THE POLICE officers who
-unlawfully killed Joy
Gardner walked free
from court last week,
amid a storm of anger*
from her family and

anti-racist campaigners.

Mrs Gardner died after being
ruthlessly bound and gagged by
the three officers who broke
into her home in July 1993.

Their acquittal effectively
gives racist cops, and
presumably also the private
firms which are now taking on
the business of deporting
‘illegal’ immigrants, a licence to
Kill.

The Police Federation,
predictably, complained that the
accused officers were
‘'scapegoats’ and should never
have been brought to trial; they
were simply carrying the can for
decisions taken by others, who
‘were not in the dock.

Part of this is true: Home
Secretary Michael Howard and
his predecessors, those who
sanctioned the use of gags,
and those who drew up the
racist legislation that has led to
a rising tide of deportations, all
played their part in Joy
Gardner’s Killing.

The fact is that her Killers
were not just hapless beat
bobbies caught in a difficult
situation, but specialists: one
had served 13 years as a
member of the Scotland Yard
deportation squad, routinely
forcing black people out of the
country.

The squad itself - a symptom
of the brutality of racist
legislation — has since been
suspended, though the
deportations continue. Now
almost half are carried out for
profit by by private contractors.

The use of gags, which the
deportation squad did as a |
matter of routine without any
regard for the health hazard,
was banned four months after
Joy Gardner’s death: but there
IS N0 monitoring of the activities
of the deportation contract
firms.

The only way to prevent
further brutality and tragedy is
to scrap the racist immigration
laws which have also led to the
imprisonment of hundreds of
innocent refugees and asylum
seekers.

Campaigners have made
June 24 a Day of Actions to
| close down the immigration
prisons. Details, centre pages.
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Life after Blz ir’s\
steamr

By Alan Thornett

“DON’T MOURN: organ-
1se’’ - socialist film director

Ken Loach used the lessons
of the Spanish revolution to

summarise the tasks ahead

for socialists now Clause
Four has been taken out of
the Labour Party constitu-
tion.

More than 150 left activists

attended the joint meeting be-
tween Tribune and the Clause
Four campaign to discuss the
way forward for the left in the
aftermath of the defeat. The
discussion centred around the
challenge Blair has given the
left in the trades unions and
Labour Party.

Despite a good rank and
file campaign the left suffered

~ a heavy defeat at the special .

conference on Clause Four.
The socialist left in the con-
stituencies was steam rollered
by Blair’s bandwagon.

The June 17 conference be-
gan to lay out a plan to re-
spond to the new situation.

it recognised that the un-
ions have become the key- to
the fightback. The dominance
of the right in the constituen-
cies will not be reversed be-
fore the next general election
- the impetus to change the

balance of forces in our favour

will come from the trades un-

ions and social struggles.
UNISON activist Geoff

- Martin argued that the battle

for a minimum wage should

be the focus of our campaign- o

ing in the movement. It gives

- us a significant opportunity to

force a wedge into the Blairite

bloc. We should have a rally

before Labour Party confer-
ence demanding that the party
sets an adequate level, he ar-
gued. |

This issue is particularly
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important because it enables
us to reach out to the forces

‘whe- went along with Blair’s

change to the constitution.
The minimum wage is far
more tangible: we all know
people slaving on low wages

and know what misery they

ential.

TGWU

The Labour leadership’s
intervention into the TGWU
election has obviously galva-
nised the activists. A speaker
from Region Five, not noted
for its left politics, addressed
the conference. He made a
very political contribution,

highlighting Blair’s use of the
media to circumvent the struc-
tures of the movement.
This i1s becoming a key
matter. In the workshop
“keeping the party Labour”
activists from Edinburgh
South explained how new
standing orders are being
forced upon constituency par-

“ties in Scotland - with no

amendments allowed.
In the new rules general
committees, the political lead-

“ership of constituencies, are

only allowed to convene three
or four times a year, with so-
cials and Bingo sessions re-

placing meetings. The

rightwing Labour Coordi-
nating Committee has be-

‘1 come Blair’s shock troops,
forcing through the

changes in the constituen-
cies.

Mark Seddon, the editor
of Tribune, explained how
Blair intends to turn the
‘party into a soctal demo-
‘cratic style outfit.

This means the left must

unite against the offensive.

In a very positive and
friendly speech he offered
to build the link between his
paper and the Network.

The labour leadership’s
adaption to the politics of
Conservatism was stressed
by Ken Coates. He pointed
in particular to the aban-
donment of trades union
rights and the aspiration to
full employment.

A speaker from the

CWU told us how, despite
their unions’ vote in favour
of Blatr over Clause Four,
the left won a position to
repeal all anti-trades union
laws.

Although the mood of
the conference was resolute
and determined no signifi-
cant new forces were there.

It was based on those in the”

Socialist Campaign Group
Network and far left groups.
However, the link with Trib-
une is a positive development.

The left needs an organisa-
tion which will bring together
those who fought for Clause
Four and those who want to
fight now around class strug-
gle action. The task now is to
go far beyond those who sup-
ported Clause Four.

We must reach deeper into

- the unions, the campaigns and

social struggles to show the

-need for socialist policies to-

day. That can start the realign-
ment we need to win stru ggles
in the future.

Capitalism fouls things up

By Simon Day |

THE MASS protests
breaking out across
Europe against Shell’s
proposals to dump a
massive oil rig in the
North Sea show the

- depth of feeling people

have for the environ-

ment.

-They also demonstrate
the distrist for multination-
als that exists - it is clear to
all that they care for nothing
butthe dollar.

In Britain, activists have

picketed 100 Shell stations

across the country .

The rig continues to make
slow progress across the At-
lantic to its dumping site. It
is trailed by the Greenpeace
ship Altair. -

Water cannon

Two Greenpeace mem-
bers are on board. A Shell
flotilia’s use of watercannon
to stop them being supplied
with food and dry clothes has
been unsuccessful - a Green-
peace helicopter broke |
through the barrage bringing
supplies for the two.

The cannons are strong
enough to break windows
and smash partitions.

The 14,500 ton rig is said

“{o contain at least 130 tons

of toxic substances, includ-
ing 100 tons of partiaily ra-
dioactive oil sludge and

large and large amounts of

bosses
aumping
On ocean

toxic heavy metals such as
cadmium, mercury and lead,
as well as toxins such as
PCBs.

The boycott campalgn has
been massively successful in
Germany. Managers are talk-
ing about “drastic losses”.
The company’s sales have
been cut by at least a fifth.
Shell stations in Hamburg
and Buxtehude have been
set on fire.

Helmot Kohl was forced
lecture Major at their discus-
sions in Nova Scotia over
Britain’s support for Shell.

At this month’s North Sea
Conference Britain remained
the only country still dump-
ing sewage sludge into the
sea, the only one to dis-
charge oil-contaminated cut-
tings from rigs and the only
one not to have drawn up an
action plan to reduce poliu-
tion by nitrogen and phos-
phorus.

It was also way behind in
reducing poliution by toxic
metals and regulating ships’

~ waste discharges.

‘The Danish environment
minister Svend Auken called
on motorists to boycott shell
until they back down.

In an embarrassing state-
ment for Shell Heeremac,
one of their main off-shore
contractors, has said that
there is no need to dump the
Brent Spar at sea: “there are
no environmental, safety or
economic reasons not to tow
this old platform ashore”
one of their spokespersons
said.

This month’s ballot for in-
dustrial action over pay is
the last chance for unified
action on the rail before pri-
vatisation. Rail workers

must vote for action.

There have been 20,000
jobs lost on the railways in the
last three years. BR boasts of

its “substantial savings” in its

salary bill as a result.

British Rail has offered a
three per cent pay rise - less
than the cost of living increase
over the past twelve months.

RMT and drivers’ ,umon ASLEF
are balloting their members
with a view to a series of one
day strikes. They have widened
their ballots to include London

~ Underground.

- There has been a very posi-
tive response so far - there is

real anger over the offer. The

coincidence of RMT and
ASLEF ballots needs to be built
upon by coordinating future
activities. There is now a high
likelihood of action. |
The unique nature of the
privatisation process makes
for special difficulties in organ-
ising. Unlike British Telecom’s

one giant sell-off, the rail is to

be broken down bit by bit.

This is a deliberate strategy

to put an end to the potential
- collective strength of rail work-

ers.

There are three aspects.

@ The franchising of BR’s
public face - the trains for ex-
ample. This will particularly af-
fect drivers, guards, platform
staff, ticket collectors and
other station staff.

® The ‘classical’ privatisa-
tion scheme of Railtrack.

@® The contracting out of
areas, including such things as

- mending and maintenance of

track. This is already happen-

ing, having the effect of frag- -

Rail workers must

vote for action
[oramerser

menting workers farced to re-
late to various dlfferent em-
ployers.

Like other unions the RMT
is having to come to terms with

“big changes in the way it oper-

ates. There has been a running

~ battle between activists and
- the full-time officials over this

question for a number of
years. The fall in members
means there is less room for
manoeuvre for the full-timers.

The core of the left on the
executive is now beginning to
elaborate a strategy for how
the union should be run. Nev-
ertheless, the present organis-
ational crisis in the union has

Call to action. RMT Iaader J:mmy Knapp

led to a sense of crisis among
many of the activists.
The staff union TSSA has

ended hopes of three-way

unity over the proposed action

- by sending its pay dispute to
arbitration. o

The arbitration will not be

binding on the employers

‘however, because it is at the

request of the union alone.
A successful battle for six
_per cent by ASLEF and RMT
would be a massive setback
for the Tory’s pay policy.
It would demonstrate the
effectiveness of industrial ac-
tion - a much needed shot in
the arm for organised labour.




Thelr
aemocracy
- and ours

AT FIRST sight it seems
that National Union of
Teachers leader Doug
McAvoy was using a
sledgehammer to crack a

nut.

His inmtmense £200,000
propaganda blitz, aimed at
persuading teachers to vote
‘no’ in their ballot on indus-
“trial action, was aimed not at
staving off a general strike,
but a one-day protest stop-
page to show support for the
campaigns of parents, gover-
nors and students fighting
cuts in school funding and in-
creases in class sizes.

But though he clearly re-
jects any notion of action to
defend jobs or services, McA-
voy was also playing for
much bigger stakes: he wants
to impose new mechanisms to
control the union, to prevent it
playing any part in the inevi-
table clashes with an incom-
ing Labour government.

Barely had the results of
the ballot been declared than
McAvoy was rushing to the
media to announce a unilat-
eral change of policy, drop-
ping the NUT’s opposition to
opted out Grant Maintained
(GM) schools.

Questionnaire

The basis of this new twist,
which reverses conference
policy and had not even been
discussed by the union’s right
wing dominated Executive,
was a bizarre questionnaire
‘poll’ of *‘the perceptions of
NUT representatives in 211
~grant maintained . schools -
~about 20 percent of all such
schools.” |
Just six percent of schools

are grant maintained, and the
NUT polled only one in five

of them. Teachers in the 94
percent of LEA-run schools

which have lost out as a-result
of the opt-out schemes were

given no voice in the survey.

But McAvoy also had to -

ignore many of the findings
even in this extraordinarily
unrepresentative survey in or-
der to claim that members on
the ground favoured a change

.

of policy. s

In fact the survey showed
three quarters of NUT reps
working in the GM schools
declared themselves opposed

to the general principle of opt-

ing out. 80 percent reported an

increase in bureaucracy in GM
schools. The vast majority re-
ported that management style
in the GM schools was either
little changed or more top-
down than before opting out. A
substantial majonty reported
that their GM schools were now
“preoccupied with financial
management at the expense of
educational issues’’.

Perverted

It takes the perverted gen-
ius of a McAvoy to translate
these findings into any kind of
argument for accepting
school opt-outs: the whole
process illustrates the scope
for misleading members and

the wider public by asking‘“"b

only selective and biased
questions of an unrepresenta-
tive and arbitrary layer in the
union.

But this is the direction in
which McAvoy and other
right wingers now wish to
travel. |

A resolution raised by
McAvoy’s hand-raisers on
the NUT Executive has given
him carte blanche to attack the
policy-making role of a sup-
posedly unrepresentative
conference, and “Prepare a
report, with recommenda-

_tions, to ensure that main-
- stream views prevail in the

future in the creation and im-
plementation of Union poli-
cies and actions’’.

Resting on the laurels of

his ballot victory, McAvoy is

likely to look towards more
policy-making by survey, and
more ballots to override the
considered views of the activ-
ists who are vital to the life
and strength of the union.

Uninformed

This increasing technique of
procuring right wing majorities
by balloting the uninformed did

wonders for Tony Blair in the
Clause Four fight, and is be-

coming increasingly popular

among union leaders. Alan
Johnson, chief of the Commu-

nications Workers Union also

used the same method to over-
turn the existing policy of both
merged unions.

These right wingers have
rediscovered what the witch-
hunting TGWU leadership dis-
covered 20 years ago in their

attacks on the Trotskyist-led
shop stewards movement in
British Leyland’s Cowley as-
sembly plant: a mass mem-
bership ballot gives the
employers and right wing me-
dia maximum impact on the

- result.

Thatcher knew it too: that’s
why the Tory anti-union laws
have tried to impose on deci-

‘sion-making by postal ballot

rather than allowing votes by
mass meetings where the is-

- sues are explained and dis-

cussed by those taking part.

Of course it sounds more
democratic to give every
member a vote on every key
issue: but the reality is that this
leaves all the real control In
the hands of a few national
officials, who would decide
not only which questions
should be put out to a ballot,
but also how the question
should be framed.

Unions - and Labour Par-
ties — require a broad base of
membership, and offer every
member the right to partici-
pate. But they depend on the
commitment and activism of
a relatively small minority of
lay members.

Unions in particular are not
just a coalition of equal indi-
viduals: a vital few volunteer
to devote their time and en-
ergy to building and adminis-
tering local branches;
stewards and reps put their
jobs on the line to press the
case of other members, nego-
tiating on their behalf with
often hostile management.

Some sacrifice leisure time

to familiarise themselves with

wider issues affecting the un-

ion, and are elected to repre-

sent branches and regions at
conferences, where issues are
debated and policies decided.

This active, committed

layer is what sustains unions

through hard periods like the
present: at times when big dis-
putes or mass struggles erupt,
many of the more passive lay-
ers of members may also

~ come into activity, broaden-

ing the base.

Union bureaucrats like
McAvoy, on £60,000 a year
plus an expense allowance
higher than most teachers’
salaries, do not see them-
selves as part of the active
layer: they are not involved in
the nitty gritty branch-level

.......
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What we think
‘Behind McAvoy’s bonapartist experiment

fight against cuts. They are
not concerned with the prob-
lems of their members; they
are concerned only to do deals
with Tony Blair that guaran-
tee them a quiet life.

Subscriptions

Their ideal would be a un-
ion in which members pay
subscriptions, but ask for
nothing in return.

The turn to a form of ‘rule
by referendum’, reminiscent

of the way in which nine-
teenth century French dictator

Louis Bonaparte posed as a
figure ‘above class’, balanced
between the power of the
military and the apparent sup-
port of the electorate, seems to
offer McAvoy and co a hope
of achieving this.

But McAvoy’s bonapartist
experiment may be short-lived.
Outside the vicious, paranoid
circles of NUT Head Office,
parents, governors, students
and thousands of ordinary

nd negotiate with m;hagement

teachers are fighting back.
GM schools may be fa-
voured by McAvoy, Blunkett

-~ and Blair, but they are re-

jected not only by the left but
by the overwhelming major-
ity of parents — and by the
other teaching unions.

Against the cynical ma-
noeuvres, rigged referenda
and reactionary propaganda
of the right wing, the best an-
swer is hard facts — and agita-
tion against the Tory
onslaught.

Who needs to say sorry?

British newspapers have
been full of indignant ar-
ticles attacking the Japa-
nese government and
ruling class for its fail-
ure to apologise for their
country’s atrocities in

World War Two.

“The tribe that can’t admit
it was wrong” is the way the
Daily Tefegraph sums up the
Japanese establishment.

Of course such moralising
comes strangely from a coun-
try which can count the fire-
bombing of Dresden among
its own history of countless
war crimes against rival im-
perialist nationsand S
against the indige-
nous peoples of coun-
tries colonised by
British imperialism.

But the hypocrisy
goes even further,
when we remember
that the Japanese
were not simply the
inflictors but also the
recipients of imperial-
ist atrocities.
~ There has never
been any apology for
the cynical Allied de-
cision to drop atomic
bombs on Hiroshima
and Nagasaki, which
the Telegraph, like
most similar articles,
fails even to mention.

That act of barba-
rism had nothing to
do with winning the
war in Asia: the Japa-
nese surrender was
already known to be
certain. It was a delib-

0 safe, why not do it

erate, pre-emptive strike de-
signed to intimidate the So-
viet Union, which virtually
unaided had driven the Nazis
out of Eastern Europe and
was seen as the new threat
to US and British interests.

The fact is that capitalism
is a brutal system that in-
flicts suffering on countless
millions.

The imperialist powers
which seek to dominate
whole areas of the globe are
the most brutal of all, and
their apologies are worth as
little as their professed con-
cern for democracy and hu-
man rights.
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in France?

Jacques Chirac’s new
French government has lost
no time reminding us of the
realities of imperialism. His
decision to restart nuclear
tests in the South Pacific is
not only a classic gesture of
colonial arrogance, but a re-
minder that imperialism is
still squandering countiess
billions on harbaric weap-
onry of mass staughter, fong
after the alleged reason, the
supposed ‘threat from the
east’, has disappeared.

One notable silence
among the governments de-
nouncing the French deci-
sion was Britain.

r  John Major - sup-
ported on this as on
$0 many issues by
Tony Blair - is also
pouring billions into
the building of Tri-
dent submarines to
maintain the pre-
tence of a ‘British’
deterrent. |

There will of
course be no apol-
ogy from them to the
school students fac-
ing cuts, the NHS pa-
tients on waiting
lists, the homeless
or the jobless, who
would benefit if this
ludicrous scheme
were dropped.

The Tories are an-
other tribe who can-
not admit they are
wrong. But they
know that imperial-
iSm means never
having to say you'r
Sorry. |
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Blckerstaffe

By I-‘red I.oplat

lsllngl:on UNISON
‘A’ Branch

UNISON’ s conference In

Brighton saw the national
leadership getting its way
on practically everything
by skilfully playing on
delegates’ misplaced loy-
alty, and skilful manipula-
tion to push controversial
motions at the bottom of
the agenda or on thereserve

hist.

The anger of delegates at
the union’s prevarication over
the NHS pay dispute resulted
in the call for a demonstration
demanding ‘National Pay for
a National Health Service’.

Otherwise only rule
changes livened up an other-
wise flat conference;
branches voted to raise the lo-
cal retention of subscriptions
from 18% to 21%.

An amendment seeking the
adoption of a new rule similar
in wording to the old Labour

Party and NUPE °‘Clause

Four’ was defeated. However |

the conference did vote to

- campaign for a minimum
‘wageof£4.15 and to bring the
~privatised utilities back into

public ownership, putting the

whole union to the left of
Tony Blair's New Labour

Party. -
Delegates showed sohdar-

ity with over 350 UNISON

members on strike in Shef-
field libraries, agreeing to
hear a speaker and voting a
£10,000 donation to strike
funds. But a motion calling on
the union to defy anti-union
laws to protect members if all
other avenues fail was heavily
defeated.

- The Campaign for a Fight-

ing Democratic UNISON
(CFDU), the main left ten-

dency, was central to many of
~ the debates at conference, and

organised a fringe meeting
with Tony Benn which drew
over 400 delegates.

But the CFDU has been di-
vided over the issue of

- whether to run a candidate

against Rodney Bickerstatfe
in the forthcoming General
Secretary election.

Whlle there was agreement
~that Bickerstaffe’s recent sup-
‘port of Clause Four and the
left policies of the union’s Af-

filiated Political Fund confer-
ence are welcome, left

~ activists are concerned at the .

lack of action on key issues

such as privatisation and NHS

pay, and the union’s compli-
‘ance with the anti-union laws
which allows the employers
to get away with their attacks.

This has convinced some
left activists that the general
secretary election offers an
opportunity to debate the best
way forward for the union. A
majority of the CFDU there-
fore decided to support Roger

- Bannister, an NEC member

and supporter of Militant La-
bour, as a candidate on the
CFDU platform which 1n-
cludes:

@ National action to de-
fend jobs, pay and conditions.

@ Defiance of the anti-un-
ion laws where members’ in-
terests are at stake.

® Support and proper
funding for self-organisation.

® Lay member control of

the union as opposed to domi-

B:ckerstaffe defended CIause Faur and renatmnahsation but he is parr of a Ieadershlp that has done nommy an NHs pay '

Left challenge to

Yorkshire

conference
demands...

§ Jobs

By Nigel Danby,
Branch Sec, CPSA

North Humberside
ES, personal
capacity

TRADE union and Labour
Party activists from all
Yorkshire have launched a
campaign against the Job

Seekers Allowance.
They met in Hull's Trades
and Labour Club on June 6.

The initiative for the event,

organised by Hull and District
Trades Council, came from my
own union branch.

As Job Centre workers, we
will be at the sharp end of the

Tories’ latest assault on the

- working class. As

‘nation by full time officials.
- Others on the left argued
that Bannister, as a prominent
ex-NALGO candidate, would
lead to the permanent ghet-
toisation of the CFDU as a
largely ex-NALGO left, and
that wider support could be
built around the platform of
critical support for Bicker-
staffe coupled with demands
on him. |

This disagreement has led
to a split in the CFDU, with
those opposed to Bannister’s
candidacy announcing the
launch of a new UNISON La-
bour Left.

The CFDU is urging left
activists to organise ‘hust-
ings’ meetings with Bicker-
staffe and Bannister for
branches and regions. Nomi-
nations are also urgently re-
quired, since the closing date
is in six weeks.

B Details of the CFDU and
its campaign can be ob-
tained from Bromley UNI-
SON, Civic Centre,
Stockwell Close, Bromley,
BR1 3UH.

wider
movement to in-

crease awareness already broken
of what the JSA thajr gwn rules

will mean for mil-

‘lions of people. ON advertlsmg
We must also be vaeancles for

at the forefront of

scab labour. endorse the Trades
mg Jfé%m against S ——— 0UNCIIS call for a
Not only will link to be forged be-

the JSA cut the already inade-
quate benefits available to the
unemployed, it will also force
wages down and make the un-
jons’ task of winning decent
terms and conditions much
harder.

Under the JSA, the unem-
ployed will be faced with a stark
choice — a low paid job or no
benefit. The Employment Serv-
ice will be able to impose a Job
Seekers Direction at any time
during a claim. it will be able to
set out courses of action which
are compuisory in all but name
— apply for a job, go on a
scheme, turn up for an inter-
view, get your hair cut.

The list is literally endless
but all the items have one thing
in common: fail to follow one

not

of these mstructions and your

benefit will be cut for one to six
weeks.

The Tories may claim that
they are helping people back to
work. In fact they are giving yet
another helping hand to the

bosses. Under capitalism, the

unemployed form a reserve
army of labour. The JSA will

enable the members of this re-

serve army to be constructed

to be conscripted into work-on

starvation wages.

Job Centre managers have -
already broken their own rules
on advertising vacancies for
scab labour. How much harder
will it be for your union to or- - .
ganise if your boss canringthe
- Job Centre and ship in workers -
who have no choice abouttheir
terms and conditions of work.

trade unionists, M ———— This is why Hull
'we owe it to the Job Gentre

labour managers have

tween our cam-

paign against the JSA can now
get underway. ~

Leaflets are being produced

for different groups of workers - .'

who will be hit by the JSA in
different ways. We hope to

hope to produce more detailed

briefings on JSA, full employ-
ment and the minimum wage
to enable activists to take the
campaign into their work-
places, trade union and Labour
Party branches.

B To find out more contact
Nigel Danby, TU Side Of-
fice, Beverley Job Centre,
Crosskill House, Mill Lane,
Beverley, East Yorks HU17
7/NH. Please mark your en-
velope “In Confidence”.

By Jack .lolmson

THE 37 sacked car trans-
port workers, employed
by Mainland Car Deliver-
ies in Milton, Oxford-
shire, have now been on

strike for four weeks.

The strike started over the
company’s decision to break
an agreement they had with
the union ensuring no sack-
ings before August.

Nine redundancies were
announced, including the

leading shop steward. After
an immediate stoppage the

“drivers returned to work, and
went through the legal proce-

dures of a ballot, giving
seven days notice. |
During this time the com-
pany moved many of the
cars out of their distribution
depot. On the day the strike
started they were all sacked.
Since the strike began the
company has not moved any
of the cars out of the depot,
but by the use of outside driv-
ers they have managed to
get the last of the trans-

porters out.
Miiton is the depot through

which all Rover cars from both
Cowley and Longbridge are

distributed throughout the
south of England.

Non-union

Cars from these two
plants are now being taken
to Upper Heyford in Oxford-

~ shire, or Ely in Cambridge-

shire, the depot for East.
Anglia, which is malnly non-
union.

The sirikers are very de-

- termined, and are maintain-

ing a 24-hour picket on the
Milton depot, hoping to stop
the cars being moved.

The problem is that the
cars they would normally be
transporting from the car
plants are now being moved,
by-passing Milton.

Despite the fact that they
have done everything le-
gally, and have been
sacked, the strikers have
had little official support
from the TGWU.

As we go to press they
have had only one visit to

thelr pn:kel line by a TGWU
official. The strike tent and
all their facilities have had to
be provided by the strikers
themselves; they don’t even
have a mobile phone.

The union did falkto
Rover, but the talks excluded
the strikers and did not seem
to get anywhere.

The full resources of the
TGWU are needed to back
these strikers. Like the
sacked Chelmsford Badger-
line busworkers, they are be-
ing used by the employers

~ asanexample to intimidate

ar strike tests strength of TGWU

“other workers in the industry.

We must try to make
these disputes an example
of union solidarity. Resolu-

tions from TGWU branches =

should be sent to Region 5
and the Executive demand-
ing more active support, and

~ trying to get a hoycott of
- MCD within Rover, at Ely

and at the receiving gar‘ages..

Oxford Trades Council has

formed a support group and
will be doing everything pos-
sible to gain support for the -
strikers, especially in Rover.

Trades Council
campaign against
the JSA as “an at- .~
_tack onusall” it's
also why our cam- -
paign is not just
about fighting JSA. =

After a lot of de- .
bate, we decidedto

.
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Key role for September 30 FACE demonstration

By Roy Leach

(NUT Executive,
personal capacity)

THE 4-1 VOTE by NUT
members against a one-day
national strike on class
sizes was disappointing but

no real surprise (see Out-

look No.85).

An unprecedented propa-
ganda offensive against the
conference decision to call for
action was waged by General
Secretary Doug McAvoy, at
an estimated cost of up to
£200,000.

Every member was sent at
least two expensive glossy
leaflets attacking both the
proposed strike and those
conference delegates who

“had had the temerity to pro-

pose action.
In areas where ‘unofficial

“material’ (in other words lo-
cally produced leaflets putout
to counter the lies emanating
" from Hamilton House) was

circulated, NUT members re-

‘ceived a further letter of repu-
~diation from McAvoy. This

represents a dangerous self-
imposed extension of the
anti-union laws, which only

require ‘repudiation’ of unof-
ficial action. |

The proposed one-day
strike was a key part of the
left’s alternative strategy for
combating education cuts, in
alliance with the network of
parents, governors and stu-
dents involved in the Fight
Against Education Cuts
(FACE) campaign.

It also envisaged linking
up with other public sector
workers in a broad-based
campaign both against cuts
and specifically around the

- question of pay.

Now that McAvoy has dis-

posed of the strike, he is

clearly intent upon imposing
his own bankrupt strategy and
system of bureaucratic alli-
ances.

His problem is that this is

already showing signs of

strain as the leadesrhips of
both the NASUWT and ATL
have both rejected his sugges-
tion of a further lobby of Par-

liament.

‘Campaign’

- The :.._"Ac:am'-paigh-’ - w_hic'h
McAvoy argued would be

damaged by the ‘diversion’ of

a one-day strike looks set to

be -little more than the same,

old diet of petitions, letter-
writing and cosy meetings
with opinion formers.

While in the long run the
inevitable failure of this so-
called strategy will vindicate
the left, in the short term 1t is
teachers and school students
who will pay the price for
McAvoy’s sabotage.

Thousands of teachers’
jobs are now certain to be lost
— 200 in Oxfordshire alone —
and class sizes will continue
to rise.

A sober assessment of the
situation is that we have lost
this year’s battle despite the
highest level of local strike
action seen for many years.

Whether the inevitable de-
moralisation that this creates
(and which played an impor-

tant part in the ballot defeat)

will stem the growing mili-
tancy among teachers re-
mains to be seen.

What is certain is that the
FACE national demonstra-
tion on September 30 1s now
more important than ever.

It was agreed as the major
priority by the successful

- FACE conference, attended
- by 200 parents, teachers, gov-

ernors and students on June 3,
and looks set to be the key
focus for anti- cuts campaign-

Teachers will pay price of
McAvoy’s NUT ballot succes

FA GE Is hghtmg on, wmle McA Vo y s campalgn ts yet fo get off the ground

ers in the run-up to the Chan-
cellor’s Autumn Statement.

New groups
An essential step in build-

-ing for a successful demon-

stration will be the ability of
'FACE to extend its influence

-and organisation into areas

where there are presently few
if any groups active. But with

the first Scottish FACE group

having been established and a

High Court Kills off
community care

By .lohn Lister

THE HIGH Court ham-
mered what might be the
final nail into the coffin of
community care on June
16 when 1t ruled that
Gloucestershire county
council was quite entitled
to withdraw care from five

disabled pensioners.

The great pretence of the
Tory reforms was that every
patient to be discharged from

~ hospital care would be enti-

tled to an assessment of their
care needs, with these serv-
ices in theory to be provided
by local council social serv-
ices, subject to means- tested
charges.

Fraud

But campaigners like
London Health Emergency

“have always argues that this

was a hollow frhud, pointing
out that both health authori-
ties and councils face rigid
cash limits and counterposed

~ financial interests which
‘would make them reluctant

to admit the extent of a pa-
tient’s needs.

In practice the needs of the
patient come a poor second
to the balance sheets of the

health authority or social
services. And now the Courts
have ruled that this is per-
fectly correct.

The council stepped out of
line only by withdrawing serv-
ices without reassessing the
needs of the five pensioners,
one of whom is a double am-
putee, and one crippled by ar-
thritis.

Had they gone through
this charade, council chiefs
would have been quite within

their rights to withdraw

whatever services they de-
cided they could not afford.

Cash limits

The High Court judge-
ment makes it quite clear that
the decisive element in the
provision of continuing care
services for the frail elderly
is not the needs of the indi-
vidual but the limited cash
available to the council con-
cerned. |

According to Lord Justice

McCowan ‘“‘Only in cases
where people would be left at

severe physical risk’ would

it be unreasonable for a coun-
cil to decide on cash grounds

to withdraw supporting serv-

ices from them.

Earlier this year the gov-
ernment issued new guide-
lines giving health

authorities the right to throw
frail elderly patients out of
hospital beds against their
wishes, and to consign them
to nursing homes or to their
own homes where any care
they receive would be sub-
ject to means-tested charges.

The real scandal is that
this huge exercise in privati-
sation and imposition of
charges on what were serv-
ices provided free at point of

use by the NHS has been car-

ried through with all-party
support.
Not only are Labour coun-

cils implementing the

charges, robbing pensioners

of their savings and forcing

them to sell their homes to
pay for nursing home care,
but a new Labour govern-
ment is pledged to maintain
the same wretched system.

Trap

Latest estimates suggest
that more councils, like
Gloucestershire, will again

" run out of community care

funds early in the current fi-

- nancial year: the nationwide
shortfall in funding could be

in excess of £200m, rising
each year as more frail eld-
erly patients fall into the
community care trap.

By Harry Sloan

“AFTER a succession bt

four increasingly farcical
and tokenistic stunts and
‘days of action’, the 13

TUC-affiliated health un-

ions have grudgingly
calied a national demon-
stration on July 29 to pro-

mote their pay demands.

The decision follows pres-
sure by conference delegates
on the biggest health union
UNISON to stop dragging its
feet and step up the desultory
campaign against the Tories’
insulting offer of a 1% in-
crease with another 2% sub-
ject to negotiation with Trusts
and the abolition of national
pay agreements.

 Health workers are facing
a crucial fight to defend their
national pay agreements
against Trust-by-Trust local
pay bargaining that would
leave each hospital’s work-
force to fight its own amploy-
ers alone.

While a handful of
strongly-organised work-
places might hope to make
short-term gains under local
bargaining, only the most na-
ive and complacent activists
or union officials believe that
it offers any long-term bene-

steady stream of affiliations
coming in from areas which

have yet to experience the

cuts inflicted on ‘middle Eng-
land’, the signs are positive.

However there is no room
for complacency.

. While it looks certain that
councils will face cuts in the
region of 4-5% for 1996-7,
more vague promises of extra
cash for education will make
it more difficult to build the
September 30 demonstration

NHS pay: all out
for .luly , do'

fit to staff.

That's why the Tory offer
has been overwhelmingly re-
jected, even though the un-
jons are not claiming any
more cash than the miser-
able 3% already on the table.

There is real anger among
health workers: a determined
effort by activists could make

July 29 a rallying point from
which serious industrial ac-
tion can be called, and the

long-running saga of delays
and half-hearted threats |

turned into a real fight.

UNISON has repeatedily
delayed any baliot for indus-

trial action as the dispute has -

dragged on for months.
Since the 1% offer was first

- proposed the Royal Colleges of

Midwives and Nursing have
set out 1o exploit the threat of

than the successful FACE
mobilisation in March.

The impact of this year’s
cuts will only start to become
fully apparent when teachers
(rather fewer) and students

;(cor151derably more) return to
:schools at the begmmng of
September. -

As FACE’s own- paper
says: ‘“To make sure of its
success we must all start or-
ganising now!”

tllthe unions pull out the slapsfor July 297

action to negotiate separate
deals on their own behalf -
and to poach a few members
from UNISON, whose leaders
are terrified of the thought of
national action.

A lunchtime protest on
March 30 was followed by a
half-hearted lobby of Parlia-
ment on April 20, a patchy
protest on May 1 and a photo-
opportunity stunt by a hand-
ful of nurses carrying
cardboard cut-outs of Vir-

- ginia Bottomley on June 7.

Leaders of UNISON and
the other health unions must
be told to puli out alithe
stops for July 29, and to com-
bine the campaign for a huge
demonstration with the cam-
paign for a massive yes vote
for industrial action to win
this dispute
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'BY K. GOVINDAN

IN OCCUPIED Kashmir,
India’s greatest enemy is its

own army.

The razing to the ground by
fire of the Chrar-e-Sharief on
May 11 has inflamed passions
in the valley and galvanised

popular support for anti-In-

dian militant groups.

The Sufi shrine was one of
Kashmir’s holiest places and
was worshipped at by both
Hindus and Muslims - evi-
dence of the deep-rooted tol-
erance between the two major
religious communities.

Two days before, 60 per cent
of the homes around the
mosque had been destroyed by
fire, and suspicion has immedi-
ately turned to the Indian army.

It has a long record of
atrocities since the upsurge in
militant separatism in 1990,
including torture, mass rape
and extra-judicial killings.

The mosque had been un-
der stege by the army for sev-
eral months as militants of the
pro-Pakistani Hizbul Muja-
hedin took shelter there.
Hizbul are shiite muslims,
scornful of Sufi practices.

Regardless of the source of
the arson, this incident has
thrown into disarray the state

Kashmir

wide elections the govern-
ment planned for mid June or
early July.

Pakistan for its part has
been using Kashmir as a po-
litical football in its feud with
India. Neither Premier
Benazir Bhutto nor opposition
leader Nawaz Sharif care
about the wishes of the Kash-
mirt people.

To justify Pakistan’s own
existence and to embarrass In-
dia, they claim that minorities
cannot exist In India.

Oppressive

But Pakistan’s treatment of
its religious and national mi-
norities 1s as bad as India’s. It
would extend its obnoxious
and oppressive sharia laws to
the people of Kashmir. Where
would this leave the sizeable
Hindu and Buddhist commu-
nities who have co-existed for
centuries?

At present only the Peoples

League and the Jammu and

Kashmir Liberation Front
(JKLF) understand this and
have supported independence
with a new relationship to
botketheir neighbours.
The JKLF also support a
secular federal constitution to
assure maximum autonomy
within a Muslim majority
state to the Pandits, or Hindus

of Jammu, and the Bud-
dhists in Ladakh .

Other militant groups
including Hizbul Muja-
hedin and Jamiat-ul Mu-
jahedin, support
accession to Pakistan - af-
ter all, they are funded
and armed by the Pakistan
military. ,

Bhutto has not stopped

------

the selective funding of
pro-Pakistani and muslim
fundamentalist groups to
the exclusion of the
JKLF. She has even per-
secuted JKLF supporters
in the misnamed Azad
(Free) Kashmir occupied
by Pakistani forces.
[ronically this strategy
strengthens fundamental-
ist forces within Pakistan
and threatens every lib-
eral and democratic free-
dom that remains -
including her right as a
woman to be Prime Min-

- ister in an ““Islamic’’ country.

The question of Kashmir is
not a private dispute between
India and Pakistan. If they
honestly believe that they are
right, why don’t they let the
Kashmiri people freely decide
their own future?

There is nothing more that
the Kashmiri people would
like than to elect their own

ceasefire lead the IRA to bour-
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representatives in place of di-
rect rule by the Federal gov-
ernment.

However the context for
such an election must be as
part of a democratic referen-
dum on self-determination.

At least three options must
be put: remain in India, accede
to Pakistan or independence.
Neither India nor Pakistan
want such a referendum be-

an open party. Because of the

Indlan soldlers guard Kashmm mushm separahsts

cause they know that the third
option is the preferred one.
The first step would be the
demilitarisation of Kashmir
by withdrawal of both Indian
and Pakistani troops and for
Pakistan to return Gilgit and
Baltistan (which it has ille-
gally annexed) to a re-unified
Jammu and Kashmir state.
Human rights and peace
monitors could observe the

process and the militant
groups agree to respect the
peoples verdict.

The only solution is to get
India and Pakistan out of
Kashmir, supporting the right
of all Kashmiris to self-deter-
mination: for a secular demo-
cratic Kashmir within a
socialist federation of South
Asial

Ireland: achilles heel of BrltISh Ieft”

SOCIAI.IST
OUTLOOK
debated Militant
Labour and
Workers’ Liberty
in Leicester
earlier this
month. Arthur
Haynes looks at
Ireland and the
British left.

BRITAIN’S far left lacks in-
ternationalism, most
starkly when lreland is at

issue. While Marx, Engels,

Lenin and Trotsky under-

stood that socialists had a
duty to oppose the British
ruling classin reland some
British ‘marxist’ groups to-
day fail to back the struggle

for a united workers’ re-

public.

The Socialist Workers
Party, and its Irish satellite - the
Socialist Workers Movement -
welcomed the IRA ceasefire as

an opportunity to forget the na-

tional struggle. They seize on
basic economic and work-
place-related demands in Ire-
land, as if these struggles
alone can bring unity and so-
cialism.

- geois politics. While the IRA’s
armed struggle led nowhere,

our alternative was mass
struggle for social and demo-
cratic demands, inciuding
withdrawal of British troops.
Militant Labour has also re-
vised its thinking on ireland
[see Feedback, page 14] after
the experience of the campaign
against the Poll Tax in Britain.

No left turn

Here it has questioned its
orientation to the Labour
Party, standing candidates
against the Labour Party and

They failed to see that the - launching Militant Labour as

Irish Peace Inltlatlve

By Sean o

Siochin

THE IRISH Peace Initia-
tive (IP1) has organised

a Sinn Fein Peace Tour
of Britain, with emphasis
on meeting with the Irish
community groups,
women’s groups, trades
unions and interested in-

dividuals.

Ten months after the IRA
ceasefire it is clear that there
is overwhelming interna-
tional support for peace in

. Ireland.

The Peace Tour is designed
to encourage debate beilween
people in Britain and people
from the North of Ireland and
to hear at first hand about the
Peace Process.

Michel McLoughlin, Sinn
Fein National Chair, will

launch the tour on Wednes-
day 28 June at an 8.00pm
meeting at London’s Camden
irish Centre, at 52 Camden
Square.

McLoughlin will tour Eng-
land and Wales for two weeks
with Martin McGuinness and
eight councillors. |

Bl Detaiis phone [Pl on
0171 609 1743 or write to
Box 3, Rodger Casement
Centre, 131 St John’s Way,
London N19

lack of democratic rights, this
debate led to many explusions,
including the minority around
Militant’s founder, Ted Grant.

But neither Militant Labour
nor Grant’s Socialist Appeal
has moved to the left on the
question of Ireland.

Militant Labour has parti-
tioned its Irish branch: two or-
ganisations divided by the
British border have different
papers and programmes. Nei-
ther agitates for British with-
drawal.

In the Leicester debate,
Militant Labour argued that the
national question can be
solved by arguing for social-
ism and against sectarianism.

While Socialist Outlook
supported strikes against sec-
tarianism, we noted that few
had been held against killings
by the British Army, RUC, UDR
or RIR. For Militant Labour,
Irish unity involves the right of
the Protestants to secede,
even from a socialist Ireland.

Militant Labour welcomed a
leader of the Progressive Un-
ionist Party [political wing of
the UVF loyalist death squads]
as a ‘socialist’ at a May Belfast
rally, and asked the PUP to
help build a “democratic so-
cialist party” in the North.
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From killing random Catho-
lics and nationalists it is an
unlikely transformation to
building a genuine socialist
party. Catholic and Protestant
workers could not enter into
such a coalition. We advise all

socialists to oppose it and its

Militant Labour sponsors.

Discovery

Workers’ Liberty ‘discov-
ered’ the separateness of Prot-
estants from Catholics in the
early 1980s.

- WL guru Sean Matgamna
explained in the debate that
Trotsky and Lenin were out of

date: there was now a 26
county republic in ireland that

UmamstS ha ve no ngm to appress Cathahcs

had resolved the democratic
questions for most of the Irish
people. -

He welcomed the ceasefire,
defending the Protestant veto
and arguing that the British
ruling class wants to withdraw
fromireland. |

WL mistakenly argued that-
the Protestants are a separate
nation. Socialist Outlook ex-
plained that the Protestants
are not oppressed as a com-
munity.

They have no right to 0p—
press Catholics in a separate
state. In Ireland we continue to
oppose the sectarian and Un-
ionist privileges which remain
in Northern lreland.
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By Alan Thomett

The Bosnian Government has or-
dered the BH army to break the

seige of Sarajevo.

It is impossible to tell how likely
they are to succeed, but it is clear that
they are not prepared to sit back and
do nothing and watch the city face
its fourth winter as a ghetto cut off
from the outside world.

Explaining the offensive, Bos-

nia’s foreign minister insisted that
““We are not prepared to see Sara-

jevo institutionalised as a concentra-

tion camp”’
Things are certainly much worse

“in the city now than they have been

for the past three years. There is no
water, gas or electricity, the airport
Is shut, and the supply routes are
blocked, and food is about to run out.

~ The city is on the verge of a public

health catastrophe and the coming
winter may not be short and mild as,
by Balkan standards, the last two
have been.

The other factor is the improved
capability of the BH army itself.
When 70% of the country was occu-

~ pied by Serbian forces three years

ago, Bosnia had no army or weap-
onry at all. Everything was with the
Serb-dominated Yugoslav army,

 which went with the Serbians.

Bosnia had only a few light weap-

ons from the police force. Even 18
- months ago when the first Interna-

tional Workers Aid convoy got
through to Tuzla and was taken to
the front line by the miners’ brigade,
soldiers were facing Serb positions
with just six rounds of ammunition

each.

All that has changed A combina-
tion of surreptitious procurement
and domestic manufacture has pro-
duced an army which is well
equipped with light weaponry as
well as being highly motivated for
the liberation of the occupied lands

and the defence of a rnultl-ethmc A

life.

The discrepancy of heavy weap-
onry, which had been maintained by

the arms embargo, however, re-

mains enormous. Serbia itself is
stacked out with such weapons and
remains the strongest military force
in ex-Yugoslavia (including an air-
force) and Karadzic’s Bosnian Serb

forces have a share of this hardware

- as their ability to shoot down
NATO aircraft has demonstrated.

Atthe same time shaky federation

that the Bosnians have forged with
the Croats is reaping some military
rewards, with Croatian units engag-
ing Serbian forces over occupied
Croatian territory, stretching Serb
forces to the maximum.

Doubts

‘There are now doubits that Slobo-
dan Milosevic will aid his Bosnian
Serb proteges if they come under
extreme pressure. He will certainly
help them in the clandestine way he
has since he “‘split” with them ir an
effort to get the sanctions agamst

Serbia lifted.
But whether he will send in the

regular army is a mqgg open question
—the Bosnian government is clearly
gambling that he will not.

The exact aim of the Bosnian of-
fensive is unclear, since there are a

Danger dru

number of objectives which could
improve their situation short of the
complete relief of the city. They may
cut vital supply lines between Ser-
bian controlled sectors or open up a
relief route into the city itself._

A part of their calculation is their

assessment of the role of the UN and
Western fgrces. |
‘Their efforts to pressurise the

west to intervene on their behalf

have patently failed and they see the

new “rapid reaction force”, if it -
eventually materialises as more a_

means to protect the UN forces
themselves than a new determina-
tion to open supply routes.

As we have argued many times,

......
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in the end the only people who are
going to effectively defend the Bos-
nians and their national rights will be
the Bosnians themselves.

The UN has its own agenda,
which has been and is to enforce a
settlement based on the status quo —
in other words the very institutional-
isation of Sarajevo as a ghetto which

the Bosnians find unacceptable.
Whether the BH army has the

mlhtary strength, with the arms em-

bargo still in place, effectively to lift
the seige is another matter.

Western policy is in complete dis-

array with the failure of air strikes
and the hostage crisis, and if the war
escalates further an actual with-

By K. Govindan

THE POTENTIALLY le-
thal Norplant is only the
latest in a long line of con-
traceptives that population
agencies and drugs compa-
nies are using in experi-
ments on women in the

third world.

The ‘“‘neo-Malthusians”
think that the answer to un-
derdevelopment in the poor
countries is-to keep the birth
rate at replacement level.

This suits the drug compa-

nies down tc the ground. Re-

production technology is big

business.

The decisions of last year’s
Cairo conference on popula-
tion and development was a
windfall - its programme of
action reads like a charter for
them to print money. It en-

dorses the supply of contra-
ceptives regardless of de-

mand.

In the United States Nor-
plant sped through its trials in
spite of scientific concern
over its long term effects on
women - probably because
from it was primarily in-

tended for use in the Thll'd

World.
Welfare

However, even in the US,
many women on welfare
benefits are forced to have an
implant under the threat of
welfare withdrawal.

African-American women

.1n particular — who are over-

represented among the unem-
ployed and poor - have been
targeted by courts and social
services.

In India Norplant has been
undergoing trials in the face

of campaigns by health and
womens’ organisations, such
as Forum Against Oppression
of Women and Stree Shakti
Sanghatana.

It 1s prescribed for poor
women mainly in the rural ar-
eas. Once implanted these
women are rarely looked at
again. The facilities for regu-

larly monitoring do not exist,

and even where they do
women cannot afford to
travel to the nearest clinic for-
going aday’s wages.

Yet Norplant is supposed
to be removed after five
years, or else it can have fatal
consequences.

A survey conducted in In-
donesia revealed that 11 per
cent of women using the con-
traceptive experienced symp-
toms of heart disease. Other
side-effects range from ovar-
1an cysts to weight gain, fort-
nightly menstruation, nausea,

- depression and mood swings.

The Norplan experience
highlights the distortion of the
meaning of reproductive
rights that is being perpe-
trated: it 1s limited to access to
contraception. No attention is
shown to reproductive health
as a whole.

No control ]

Furthermore, women are
allowed no control over these
devices — Norplant can only
be surgically removed by
health professionals. The
right for women to make free
informed choices about the
kind of contraceptive that is
most suitable for them and the
knowledge of its conse-
quences 1s denied.

The neo-Malthusians
aren’t interested, their eco-
nomics cannot kill poverty - it
only kills the poor.

Bosnian b|d to break out of
~Sarajevo ‘concentratic

drawal of UN forces is not impossi-

ble —even at the risk of widening the
war.

Since it is hard to see how the
arms embargo could be sustained
without the UN - they run it and
function the sanctions committees ~
the sooner they go, and take the em-
bargo with them, the better.

B International Workers Aid is
stepping up its aid programme to
the trade unions in the Tuzla re-

gion. Donation to IWA can be

sent to PO Box 1109 London N4,
which will be sent directly to this

project.

Imperialism denies third world women real choices

Stepping
up the
solidarity
effort: In-
ternational
Workers

" Aid







