheques are closed,
there are no other amuse-
ments. As always, the centre of
activity is Kapija, an old
square, which is filled with
people, most of them between
18 and 25 years old. There is

no indication that a disaster is

about to happen.

Six people are studying
Bosnian in the HCA office.
Around 9pm there is a big
bang. Everybody drops to the
floor. Panic. Seconds later,
you can hear the screaming,
the moaning. People come in
to the office, most ofthem hys-
terical.

A girl -is brought in,
wounded in her left leg. Fortu-
nately it is not severe. She’s
been lucky. -

Slowly information drips in.
A grenade fell in the middle of
Kapija. A grenade, fired by the
Bosnian Serbs on Mount Ma-
jevica twenty kilometres east
of Tuzla.

- Reaction

The shelling is the reaction
of the Bosnian Serbs to the
bombing of Pale by NATO
forces. - |

The number of casualties is
not immediately clear. Ten,

maybe even twenty people
and many more
wounded. But, afteroneanda

dead,

half hours, when | have gath-
ered enough courage to ook
outside, | can easily see that
these are low estimates.

Kapija is covered with white
sheets, drenched with blood,
which are used to cover the
dead. | count at least forty of
them.

Hundreds of people come
hoping to find their children,

friends, relatives among the
wounded. Many find them
among the dead.

Pain
In the morning the pain is

even worse. Slowly realisation
comes: a huge part of Tuzla's
and Bosnia’s future has been

killed. TV Tuzla reports 65
deaths and over 100 wounded, -
almost all between 18 and 25.
The city is picking up the
pieces. The atmosphere is of
dejection and helplessness.
The international commu-
nity is neither able nor willing

to protect Bosnian civilians.
The UN-declared ‘Safe Areas’

~ are not safe at all. All of them
‘were shelled last night.

But the arms embargo de-
nies the Bosnian Muslims the
ability to defend themselves.

If the international commu-
nity is not willing to use force
against Karadzic, the only so-
lution is lifting the arms em-

“bargo, even though there

might be repercussions on
UNPROFOR troops or civilian
targets. -

This would at least give the

Bosnian Muslims a fair chance

to defend themselves, and
maybe it will convince the Bos-
nian Serbs that they have to

- find a diplomatic solution. The

Bosnian Muslims have more
manpower, and if they have
the appropriate weapons they
might be able to deter the Bos-
nian Serbs.

The Bosnian Muslims, like
most other Bosnians, don't
want this war. They would like
to live again as they have done
for centuries: Muslims, Croats

~and Serbs together, as neigh-

bours, as colleagues, as
friends. |

By Roland Rance

FOLLOWING the shelling

of Tuzla by Bosnian Serb

forces, International Work-

| ers’ Aid received several

faxes from contacts in
Tuzla. We print an eye-wit-

ness account from a west-

ern aid worker.

IWA also received copies
of faxes sent by Tuzla’s
mayor, Selim Beslagic, to the
UN Security Council. After
describing the massacre, he

wrote:

“Tonight parents of Tuzla
were collecting parts of their
children’s bodies on the
streets of Tuzla.... there is no
dilemma any more - the UN’s
inaction participated in this
crime. |

“If after this terrible crime
you again stay silent; if after
this you do not act using force
as the only legal way left to
protect innocent people from
Karadzic Serbs’ crimes, then
without any doubt you were
and stay on the side of evil,
darkneéss and fascism. . .

“There is only one possible
action. You must bomb the ar-

tillery positions on the hills
around Tuzla. You must bomb
all the heavy weapons posi-
tions of Bosnian Serb fascists
in Bosnia. |

“If you do not, there will be
no difference between you and
the killers of our children
here.”’

Although we share Mayor

- Beslagic’s contempt for the

UN Security Council, we op-
pose any attacks by NATO or
the UN in ex-Yugoslavia.
Any such attacks would
enable the Serbian forces to
portray themselves as victims
of imperialist aggression, they

would encourage war-mania
and chauvinist racism in our
own countries, and they
would be designed to impose
one or other of the west’s
‘peace plans’ (ie carve-ups) in
Bosnia.

Every intervention which
has led to a worsening of the
situation for the people of
Bosnia, as well as for the

forces of opposition within -
Serbia itself.

The governments which
control NATO and the UN al-

ways supported the division

of Bosnia along ethnic lines.
They legitimised the racist

Why we oppose UN/NATO attacks

project of Greater Serbia.

Their so-called ‘peace
plans’ have all been designed
to formalise this project. Any
armed intervention which
they carry out now is not in
defence of the people of Bos-
nia, but merely to protect their

own troops and to save face.

The imperialist govern-

ments, alongside Russia, be-

lieve that they have the right
to carve up the world and its
peoples. They are the primary
allies of the forces of ethnic

cleansing and the division of

Bosnia. o
Socialists and opponents of

imperialism must oppose the
imperialist intervention, and
argue that the ‘international
community’ can play no pro-
gressive role in Bosnia or
anywhere else in the world.
We call for their immediate
withdrawal from the Balkans.

We also demand an end to
the arms embargo, to enable
the people of Bosnia to de-
fend themselves, their fami-

* lies and communities, against

the murderous policies of eth-
nic cleansing and genocide

- being carried out by the

forces of Greater Serbia.
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WHEN Tony Blair was
crusading for the abandon-
ment of Clause Four, he de-
scribed the votes in his

‘support as votes ‘for
~ change’.

But one of the reasons
Blair and his right wing co-
thinkers found Clause Four so
unacceptable was that it re-
flected an aspiration for deep-
going change - from the
profit-driven free market sys-

“tem of capitalism, to a system

based on social ownership
and distribution of wealth.

The Clause now dumped
into the dustbin of history, Mr
Blair has begun setting out his
stall, parading his deeply un-
attractive variety of ‘post-so-
cialist’ economic policy.

In place of the promise of
change, there 1s a pledge of no
change at all - ever.

In his Mais lecture on May |

22 Blair spelled out the main

features of the policies he

hopes to implement in gov-
ernment.

To most observers from

right and left alike the speech
was a lengthy statement of ca-
pitulation to the market eco-
nomics of Thatcher and
Major, a prior commitment to
bankers and bosses at home

and abroad that a Labour gov-

ernment would change noth-
ing of substance.

- The right wing press
lapped it up. The Financial
Times editorial was fulsome
in its praise:

“Does Mr Blair look like a
credible manager of the econ-
omy? The answer is that he
does.” |

One reason is because he
sees the Tory point of view

WHO IS writing Tony
Blair’s speeches?

Commentators scrutinis-
ing the politics on offer have
seized on numerous possible
answers in the last few
weeks, ranging from unsa-
voury Tory politicians to
Bank of Engiand governor Ed-
die George.

On law and order, Mi-

ch-.el Howard seems to sup-

ply a first draft for Blair to
toughen up; on Bosnia Blair
simply cribs“from John Ma-
jor’s notes.

But on the question of
Europe the possibie ring of
authors is widened: accord-
ing to the Times, Blair’s
most recent policy statement
was “The speech that
Douglas Hurd would like to
have been able to deliver”.

But the author could have
been one of many: the Times

Will the

more easﬂy than that of his

own Party’s members:

‘“...0One of Mr Blair’s most
attractive characteristics is his
willingness to recognise
where his opponents were
right and his own side
wrong.”’

So keen is Blair to do this
that many may wonder which
side he was actually on in the
1980s, when the Thatcherite
anti-union laws which he new
praises were being introduced
against the muted opposition
of Neil Kinnock’s Labour
leadership.

Avid

So avid an exponent is
Blair of tighter monetary con-
trols, condemning the Tories
for being too soft on inflation,
that even Will Hutton of the

Guardian complains that his

speech could almost have

~ ‘been written by Bank of Eng-
~ land governor Eddie George

or by the head of the IMF.
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What we think

“You'll get no change
~out of that Tony Blair

- modified Thatcherism.”

But by discarding any no-
tion of socialism or the tradi-
tional Keynesian economics
which have informed most
post-war Labour policies and
embracing Tory market ideol-

ogy, Blair has now effectively -

painted himself into a corner.
Labour, which has tradi-
tionally appealed for and won
votes as a reformist party, is
now unable to offer serious
reforms of any substance,
since any far-reaching
changes would require eco-
nomic policies which Blair
has categorically ruled out.
He boasts that his govern-
ment would set a ‘target for
inflation’, and effectively al-
low a remodelled Bank of

'England to dictate monetary

policy. But he would not set
any corresponding target for

‘new jobs, for improvement in

welfare state services, or in-
creased living standards for
working people.

He rebukes the Tories for

0
Blair’s policy of ont-Torying the Tories is
a recipe for confrontation with the

unions, demoralisation of Labour’s
supporters, and rapid decline in the new
government’s popularity

And so anxious is Blair to

. appease Tory voters and busi-

ness chiefs by displaying his
hostility to public spending —
promising public borrowing
would only be for investment
and not for any improvement
or expansion in the welfare
state — that the FT comments
that his speech “looks little
different from Mr Major’s

“haviour’

-

placing ‘far too much faith in
the benign and self-correcting
nature of private sector be-
’, but, as his new
Clause Four and now his eco-
nomic policy have spelled
out, Blair himself labours un-
der the delusion that a “part-
nership’ can be established
between the private and pub-
lic sectors, and that the ngours

estimates that Tory cabinet
Europhiles “probably agree
with 90 percent of the Labour
leader’s lecture™.

Possible suspects also in-
clude the leadership of the
German Social Democratic
Parly — and even the German
Chancellor Helmut Kohl: “His
six-point programme could

-easily have been formulated
by Herr Kohl’s European

speech-writers”’.

There is no doubt that
Blair’s brand of politics is
even more popular among
the European bourgeoisie
than it is among British
bosses.

. Blair was speaking on
May 30 to an audience of
several hundred people in
Bonn. Appropriately for its
right wing content, the
speech was delivered in the

‘Friederich Ebert Foundation

real author

building, named after the no-
torious right wing German
SDP leader, who with
Scheidemann and Noske pre-

e e e

Nothing for pensloners under Blair s tight money policy

of competition and the market
can somehow work to the
benefit of all rather than the
profit of the wealthy few.

A refusal to spend more or
borrow money - or to raise
taxes —ties L.abour to many of
the domestic policies which

‘have made tbe Tories so un-

popular. No social pro-
grammes could be financed
until and unless the capitalist
economy starts to grow.
Don’t hold your breath
waiting: the same policies
have left John Major’s gov-
ernment groping for several
years for signs of green shoots

of recovery.
If Blair ruled the world,

pensioners could expect no

improvement in benefits;
school cuts this year and next
would remain in place; stu-
dent grants would decline fur-
ther; hospital closures and
NHS waiting lists would in-

sided over the repression of
the post WW1 German revo-
lution and the murder of so-
cialists Rosa Luxemburg and
Karl Liebknecht.
The burden of Blair’s
speech was Labour’s total
‘commitment to closer links
with the bosses’ European
Union, and in particular with
its dominant driving force,
the German bourgeoisie.

Maastricht

He promised thata La-
bour government would im-

mediately sign up to the EU’s

social chapter, implying a
complete acceptance of the
remainder of the Maastricht
Treaty, which imposes dras-
tic restrictions on public
spending and borrowing.
Blair is also committed -
with reservations - to sup-

crease; the rigid limit on pub-
lic sector pay would continue,
squeezing the living standards
of five million workers ...

The depressing list of li-

abilities flowing from Blair’s
policy of out-Torying the To-
ries goes on and on. It is a
recipe for confrontation with

the unions, demoralisation of

Labour’s supporters, and
rapid decline in the new gov-
ermnment’s popularity.

Not so new

Blair of course claims that
this old and tested formula for
failure is the ‘new economics’

of ‘New Labour’: but the line -
~ is anything but new.

Similar policies of abject
capitulation to the laws of the
capitalist market brought the
disgrace and split of the first
Labour government under
Ramsay MacDonald in 1931.

The post-war Attlee gov-

Iease stand up?

port for a single European
currency: all this is music to
the ears of European bosses
irritated by John Major’s vac-
illation.

Small wonder that, as So-
cialist Outlook and now the

 Times have pointed out,

Blair is now the first choice
of many EU leaders as the
next Prime Minister, and
they are planning to post-

“pone the end of the ‘Maas-

tricht I’ Inter Governmental
Conference until after the
next election.

How much lower can he
get? With the Europhiie To-
ries envying his stance on
one side and Thatcher prais-

ing him as the greatest thing

for Labour since the disas-
trous Hugh Gaitskell, it
seems the only people not
happy with Tony are the
working class.

ernment squandered its land-

. slide victory by implementing

only tinkering reforms de-
signed to patch up British
capitalism and sustain it as an
imperialist power — at the ex-

- pense of the working class.
And Harold Wilson’s two

periods of government foun-
dered not on his excess of
radicalism or profligate pub-
lic spending, but on his at-
tempts to sustain the value of

sterling and smash the unions

in the 1960s, and Denis
Healey’s capitulation to the
IMF and conflict with public

sector unions in 1976-9.
The reality is that it is the

system itself, and not the day-

to-day policies of govern-
ments, which has led to the
present impasse of mass un-
employment, the huge and

widening gulf between rich-
“and poor, employed and un-

employed.
Conflict

Any government commit-
ted to maintaining this system
is committed to conflict with
those exploited by it.

Many of those union bu-
reaucrats whose block votes
against Clause Four set up the
coming confrontation will
have to contend with the an-
ger of members forced to fight
a government they are being
told will solve their problems.

As Blair toughens up his
fight for Tory policies, the
challenge is for the left to or-
ganise throughout the labour
movement to fight back.

That’s- why the June 17
conference ‘Socialist Policies
for a Labour government’,
supported by the Clause Four
campaign, the Socialist Cam-
paign Group and Tribune is
especially important.

Socialists have no choice
but to step up the fight.
They’ll get no change out of
Tony Blair.

JvidoLlias
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Students [i-
beat backi::
the right

+#| Barclays

’vﬁBank
1 gots

offensive

By Dave Carter

A SECRET contingency
plan by Barclays shows
how worried the bank is
by the threat of a second
one-day stoppage. The
plan includes threats to
sack strikers, to with-
draw staff loans and to

It was organised as a single
issue united front coalition
and centred on mass action. It
was also democratically or-
ganised. |

The turning point of the
conference was probably
Clive Lewis’ speech. It was a

By Anthony Brain

ON MAY 30 the left won
the big battle in defence of
free state provided:- educa-
tion. At the National Union

Students can give a I_ea {o the labour movement

of Students one day special : . been allowed the right to ex- a national conference of the ents and governors if we are .
conference it defeated a ;::atir(l)(l)ln call for international press opinions and all deci- campaign on June 17. This  to construct a powerful mass phg:loora P:ll P'ctk_its- "

: . " , sions taken by majority votes.  was the first time anyone had  movement. € 0ne-0ay strixe on may
right wing proposal on After- declaring the need ' 30th stunned the bank. It was

education funding.
This is the first time in

for coordinated protest with
students in France, Germany

It was. a shame therefore
that at the conference fringe
meeting Socialist Outlook

heard of it. There had been no

consultation.
Socialist Outlook urged

Now we have to forge in-
ternational links and build for
aone day mtematxonal day of

called by the normally docile
in-house union UNIFI (for-

'years that the right has been  and other European countries mallv the Barclavs arou
defeated. The vote went he received a standing ova- fanl:lSWP Sposkon were not $nt3;: :(f:éh e campaign tht: pm,;,? N trugeles of students staﬁlvunion) and ::pgporlzd by
60:40in favour of the rightto  tion. - iy ¢ PACE campaign agains © strugg es Of SWACHIS g Ty affiliated BIFU.
free education. . Un to mow the densocrscy Things got even worse at  school cuts. | can act as a cgtalykt to mol?l- The action was nominally |
The left was able to make  of the free education cam- the second meetmg - com- It 1§ 1mportagt to bnng.thf; lise the working class and its against the 2.75% imposed | |
these gains largely becauseof  paign has been one of its rades frczm ‘the Alliance for orgamsed.workmg. class into  allies against the austenty on-  pay deal, but was a vehicle for -
the free education campaign.  strengths. All tendencies have Workers’ Liberty announced  play and link up with the par- slaught of capitalism. staff to vent their anger at job E
' - ' losses at a time of record prof- :
its. It was an important blow
against the macho manage- S
ment slyle of Chief Executive |

Martin Taylor, who has never |

' worked in a bank in his life.
Barclays staff have a

reputation for being the most |
| “moderate” of the clearing |
LABOU R'S caused a backlash Forthe | = . So now any woman se-  whatever their gender. ~ banks’ employses so their o

Does it makes any differ- ~action should not be under- ]

lected and elected from a

National ExecutiVe
is trying to impose
allwoman
shortlists of
parliamentary
candidates on
Constituency
Labour Parties in
some marginal

- constituencies.

Here JANE KELLY

Blair team, getting more
women candidates is a ques-
tion of image, not politics.
From the right has come
the excuse that it will be hard
for a woman to win “in this

area’”’. Some women argue

the old story of I wouldn’t
want to be™ selected except on
my own merits”’

In the face of these preju-
dices the leadership’s decision
seems laudable. Some of those
CLPs which are marginals,

women-only shortlist will
not be dependent on, or an-
swerable to, any of the
women’s structures in the

Party. If she gets elected as a

result of the leadership’s im-
position of a shortlist, she will
not feel answerable to the
CLP either.

We should be opposed to

any imposition on a CLP by

the leadership, and support
the fight against it — not to

ence that Harriet Harman is a
woman? The supports the

leadership down theline,only |

raises women’s issues within
that framework, and doesn’t
even fight for £specific mini-
mum wage even though it
would especially benefit
women. |

Feminists should be fight-

ing for policies that give -

women more power. better

jobs with equal pay, the right

opposes the kely to be won by Labour at  prachn poetea-pur wnay  take the party to court, butto  to choose free, safe, abortion .
imposing of the next election, should be set - win the argument within both  and contraception, access to N
P g ) ) about the politics? . frordable ) Thabankclaims only 200
shortlists aside for women to win by hav- . | - the unions and the party. affordable housing, proper branches were closed, but this

I ing a woman-only shortlist. At ~ Ship changed its mind: | levels of benefits from the Uesie big Success as i is
WHILE socialists should the same time, we support the ~ Clearly there is embarrass- No politics state for single others. Today o atialy gasy to provide 2
Suppbﬁ the nght Of Con_ democratjc ﬂght of CLPs to ment at ’the plt.lfUl number of This is es pec i a]]y the case Only left Wlng women will coumer semce wim a handful
stituency Lab Parti choose whom it wants as its Wwomen Labour MPs: but when Emilv’s list. simply a fight for these thlngs inside of managers or a few scabs.

y Labour e candidate. there is no desire in the Blair , y 7 p’y the Labour Party. The strike was the most solid
(CLPs) to select from an N : version of the ‘all-party’ at-

. Ironicall the early <camp.to give Labour women We should also fight at-
all list. the real task onically in the carly : R tempt to get 300 women MPs g in the large computer centres
all-woman list, therealtask 19805 Labour opposed all-  effective organisation and in the 1980s. takes no account _ t2cks on the Labour Women’s  which control the cash ma-
Is to select a left-wing can-  plack shortlists, especially ~ PoWwer. . of the politics of the candi-  Conference. chine network. These are pre-
didate. when the unofficial Labour The attacks on :’;‘?m;’nds  dates Only with greater power dominantly organised by BIFU.
i 151 | i tructures, up t 3 . ] ithi il- |
It is not surprising that the  Party Black Sections was on ~ Structures, up to and inclu Politics is the point. We are within the party, and the abil It is the spread of new

dictat by Labour’s leadership
— that some CLPs must se-

the rise, even though there
were no black MPs at the

ing Labour Women’s Confer-
ence, are evidence that

not in favour of just any

ity to link up with women in
trades unions and campaigns,

technology that is enabling '
the banks to shed so many

.
[ —

lect their candidate from a  time. left-wing women in the party V' omnah c.:andld?te. A .r;ght- will Labour’s women MPs be -i0bS. Ironically it is the work-
woman-only shortlist - Why has Labour’s leader-  are seen as a threat. winger is a right-winger, held accountable. -ers in these “high tech facto-
' ' ries”’ which now have the
power to bring the bank to a
standstill.

This is why the bankis
forced to threaten dire conse-
quences against strikers, yet
at the same time claim the
dispute was a failure.

The mood may spread to
other banks. They could he

Islington council child care scandal: the truth behinad the headlines

Blame Hodge, not equal opportunities!

incidence” that a number of  review its whole equal oppor-

riod when Margaret Hodgeran  services were organised.

HOME NEWS

A REPORT has made

damning allegations
against Islington council’s
management of its child-

care services.
The report by Oxfordshire’s
Director of Social Services is

neighbourhood structure re-

sulted in lack of specialist

management and lax scrutiny
of child care issues.
During this period the

NALGO branch repeatedly

warned Hodge that the struc-
ture she had invented would

not work. Her only response

- organised social services.

Some of the recommenda-
tions of the report are ex-
tremely worrying.

It is stated that over a pe-
riod of twenty years, more
than 32 staff have been guilty
of some extremely serious al-

ality to paedophilia and
blames the council’s equal op-
portunities policy for creating
a climate in which managers
were afraid to discipline black
and gay male staff.

All of this has led to a mas-

sive media attack on Islington

As the national Labour

leadership continues to clothe

itself in Tory policies, the To-
ries and the press will become
increasingly desperate to find
issues on which they can go
on the attack.

- Inthis context, Labour’s lo-
cal authority equal opportuni-

By Brian Gardener, | the council. Following publication ofan  these were from ethnic mi-  tunities policy. next as demoralisation
 lslington UNISON Her squeezing of social - extremely critical reportbythe  norities or gay men. | The national relevance of amongst the staff at all banks
HAY Braneh services into a decentralising  social services inspectorate in It panders to popular preju-  these issues cannot be under- is at an all time high.
' 1994, the council belatedly re-  dices by equating homosexu-  estimated. The banks created staff as-

sociations to try to stop the
spread of trade unionism
~amongst their workforce.

It is high time that the

leadership of the staff asso-
ciations in Barclays, Lloyds
and Nat West responded
positively to the call from
BIFU for a single, united fi-

an overview of 13 previous in-  was that “professional issues”  legations, including the sexual  and its culture of “political cor- nance trade union.

quiries. Many of the allega-  were of noconcernforatrade and psychological abuse of  rectness”. ties policies are a sitting That would really give the
tions contained within it are  union, and that it was entirely  children in care. The response of the pre-  target. Union members must gmployers something to

not new, and relate to the pe-  for councillors to decide how It states “it cannot be aco-  sent council leadership is to  be ready to defend them. . worry about.




by Harry Sloan

JUST AS predicted by
teaching unions — and by
Education Secretary Gil-
ltan Shephard - up to
10,000 teaching jobs are
set to disappear as a result
of the swingeing cuts in
education budgets across

the country.

A survey by the Associa-
tion of Teachers and Lectur-
ers has identified 4,600
threatened redundancies in
schools - to which must be
added the thousands of posts

being shed through early re-

tirement and the non-renewal

of temporary and short-term
contracts.

‘Needs budgets’

Pressure is being piled on
those head teachers and
-school governors who have
- stood out against cuts and
opted for ‘needs budgets’: but
some are still standing firm.

Amid this evidence that
the mobilisation of tens of
thousands of parents, gover-
nors, teachers and school stu-
dents earlier this year has

failed to stem the tide of cuts,
the temptation is to despair:
but the Fight Against Cuts in
Education (FACE), which

brought 15,000 onto the

March 25 demonstration in
London, is digging in and
fighting on.

The Tories paid a heavy
electoral price on May 4 for
their pig-headed insistence
on forcing home the cuts in
schools. With a general elec-
tion looming closer, the key

- 18 to keep this issue high on

the political agenda.

The FACE conference on
June 10 will be drawing les-
sons from the campaign so far

- and preparing for another na-
“tional demonstration on Sep-

tember 30 —to combat further
cuts nexf year.
“We won a lot of the argu-

- ments and the publicity battle

against the present round of
cuts, but our campaign was
too late in starting,” argues
the new FACE Broadsheet.
“The campaigns didgt re-
ally take off until after Christ-
mas. FACE was only
launched in February: by that
time massive cuts had already
been decided by the govern-
ment. The writing was on the

FACE prepares for next
round in battle agamst
school cuts

Il out for
September 30!,

wall.”

The lesson, argue the
FACE Steering Committee,
is to get the retaliation in first,
before the government poli-
cies are announced. The next
time should be a little easier:
a whole network of contacts
has now been established.

Of course it will not be
easy to keep the campaign ac-
tive through the long summer
vacation period without the

focus of fighting specific new

cuts. o
However the autumn term
will bring many parents, gov-
emors and teachers up against
the new reality created by the

present round of cuts.

New wave

September 30 will aim to
focus a new wave of anger,
and raise the level of battle
next time around. Already
there are predictions that the
next round of cuts in many
counties will be even more
draconian than those now hit-
ting schools. |

“We have to convince
people that the time to act 1s
now, before it is too late,”
says NUT Executive member
and FACE treasurer Roy
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FAL‘E has set :tssughls on even bigger campaigns beginmng in Septa —bar

o>

Leach.

“The government stole a
march on us last year, and that
is once too often. Children are
now paying the price. We are
not going to let that happen
again. September 30 is going
to be the day we tum the tlde
of education cuts.”

The June 10 conference |

will aim to consolidate the
wide spread of local cam-
paigns and groups which
have sprung up across the
country, and to develop the
debate on policy for the fight
ahead.

It will hear that FACE is
now growing in several areas
of London and in other big
cities where the cuts have de-
veloped in a different way
from the shire counties, and
there are possibilities of a
breakthrough into Scotland,
where Strathclyde Labour
council is developing its own
cuts package.

Picking up the pieces after Clause Four setback
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By Pete Firmin

THE JUNE 17 conference -

called by the Defend
Clause Four campaign and
Tribune provides an oppor-
tunity for the left to both
assess where the defeat
over Clause Four leaves it,
and to begin to prepare for

the coming battles.

Tony Blair has hardly rested
on his laurels since his “‘defin-
ing moment”’ in defeating
clause four on April 29.

In his speech to the bosses’
conference in Scotland he as-
sured his audience that a La-
bour government would keep
the Tory aati-union laws.

He seems to have got an
agreement with the TUC not
to put a figure on the mini-
mum wage in advance of the

general election - and to give

the bosses a key say in what
the eventual level is to be.
The local council election
results have put wind in the
leadership’s sails. While try-
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Praising Blair as ‘besi thlng (for Tories) since Gaitskeﬂ’

ing to fashion a labour move-
ment in their own image they
want to pledge Labour to the

most minimal of programmes

possible. They are backing
Dromey in the TGWU elec-

tion and making moves to fur-
ther reduce the share of the .

union vote at conference.
This means ignoring the
huge unpopularity of Tory
policies - Blair has even been
exchanging compliments

with the hated architect of the
policies, Thatcher herself.

But outside the confines of
Walworth Road the desire for
action is spreading way be-
yond the traditional sections
of the labour movement — the
Barclays Bank ‘strike and the
RCN’s contemplation of in-
dustrial action are expressions
of a growing mood.

Blair is mistaken to believe

that ditching support for

B The new FACE Broad-
sheet is available, 50p in-
cluding P&P, from
FACE, c/o St Giles Mid-
dle School, Hayes Lane,
Exhall, Coventry CV7
ONS. Affiliation to FACE
is £25 (orgs) £10 (individ-
ual.

| Thé National Union of
Teachers ballot on strike

action against increasing

class sizes 1s due to be
completed just after So-

cialist Outlook goes to

press. <
Early indications are that

the frenzied witch-hunt.
‘mounted by General Secre-

tary against any notion of ac-

tion, coupled with the threats

from the National Associa-
tion of Head Teachers to in-
timidate and victimise
striking teachers may have
taken their toll.

Clause Four entrenches his
politics the movement.

There are battles to be had
on what the policy of a future

Labour government should

be. However, Blair has made
it as clear that he will ignore
decisions he does not like. It is
therefore not sufficient to just
win votes on policy.

If the left is to force a La-
. bour government to carry out

policies in the interests of the
working class then it needs to
begin the hard task of building
up its strength from the low
point of the Clause Four de-
feat.

This involves linking up

the fight for policies with the

struggles happening now, per-
suading labour movement ac-
tivists to get involved and

bringing both the issues the
new activists into the labour

movement.
While the balance of forces
is unlikely to shift signifi-

cantly this side of a Labour

victory, it is only by laying the

groundwork now that the left
will be in a strong position to

provide an alternative when

disillusionment with Blair
sets in.

This means beginning to
link the fight around policies
with support for struggles tak-
ing place, and making clear
that while we are unequivocal
about wanting a Labour vic-
tory we are not prepared to
give up our criticism of the
disastrous pohcy Blair is pur-
suing.

The fight over Clause Four

showed that the struggle in the

Labour Party and the unions
are inextricably linked, but
also that Blair and his support-
ers are going to set the agenda
in the coming period.

The defence of clause four

brought together Labour Party

and trade union activists in a
way which has not happened
in a long time.

June 17 can build on that,
laying the framework for an or-

- ganisation across the whole la-

bour movement that can tackle
the political tasks ahead.

UNISON

test
for left

UNISON s second con-
ference opens on

| June 12 in the context

of possibie industrial
action tn the NHS. fur-
ther privatisation of
council services. and
the opening shots in
the General Secretary

l election.

With mass dissatisfac-
tion with cutbacks in
schaols, hospital clo-
sures and privatisation of
council services, there
has not been such an op-
portunity to organise in-
dustrial action tor a long
time. The national leader-
ship has at last begun to
respond to the growing
moaod in favour of action
by planning a demonstra-
tion against cuts on Octo-
her 14.

The demao should be
used as a springhoard for
a one day strike across
the public services in de-
fence of the welfare state
hefore budget day.

The conterence will be
the first serious chal-
lenge for the Campaign
tor a Fighting Democratic
UNISON. 1t must publicly
put forward its strategy at
conference and build a
broad base of support. It
must continue to struggle
to unite the left.

Conference
meetings:

SUNDAY 11,
2.30pm Metropole Hotel.
The left's meeting to go
through conference
agenda and discuss the
candidates for general
secretary.

m MONDAY 12
7.30pm Metropole Hotel.
CFDU rally - Tony Benn.
Jennifer Davies (New-
castie UNISON). Geoff
Martin (Health cam-

paigner).

B THURSDAY 15
12.30pm Oak Hotel West
Street. Socialist Outlook
meeting: In the new
world order what is the

prospect tor revolution -
JANE KELLY

SMIN FJWNOH
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Plcket a
prlson
nearyou.

Campsfield
(Kidlington,
near Oxftord)
12 noon

Bring banners,
drums and
balloons

Haslar
(Portsmouth)

12 noon
outside prison

Contact Chris
Richards,
| 01705-832260

Harmondsworth

12 noon -2pm

Detention Centre,

Colnbrook By-
pass, near

Heathrow
airport

Hull

Picket —-ring
Keith Sinclair,
Hull Trades Coun-
cil, for details
01482-802050

Birmingham
Winso_n Green
prison

for details

Ring 0121-551-4518 |

By Simon Deville

Since the Asylum and Im-
migration Act became
~law in 1993 the number
of people detained has
more than doubled. Over
10,000 people are de-
tained every year and
around 600-700 are de-

tained at any one time.
These detainees are held

in specially buiilt detention
centres such as Har- |
mondsworth or Campsfield,
or in prisons. Although the
Home Office designated par-
ticular prisons for this pur-
pose, now most medium to
large sized prisons will hold

~ immigration detainees. Im-
migration detainees can be
held without charge for in-
definite periods.

“

June 24: National Day Of Actions against
detentions and deportatlons

= Close

down
these

By Bill MacKelith
-~ President Oxford
Trados Union

‘Council, Campaign
| to Close

Campsfield

" THE NATIONAL Day of

Actions is going to be a
great success.

In town centres and out31de
detention centres and prisons
around the country pickets and

vigils will be held to denounce
the gov®nment’s increasing

use of detention and deportation
of black people to intimidate
and divide opposition.

The actions will also re-
member those like Joy Gar-

dener who have died as a

direct result of the govern-
ment’s violent racist policies.

- Over 10,000 people com-
ing to Britain are detained in a
single year in prisons, police

cells and detention centres. -
Asylum seekers are detained

without charge for an indefinite
period without proper reasons

prisons!

given and with little chance of
adequate legal advice.

In judicial terms, they are
treated worse than those
charged with crime.

Half of the 600-700 people

detained at any one time are
held in prisons such as Glas-
gow Greenock, where six Al-

gerian exiles are on hunger
- strike; Winson Green in Bir-
mingham, where NUJ mem-

ber and newspaper editor

~Ragbir Singh is held as a

threat to national security;
Belmarsh in Kent, where

Kurdish leader Kani Yilmaz is |
“held on similar grounds;

Rochester, where a second
100 place ‘detention wing’ is
being prepared; Manchester
(ex-Strangeways); Holloway
and Brixton.

There has been a recent an
expansion of detention places
in Gatwick Airport. And up to
400 are held at the detention
centres at Campsfield (Ox-
ford), Harmondsworth, north
of London’s Heathrow air-
port; HM Prison Haslar near
Portsmouth and other places.

This outrage has been de-

Police tool up to enforce racist laws

Even when refugees
aren’{ locked up, they are
forced to lie in fear with the
threat of deportation hanging

over them. People fleeing op-

pressive regimes will often

X QO 2o,
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face repression on being de-
ported simply because they
tried to leave their country of
origin.

New police powers that
have already been intro-
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Campsﬂeld immigration prison: subjecl of a damning report

nounced in special reports in
the past six months by human
rights bodies such as Amnesty
International and Liberty, as
well as by organisations of mi-
grant and refugees and by the

Joint Council for the Welfare -

of Immigrants.

The report on Campsfield by
the chief inspector of prisons

Judge Tumin was damning. Of

course to call for closure was
outside Tumin’s remit.

Home Secretary Michael

Howard’s proposed immigra-
tion legislation would mean
more internal policing - by
employers, nurses, doctors,
teachers and DSS officials.
But the Labour Party lead-
ership is hell bent on playing
the same race-hate cards in the
general election game as the

duced, or are currently being
proposed, are fargeted at
biack and immigrant commu-
nities. Police have aiready
started using these powers to
harass black people on the
grounds that they suspect
them of being “llleoal immi-
grants”.

Such is the climate of fear
created amongst immigrant
communities that a number
of people have committed
suicide rather than face de-
portation.

Last year in Hackney
Kwanele Siziba climbed out
of a window and fell to her
death when the police
knocked on her door, as she

- thought they were immigra-
tion officers. There ars nu-

merous such incidents.

In September last year
nine Tamil refugees were - -
found dead on the Polish -
German border. They were

government is now showing
in its hand.

To judge from Jack Straw’s

remarks upon Charles
Wardle’s resignation from the
government on a get tough
platform, it will be compli-
ance. And have we have heard
any Labour leader call for a
halt, let alone a reversal of the
never ending programme of
new detention centres and
‘detention wings’?

‘More than everitis vital for

trades union, local Labour

Party and other organisations
to refuse to accept the

Blair/Straw line and demand_

that it be reversed.

‘Last month the annual con-

ference of Trades Councils in
Bristol carried a resolution
from the Oxfordshire County
Association calling for all de-
tention centres to be closed

part of a group of 22 who

tried to cross the river during '

the night. They had no safe
route in fo “Foriress
Europe”, and a number of
them couldn’t swim so they
formed a human chain, but
the chain broke. |

Last month’s Annual Con-

ference of Trades Councils

called on a closure of all de-
tention centres and an end to
immigration detentions, and
a Day of Actions has been
called around all detention
centres and designated pris-
ons for June 24.

Campaign

Of course, these actions
in themselves will not end
immigration controls, but
they can be used to build a
mass campaign throughout
the labour movement.

In particular we should
campaign to commit a future
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“and an end to detentions. Now
it should be a priority for ac-
tivists to move resolutions in
advance of the Labour Party
and trade unions’ national
conferences and executives.
During June and July there
is to be special activities in

support for migrants and refu-

gees in Europe.
The National Day of Ac-

tions in Britain on the 24th

comes at an appropriate time.
Readers are urged to initiate
or join in organising events
on that day at a detention cen-
tre, prison (over 20 regularly
hold immigration detainees),

“or town centre near you

W Please phone
0171-837 1450 or

01865 724452

to give or receive more
information.

Labour govemment to such
a policy and to build a move-
ment that ensures Lahour
carries out its policy.
 The European network
UNITED is also calling for a
European wide day of action
in support of refugees on
June 16. Activists in Britain
are asked to bombard the
German and French embas-
sies with faxes, telephone
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“calls and letters.

It is significant that right
wing nationalists are far
more organised and co-ordi-
nated on a European level
than the left.

This is because they see
quite clearly that their class in-

-terests lie with a strong, reac-

tionary Fortress Europe. Hts

~ time that the left started to use

initiatives such as this day of
action to develop a European
wide movement to oppose
this reactionary project.




Danish nurses
lead the pay

fightback

By Bodil

THOUSANDS of Danish
nurses have been locked
out following industrial ac-
tion.

47,000 nurses have been
up against both their employ-
ers and the government since
May 1 over a pay claim. Not
content with the miserable 3.5
per cent over two years being
offered to all government em-
ployees accepted by the Mu-
nicipal Workers Council
(KTO) they have begun a
campaign for a decent in-
crease.

One day strikes and work-
ing to rule were met by the
lockout of thousands of
nurses from the hospital em-
ployers consortium which ne-
gotiates on behalf of the
municipalities.

The Social Democrat gov-

‘ernment then passed a law

forcing the nurses to return to
work on the same terms they
had already rejected.

Government intervention
was immediately met by mass
protests. 12,000 nurses dem-
onstrated in Copenhagen.
There were buses from all
over the country. Another
450 from northern Jutland ar-
rived in specially chartered
aeroplanes.

A special commission has
been set up to analyse the sys-
tem of wages within the pub-
lic sector. Many consider the
commission an attempt to in-
troduce new individual wage
agreements. So called *‘flexi-
bility”’ is at the top of the gov-
ernment and employers’
agenda.

Poul Bjgrn Berg, a nurse
from Aarchus active in his lo-
cal campaign, told us, “The
talk is all about efficiency, in-

creased hours and increased
flexibility - it is a provocation.
We have always been very
flexible and done huge
amounts of overtime. We
want a better basic salary, not
more overtime.”’

The nurses are responding
with a work to rule. This in-
cludes: |

B demanding work time-
tables four weeks ahead

B demanding written no-
tice of overtime the one day
before the work

~ R demanding cancelled
overtime is paid when it is
withdrawn at the last minute ,

Flexible

A shop steward in Glad-
saxe Emilce Nielsen com-
ments ‘“This shows the extent
nurses have already been
working very flexible hours.
The employers now have to
keep to the rules and pay

- overtime wages. This will be

SOCIALIST OUTLOOK No 85,

British nurses have not yet been offered any real chance to fight on the:r 1 % pay affer

both difficult and expensive
for them.”

Going to temporary
agency work has been an-
other popular form of protest.
“Young nurses think that this
is a good way of hitting back”’
says Bjgrn Berg, ‘‘they are
really angry and find this step
very attractive. But itis a poor
idea - we need a strong collec-
tive presence in a workplace
acting as a united group to
win our demands. It is also a

problem that a lot of rights,

like pensions and childcare,
do not exist for those working
for agencies’’.

The nurses’ action has not
been supported by other pub-
lic sector unions in the KTO-
cooperation. Many nurses are
now contemplating with-
drawal from the alliance.

“Instead of pulling out we
should stay and try to make

the other groups fight for their

claim” argues Bjgrn Berg:
“during the struggle a lot of
nursing assistants have real-
ised the character of their own
leaderships. Now they are go-
ing to fight for higher wages
- we should stand shoulder to
shoulder with them.”
Nevertheless it has been a

weakness that the nurses have
been on strike almost alone.

.Now the inspiration must be

spread to other groups of
workers.

Af the nurses are seen to
win better conditions because
of their action others will be
more likely to follow the lead.
Now we must take forward
the challenge to unite around
opposition to the employers
and end the disunity between
the public sector union.

@ Reprinted from Social-
istik Information, paper of
the SAP, Danish section of
the Fourth International.
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By Simon Deville

IN RECENT years the La-
bour Party leadership has
hardly forged its identity
through clear statements
of policy commitment. One
area in which it has be-
come categorically clear,
however, is in relation to

Ireland and the “peace

process’.

The central thrust of the
feadership’s position is that
they have absolutely no differ-
ences with the Tories.

This is not just in terms of
acceptance of the general
principles of the “framework
document”, but even down to
Major’s insistence on the Re-
publicans’ unilateral decom-
missioning of arms, on an
~amnesty for political prison-
ers, and even Major's con-

demnation of Gerry Adams®

vnsnt to the White House.
Although Labour adopted a
formal commitment to a
united Ireland in 1981, which
was further 8laborated in the
“democratic socialist pro-
gramme” published in Sep-
tember 1988, Labour has
never developed a policy that

challenged the role of British

imperialism in ireland.
The “commitment” to a

united Ireland never went be-

yond that of the SDLP or any of
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His master’s voice: Labour’s policy for Ireland follows a few steps behind John Major

the partles in the 26 counties.
Under pressure from the devel-
oping mass movement around
the hunger strikes and the loss
of votes of Irish people living in
Britain, Labour made a formal
commitment, while at the same
time avoiding any concrete pro-
posals for a Bnitish withdrawal,
while denouncing the national-
ists who were fighting British
impenalism.

The appointment of Mo
Mowiam as Labour’s Shadow
Secretary for Northern Ireland
marked a decisive shift in La-
bour Party policy on Ireland.
As the Independent put it, “a
central part of her job is to
explain why the government is
right”. |

Labour policy has effec-
tively moved from the “consti-

tutional nationalist” camp to
that of the overt pro-imperial-
ists. The forma! commitment
to a united Ireland has been
dropped without discussion.

According to Mowlam “I
understand that the language
of the [framework] document
is nationalist, but once the Un-
jonists get beyond that, there
is plenty for them to talk about.
It is important that in any talks
the Maginnis documentis also
on the table.”

“Impartial”

Thus the Labour leadership
is claiming the same role that
British imperialism has always
claimed in respect to its oldest
colony, that of an “impartial”

- peacekeeper caught between

two “backward warring fac-
tions”.

According to this view, the

Unionists’ demand to main-
tain their position of minor
privilege over Catholics and
nationalists in the six counties
is no less valid than the nation-
alists’ demand for national
self-determination. |

This shift in policy raises
some fundamental questions,
firstly over democracy and how
Labour policy is increasingly
being changed at the whim of
the party leadership in contra-
diction to existing democrati-
cally decided policy.

The framework document
offers no solution to the na-

tional question. Partition was
“established precisely to divide
and rule the Irish masses and -

lreland

cover up the role of British

imperialism.

‘For sections of the existing
republican leadership to be
taken on board in this process

‘may further hide the role of

British imperialism, but it will
not resolve the question of op-
pression of nationalists in the
North.

wcakness

One of the important prob-

lems in all of this is the inability
of the left in Britain to oppose
“our own” imperialism.

The largest section of the
anti-imperialist movement,
the Troops Out Movement,
has little base within the trade
unions or Labour Party. The
Labour Committee on Ireland

is now semi-defunct. Much of -
- the rest of the left has. been

thrown even further into con-

fusion ‘over the whole “peace
process”.

‘Such is the confusion that
Militant Labour now describes
the Progressive Unionist

.....

Party the polmcal wing of the
Ulster Volunteer Force (the

sectarian gangsters with the

closest links to MI5 and to

fascist groups in Britain and

Europe) as socialist!

The lack of opposition to
Labour’s turn in policy shows
the need for anti-imperialists
to organise a strong current
within the Labour Party and
the broader labour movement
to demand a British with-
drawal from Ireland and an
end to partition.

if the current demobilisa-
tion of nationalists in Ireland
continues, this may prove an
extremely difficuit task at pre-
sent, but it will remain a nec-
essary task for all socialists.

e THE TROOPS Out Move-
ment AGM has decided to
relaunch TULINK, a cam-
paign against labour move-
ment bipartisanship.

e CAMDEN IRISH Centre

- Weds June 28: Irish Peace

Initiative launch with
Mitchell McLochlainn.
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