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THE ANGER is building again
over cuts in education just a
few weeks into term, as par-
ents, teachers and school stu-
dents survey the damage

done by last year’s cutbacks.
The mood is building for the na-

tional demonstration against cuts

in schools, called by Fight Against

Cuts in Education (FACE) on Sep-
tember 30.

Thousands of teaching posts
and thousands more support staff
have been axed over the summer -
many of them through ‘voluntary’
severance, early retirement, ‘natu-
ral wastage’ or the non-renewal of
short-term contrcats.

However they went, the loss of

It'S got to he
the hmit!

March
to stop
Tory
education cuts |

these staff has pushed up class

sizes in schools across the country. -

But there is worse to come.
Chancellor Kenneth Clarke is
searching for yet more spending
cuts to finance budget tax hand-

outs. Even Education Secretary Gil-

lian Shephard is warning her col-
leagues that the Tories are not
spending enough to sustain stand-
ards in education.

Class sizes

Every further cut will mean

more teachers will be lost, and
class sizes willincrease. More

than a million children are now be-
. ing taught in classes of over 30.

But angry parents, governors

¥

and teachers are beginning to fight
back and organise for September
30.

In Oxfordshire a county-wide
‘council of war’ to link lecal cam-
paigns and coordinate action for a
new school year attracted over 75
enthisiastic representatives, and a
150-strong conference of secon-

dary school head teachers and gov-

ernors gave a standing ovation to
FACE National Chair Sue Lister,
who spelled out the determination
to fight on.

Ten coaches (including one
sponsored by a local UNISON
branch) are already booked from
Oxfordshire for September 30.

Groups of students and schooel

students are organising contin-

gents for the march, which has
been-backed by UNISON, the
GMB, the NASUWT and many
branches of the NUT.

No cuts

The FACE demands are simple:

halt and reverse the cuts, and no
classes larger than 30. Governing
bodies are again urged to refuse
to make cuts, and to draw up in-

stead budgets based on the educa-

tional needs of their schools.
This fightback could be a focal
point of anger against the Tories,
and key to the next election.
Be there on September 30 -
and bring your banners!

FACE demo
LONDON
SATURDAY
September

350

Assemble 12.30,
Embankment
March to Hyde Park
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EDITORIAL

TUC’s Monks in apparent
switch of habits |

Blair sets

collision

course

with unions

DESPERATE to attract at-
tention to a Congress that
threatened to become a
low-profile side-show,
TUC General Secretary
John Monks dressed up
himself unconvincingly in
the mantle of militancy.

To the delight of the media,
and the surprise of most trade
unionists, he used an article in
the ASLEF journal to declare
himself a ‘unapologetic mili-
tant’.

In most un-TUC type lan-
guage he argued that the tide
has turned against the Tories,
he proclaimed. ‘“Bosses have
been lining their own pockets
with scant regard to the wider
interest, and some need to be
challenged. Militancy re-
minds us not to be complacent
... 5o some of this militancy is
to be welcomed.”

The words themselves be-
tray Monks’s limited political
horizons; but for a TUC Gen-
eral Secretary to do anything
other than denounce mili-
tancy is so unusual we should
notice the change of tone

rather that the continuing illu-
sions that somehow the
bosses should be expected to
respect the needs and interests
of the workers they exploit.
“If workers are treated
badly, they will react,”
Monks went on. Of course
partly he was pointing to the
increased number of success-
ful strike ballots, most notably
among rail and tube workers:
but his speech is if anything a
warning to Labour’s right
wing leadership that the full
fury of years of frustration by
workers beaten down by em-
ployers since 1979 could
make itself felt once the To-
ries are removed from office.

Academic

Monks’s militancy is
largely of this academic and
speculative kind. Although he
may, hypothetically, be
‘counted among the militants’
at some time in the future, he
is not militant mow —opposing
any fight for a specific mini-
mum wage figure, and joining
the efforts to gag TUC unions

demanding a much bolder La-
bour commitment to uphold
union rights at work.

Monks, in alliance with
virtually ‘all the main unions,
took a hard line against the
National Union of Journalists,
and upheld Tony Blair’s con-
servative line that the legal
right of union recognition
would be extended only to
‘bargaining units’ where aun-
ion had more than 50 percent
membership.

The fact that this could
subsequently be used by em-
ployers in many workplaces
(notably most NHS Trusts) as
a pretext to withdraw recog-
nition of unions falling below
the 50 percent mark was
brushed aside by unions, in-
cluding the TGWU, which
could find themselves drasti-
cally undermined.

The NUIJ, whose bargain-
ing power has been ham-
mered by a systematic
employers’ campaign of
derecognition, argued that
recognition should automat-
ically be guaranteed to any
group of workers who wish to

Andrew Wiard

be repreéented by a union.

But attempts by NUJ Gen-
eral Secretary John Foster to
organise support around this
demand found no support
even from ‘left’-led unions.
TGWU leader Bill Morris
claimed the proposal might
‘undermine union stability’!

This year’s TUC has also
taken a far from militant line
on demanding repeal of other
anti-union laws, and rejected
the call from the bakers’ and
miners’ unions to refuse to co-
operate with laws which deny
union members’ democratic
rights.

It did endorse a limited call
for the legalisation of ‘soli-
darity’ strikes, but making it
clear that this meant strikes
against the same employer,
not industrial workers striking
in support of nurses.

At each stage, when it has
come to the crunch, the limits
of TUC policy have been set

Blair in ‘no policies’ shock

IT WAS the biggest leak
since the Titanic went
down: or was it?

The revelation that one of
the key members of Tony
Blair’s unelected ‘kitchen
cabinet’, Philip Gould, was
in favour of concentrating
even more dictatorial power
in the hands of the leader
and h‘is office was scarcely a
surprise.

Nor, for anyone who has
been searching in vain for
any sign of radicalism or
genuine commitment to the
side of the working class
from the Blair team, will it
be a shock to discover that
Labour “does not have a po-
litical project that matches
the Thatcher agenda of
1979, nor one that will be
able to sustain Labour in
government and transform
Britain”.

Socialists have been say-
ing this for years - since the
tise of ‘new realism’ in the
mid 1980s.

Indeed Blair’s main task
has been to follow through
the onslaught of the Kinnock
years, and purge the party of
any lingering remnants of
such a project - by scrap-
ping anything vaguely remi-
niscent of a socialist policy,
culminating in the ditching
of Clause Four.

Having shaped a political
profile primarily decided by
fear of the media and toady-
ing to the Tories’ reactionary
agenda, it is obvious to all
that Blair’s team lacks con-
viction, coherence and any
sense of determination to
confront the evils of market
capitalism.

& It thrives largely on the
back of the unpopularity of
the Tories and the very mar-

ket system to which New La-
bour has so shamefully ca-
pitulated.

Blair has ambushed La-
bour, exploiting the despera-
tion of many members to
win the next election.

He has won acquies-
cence, and the party has re-
cruited new members, some
of whom are now joining be-
cause they helieve the party
is not sacialist. But he has
not convinced many activists
to go out and preach his new
policies - not least because
there is not much to pro-
claim.

The narrow coterie of
SDP drop-outs, superannu-
ated students and middle
class manipulators who now
surround Tony Blair fear
nothing more than the pros-
pect of their policies and pro-
posals being scrutinised and
criticised by the wider la-

bour movement, with whom
they have nothing in com-
mon.

Much better for them is a
scheme by which each of
their policy retreats can be
simply funnelled directly
through to Blair, and re-
leased to the press without
the embarrassment of any
votes or wider debate - the
way the party abruptly
changed its mind on opted-
out schools.

The real question is how
much further are trade union
leaders, MPs and Labour ac-
tivists prepared to allow
themselves to be humiliated
by Blair’s clique of rootless
dilettantes before challeng-
ing the new regime?

Will Philip Gould, co-ar-
chitect of two electoral fail-
ures under Neil Kinnock, be
allowed to go for the hat-
trick?

‘Don’t start a fight with the unions, Tny, they're harder than you think.’

not by the needs or militancy
of union members, but by the
willingness or otherwise of
Tony Blair’s right wing La-
bour leadership to accept the
policies on offer.

But while union leaders are
supposed to jump through
hoops to show the unions’
commitment and subservi-
ence to Blair, Labour’s lead-
ers go to ever greater lengths
to put ‘clear blue water’ be-
tween their party and the un-
ions.

The leaked documents
from Blair’s office published
at the start of the TUC Con-
gress underline the unmistak-
able trajectory of Labour’s
leadership towards a com-
plete severing of links with
the unions. This was further
highlighted by his speech to
the Congress, in which, as Ar-
thur Scargill summed up, he
came ‘to tell us to get stuffed’:
Blair made one categorical
pledge:

“There will ve no repeal of
all . Tory trade union laws.
Strike ballots are here to stay.
No mass or flying pickets, all
these ghosts of time past.
They are exorcised. Leave
them where they lie ...”"

No doubt delighted to have
heard Monks, Morris and
other top union leaders ener-
getically denying that the un-
ions wanted to run the country
under Labour, or even had
any policies to promote, Blair
spelled out quite clearly that
while he is in charge Labour

" will pay no more attention to

the unions than they will to the
employers:

“We have an obligation to
listen, as we do to employers.
You have the right to per-
suade, as they do. But the de-
cisions must rest with us. We
will govern for the whole na-
tion — not any vested interest
within it.”

Of course the powers of
persuasion are not equally
distributed between workers
and bosses. The class that

owns the media, the banks and
big industry can be confident
that — day to day and in the
longer-term shaping of policy
— they will have more influ-
ence on a rootless Labour
government than union mems-
bers fighting for jobs and
wages. .

The fact that Blair received
an unusually less-than-unani-
mous standing ovation after
his deliberately insulting
speech should sound the
alarm bells. The TUC Con-
gress is far from the most radi-
cal gathering of union
activists — yet even here sec-
tions are beginning to get rest-
less and reject the line that
every policy and principle
must be sacrificed to get the
Tories out.

Offensive

Unions that bankroll and
look to Labour to fight politi-
cally on their behalf will be
propelled by their members
into the leading edge of the
offensive against the inevita-
bly right wing policies of a
new Labour government.

Nobody need hold their
breath waiting for Comrade
Monks to lead the militant
charge: but the seeds of con-
flict are being sown with
every speech and policy
emerging from Blair’s office.

While Blair prepares for a
government that will make no
bones about serving the inter-
ests of capitalism, it’s time for
union activists to organise
genuinely broad left alliances
that will press home the fight.

Unions still have a crucial
voice at Labour conference:
instead of buttoning their lips
and hoping for the best after
the next election, union lead-
ers like UNISON’s Rodney
Bickerstaffe, Bill Morris,
John Edmonds and others
who like to be seen as left
wing must be called upon to
fight up front and openly for
their unions’ policies.
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Battle
lines
drawn

FLASHPOINTS of what
threatens to be a re-
markably dull Labour
conference, with the
left still reeling from
the Clause Four defeat,
will centre on issues
where it is possible

_ Blair’s leadership could

be overturned by a com-
bination of CLP and un-
ion votes.

This in itself is likely to be
the subject of further debate,
with moves before the confer-
ence to reduce the union
block vote to 50 percent -
and the implicit ambition of
Blair and co. to reduce it still

- further as they cut the Party’s

‘links with the unions.

On policies, the most
likely setback for Biair is on
the minimum wage, with
strong CLP support for nam-
ing an hourly figure of £4 or
above.

But there could also be a
revolt over the Party’s fee-
ble policy statement on Edu-
cation and the leadership’s
failure to side unambigu-
ously with the parents, gov-
ernors, teachers and
students fighting Tory cuts.
A FACE fringe meeting will
seek to galvanise delegates
into action.

And there are numerous
resolutions which go well
beyond the timid line of
Blair and Jack Straw in op-
posing racist immigration
laws and state racism, in-
cluding a motion calling for
the closure of the notorious
Camgpsfield immigration
prison.

Labour’s policy for the:
National Health Service,
which effectively accepts
the Tory market reforms
complete with NHS Trusts
and the imposition of a pur-
chaser-provider split, could
also prove controversial.

Life on
the
Party
fringes

Key fringe meetings for
the left will include:

@ Socialist Policies for a
Labour Government - Mon-
day, 7.00pm.

@ Labour Campaign for
Lesbian and Gay Rights —
Tuesday 6.00pm

@ Campaign Group
Rally — Tuesday 7.00pm

@ NHS campaigns -
Wednesday, 6,00pm

@ FACE — Wednesday,
9.00pm

@ Socialist Campaign
Group Network — Thursday,
7.00pm.

Details of speakers and
venues, with a day-to-day
guide to debates and events
will be published in the Daily
Bulletin of the Socialist Cam-
paign Group Network.

Learn lessons on

education fight!

By Harry Sioan

THE TORIES know they
are exposed and on the run;
the public, led by precisely
the normally conservative
layers of ‘Middle England’
which Tony Blair appears
obsessed with courting, is
demanding radical action;
but Education remains yet
another missed opportunity
for New Labour and its
blundering spokesperson
David Blunkett.

Anger at this failure, and at
the fiasco over school opt-
outs, in which Tony Blair sin-
gle-handedly revised party
policy after deciding to send
his son to an opted out school,
could make education another
of the flashpoints of this
year’s conference. Indeed
Blair’s ride would probably
be even harder if the teaching
unions were affiliated to the
Labour Party and able to ar-
gue their views directly at
conference.

The campaigns to defend

education are aimost nowhere -

led by Labour activists: in-
stead it has been left up to
parents, governors and teach-
ing unions to lead the fight on
what should be a vote-winner
for Labour.

Why is this? Gillian
Shephard’s leaked memoran-
dum was not far of the mark

confusion created in Labour's
ranks by Tony Blair’s cow-
ardly and conservative lead-
ership: :
““Labour is hopelessly con-
fused and divided. ‘Founda-
tion schools’ are all to get 50
percent funding. This is abo-
lition of GM by the back door,
while paying lip service to
them because of the position
of Blair and others. They have
no real policy on Higher or
Further Education: their
thinking stops at 16.”
Shephard cynically distin-
guishes between ‘New La-
bour’ which seeks to maintain
Tory policies, ‘Old Labour’
which does not support Tory
policies but is confused, and
‘Labour in power in Town

- Halls’, which she claims is

‘still promoting left wing
policies’.

Of course Shephard’s
words were written before her
own policy backyard was
fouled by John Major, who
has blundered in Blair- style,
blurting out a series of new

§ v’ﬁ§b § .
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Demonstrations against education cuts are starting again: but

proposals for encouraging
more schools to join the tiny
handful that have so far taken
the proffered bribes te opt out
and seek Grant Maintained
status. ’

But it is clear that Labour
policy is a total shambles.

As long as ‘New Labour’

continues to dodge any kind
of commitment to spend more
money on education and re-
verse the Tory cuts, and holds
back from the necessary of-

- fensive against the Tories’

two- tier system, the party will
be fighting at a disadvantage.
A classic example was the

“On education, Labour maintains a lead over us of about 30 percent
compared with 20 percent a year ago. There is a perception that schools
are under-funded and peace in the classroom is threatened. ...

“There are areas where we are politically exposed: the need to improve
standards must not be overshadowed by arguments about the mechanics
through which education is delivered.
“Insufficient resources now threaten the provision of education in the state
school sector, including GM schools.”
(Education and Employment Secretary Gillian Shephard)

where is Labour?
Oxfordshire conference of
head teachers and governors
from secondary schools
throughout the county, op-
posing cuts: all three political
parties were invited to send a
speaker — but only the Liberal
Democrat turned up.

A backlash from delegates

.at this year’s Labour confer-

ence is needed to pre-empt an
even more vigorous backlash
from voters.

On present form seem
likely to face a new round of
cuts administered by Labour-
led councils, helped locally by
Liberal Democrats, whose
party nationally has been the
oniy one willing to commit
itself to raise taxes to spend
more on schools.

when she summed ui the total _—
Straw’s war on poor

By Terry Conway

THE COMMENTS from
Shadow Home Secretary
Jack Straw on how Labour
would deal with ‘“‘aggres-
sive begging”’ and ‘‘squee-
gee merchants’’ is the latest
in a long line of attempts by
Labour politicians to steal
the Tories’ political clothes
and outdo their attacks on
the homeless and unem-
ployed.

Neither on Straw’s speech,
nor in Labour’s policy papers
on housing are the causes of
rising homelessness analysed,
never mind addressed.

Labour’s role in govemn-
ment is to apply a few sticking
plasters over the worst signs
of decay in society - in case
such unpleasantness offends
those Labour’s front bench
wants to woo.

Blair’s New Labour is in-
terested in home owners and
potential home-owners — not
in those it sees as a lost cause,
whose feelings and rights it is
quite happy to trample upon.

Straw’s ‘answers’ cohbine
the carrot and the stick: the

Following Tories: Straw

carrot to salve the liberal con-
science of his middle class
audience and the stick to pan-
der and feed the fears of decay
and lawlessness among these
Very same groups.

At first glance the carrot
seems something that should be
welcomed - the idea of opening
more ‘wet’ hostels — where cli-
ents are allowed to drink.

Better

Certainly socialists should
be arguing for more and better
hostel provision, and should
fight strongly for the right of
those living in hostels to take
as much control over their

lives as possible: this includes
having the right to drink
openly.

But we also have to go be-
yond this and demand the
right for permanent, secure,
cheap housing for all — not
assume that there is a category
of people (the homeless) who
are fundamentally different
from the rest of us, and for
whom second-class accom-
modation will do.

The big stick of increased
police powers to keep ‘these
people’ off the streets is a fa-
miliar continuation of La-
bour’s right wing law and
order theme.

Similar policies applied in
the USA have led to a massive
increase in imprisonment —
and a jail population of more
than 1.5 million.

Jack Straw clearly does not
agree with The Big Issue,
which points out that the
streets belong both to the
housed and the unhoused.

It used to be Tory MPs who
had to be challenged to try
living and surviving on bene-
fit: but Straw and his Labour
colleagues clearly have no
more idea than the Tories of the
misery of being unemployed or
homeless, let alone both.

Ernest Mandel
Memorial Rally

SPEAKERS CONFIRMED INCLUDE:
Tariq Ali, Alain Krivine,
Robin Blackburn,
Charlie van Gelderen,
Mildred Gordon mp,
Jeanette Habel,

Duncan Hallas,

Alan Thornett

7pm Friday 13 October

NOTE NEW VENUE:

Conference Centre, Congress
House, Great Russell St. WC1

Doors: 6.30pm for start at 7.00pm sharp.
Tickets: £3 from ‘Ernest Mandel Memorial Fund’,
PO Box 1109, London N4 2UU.

International Symposium

" Saturday 14 October

1.00pm-6.00pm ULU, Malet Street, London WC1.
Includes first showing of Tariq Ali’s biographical
film of Ernest Mandel. Tickets £7 (£3.50 usao/NUg).
For more dstails, 'phone: 0181 800 7460.
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£4.15 per hour:

make It the
minimum!

By Harry Sloan

How low can you go? That
must be the question as La-
bour’s leadership claims a
commitment to a minimum
wage, but refuses to name a
figure.

The issue could prove the
focus of the biggestchallenge to
Tony Blair’s leadership at this
year’s Brighton conference.

It is an issue which finds
grassroots support in the con-
stituency parties as well as
backing from trade unionists
and union leaders. As a poll
commissioned for one of the
civil service unions has dis-
covered, a specific pledge toa
minimum wage of £4.15 per
hour would also be popular, a
vote winner for Labour.

In a squalid deal, the big-
gest unions - led by the GMB
and TGWU - sliced off 15p,
‘cutting the target to £4 as a

futile gesture to Blair.

But there can be no real
unity on the issue, because the
minimum wage requires leg-
islation by a Labour govern-
ment, and it is well known that
Blair is opposed to naming
any figure in advance of the
next general election.

Open door

As the employers and Tory
leaders step up their propa-
ganda, asserting without any
proof that a minimum fixed as
low as £4.15 figure could re-
sult in the loss of ‘up to two
million jobs’, it is clear that as
far as Labour’s right wing
leaders are concerned the
bosses are pushing at an open
door: the argument is not con-
tested.

Instead Blair, claiming to
arbitrate ‘fairly’ between the
competing class interests of
capital and labour, is search-
ing for a figure which will
seem like an increase while

causing minimal disturbances
with low-paying employers.

In fact New Labour more
or less openly agrees with
bosses of firms like textile gi-
ant Claremont Garments,
manufacturers for Marks and
Spencer, who wam that to in-
crease their lowest rates from £3
to £4 per hour might hurt them.

While Blair’s team is eager
to take its distance from the
unions, it has nothing but re-
spect for the profitability of
the employers. This is why
Blair has already explained
that he would only fix a mini-
mum rate after fully consult-
ing firms like Claremont, who
are doing very nicely from
paying sweatshop wages,
with profits up 10 percent this
year.

No doubt Blair is also grate-
ful to the right wing leaders of
the engineers’ and electricians’
union, who declared that if the
minimum wage was raised to
£4.15, then their members

NHS pay deal: UNISON ‘wins’
the worst of all worlds

AFTER MONTHS of hall-
hearted campaigning,
procrastination and
back-pedalling, the big-
gest health union, UNI-
SON has eventually
signed a sell-out deal
on NHS pay.

Gone without trace is the
union’s original 8.5 percent
claim. Gone, too is the prin-
ciple that was the real stick-
ing point of the whole
campaign leadingupto a
ballot vote for strike action:
the defence of national pay
against the imposition of lo-
cal pay bargaining.

The new deal agreed by
UNISON combines the worst
aspects of local pay bargain-
ing with the pretence of a
national deal. In a highly
complex arrangement,
which has baffled activists
(and requires diagrams to
explain it to managers in the

Health Service Journal),
health unions would be left
to negotiate pay locally on a
Trust-by-Trust basis: but at
the end of the year the level
of settlements would be as-
sessed, and those who had
fallen behind would be
brought up to the ‘average’.

The problem remains
that management would re-
tain the whip hand. Itis
more than likely that Trust
chiefs, squeezed by cash
limits, could form a cartel
committed to hold pay down
to minimal if any increase -
resulting in a minimal ‘aver-
age’ increase across the
country.

The Tory objective - of
ending any national action
on NHS pay - has been con-
ceded. But without the possi-
bility of national support,
local strikes are also most
unlikely. Few sections of
health workers are strongly

enough organised and led
to go it alone in a serious of-
fensive on pay against their
own Trust.

UNISON’s desperation to
do a deal - and avoid call-
ing strike action from what
appears to have been a very
weak mandate —was no
doubt received with relief
by most other health un-
ions, few of which had any
real appetite for a fight.

And it has delighted the
scabs of the Royal College
of Nursing, who will now
posture as the main oppo-
nents of local pay bargain-
ing.

With UNISON’s health
sector conference due to
open later this month in
Blackpaol it remains to be
seen whether the un-
doubted anger of a layer of
activists will be reflected in
emergency resolutions and
conflict with the platform.

|
Social workers strike on

RESIDENTIAL social
workers in Liverpool are
now in their sixth week of
indefinite official strike
action against the City
council’s attempts to rip
up national agreements
and casualise the service.
The Labour-run council
argues that Tory cuts are
forcing them to cut the social
services budget. But their
plan to end ‘sleep in’ pay-
ments for some residential

social workers would only
save around £300,000 - less
than the cost of the 3 new
limousines the council has
just bought!

National pay

The dispute is not just
about the pay of 300 residen-
tial workers in Liverpool: if
thiss Labour council suc-
ceeded in undermining na-
tional pay agreements, then
the pay and conditions of

every local government
worker would be under
threat.

The strikers are appealing
for resolutions of support to
put pressure on Liverpool
council, donations to the
strike fund, and support on
their demonstration through
the city on September 23.

Donations and messages to
RSW strike committee, Liver-
pool City UNISON, 4th Floor,
8, Victoria St, Liverpool L2
6QJ. Tel 0151- 227-3962.

GMB’s Edmonds: £4 an hour

might demand increases to
‘restore differentials’.

Such bravado should be
taken with a pinch of salt. The
AEEU has shown no willing-
ness so far to fight for the liv-
ing standards of its skilled
members.

The reality is that sixteen
years of Tory rule have seen
the employers on the ram-
page, widening the gap be-
tween the lowest-paid and the
top earners, casualising much
of the workforce, and paying
millions of workers at poverty
levels, subsidised by the tax-
payer to the tune of £2.4 bil-
lion a year in social security
income support payments.

would hardly keep him in pies!

The popular wish to
change this situation is is one
of the reasons the Tories are
lagging in the polls and mil-
lions are willing to vote La-
bour.

Unfortunately Labour’s
leaders appear to need re-
minding that the task of the
unions — and the reason they
pay to support the Labour
Party - is to defend and im-
prove the living standards of
the working class, not to line
the pockets of cheapskate,
profiteering employers.

A strong conference vote
for the £4.15 minimum will
fire a necessary shot across the
bows of a leadership that has
abandoned any radical com-
mitments.

CPSA Job
Centre staff
strike ballot

By a Job Centre
worker

AS WE go to press thou-
sands of CPSA members in
the Employment Service are
voting on strike action to pur-
sue their pay claim.

The management offer is
worth below the rate of infla-
tion, and is entirely linked to
performance. The union’s
claim was for 9 percent for all
staff, regardless of perform-
ance, plus two hours off the
working week with no loss of
pay.

Management have already
backed down once on pay this

year. Chief Executive Mike

Fogden described the original
pav offer — which was even
worse! — as ‘generous’. But
when CPSA members thought
otherwise he came across an-
other £4.5 million to make a
revised offer. Maybe he found

it down the back of the settee?

If Job Centre workers strike,
they will do so with the full
support of their Broad Left-led
Section Executive. Even notori-
ous right-winger Barry
Reamsbottom, CPSA General
Secretary, has expressed sup-
port for a programme of indus-
trial action.

Employment Service man-
agement have nothing but con-
tempt for the CPSA members
who deliver the service at the
sharp end. While management
peddle their falsehoods in
glossy in-house newspapers
and ‘personal’ letters from the
Chief Executive, union mem-
bers are not even allowed works
time to meet and discuss the pay
offer.

This year’s ballot is a refer-
endum on ES management. It’s
time for Job Centre workers to
show they have had enough,
and vote YES to a programme
of industrial action.

Panicked
Tube
chiefs
get
tough

By an RMT member

BOSSES at London Un-
derground Limited have
decided to play hard
bail.

As we go to press they
are taking legal action
against the rail union RMT,
and have written to ali 2,000
who supported the last one-
day strike threatening disci-
plinary action.

The Tories have told LUL
chiefs that their jobs are on
the line unless they can sort
us out. Hence all the man-
agement threats, intimida-
tion, and mutterings about
privatisation.

Well, it's nice to see them
panic. Qur strikes are going
ahead.

Other unions

We need to step up the
fight by involving more mem-
bers of other unions.

If we are knocked back,
LUL will not only have
beaten the workforce ina
straight fight, but they will
have forced in a series of
productivity and privatisation
measures ~ in particular the
introduction of part time
workers on trains, more ‘flex-
ible working’ on the stations,
privatisation of engineering
staff and line by line produc-
tivity plans ~ which would
undermine us in the future.

Our bosses are never go-
ing to stop attacking our
working conditions and set-
tle down to run a railway.
They are paid to reduce the
subsidy and privatise, not
run a service.

So far we're doing well.
By organising teams of mili-
tant activists through the
RMT’s London Transport Dis-
trict Council, with constant
supplies of class conscious
leaflets, we’re keeping ahead
of the game. But the struggle
is of course political as well as
industrial: management are
merely Tory puppets.

Dinosaur

The Tory media pump out
the line that ‘dinosaur’
Jimmy Knapp is leading mis-
guided but greedy workers in
a fight for extra cash. But
we're fighting over working
conditions, and we’re not led
by Knapp, we’re doing it our-
selves.

Most ASLEF members -
despite the do-nothing line
of their leaders — want to
support the strike and re-
spect our picket lines. it is to
forestall any such unity that
management have issued
their sacking threat.

RMT militant victimised

AN RMT member has been dismissed

from Longsight British Rail
fusing to cross a picket line

rail dispute.
A campaign for Chris Jones’

being launched. The RMT is being requested

depot for re-
in the recent

to hold a strike ballot over the issue.
Interestingly, the West Coast BR ma
in charge of the affair is the same persc-

oversaw similar sackings at Manches:s

restatement is

cadilly three years ago.
Contact the campaign at: Departmer® "2
1 Newton Street, Manchester M1.
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By Pete Bloomer

AT LONG LAST! After
nearly nine years of wrong-
ful imprisonment, Satpal
Ram has been granted an
appeal.

Satpal was the victim of a
violent racist attack and has
been the victim of Britain’s
racist legal system since.

The granting of an appeal,
to be hears at the Court of
Appeal on 20 October, is an
admission that there were se-
rious errors in the original
trial. Now the courts are en-
dorsing what Satpal and this
supports have said all along -
that Satpal’s conviction and
imprisonment are the result of
a shameful mistrial. A key is-
sue is that Satpal’s barrister
was negligent in failing to ad-
vise a plea of self-defence.

The appeal will also ad-
dress the lack of interpreters
for Bengali-speaking wit-
nesses witnesses in the origi-
nal trial which meant that the
full facts of the case were
never brought out in court.
The judge acted as translator
despite having no knowledge
of the Bengali language.
¢ Contact the campaign on
(0121) 507 1618, (0114) 235
2618 or (0171) 837 1450.

Campbell’s campaign, like many other anti-racist campa

By Mark Jasen

OLIVER CAMPBELL isa
Black man with severe
learning difficulties. He
was convicted in Decem-
ber 1991 of murder and
conspiracy to rob. He has
been locked up since No-
vember 1990.

On 22nd July 1990 two
Afro-Carribbean men at-
tempted to rob a Hackney

B W AWM .

off-licence, the shopkeeper
was killed in the struggle.
Shortly after Oliver’s ar-
rest he stood in an 1D pa-
rade. One witness who was
only a few feet away from
the gunman failed to pick
anyone out from the parade.
Another witness, who had
only a distant view of the
robbery, failed to pick any-
one out in December 1990
but changed his mind some
3 months later. The four wit-
nesses to the murder and

igns, is a sponsor of 7 October ‘Demand Justice’ march

the escape placed the height
of the man the Police claim
was Oliver at between 5’8"
and 5'11°, whereas Oliver is
6'4".

After an initial interview
with a social worker and a
solicitor present, the police
said that they would inform
the solicitor of any sub-
sequent interviews. They did
not, rather they obtained a
written statement from
Oliver's foster mother saying
that a solicitor would not be

necessary. It was after sev-
eral of these following inter-
views that Oliver
“confessed”.

At his trial, Oliver pleaded
not guilty to both charges,
and has maintained his inno-
cence ever since. The judge
ruled that rules against evi-
dence based largely upon
confessional evidence of a
person with a mental disabil-
ity did not apply to Oliver’s
case, nor was there an issue
of the interviews being op-
pressive or made in circum-
stances likely to render them
unreliable.

‘Evidence’

Other “evidence” against
Oliver is based on the fact
that Oliver brought a base-
ball cap similar to one found
near the scene of the crime,
which he says was stolen
from him near the Hippo-
drome nightclub.

There is no forensic evi-
dence to suggest the cap
near the scene of the crime
was Oliver’s, nor is there
any other forensic evidence
linking him to the crime.

The Justice for Oliver
Campbell Campaign is con-
vinced that Oliver's case is
yet another miscarriage of
justice at the hands of the
racist legal system.

Support this campaign
Affiliate to the Justice for Oliver Campbeli
Campaign, PO Box 6580, London E6 3TL
Pass a resolution supporting the campaign in
your trade union, Labour Party, student union

or community organisation.
Send messages of support to Oliver Campbell,
MV3344, HMP Wormwood Scrubs,
Du Cane Road, London, W12 0AE

IVIBbiIise for 28 October TUC national anti-racist demonstration

Unite against racism

By Simon Deville

"THE LAST FEW months
have been marked by a sig-
nificant increase in racism
from the state.

Eagle Eye” has given the
green light for police to step
up their repression and intimi-
dation of black communities.

Alongside this offensive
the Tories are planning to
openupa second front against
black g\)eople, with even

tighter immigration controls.
It is almost certain that a fur-
ther tightening of immigra-
tion law will be proposed at

is year’s Tory Party confer-
ence. |

Proposals have been
floated to increase restrictions
on the right to appeal and
speed up deportations, to re-
duce benefits to asylum seek-
ers, and to introduce
“internal”’ immigration
checks which will mean all
black people will be sus-
pected of being “illegal immi-
grants” and will have to prove
their immigration status be-
fore they can gain access to
health care, education, em-
ployment, housing, social se-
curity benefits and any other
areas the government may
dream up. Clearly, prisons for
immigrants like Campsfield
are set to swell.

The response of the Labour
Party leadership has been to
place themselves quite clearly
on the side of the racists.
Rather than to oppose this rac-
ist onslaught for what it is,
Labour has simply tried to
outdo the Tories in being the

“party of law and order”.
Jack Straw’s new proposals
will inevitably mean an in-
crease of police repression on
the poorest and most op-
pressed sections of society,
particularly the inner city
working class.

While the Labour leader-
ship may occasionally point
out that ‘e Tories are playing
the race card over their immi-
gration policies, it hasn’t
stated precisely what in the
Tory proposals it opposes, or
how Labour policy will be
any different.

It would be wrong to see
these developments in isola-
tion from other attacks on the
working class.

State attacks

_The state aims to smash the
post war gains of the working
class, most significantly with
massive cuts in social spending.

Whipping up racism will
enable the state to divide and
thus weaken the working
class.

The actual reduction in so-
cial spending from excluding

asylum seekers is completely
negligible, butit’s importance
for the state is the ideological
impact and, therefore the
much wider cuts the govern-
ment will be able to make in
the future.

It is precisely for this rea-
son that the anti-racist move-
ment and the labour
movement must provide a
militant, united opposition to
this offensive.

Divisions within the anti-
racist movement have al-
lowed the government to get
away with its racist policies so
far, and allowed the Labour
leadership to get away with
showing little opposition to
the Tories. The failure of the
national anti-racist organisa-
tions and the labour move-
ment to fight around common
areas of agreement has leftin-
dividual campaigns to fend
for themselves.

Next month there are a
number of initiatives that can
provide the basis for starting
to build the much needed
unity within the movement.
On October 7 the Justice
Demo will march from the no-

torious Stoke Newington Po-
lice Station to Tottenham Po-
lice Station.

The following week the
National Network against De-
portations and Detentions will
be demonstrating outside the
Tory Party Conference on the
day of any announcement of
proposed new racist legisla-
tion, together with a day of
action on Saturday 14, includ-
ing a picket at Downing
Street, and local actions
across the country. On Octo-
ber 28, the TUC is calling a
national Unite Against Ra-
cism demo in Manchester.

These initiatives cannot be
left as one-off events, but
must be used to build an on-
going campaign of united ac-
tion against racism.

The TUC must use this"

demo as a first step towards
uniting the existing anti-racist
movement around the needs
of the black community. It
must place an uncompromis-
ing anti-racist agenda at the
head of the labour movement.
Only a unified response can
offerra serious challenge to
state racism.

WSIOVH-ILNV
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- Down Peking road to

CENTRE STAGE

Indonesia bloodbath

ARy -

Thirty years ago a bungled coup in L

Indonesia by a small number of left-wing
officers led President Sukarno and the army
general staff to begin the savage and
systematic slaughter of the Indonesian
Communist Party (PKI). The party had three
million members and genuine mass support.
Yet by the time the massacres had subsided
hundreds of thousands of them had been
slaughtered, thousands more imprisoned
and the party all but destroyed as a political

force. So many bodies were thrown into the
rivers that they became a serious health
problem. Piles of communist skulls were
dumped in villages to set an example.
SIMON KENNEDY looks at the background
to the tragedy of the PKI.

THE PARTAI Kommunis
Indonesia (PKI) did not fail
to take power because the
conditions of Indonesian
society were not suited to a
revolutionary overthrow of
capitalism. They did not
find themselves brutally
massacred because their
organisation was too weak.

The primary factor in the
destruction of the party was its
mistaken understanding of
the strategic problems facing
revolutionaries in ““Third
World” countries.

The mistakes proved fatal.__

Fundamental in the PKI’s
strategy was the idea of the
‘“‘democratic national revolu-
tion”’. Their activity was di-
rected towards critical
support and close collabora-
tion with all those forces who
were in favour of this policy.

The movement for demo-
cratic revolution was there-
fore made up
overwhelmingly of peasants
and workers. But key to the
PKI’s strategy was the win-
ning of those elements of the
bourgeoisie who were op-
posed to imperialism and feu-
dalism — the layers who were
frustrated by ‘‘bureaucratic
capitalism” and the role of
foreign powers.

They believed that the ad-
vance to socialism had to go
first through the stage of
European-style modern capi-
talism. This analysis had long
been the position of the “‘offi-
cial”’ communist movement.
Throughout the '1950s and
1960s Communist Parties
throughout the world pursued
the model.

In South Africa, for exam-
ple, it has provided the back-
bone of the SACP’s analysis.

The basic idea underlying
this model was that the revo-
lution and role of workers’
parties in underdeveloped
countries must be ‘‘bour-
geois-democratic’’ rather
than socialist — it must estab-
lish modern capitalist and
democratic states.

The problem with this
scheme of development lies in

the nature economies and so-
cieties that come “‘late’” to the
world capitalist market.

The growth of capitalism
in Indonesia was very unlike
the route taken in Western
Europe. This has been true of
almost all the post-colonial
states created this century.
European capitalism did not
grow up in a world already
dominated by bigger powers.

The heritage of colonial- -

ism affected not just Indone-
sia’s economic functioning,
but also determined its inter-
nal class formation and-poli-
ties. . o

The existence of a well-de-
veloped state, and its capacity
to shape the economy at the
onset on capitalism is unique
to countries that are intro-
duced to capitalism by colo-
nial powers. This state
bureaucracy usually plays a
large part in politics.

The western European
route involved a long struggle
against feudalism and its po-
litical arrangements, con-
ducted by a revolutionary
bourgeoisie.

The PKI’s application of
the line of cross-class alli-
ances led it to make a central
alliance with nationalist
forces—mainly the PNI and
the charismatic Sukarno.
They believed this alliance
expressed the interests of the
“national bourgeoisie’’ and
could become the basis cf a
struggle against imperialism
and domestic feudalist land-
lords.

oy

iy,

Even now the hrual Indonesiah regime is halding political prisoners from 1965

lation.

Yet the national bourgeoi-
sie did not come to play any-
thing like the role the PKI had
written for it.

Indonesia’s economy was
quickly hit by economic crisis
caused by the moves against
the colonial economy. In this
crisis the ‘‘national bourgeoi-
sie”’, instead of struggling to
re-build a non-dependent na-
tional economy, used the op-
portunities to enrich
themselves in the state appa-

0
Indonesia’s President Suharto on

September 8 1995 dismissed calls for
opposition parties to be officially

recognised, saying the move would be
“inconsistent with the state’s ideology

and constitution”.

The PKI’s huge party ma-
chine was putto work in back-
ing Sukarno.

gn the 1955 elections they
won 16.4 per cent of the vote
and in 1965 probably enjoyed
the support of half the popu-

ratus.

While the bureaucracy
swelled to enormous propor-
tions, no national economy
was built. The integration and
balance the PKI hoped for did
not arrive.

Their belief that its alliance
could seize control of a feeble
state and use it as a tool to
overcome the army, landlords
and ‘‘bureaucratic capital-
ists”’ proved unfounded.

Instead of the workers
driving out the Dutch and
handing the factories to the
anti-imperialist people’s gov-
ernment, the army invariably
proved the strongest force.
Officers and their corrupt ci-
vilian subordinates came to
have a large degree of control
over the economy.

The elections of 1957 had
made the PKI the biggest
party in the country. The na-
tionalists, while willing to let
the party support them in of-
fice, saw its huge popular sup-
port as a threat.

The general election of
1959, where the PKI was sure
to win a big victory, was can-
celled after pressure from the
army. It became increasingly
clear that, in contradiction to
the PKI's analysis, the nation-
alists had no interest in a
genuine extension of popular
sovereignty. They favoured
instead what they politely

oy

termed a “‘guided democ-
racy”’.

Even while the govern-
ment began to repress its party
the PKI stuck to its ‘‘demo-

cratic national revolution”

strategy.

The working class was di-
rected to build an alliance
with peasants against feudal-
ism and a front with the “na-
tional bourgeoisie” in
defence of democratic rights.

This front however, cut
across the alliance with the
peasantry because it included
some of the very same ‘‘patri-
otic landlords’’ who were ex-

ploiting the poorer peasantry.
The nationalists refused to al-
low the kind of peasant mobi-
lisations needed to cement the
worker-peasant alliance.

Moreover, the front placed
the working class in an impos-
sible position. The more they
backed the nationalists, the
more they had to back the new
capitalism that was systemati-
cally eroding their living
standards.

The small bourgeoisie in
which the PKI had put its
hopes turned out to be a lot
less revolutionary than its
plan had suggested. Because
it was so hampered by the
strength of imperialism, so
politically weak and -irreso-
lute the ‘“‘national bourgeoi-
sie”’ failed to become the
leadership the party had ex-
pected.

It was unable to establish
the anti-feudal, anti-imperial-
ist democratic reforms neces-
sary to build a national
economy. Its commitment to
“bourgeois democracy” was
insubstantial. And it was quite
happy to come to a new deal
with imperialism.

Contrary to both the Mos-
cow and Peking line, it proved
entirely possible to build a
post-colonial capitalism with
a repressive state and a do-
mestic base.

For hundreds of thousands
of PKI activists, these errors
were of the most costly nature
possible.

The ‘“‘democratic revolu-
tion” strategy failed com-
pletely. Sukarno was
sidelined (eventually dying
under house arrest in 1970),
and a new military regime
took the reins of power. The
party was proscribed and the
army and right-wing gangs set
about the systematic butcher-
ing of the party’s member-
ship.

The same dictatorship,

headed by General Suharto, is
still in power 30 years later,
brutally repressing the work-
ers of Indonesia and East Ti-
mor.
o Olle Tornquist’s book Di-
lemmas of Third World
Communism: the destruc-
tion of the PKI in Indonesia,
(Zed Press 1984) provides
an excellent account and
analysis of the tragedy of
the PKL

The Indonesian govern-
mant continues to hold
political prisoners from
1965.

TAPOL, the Indonesia Hu-
man Rights Campaign re-
ports that twenty four
remain in prison, three on
death row. ‘

There have been 22 exe-
cutions of 1965 prisoners

Fighting on ...

since 1985.

Justice Minister Utoyo Us-
man told the Java Pos news-
paper that two political
prisoners would be executed
before the year was out.

Contact The Indonesian
Human Rights campaign at:
111 Northwood Road,
Thornton Heath, Surrey CR7
8HW. Telephone: 0181 771
2904

T
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Sri Lanka’s Popular Front government deepens racist anti-Tamil war

‘Left’ coalition opens

war against Tamils

Sri Lanka’s Peoples Alliance coalition
government recently made far reaching
devolution proposals, tied to a veto by
referendum in which the Tamils would be a

minority.

The NSSP (Sri Lankan section of the Fourth
International) as well the Tamil Tigers (the
LTTE) view the proposals as a fraudulent
attempt to legitimise and step up the war
under the guise of peace proposals. Even
whilst the proposals are made, new appeals
are being made to foreign governments to
step up arms supplies, arguing the
‘legitimacy’ of the government’s initiative.

V. THIRUNAVUKKARASU is a leading member

of the NSSP and the party’s coordinator on

the national question. ALAN THORNETT spoke

to him in Sri Lanka.

Why is the Peoples Alli-
ance Government
putting the devolution
proposals forward at
this time and what do
they want out of it?

The PA government has
been a year in office, on a
very thin majority in Parlia-
ment.

During the election cam-
paign Chandrika Ban-
daranaike repeatedly said that
the resolution of the national
question was the single most
important issue at stake, that it
must be resolved by granting
national rights to the Tamils,
and that the army must be
withdrawn from the north
east.

She accepted that there
should be maximum devolu-
tion of power to the peoples of
the north east and stressed that
she had a framework for this
almost ready. Her proposals,
however, were withheld for a
number of months - despite
protests from the LTTE and
other groups.

Instead Chandrika opened
negotiations with the LTTE.
These discussions were noton
a solution to the war but con-
fined to practical issues:
roads, electricity, and so on.
On this basis they reached an
agreement for the ceasefire -
which lasted three months.

During the negotiations
the LTTE made demands
such as the removal of the
army base at Poonaryn
(which cuts off the land rout
to the Jaffna peninsula) and
freedom of movement for the
LTTE in the territory of the
north east. The government
team rejected these demands -
only agreeing to shift the
army camp involved a dis-
tance of 500 metres! The
LTTE responded by giving
two deadlines for the resump-
tion of the war - March 28th

and then April 19th. On April
19th the war resumed.
Soon after the truce had

been broken, on July 9th, the
government launched a mas-
sive military assault on the
Jaffna peninsula code named
““Operation Leap Forward”.
They predicted that they
would be able to defeat the
Tigers with that single opera-
tion, but this did not happen.
A lot of people died but they
were unable to penetrate the
Tamil heartland.

It was only after this fail-
ure that Chandrika came out
with her package. It was never
put on the table during the
talks - which showed from the
start that she was not serious
about such a settlement.
Chandrika’s new slogan was
to ‘‘continue the war in order
to reach peace’’.

Withholding the package
also meant that it was pre-
sented after an intensive post-
war climate - during which
the Sinhala racists had gained
some ground. The worst con-
ditions for its acceptance had
been created. The package is
not a genuine attempt for a
settlement but a shield behind
which she can, through di-
verting the attention of the in-
ternational community,
pursue the war more brutally.
This is their strategy.

What is the attitude of
the NSSP to the war
and the package?

The NSSP recognises the
north east as the home land.
of the Tamil speaking peo-
ple and defends their right
to determine their own fu-
ture.

Our position on the pack-
age is that while it looks at-
tractive and interesting its
implementation is a big major
problem not only because of

. the way it has been introduced

but because it has to have a
two thirds majority in parlia-
ment before it is adopted.

It also has to be subjected
to a referendum under condi-
tions of an inbuilt SinhMa ma-
jority amongst the voters.

This Chandrika says is the re-
quirements of the constitu-
tion. In reality it is a veto on
the package since it can never
be adopted by those means.
This is what makes it a total
fraud.

Instead of hiding behind
the constitution the govern-
ment should implement the
proposals immediately
through a constituent assem-
bly. This could bypass the
constitutional formalities and
resolve the situation.

What form is the cam-
paign taking against
these proposals in
which the NSSP is in-
volved?

The UNP (the main capital-
ist party) has said that they
would consider supporting
the proposals as long as they
do not lead > separation. In
other words they have made
no commitment.

There is also the extreme
chauvinist elements who op-
pose any change in the current
situation and that the LTTE
should be smashed by mili-
tary means. This is the Bud-
dhist clergy and a group of 23
Buddhist organisations.

Then there are those who
support the Tamil people in
their national rights, most im-
portantly the NSSP and sec-
tions of the trade union
movement. We are for the
unification of the country by
the recognition the national
rights of the Tamil people. We
have launched a campaign
against -the referendum and
for the implementation of the
package through out the trade
union movement from a con-
ference held recently in
Colombo.

v. Thiruhavukkarasu, from the Political Bureah of the NSSP

The main slogans of the
campaign are: stop the war;
no referendum; introduce the
devolution proposals through
a constituent assembly.

What is type of organi-
sation is the LTTE?

The LTTE has a mainly
petty bourgeois base. It
adopted the armed struggle
after two and a half decades
of oppression of the Tamil
people.

It has never been a demo-
cratic organisation and does
not allow pluralism or oppo-
sition. They have assassinated
other left leaders such as our
own comrade Annamalai.

As a revolutionary party
we of course do not rule out
armed struggle but their has to
be a mass involvement and
mobilisation which has to be
allowed to mature and there
has to be democracy in the
movement.

The LTTE has only the
armed struggle. There is no
mass participation or demo-
cratic expression. There are
occasional demonstrations in
Jaffna - arecent one of several
thousand against the war - but
they do not alter the character
of the struggle.

The NSSP believes that the
struggle of the Tamil people
has to be linked up politically
with other struggles; for
democratic rights, trade union
rights and workers rights etc.
The LTTE is militarily very
powerful but this is not
enough for victory.

Can you say something
of the current suffer-
ings of the people in the
north east?

The sufferings have been

and are enormous. Over the
last 12 years not less than
50,000 people have been
killed in the war.

There are 500,000 refu-
gees in the refugee camps and
120,000 staying with rela-
tives. There are another
125,000 in India.

In “Operation Leap For-
ward” 300,000 people were
displaced - but most of these
have returned. There is at the
same time regular shelling
and bombing of civilian areas.

There is a permanent short-
age of food and medicine.
There has been an embargo on
petrol, diesel, cement, fertil-
iser and other agro-chemicals.
There has been a ban on fish-
ing in the north east waters.

There has been no electric-
ity in the Jaffna peninsular for
a long time. Even oil for do-
mestic lighting is very re-
stricted. A litre of oil for
lighting is 900 per cent dearer
than in the government areas.
90 per cent of the people have
only one meal a day.

The Jaffna peninsula is un-
der a state of siege, sur-
rounded as it is by military
bases at the following places:
Palaly, Mathagal, Karainagar,
Mandaitivu. Kayts, Pooneryn

and Elephant pass. There is no
safe passage to and from the
peninsula and people have to
use the hazardous and expen-
sive Kilaly lagoon route.

How are the Western
powers involved in this?

They are the main target of
this strategy. The package
is crucial for the supply of
arms to the Sri Lankan gov-
ernment.

It legitimises the arms
trade since Chandrika can say
that she has done everything
possible to end the war but has
been forced to pursue it. She
will say that the only alterna-
tive is a military victory.
many western countries have
welcomed the proposals and
accepted them as a genuine
attempt to end the war.

Some have hinted that the
package has created the con-
ditions for the resumption of
arms sales.

You must demand of the
British government that it
does not respond to this re-
quest. You must insist that left
Labour MPs in Britain de-
mand that the murderous war
is stopped and that no arms are
supplied.

Haraya is the Sinhala
language fortnightly pa-
per of the Sri lanka sec-
tion of the Fourth
International. It is the
only paper in Sri Lanka
which campaigns con-

sistently:

@ against the World
Bank and IMF

@ amongs the Sinhala

SUPPORT HARAYA!

majority to stop the war
against the Tamils

@ against the austerity
measures of the Chandrika
government.

Haraya is facing finan-
cial problems and seeking
donations from Britain.
Cheques should be made
payable to NSSP UK and
sent to PO Box 1109, Lon-
don N4 2UU, marked
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30,000 attend fourth global assembly of women in Beijing

No solutions for women
from UN conference

By K.Govindan

“WOMEN HOLD up half
the sky” goes a Chinese
revolutionary saying,
though to the hosts at the
Beijing United Nations
Women’s conference it
must have seemed as if the
sky had fallen on their
heads.

Besieged by 30,000
women who arived for the
parallel Non-Governmental
conference, some of whom
were vociferously critical of
the Chinese record on
women’s rights, they were
stung by Hilary Clinton
speech as leader of the US
delegation to the offical gath-
ering.

The US First Lady first
identified issues in the confer-
ence ranging from female
genital mutilation to dowry
deaths and domestic violence.
She then mounted a thinly
veiled attack on China when
she asserted that “‘it is a viola-
tion of human rights when
women are denied the right to
plan their families”. The rest
of her speech was about how
the family is the bed-rock of
society: the very same institu-
tion in which most abuses of
women occur.

The location of the Fourth
conference had been contro-
versial from the start. Un-
doubtedly the 1949
revolution had ushered tre-
mendous economic changes
with enormous strides in ad-

vancing the status and partici-
pation of women in work and
society. However China’s
single child family policy
which compels women to
have abortions and has led to
the reappearance of female in-
fanticide reduces women’s
liberation to sloganising.
Amartya Sen has calculated
that there are more than 100
million women “‘missing”” in
Asia alone, that is neglected,
ill-treated, abandoned such
that the girl child dies.

The marketisation reforms
in China have also had a con-
tradictory effect. Among
richer women personal free-
doms and individual choices
are easier to make but many
are at the rough end of the
new industries, ununionised,
poorly paid, badly housed and
harmed by the atrocious
safety record at these transna-
tional sites.

Adjustment

The deteriorating position
of women in countries subject
to structural adjustment poli-
cies; the related issue of
women’s access and use of
education and health services
and the representation of
women in government were
three areas of concern for pro-
gressive women'’s groups.

The wording of the official
declaration and the weakness
of specific commitments par-
ticularly financial ones in the
Programme Of Action indi-
cated to Indian women’s
groups that ‘‘the statements
are of good intention only.

fibetan women at the

They do not identify the root
causes for the deterioration in
the status of women’. They
added ’’the draft document
does not challenge global hei-
rachies and takes structural
adjustment as a given. It ac-
cepts many current trends and
policies as unchangeable".
The radical ideas and pro-

* nouncements in Copenhagen

two decades ago and even
Nairobi ten years ago have
been dissolved away in the

conference proles

t ag
neo-liberal tide and the scal-
ing back of expectations.
There is no mention of the
uprooting and eradication of
poverty - the biggest killer of
women worldwide. Instead
the accepted terminology is
its ‘alleviation’ or ‘manage-
ment’ .

The official delegations -
particularly that of the United
States - bracketed at one stage
40 per cent of the Declaration
giving notice of objections to

ainst Chinese occupation

them. The final document will
be used or ignored in so much
as it suits individual govern-
ments. Every one came away

" claiming victory from the

Vatican to Saudi Arabia and
the European Union delega-
tions.

One Chinese woman taxi-
driver commented, ‘“As far as
I am concerned, this [confer-
ence] is just a pain in the neck:
a waste of energy and a waste
of money. What do we ordi-

nary people get out of it?”’

For the non-governmental
organisation their evaluation
of participation in the con-
fernce must be mixed. They
were exiled to a muddy field
in Huairou, an hour’s journey
from Beijing. Visas were de-
nied to some prospective
delegates on political
grounds.

Tibet

Tibetan women from over-
eseas were harassed by police
and organisers who followed
them around, video-taped
their meetings and so on.
Many NGOs have long
ceased to be organisations ar-
ticulating the feelings of the
poor and dispossessed. Some
prefer the lobbying approach
including becoming expert
advisors to their govern-
ments, bashing the West but
blind to their own failings.

Yet the question of Tibet
has enjoyed some publicity.
There is the recognition at
least that gender based rights
are human rights too and even
sexual orienation cannot be
dismissed any longer as ir-
relevant to discussions of
women'’s rights.

How relevant though is
Hilary Clinton and her mes-
sage of universal sisterhood to
women who aren’t rich, mid-
dle class and own property,
and how have the Clinton Ad-
minstration’s policies and its
big business backers wors-
ened the life chances of the
average US woman?

Government reforms threaten revolution’s positive achievements

Chinese women losing out

By Zhang Kal

THE RECENT arrests of the jour-
nalist Gao Yu and Tong Yi, sec-
retary of the dissident Wei
Jingsheng, show how willing
the Chinese government is to
impose the same repression
upon women the regime exer-
cises over men.

Amnesty International has re-
cently reported that around 200
women have been arrested for par-
ticipating in pro-Tibetan inde-
pendence demonstrations since
1992.

Formally women in China have
the same political, cultural, educa-
tional and social rights as men. The
prominent role of women in the
revolution enabled them to make
important gains. Hence in 1949
when “New China” was formed the
law stipulated equality in all
spheres.

In February 1994 the Chinese
government published the “Na-
tional report on the People’s Re-
public of China’s implementation of
the Nairobi strategy to enhance the
status of women”. In June it pub-
lished a white paper on the “Situ-
ation of Women in China”.

Both documents talk of the posi-
tive achievements gained for
women in China.

Iimproved status

Itis certainly true that the status
of women has dramatically im-
proved since the revolution. Yet ac-
cording to scholars at the Shanghai
Social Sciences Academy cases of
discrimination and abuse of
women are on the increase. Inci-
dences of domestic violence are ris-
ing.

& Both documents either evade or
gloss over the negative aspects of
the situation of women.

The one-child policy is being rig-

orously enforced. Abuse and the
killing of girls are everyday facts of
life.

The male-female balance is be-
ing seriously upset. In the 30-44
age group there are 7.4 million un-
married men and only half a million
men. This phenomenon will con-
tinue to worsen.

According to an international
conference on women and educa-
tion at the end of 1992 2.1 million
girls are not in school. Most work-
ing women have received only pri-
mary education. The white paper
reports a 32 per cent illiteracy rate
among women.

Although there are 7 million
women members of the Chinese
Communist Party, comprising 14
per cent of the total membership,
not one of the 20 members of the
political bureau is female.

Since the reforms began in 1978
unemployment has been a central
problem for Chinese women. Ac-
cording to the Labour Bureau in

China over 70 per cent of the 20
million “redundant” workers in
state and collective enterprises.
The Shenzehen Labour Bureau
reports that 80 per cent of the un-
employed above the age of 24 are

~women. Sit Chaojin, the deputy

president of the National Labour
Federation, commented that “ac-
cording to many of our sample sur-
veys, women constitute about 60
per cent of those dismissed in re-
cent years... they not only suffer
from phycological pressure but
also find it very difficult to make a
living”.

Unemployment

Yet the report made no mention
of large scale womens’ unemploy-
ment.

Wang Jun, the head of the
women workers section of the fed-
eration pointed out that the surveys

indicate serious abuses of womens -

legal rights in foreign owned enter-

prises—Ilow pay, sexual harass-
ment and poor conditions are fre-
quent,

A 1995 survey of joint enter-
prises in Shanghai found that over
half the enterprises did not adhere
to the 44-hour working week, over-
time was the norm and that ir;f
some businesses 137 hours
overtime a month were demanded
of the workers.

The official trade union follows
the government right down the
line. Its womens' section is also led
by the party. All attempt of workers
to organise independently have
been met with repression.

Only free trades unions can ef-
fectively fight for workers. The fur-
thering of the cause of women will
depend upon women fighting for

" their rights with their own strength.

« This article is taken from the
Hong Kong Fourth International-
ist magazine October Review







