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SUPPORT THE
RAIL STRIKERS

ASLEF train drivers have voted
to stage a series of one-day
strikes in their battle for a pay
Increase to match the soaring
cost of living, beginning this
week.

With most RMT members in the
former British Rail having voted against
strike action, it is left to the drivers to
defend the strength of trade unionism
as management prepare the rail
network for privatisation.

The strikes against BR could coincide
with action on the London Underground,
where a majority of RMT members have
voted for action in support of their 6
percent pay claim.

But with union leaders in both RMT
and ASLEF fetreating from the original
pay demands, and hinting that any offer
above 3 percent would be referred back
to the members, it is clear that the
strike vote represents a wish to fight on
more than just the wages issue.

This is likely to be the last chance for
rail workers to stage coordinated
nationwide action: there is obviously a
feeling among ASLEF members that
effective strikes could yet put a spoke

in the wheel of the Tories’ unpopular
privatisation plans, and create a more
favourable balance of forces in
struggles to come with the franchise
bosses.

The rail workers have already seen
BR bosses pocket huge pay increases
for their ‘success’ in screwing greater
productivity out of staff, while they have
been offered a miserable hand out
below the rate of inflation.

Their action is an important challenge
to the growing scandal surrounding
privatised utilities.

The full weight of media hostility will
be aimed against them; they will be
attacked by right wing union leaders
who have done nothing to fight the Tory
offensive, and by Tony Blair’'s Labour
leadership -still smarting over the rail
unions’ Clause Four defiance - who
would be quite happy to see the Tories
take them down a peg.

But the fight can, like last summer’s
signal workers’ dispute, serve as a
rallying point for working class
opposition to the hated Major
government.

Solidarity with the rail strikers!
Derail the Tory sell-off!
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THE NATIONAL demon-
stration called by the
health unions for July

29 to press their pay dis-
pute should be a rally-
ing point for everyone
fighting the Tory offen-

sive on the NHS.

More than a million work-
ers have rejected an insult-
ing 1% offer coupled to
another 2% with local
strings attached, and are
battling in defence of the na-
tional agreements which un-
derpin their pay and
conditions. If these are bro-
ken, staff in each Trust will
be left to fight in isolation

Tory leadership

crisis - page 2

Left MPs back Serb war
on Bosnia - pp 10-11

l Fourth International meets:
report, interviews - pp 8-9

A victory on NHS pay would strengthen the fight against hospital cuts and closures

July 29: all
for NHS pay!

for their pay demands: there
would be no more nation-
wide action.

However it appears that
many national union leaders
have already effectively
given up the fight.

Instead of building up the
real anger by encouraging
local branches to stage pro-
test strikes which could
stimulate a 1988-style wave
of action, UNISON and other
key unions seem to be try-
ing their best to damp it all
down.

Three weeks before the
July demo, there are still
hardly any leaflets or post-

ers promoting it. Even the

o

it

venue has been left out of
the skimpy leaflets sent to
UNISON stewards.

The dispute has been
dragged on in hopes that
members will get fed up and
throw in the towel, or the
Royal College of Nursing
will let the unions off the
hook by striking a squalid
deal.

But it’s still not too late to
turn the tide.

There are three weeks
left in which health workers
and all those trade unionists
and Labour activists who
support them can mobilise a
real show of strength on
July 29.




p———— -—— ——

TR T T, e T ey i i et iy L s AT Bl TR T A £ 8 YRy B Sy Mrraa L | oy A A reew e e — e r

N X
o I N B R i s, R e o A, e L e b it

v
¢

SOCIALIST OUTLOOK No. 87, July 15 1995, Page 2

HOME NEWS

»

By Harry Sloan

“Turkeys voting for Christ-
mas’ was the way the Sun

described Tory MPs -

reelecting John Major.
Popular 1deas that might re-
store the Tories’ flagging
fortunes were in desper-
ately short supply through-
out the Tory leadership

contest.

Major ran on a platform of
continuing the present gov-
ernment policies which have

- received such overwhelming

and -humiliating rejection
from the electorate in the
Euro-elections, by-elections
and three rounds of council

- elections.

Sections of the Tory press
and top employers who took

* their distance from Major

aimed their criticisms at pre-
cisely this weakness.

They are worried that with-
out a fundamental change, the
appearance of new policies
and a more popular touch,
Major will prove unelectable.

Bottled out

But of course many more
recognise that the agenda of

.........

.....

the far right is equally un-
popular. Even Redwood bot-
tled out of presenting a
full-blooded right wing plat-

form, in the knowledge that

the electorate would not ac-
cept it.

That’s why, far from offer-
ing a clear alternative, Red-
wood was left at the level of
tinkering and gimmickry,
with pledges to save the Royal
yacht that will do little to win
over the millions caught with
negative equity and wonder-
ing how-long they will have a
job. .

heeds
support

By Simon Day

As the Mainland Car Deliv-
eries strike enters its sec-
ond month the 37 sacked
workers need support from
trade unionists more than

ever.
The Oxfordshire dispute be-

‘gan when the car delivery com-

pany issued eight compuisory
redundancies.

While the other workers

gave the legal seven days no-
tice before their supportive ac-
tion, MCD began to move cars
out of the depot to other distri-
bution centres.

On the day the strike began
all the workers were sacked.

There is a round-the-clock
picket. No more cars have
been moved out of the depot
since the strike commenced.

The depot at Milton near

Didcot is the centre for Rover

distribution all over southern
England. Cars that would have
previously been sent to the de-
pot have now been diverted to
the non-unionised plant at Ely
in Cambridgeshire.

The TGWU has been less
than forthcoming in its support

While the strikers have fol-
lowed the letter of the law, the

union has not organised any

support. The full resources of
the union now need to be put
behind the strikers. |

- The Oxford District Council
has passed a resolution calling
for action to be stepped up. It
will be discussed at the TGWU
bi-annual delegate conference
this coming week. Union
members throughout the
country should also pass reso-
lutions of support.

It is clear that the decision
to sack all the strikers is part of
a wider plan to de-unionise car
distribution completely. The
workers are being used as an
example to intimidate others in
the industry.

Itis important to pressurise
the union leadership to organ-
ise proper solidarity action —
while the Ely plantis not union-
Ised, all the workers who sup-
ply it are.

B Money, letters of sup-
port and copies of resolu-
tion should be sent to the
strike fund, c¢/o B. Hill, 38
Tyrell’s Way, Sutton Court-
ney, Abingdon 0X14 4DF.

S —

Major it ) the pallcles that ara unpopular

Opinion polls showed con-
sistently stronger public sup-
port for Major than for
Redwood or Portillo, though
of course suggesting that
electing Heseltine as leader
could save the Tories as many
as 52 extra seats.

The reshuffled cabinet at-
tempts to exploit this Heselt-
ine effect, but it is doubtful
how much difference voters
will detect in the day to day
issues which matter most.

Any government still em-
barrassed by sky-high pay
deals to privatised utility

The train drivers’ union
has voted for industrial
action over its pay
claim. Socialist
Outlook’s Simon Day
spoke to ASLEF
member Mark
Thompson about the
dispute.

What is the background

to the decision?

The main reason for the
success of the strike vote is the
bubbling resentment over the
union leadership’s behaviour
in recent years. -We have had
to accept a below-inflation
rise every year - a cutin effect.
Between 1992 and 1993 there
was a 7.2 per cent reduction in
driving staff. At our 1994

-conference delegates issued a

serious reprimand to the lead-

ership, saying repetition

would be unacceptable - and
called for a ‘‘substantial in-
crease in the rate of pay” in
the next round. This means, in
practice, a rise of around five
per cent.

The union has conducted a
wide-ranging ‘consultative
process since the conference.
It came out with a clear mes-
sage - 80 per cent in favour of
taking industrial action for an
increase in the basic rate of

‘Did Tory MPs plump
for a turkey?

bosses, hell-bent on the priva-
tisation of the railways, and
offering nothing to secure the
jobs of a newly-insecure mid-
dle class will find it hard to
win back the votes it has lost.

Their best hope is that
Tony Blair will drag Labour’s
policy so far to the right that
disgruntled Tory voters see
Labour as offering no real
change.

So far Blair’s proposals on
the economy, health and edu-

- cation seem to be headed

down that dangerous path.

- The fight for socialist policies

pay, an ovemhelmmg major-

ity.
~ So the policy has been on
the table for a year.

But the strike is con-

nected to privatisation?
Of course. There is mas-
sive anger about the privatisa-

tion programme. The signal
- workers strike showed how

industrial action was an effec-
tive obstacle to privatision - it

. .puts. big financial strains on
these “‘small’’ companies that

are trying to profit out of the
decimation of the industry.
But it is obvious that the

government is pulling all the

strings. The activists realise
that this is a strike against pri-
vatisation and, therefore, a

- strike against the government. -

We’re taking on the Tories.

S0 the mood is deter-

mined?

Absolutely. The only
doubts are directed at the lead-
ership. Some question
whether Lew Adams will
carry it through. The record so
far is not promising. It has
been thirteen years since the
last real strike. Leaders have
done everything in their
power to prevent such action.

A series of one day strikes
in 1993 over redundancy and

compulsory transfers was

Tl —— P -

After Major’s resthﬂe

Welfare state

still the main
Tory target

By Harry Sloan | B

| LIKE THE CAST of a tedI-

ous soap opera, a few
faces may have been
swapped around in John
Major’s cabinet, but the
basic plot remains
grimly, predictably un-

- changed.

Virginia Bottomley, (who
had expressed concern that
she might be given a cabinet
job that would make her un-
popularl), does a straight

swap with philistine Stephen

Dorrell, taking over as su-
premo of the National Lot-
tery at the Ministry of Fun.

Having turned the hunt for
NHS treatment into a lottery,
she is now to have a go at
running the real thing.

The concepts of Bottom-
ley and Fun sit so strangely
together that it is hard to see
how she could survive. if she
follows the methods of her
search and destroy mission
against London’s teaching
hospitals, she will soon be
embroiled in battles for the
closure of the Royal Opera
House, with funding

ar strike ASLEF takes
~on the Tories

stopped after one day with
nothing to show for our ef-

forts.

How will the RMT result

affect the strike?

Of course the RMT voting
is disappointing. We had
hoped the action would be to-
gether. We recognise that any
decent pay rise should be for
all BR workers, not just driv-
ers. |

There is nevertheless, a
strong “‘go it alone’’ tradition
in ASLEF. Drivers have seen
themselves as independent
from other rail workers.

This is due in large part to
their ability to bring the net-
work to a standstill all on their
own. There is support from
other grades though - RMT
members ‘wont be crossing
picket lines. For this, ‘we are
grateful.

Since the recruitment crite- -

rion to the union was ex-
panded there has been a wave
of young recruits with differ-
ent union experience to the
older members.

They will be central to. (,he
strike. They are generally
more militant. They’ll be at
the forefront of the action, on
picket lines and branch meet-

ings. This is certainly happen-

ing in my branch.

L‘Iasiny the Dpera? |

switched to the delivery of
smaller-scale local operas

~"in the community’.

- Of course Tories take the
opera much more seriously
than the NHS, and tens of
millions of lottery cash will
doubtless be funnelled into
subsidising this and other
middle class pursuits.

For his part Dorrell has al-
ready declared his intention
to adhere rigidly to the clo-
sures already rubber-

stamped by Bottomiey,
creating the probability that
the Tories will go into the
next election threatening to
axe key services from overa
dozen London hospitals.
The Department Employ-
ment has itself been made
redundant following the re-
moval of the rabid Michael

Portillo: Gillian Shephard

will now combine the task of

cutting the training of job-
less with that of slashing
spending in schools and cut-
ting student grants. She is
also fronting up the introduc-
tion of the cynical nursery
voucher scheme.

Outrage

The outrage of Tory mi-
nority rule over Scotland is
perpetuated with the ap-

~ pointment as Scottish Secre-

tary of Thatcherite Michael
Forsyth, so right wing even
Scottish Tories can’t stand
him. Wales is saddled with
boy wonder William Haig,
the fourth Tory Weish Secre-
tary to come fromanEng-
lish constituency.
With Kenneth Clarke still
in place as Chancellor set-
ting the pace in spending
cuts to produce a tax bribe
for the next election, and
the brutal Michael Howard
spearheading new attacks
on asylum seekers and en-
dorsing more police racism,
the apparent ‘leftward’ shift
of ministers will if anything
lead to a rightward shift i in
policy.
- The key battleground will
remain the welfare state, as
the Tories seek every ave-
nue for cuts that couid stuff
more cash into the pockets
of middle class punters in a
bid to buy back lost votes.
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about

What we think

‘nothing?

WAS IT really such a gam-
ble, when John Major re-
signed as Tory leader,
boldly challenging his op-
ponents to ‘put up or shut
up’ in a leadership elec-
tion? |

We may have to wait for
some memoirs to confirm the
real story, buton the evidence
so far, it appears that the entire
episode was stitched up well
in advance, in a deal between
Major and Heseltine.

Hezza, recognising that he
could only win the leadership
himself at the risk of trigger-
ing a throughgoing splitin the
party, threw the weight of his
Europhile camp behind Ma-
jor, in exchange for a promise
of real power in the party and
in government.

The deal isolated the Euro-
sceptic right wing around
John Redwood, leaving him
just 89 votes, and giving Ma-
jor a 2-1 victory.

And the same deal has now
installed Heseltine as John
Major’s Minder, the key driv-
ing force of the government,
with his own ‘granny flat’
giving privileged and con-
stant access to0 Major in 10
Downing Street.

While important sections

of the Tory establishment, not

least some national newspa-
per owners and editors are
nervous over Major’s succes-
sion of electoral disasters, the
leadership challenge also in-
volved some key political is-
sues. At the centre of the
upheaval is the deep anti-
European chauvinism at the
roots of the Tory Party itself.

It was clear from the outset
that the dividing line would

not be domestic or social pol-

icy, where the Tories are in
general united both on princi-
ples and to a large extent on
tactics, but on Europe.

Under pressure from the
Euro-sceptic rebels on the
back benches and the hard-
liners in his own cabinet, Ma-
jor had allowed government
policy on Europe to slide dan-
gerously away from the
wishes of British capital.

The Tories are the party of
the ruling class, but there 1s a
certain level of political
autonomy which leaves room
for a conflict of interest.

The policies in John Red-
wood’s campaign platform,
which could have opened the
door for the even more rabid
nationalism of Portillo in the

event of a second round,
would have pushed this split
even wider.

Most of the CBI and key
industrial leaders, along with
the banks and finance houses,
lean towards the idea of a
common European currency
and further consolidating the
European Union as their best
hope of battling through the
intensifying competition and
division of the world into war-
ring trade blocs.

The humiliating trade con-
cessions wrung out of the

 Japanese car industry last

month by US negotiators un-
derlines how tough this com-
petition is becoming: British
capital knows it cannot with-
stand such pressure without
the collective strength of the
EU.

Of course the complexity
of achieving a single currency
has been recognised by other
European governments,

which is why the deadlines for
I

The humiliating
trade concessions
wrung out of the
Japanese car
industry last month
by US negotiators
underlines how

tough competition

is becoming:
British capital
knows it cannot
withstand such

pressure without

the collective
strength of the EU.

it have been repeatedly post-

poned.

The Euro-sceptic rejection
of any notion of a single cur-
rency, or even the commit-
ment to a referendum which
might scupper a hard-won
agreement, would seriously
weaken Britain’s links with
the EU.

It is not least for his dogged
commitment t0 proceed to-
wards a single currency that
Tony Blair has begun to win
supporters among Britain’s in-
dustrial and financial leaders.

A Blair government is
widely seen by other EU gov-
ernments — including Chan-
cellor Kohl’s Christian
Democrats — as the best hope

of making further progress:
they have even discussed
postponing next year's Inter
Governmental Conference in
the hopes that a later date

‘would see Labour in office in

Britain.

Major’s platform, while
carefully avoiding an overt
commitment to a single cur-
rency, firmly rejected the
Euro-sceptic line. That 1s one
reason why among those most
assiduously canvassing in his
support was that doyen of
Europhiles, Sir Edward
Heath. .

But the other reason why
Major was able to cement this
block between the (laughably
named) ‘left’ of his party, the
Europhiles and the centre,
was because on almost every
other political question the
Tories are basically in agree-
ment. |

Of course the rhetoric ap-
pears rather different — just as
John Major’s early use of ‘one
nation’ rhetoric appeared to
offer a contrast in policy from
Thatcher’s language of overt

class war. But the change of

style cannot conceal the con-
tinuity of policies: Major’s
government, working in the
same framework of marketi-
sation, has been every bit as
right wing and reactionary as
Thatcher.

It is John Major’s govern-
ment which has stepped up
the privatisation programme,
brought in the racist Asylum
Act, pushed through the dra-
conian Criminal Justice Act,
scrapped unemployment and
sickness benefits (replacing
them with brutal new meas-
ures, the Job Seekers Allow-
ance and Incapacity Benefit,
designed to cut benefits to
500,000 claimants), brought
in the market reforms in the
NHS and imposed means-
tested charges on community
care for the elderly.

In fact the terms of the
leadership debate were a little
confused: it was the ‘right
wing’ John Redwood who
suggested paying the nurses a
decent wage, relaxing on hospi-
tal closures, and guaranteeing a
hostel place for everyone sleep-
ing rough on the streets, while
the ‘left’ wing Heseltine has
been battling to privatise the
Post Office.

John Redwood flirted
rather ineffectually with
populism, calling for more
law and order, preservation of
army regiments and the royal
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Guess who really won the leadership contest?

yacht, and made great play of
the need to direct new tax cuts
towards the Tories’ tradi-
tional middle class supporters
(‘“‘families hit by the reces-
sion, small businesses and
‘prudent pensioners’ ).

Yet it is Major’s new-look
government which is now
promoting the ‘populist’
voucher scheme designed to
subsidise the private nursery
costs of the prosperous mid-
dle class, at the expense of the
working class families who
depend on council run nurser-
ies and playgroups.

Redwood’s vague plan to
cut public spending across the
board by 1.67 percent to fi-
nance ‘one-off’ £5 billion of
tax cuts failed to disguise the
lack of any serious policies
that were not already part of
the Major government’s
agenda.

His bizarre pledge to elimi-
nate the sleaze factor by vet-
ting the sexual and financial
indiscretions before appoint-
ing ministers must have terri-
fied many of his more
aspiring potential supporters.

" As London’s Evening
Standard pointed out, “All

- those think tanks bubbling

away, all those fierce, pink-
cheeked blue- souled young
men in University campuses
all over the land excitedly in-
voking the mantra ‘Newt Gin-
grich’’’ came to nothing.
“When the crunch came, he
failed to convince intellectu-
ally. He had no ideas.”

Cut down

So Major stays on, rein-
forced by Heseltine. The

- Euro-sceptics are marginal-

ised. Redwood is cut down,
and the disloyal Portillo is dis-
patched to Defence, where he
will be in charge of closing
some of the regiments Red-
wood promised to save in o1-
der to make the spending cuts
Redwood promised to make.

Nothing has really
changed. The policies which
have lost the Tories almost all
their council seats, and left
them trailing at historic lows
in the opinion polls, remain

intact. The scandals of the pri- -

''''''''''

e el
..........

.........
''''''''

e

T

-----

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

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

e,

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

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

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

.......

.......

. N . .

AN RN
SR R 3
S % &'"“3 \ AR
N R &
S % RR R X @
o .
el RN NN R
A o
e :
", \ N . \ 2 Wy
L X
SRR R
\.-:" e N %s \. X g N
: S R
"\‘S\;f'., SRS 3 ; __ﬁ %&«bﬂ
AR RS X RN
X - S
N e
NS TR : ﬁ
N ‘;ﬁc{
B "-\»» R \
N
TR
& ¥ Nh' R
N ;
NN *s
AR nﬁ% R
Q o % E"‘ N
SN ".:qg 3 whe‘a
~:::§ RS
TR R X

vatised utilities, the sleaze, the
fiasco of rail privatisation, the
crisis in the housing market,
the feel-bad factor, the gut re-
action against market values
continue undisturbed.

Skulking disgruntled on
his back benches, a third of
Major’s MPs have shown by
their votes and abstentions
that they are so hostile to his
leadership that they would
risk a general election rather
than back him.

Major has secured a stay of
execution, scraping together a
basis to continue to the next
election: but his govern-
ment’s electoral decline is due
not to its divisions but to mass
rejection of its policies. |

Short of a miraculous-eco-
nomic recovery, it seems that
not even the political inepti-
tude of Tony Blair can avert a
Tory defeat.

Then the crisis would re-
emerge centre stage. And that,
of course, would reopen the
floodgates for a real leader-
ship challenge by the Tory
far-right.
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' Labour flunks test

|on education policy

HOME NEWS

By Richard Hatcher |

ROY Hattersley was right

to call for action to defend
the principle of compre-
hensive schooling. La-
bour’s new policy
document Diversity and
Excellence is an attack on

the comprehensive system.

Diversity and Excellence
proposes nothing to break the
constraints of government-
determined curriculum and

testing. There is no room for

grassroots initiatives to chal-
lenge educational policies de-
signed to maintain the status
quo.

ious ‘“‘historic compromise”’
designed to get Labour off the
hook on opted-out grant
maintained (GM) schools
while not offending the privi-
leged interests represented in
them.

Centralised

Labour is preparing to
abandon the comprehensive
principle, further centralise
control in Westminster,
weaken local government and
wrap it all up in the spurious
rhetoric of parental account-
ability.

Blair’s new ‘‘foundation”
schools will perpetuate divi-
ston and privilege, for two
reasons:

@® A school which acquires
an 1mage as being ‘advan-
taged’ will act as a self-fulfill-
ing prophecy in attracting
parents. This image is under-
pinned by real advantage, in
that they, and not the LEA
will own their buildings and
employ their staff.

The document is an ingen-

@ Labour’s policy encour-
ages diversity, not just by cre-
ating three types of schools -
community, aided and foun-
datiqg - but by encouraging
schools, as the Tories have
done, to specialise and to se-
lect. .

Of course the document re-
peatedly rejects ‘selection by
11-plus’. But there are no
plans to bring the existing 154
grammar schools back into
the comprehensive sector.
This would only happen if
there were ‘a clear demonstra-
tion of support from the par-
ents affected by such
decisions.’

Minority

Does this mean the parents
of the minority of students at
the grammar schools - in
which case clearly nothing
will change? Or does it mean

all the parents in a locality,

where a vote for abolition
could be campaigned for and
won?

The document backs other
types of selection. By encour-
aging selection by so-called
“aptitude’, the policy risks
the premature labelling of
children - in oversubscribed
schools *“‘aptitude’ becomes a
code word for ability.

Existing patterns of educa-
tional inequality, especially
for working class school stu-
dents, are reinforced.

The end of extra funding to
GM schools is to be wel-

comed - as is the commitment
to return GM teachers to the
framework of national pay
and conditions.

But there is a danger that
the jobs of GM school teach-
ers and other staff will be at
risk. This is why the staff of

- foundation schools should be

employed by the LEA not the
school itself. They need the
safety net of an alternative job
in another school - an impor-
tant issue given the huge num-
ber of surplus places in GM
schools.

- The document goes too far
in trying to placate the anti-lo-
cal government lobby. It pro-
poses to delegate even more
of the LEA budget than under
the Tories — up from 85 to 90
per cent.

It nevertheless admits that
some services, like special
needs, cannot be met by the
remaining ten per cent, and

that LEAs will have to find a

way of negotiating some kind
of claw=back from the
schools.

The sensible answer is to
allow LEAs to retain enough
in the first place.

The advantage to Blair of
the 90 per cent figure 1s that it
denies LEASs the capacity for
intervention. The important
innovations in anti-racist and
anti-sexist education funded
by LEAs in the 1980s would
become near to impossible.

The document makes big
claims for involving parents.

Labour is preparing to abandon the

‘comprehensive principle, further

centralise control in Westminster, and
weaken local government.

There would be more parents

on governing bodies, and one
elected parents’ repre-
sentative on education com-
mittees. LEAs will be
encouraged to set up Parents
Forums.

This hardly opens up local

government to popular in-

volvement. Why not establish
statutory Education Forums,
involving teachers and other
educational interests, with
full rights to information, full

consultation, with the right to

put resolutions to Education
Committees?

Accountablilty

Putting more parents on
governing bodies does not
necessarily address the key is-
sue of their accountability to
the mass of parents. Once
elected they can do what they
like. Parents are to be given no
right of representation of their
ViEwWs. |

This document does noth-
ing to break from the Conser-
vative agenda for education.

Once again Labouris drag-
ging along behind the level of
popular opposition to the To-
ries. Many towns and cities
across the shire counties have
seen big demonstrations op-
posing cuts in education, re-
flecting a new, more radical
involvement, many of the ac-
tivities organised by the Fight
Against Cuts in Education.

As campaigners prepare to
mobilise for the second na-
tional FACE demonstration
in London on September 30,
Labour’s leadership remains
again on the sidelines, hand-
ing the initiative back to the
Tories on terrain where im-
portant inroads could be made
into the middle classes.
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B Labour’s NHS retreat
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By Harry Sloan

When is a market not a
market?

That is the question that re-
mains unanswered from La-
bour’s laborious 36-page
policy statement Renewing the
NHS.

The second paragraph tells
the main story: the Party is ter-
rified of proposing any serious
changes: |

“It is clear that it is neither
possible nor desirable to turn
the clock back. Nor is there any
appetite in the health service
for huge upheaval. We do not
intend to replace one dogmatic
approach with another.”

With big changes rejected, it
is therefore the Tories’ dog-
matic approach which remains
the dominant factor in the new
Labour plans.

The central feature of the

Thatcherite reforms was the
split between the purchasing
and provisioh of care, embod-
jed in the separation of Trusts
from health authorities.
Labour has taken the bold
step of capitulating to this

‘change. “Labour believes that
the planning and delivery of

care are distinct responsibili-
ties. They should be kept sepa-
rate. Health authorities will
remain separate from the hos-
pitals they fund. Hospitals will
manage their own affairs.”

Bureaucratic

As a consequence of this,
even while proclaiming that La-
bour rejects the market, it
winds up advocating the reten-
tion of almost all of the bureau-
cratic excesses of the present
Tory market system.

The only substantive
change will be the scrapping of
GP Fundholding, to be re-
placed by a new arrangement
by which GPs in each locality
will collectively play a role in
the commissioning and plan-
ning of hospital services.

Neither the health authori-
ties nor the revamped Trust
Boards will be elected or ac-
countable to local people.

Labour will appoint its own
nominees to these quangos:
the only real change will be that
the Trusts will no longer be the
formal owners of the assets

they control, and that senior

managers will no longer be
members of Trust Boards, but
will be ‘accountable’ to ‘a su-
pervisory board of non-execu-
tive directors representing the
community’. |

The Labour policy carries a
fairly radical critique of many
aspects of the Tory policies,
but is much more evasive
about what a Labour govern-
ment would do instead.
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There js no reference any-
where to the global allocation
of resources to the NHS, leav-
ing the clear implication that
the cash-driven cuts and clo-
sures which have already been
endorsed would carry on if
Margaret Beckett were in
charge. | |

The fiasco of the recent
Commons debate on London
hospital closures, where La-
bour categorically refused to

_promise to halt or reverse the

cuts has now been consoli-
dated as policy, even while La-
bour scores cheap points -by
denouncing the loss of Guy’s
Bart’s and other prestigious
hospitals.

Costings

~ Similarly, Labour has made
political capital out of the bur-
geoning costs of NHS bu-
reaucracy under the Tory
reforms, but its own policies
would retain aimost all the pre-
sent functions to draw up the
costing of each item of treat-

‘ment for comparison with

other hospitals, and to ensure
hospitals run within rigid cash
limits.

As in education, Labour
would continue the discredited
Tory league tables comparing
hospital performance.

Compulsory tendering of
hospital ancillary services
would be ended, but existing
contracts with private firms
would remain untouched.

None of the growing num-
ber of top NHS managers
would be laid off; they would be
reassigned: the overhead costs
would remain at their infiated
level. |

Nor will Labour break from
its long-standing support for
the Tory privatisation of com-
munity care, with the imposi-
tion of means- tested charges.
Instead all they promise is a
Royal Commission to investi-
gate the problems, which will
shelve the issue for years
ahead.

The policy says virtually
nothing that will enthuse or re-
assure health workers or
health campaigners, and rep-
resents a major wasted oppor-
tunity to win electoral support
on a key area of Tory weak-
ness.

Embarrassment

Blair's timid policy today
could prove to be a major em-
barrassment tomorrow. Tories
will have a field day exploiting
the bureaiicracy and waste that

will be rampant under Labour.

Beckett and co. have to be
told by health unions, Labour
Parties and other bodies that
these half-baked policies are a

~ liability, and should be ditched.




‘ing new legislation that
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Tories

tep up
racist

offensive

and at the same time placing a
responsibility on hospitals,
schools, benefits agencies and
employers to shop people
they suspect of being illegal
immigrants and to carry out
passport checks.

In practice this will mean
suspecting all black people
.and can only serve to increase
levels of racism. Already
these proposals are being pre-

By Simon Deville

THE RIGHT wing of the
Tory Party are now propos-

aims to further tighten im-

migration controls.
Particular areas being

looked at include cutting

benefits of asylum seekers,

‘In June the French Federa-

tion of Associations in
Solidarity with Immigrant
Workers (FASTI) heard
reports from the struggle
against racist immigration
laws throughout Europe.

As a representative of the
Campaign to Close
Campsfield I gave evidence
on the detention of refugees
and other migrants in Britain.

FASTI has seventy active
local associations in France. It
works with non-French na-
tionals on the provision of
housing, legal advice on resi-
dence and citizenship, French
language instruction and pub-
lic campaigning on anti-racist
and solidarity issues. |

In the past year in has taken
part in a national march for
jobs and campaigns for the
right to medical treatment for
non-French nationals, as well
as against deportations and
detention.

Two hundred people heard
evidence from recent de-
tainees and the local associa-
tions.

Among the so-called
“Pasqua laws” of 1993 was
the introduction of ‘‘judicial
detention’ of ‘‘deportable”
foreigners for up to six
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Part of mo June 24 blckstmo! Hénnondsérm immigratin prison, West Lon

empted by eager right-
wingers.

In Hackney, one of the
auditors of the council payroll
illegally handed over the
names of 600 staff with Afri-
can-sounding names to the
Immigration and Nationality
Department (IND).

Although Hackney council
has claimed to be opposed to
these new measures, nothing
has been done about this vio-
latton of civil liberties and
workers rights.-

Furthermore the council
has stated that it ““is prepared
to respond to legitimate re-
quests for information from
the IND”. In other words the
only problem Hackney coun-
cil has is that the law has not
yet been passed.
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months on the decision of a
magistrate - hence the new
detention centres.

As in Britain, the official
language of forcible deten-
tion is full of euphemisms.
Detention centres in France
are officially “‘retention cen-
tres’’. People are not deported
- a word associated with the
deportation of jews, gypsies
and others by nazi collabora-
tors - but ‘“‘distanced”’,
éloigné.

Under Charles Pasqua
there has been a systematic
attack on people who solidar-
ise with immigrant workers.

Most notable perhaps is
the December 27 1994 law
no. 94-1136 which states that
““any person who while in
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The council sees no prob-
lem with acting as immigra-
tion police over its own staff,
provided that individuals wait

“until legislation is passed.

A pregnant woman has
been refused hospital treat-
ment until she could provide
proof that she had permission

‘to be in the country.

The government’s aim is
quite clear, to create a society
where we all have a legal ob-
ligation to act as spies and
snoopers within our own
communities. People who
thought they were becoming
teachers, doctors, or council
workers will find their job de-
scriptions being changed to

French campaigners figh
rising tide of detentions
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France directly or indirectly
assists or attempts to assist the
irregular entry, movement or
stay of a foreigner in France
shall be punished by five
years in prison and a fine of
200,000 francs™.

- The new law has been un-
dermined by a national cam-
paign and the petition by over
300 well-known public figures
stating that they have broken, or
intend to break, the law by as-
sisting foreigners whose situ-
ation is deemed “‘irregular’’ by
the government.

The president of the Or-
leans association has been
tried for public defamation of
the police. His offence was to
distribute a leaflet that recalls
the role of the local police in

include work as immigration
officers.

On top of this there is also
a backlash against equal op-
portunities policies being or-
ganised within local
government (see SO#85)
which can only further en-
courage witchunts against
black workers and create even
greater levels of racism.

So far the Labour leader-
ship has done little to oppose
this escalation of state racism.
Activists must demand a firm
commitment from the Labour
leadership to oppose these
measures, and trade unionists
must start organising now to
ensure non-compliance with
any new measures that are in-
troduced.

Vichy France in imprisoning
jews and others in detention
camps from which they were
sent on to their deaths in Ger-
many and Poland.

He was acquitted along
with the co-charged Kas-
soum Sidiki Ba at Orleans
Correctional Tribune on June
23. The state prosecutor has
appealed.

The French state does not
intend to give up its pursuit of
what is a part of a more or less
Europe-wide governmental
policy on this question.

Momentous decisions on
immigration matters are
made by interior and justice
minister at secret meetings
free of all public scrutiny and
control.
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Anti-
racists

forward

HUNDREDS of peopie
across the country mobi-
lised for the day of ac-
tions against immigration
detentions and deporta-

tions on June 24th.

These actions were linked
in to protests throughout
Europe against the treatment
of migrants and the draconian
legisiation being introduced
to enforce “Fortress Europe”.

In Britain, the actions
marked a small but significant
step in the development of an
opposition to current and fu-
ture legislation.

At 2 time when hundreds
more prison places are being
built to lock up asylum seek-
ers, and even tighter immigra-
tion controls are being
proposed, it is even more vi-
tal that the biack community
and the labour movement
take up the fight against state
racism.

Across the
country

@ Winson Green prison in
Birmingham saw a lively
picket of around 250 people,
with a significant role played
by the Ragbir Singh cam-
paign. |

The day of actions co-in-
sided with Ragbir’s daugh-
ter’s birthday. Pressure from
the campaign forced prison
authorities to return Raghir to
Birmingham.

@ Around 200 people sup-
ported the picket at Har-
mondsworth detentiomn
centre, with a coach organ-
ised by the Collin Roach cen-
tre being supported by the
Joint Commission for the Wel-
fare of Immigrants.

® A march from Gosport
Ferry to Haslar prison was di-
verted by police away from
the planned route through
Portsmouth town centre. Po-
lice also prevented the demo
from going anywhere near the

~ immigration wing of the

prison. It appears that police
were acting under instructions
from a committee established
under the Maastricht treaty.

@ The picket at Campsfield
detention centre near Oxford
was supported by a lively .
delegation of activists from
the Ivory Coast, and by the
well established Close Down
Campsfield Campaign, organ-
ised through the local 1abour
movement.

@ In Leicester a picket of
the Immigration Police’s of-
fice on June 21 received me-
dia attention from Sunrise
Radio and local media. Activ-
ists from Leicester also mobi-
lised for the Campsfield demo
on the 24th. S

@ In Bristol a picket was or-
ganised by the local branch of
ARA at Horfield prison.

@ In Hull tocal activists or-
ganised a mass leafleting of
the town centre.
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Killer Clegg released, but political prisoners languish

By David Coen

PARATROOPER Lee

Clegg, convicted of the
murder of Karen Reilly,
was released on parole after
serving only four years of
the life sentence on the day
before the election for the

leadership of the Tory
Party.

Claiming the release had
nothing to do with John Ma-
jor’s desire to boost his
chances in the election, gov-
ernment spin doctors said
Clegg’s case had been
through the same legal proc-
esses as any other prisoner
serving a life sentence.

Mayhew

Northern Ireland Secretary
Patrick Mayhew’s behaviour
tells the real story. He was the
one who took the decision
about Clegg.

French socialists join

Days before the leadership
election he wrote to the Times
to proclaim how important
John Major was to the “‘Peace

Process’. Some of those
MP’s supporting Clegg were
in the Redwood camp and
Mayhew believed that
Clegg’s release might win
some back for Major.

Of the 35 Republican “lif-

ers” in British jails, 11 have
served more than 20 years,

many for lesser offences than

murder. Time and again ap-
peals for parole have been
turned down.

Appeals for transfer to Ire-
land or for compassionate
leave have been refused. Little
wonder that Clegg’s release
led to rioting as people’s anger
and frustration with the Brit-
ish government boiled over.

No comparison

Major himself attempted to
justify Mayhew’s decision to
release Clegg by claiming

there was no comparison be-

tween the case and that of IRA
prisoners. -

Andrew Duncan, chair of
the Tory backbench Northern
Ireland Committee said there
would be no discussion of the
release of IRA prisoners until
the IRA de-commissioned its
weapons.

The message was clear:

" Republican prisoners in Ire-

land and Britain are merely a
bargaining chip in the nego-
tiations, hostages to the politi-
cal needs of the British, In
short, political prisoners.

The issue of the prisoners
has always been central to the
struggle against British rule in
Ireland. Labour Northem Ire-
land Secretary Roy Mason
withdrew political status on

March 1st 1976 as part of the

British effort to criminalise
the struggle.

Prisoners in Long Kesh
and Armagh Jails began the
“dirty protest” which resulted

anti-nuke battle

The decision by France’s
newly-elected conservative
President Jacques Chirac
to authorise resumption of
French nuclear tests at Mu-
ruroa Atoll in the South Pa-
cific has brought an
outraged reaction from

many quarters.

Alongside ecological and
peace organisations such as
Greenpeace and CND protests
have come from many govern-
ments in the region, in particu-
lar the fifteen members of the
Pacific Forum, including Aus-
tralia and New Zealand.

One voice missing from this
chorus of criticism has been
that of the British government,
which claims the new tests are
an internal French matter.

This silence is partly the
fruit of Major’s wish to buiid a
Franco-British axis to buttress

his manoeuvres in Europe, and

partly of the fact that the British

defence establishment are
 themselves contemplating

new nuclear tests.
Significant anti-nuclear
demonstrations have taken

- place in French Polynesia and

New Caledonia, scene of a
long-running anti-coloniat
conflict.

In France itself opposition,
while still small-scale, has be-
gun to develop. There have
been two several thousand
strong demonstrations in
Paris - the second with the po-
litical backing of a wide range
of organisations, including
Greens and the French Com-
munist Party.

The leading opposition

party, the Socialists, under

their new leader Lionel Jospin,
have criticised Chirac’s deci-
sion to resume the series of

tests suspended in 1992 by
Socialist President Mitterrand.
However, they remain sup-
porters of French nuclear
weapons. As Jospin explained
during the Presidential elec-
tion campaign last March, “the
determination to maintain the
nuclear deterrent is not incom-
patible with a continuation of
the moratorium on nuclear
tests - which presupposes a
simulation programme - as
long as the other powers keep
their promises about this”.
Others pursue a more con-
sistent anti-nuclear line,
among them Socialist Qut-
look’s sister organisation, the
Revolutionary Communist
League (LCR). The comments
below are taken from an article
by Pierre Rousset in the LCR’s

weekly paper Rouge.

“The notion of deter-
rence has always been
used to mask the aggres-
sive purpose of the nu-
clear arsenal. It has
united right and left-
wing government parties
around defence of
France’s status as a
great power, a perma-
nent member of the UN
Security Council and of

The Hunger Smkes shook Brmsh mle now rapubhcan pnsoners are used as hastages

in the 1981 Hunger Strikes led
by Bobby Sands, in which ten
prisoners died.

A mass protest movement

shook British rule in Ireland in

a way not seen since the Civil
Rights Movement in the late
60’s. Though the Thatcher
government publicly refused
the prisoner’s demands, it

later conceded privately that

they should be treated differ-
ently to criminals.

The impetus from that
struggle fed through not only

into the rise of Sinn Fein as a

political force in the North but
~ also into the growth a signifi-

cant element within the Brit-
ish Labour Party in favour of
withdrawal.

In 1985 the Dublin govern-
ment, fearing the rise in sup-
port for Sinn Fein would
combine with the economic

- crisis, tried to head off the

threatened political meltdown
by signing the Anglo-Irish
Agreement.

Margaret Thatcher, union-

ist to the core, was forced to
concede that the war in Ire-
land was not simply an inter-
nal British problem.

Almost a year after the
cease-fire, the British are de-
manding that the IRA *‘de-
commissions’’ its weapons
before they will talk to Sinn
Fein about a settlement.

We demand that the British
immediately release all politi-
cal prisoners as an indication
of their seriousness about

peace.

the club of “official” nu-

clear weapons states.

Why maintain and mod-
ernise an arsenal which is
soon to be destroyed? Our
government parties know
perfectly well that studies
are being conducted to mini-
aturize nuclear weapons,
and propaganda campaigns
will be conducted to soften
up public opinion to accept
their military use.

The fundamental choice is -

not between real or com-
puter-simulated tests. If we
want to live tomorrow with-
out the nuclear threat hang-
ing over our heads we must
put a stop now to the infer-
nal spiral unleashed by the
'great powers’ and break the
behind-the-scenes grip of the
civilian and military nuclear
lobby.

This decision involves the
future of the whole of human-
ity, but it has been taken by
one person - Chirac. With-
out any democratic debate,
he has announced his ‘irrevo-
cable’ decision.

We are told that the tests
involve no risks. Who
knows? No independent
commission has been able to
freely look at the problem.

The three which have
been to Mururoa have had
neither the necessary time
nor freedom to visit the sites
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and have been closely super-
vised by the military.

The resumption of French
tests risks setting off a chain
reaction. In Washington,
Moscow and London the mili-
tary-industrial lobbies are al-
ready pushing for new tests.

The American moratorium
may not be continued. The
isolation of China, which has
never observed the morato-
rium, is over.

The ‘unofficial® members
of the nuclear weapons club
such as Israel and India and
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the ‘candidate members’
will be encouraged. ,

This series of tests must
be abandoned and the total
test ban treaty signed with-
out delay.

It is not a question of un-
dertaking a few more or less
symbolic actions against the
resumption of French tests.

We have to set a new di-
rection and revive, through
struggle, the process of nu-
clear disarmament currently

- bogged down in interna-
tional negotiations.”




Trans-national

By Bala Kumar

The big bad boys on the interna-
tional stage in the 1970s were
western trans-national corpora-

tions (TNCs). In the 1980s criti-
cism shifted to the International
- Monetary Fund and the World
Bank. Yet the reach and power of
trans-national capital has been
steadily growing. |
By the early 1990s there were
well over 35,000 TNCs with
170,000 foreign affiliates. The an-
nual turnover of some of these com-
panies is greater than the national

income of several Third World
countries combined.

Royal Dutch Shell ranks top of all
with assets of US$100.8 billion and
127,000 workers. An estimated 73
million people are directly em-
ployed and many more employed by
sub-contractors.

Whereas twenty years ago US
owned firms dominated the top
twenty list, there are now three Japa-
nese concerns too: Hitachi, Mat-
sushita and Toyota.

Lower down in the rankings there

“are also Brazilian and South Korean
owned companies. This shows how

capital even from non-imperialist

countries needs to continually seek

new arenas of accumulation.

However, five advanced capital-
ist countries account for 172 of the
top 200 firms.

The internationalisation of capi-
tal has also paved the way for the
internationalisation of production
and distribution. So anything up to
fifteen countries are involved in the
manufacture of the humble Ford Es-
cort.

This diversification is for several

~ reasons. It may be to take advantage
- of lower wages, ununionised work-

places, tax breaks and access to
“host’” country markets. It also
helps break strikes and curb worker-
militancy while maintaining smooth
production flows — there is always
another source in another country.
In the textile and garment sector
relocation to new countries may be

because the country quota under the -

Multi-Fibre Agreement has been
used up.

This growth in the affiliates of
TNCs means that most world trade
is taking place between these giant
corporations rather than between
countries. A conservative estimate is
one-third of all world trade. How-
ever, most of this takes place be-
tween the advanced capitalist
countries — tIE rest of the world is

simply excluded from these invest-
ment flows.

While capital hungry and tech-
nology poor countries welcome
TNCs, it is arguable how far they
benefit. Their main attraction is that
they are major employers. Profits are
siphoned back to their “home”
countries, not re-invested in the do-
mestic economy - little or no tech-
nology and skills are passed on to
local companies and workers.

Where countries have prospered
by TNC investment such as South

Korea, this has been under strict

European monetary union?

regulation of their activities and a
strong state.

Some commentators see the rela-
tive power of these companies over
Third world governments and inter-
national institutions such as the

‘United Nations and World Trade

Organisation as proof of the “‘eclipse
of the nation state”’.

It is not so simple. TNCs need a
spatial location to situate themselves
— the nation state. They value it not
for its boundaries but because of its
historic function as arbiter between
capital and labour. They value in the

corporations flex global
muscles

“host’ state the re-
pressive armoury of
the police and army.

They also need the
backing of their state
to secure market ac-
cess and privileges
and to intervene on
their behalf.

From the anti-ex-
propriation United
Fruit Company coup
in Guatemala in the
1950°s to construc-
tion contracts in Ku-
wait after the Gulf
war, US trans-nation-
als have relied on Un-
cle Sam.

Reports of the
death of the nation state have there-
fore been much exaggerated.

There is only one response to
global capital and that is global soli-

darity between the exploited and the

marginalised. When the robber bar-
ons show scant concern for borders
neither should workers.

It is through that re-discovery of
solidarity - regardless of national,
ethnic and gender divisions - stretch-
ing from the work-place to the com-
munity and back again, that we make
initiatives against capitalism and for
socialism.

No Cannes do! |

By Simon Day

At the European summit in
Cannes the great and the
not-so-good swapped pro-
posals over iced Evian
water for two days without
agreeing to a single thing
of substance. Plans
abound. Realisation is ab-

sent.

Europe’s capitalist powers
cannot decide upon a collec-
tive future. The leaders of all
the main countries are at odds

both with one another and

their own populations.

.Since the fall of the Berlin
wall and the collapse of the
regimes in the east, Europe
has been the site of the most
fierce political contestation in
the deyeloped capitalist world.

East, south or across the
Atlantic - strategies and sche-
mas abound. None of them
look like coming off.

The political bloc created
-out of the second world war
that became known as “West-
ern Europe” is redundant. But
there remains no agreement

over what is to replace it.

Its component parts con-
tinue to disagree about both
its internal functioning and ex-
ternal relations. The sordid
self interest has been made
visible recently by all the
squabbles over “aid”.

Zones

Germany, ever keen to
coopt the countries of central
and eastern Europe, wants to
extend its traditional zone of
influence.

France, and, to a lesser ex-
tent, the European countries
of the Mediterranean, are
more concerned about the
Magreb. Mitterrand even pro-
posed that the EU hold an in-
ternational conference in
Algeria!

The key here is the relation-
ship of the new Europe to the

USA.

Now the Americans are
looking more to the far east for
economic relations a number
of proposals are on the table.
Spain has declared US-EU re-
lations its priority in its presi-
dency. Three plans have been
outlined:

® A Transatlantic Free
Trade Area (TAFTA). This

would fit in with the US enthu-

siasm for regional trade pacts.
But it would not end the big
problems over textiles and ag-
riculture that seven years of
battles in the Uruguay round
have so far failed to resolve.

Such an arrangement
would probably only serve to
accentuate the differences be-
tween the USA and the Euro-
pean powers.

® A transatiantic “eco-

nomic space”. This is little
more than a codification of the
already existing pians of the
Organisation for Economic
Co-operation and Develop-
ment for global investment.

@ A transatlantic charter.
This “great leap forward”
would be of little value how-
ever if it did not cover military
policy - something that cannot
be dealt with until the 1996
intergovernmental confer-
ence.

The political impact of
these negotiations on the
European working class is
profound. Western Europe
was always an artificial crea-

-overall framework

tion put together in
the aftermath of the
second world war
in order to stabilise
capitalism. It ex-
pressed the world
dominance of the
USA.

Framework

ltis important to
note that this domi-
nance was not de-
termined by the
USA’s industrial
capacity or effi-
ciency, but by its
capacity to set the

of politics and
trade. This is less
and less the case.

During the Cold
War it could use its
military might as a means of
political intervention into
Europe. NATO was its device -
a political tool to ensure su-
premacy. This is what makes
the policy discord between the
USA and Europe over Bosnia
as important as the divisions
within Europe itself.

There remain huge obsta-
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Are Chirac s eyes on monetary unian or on the Maghreb?
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cles to be overcome for Euro-
pean capital to create ade-
quate military forces and a
unified foreign policy.

Britain’s favoured position
of the USA’s most servile vas-
sal makes this even more of a
struggle.

The huge divisions evident

in Cannes show how much

“globalisation™ has been over-

stated.
Monetary union has had to
be put back until 1999 - and
even this first step Major has
called “Eurocrap”.
 National states remain the
fountainhead of both eco-
nomic policy and political ac-
tion.
With problems like this,
who needs Euro-sceptics?
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