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Pete F|rm|n

‘HAVING IMPOSED a dlrectly*_’f “
elected mayor on Londoners and..~
the London Labour Party, Blair~ -
1S now intent on ensuring that the .
- most popular candidate, Ken Liv- -
ingstone, does not get a chance to |

stand for the post.

He is even rumoured to prefer a

like Robert

non-p011t1c1an |

Ayling of Brltish Airways, a
staunch ‘New Labour supporter

and basher of unions.
Every opinion poll taken shows
that Livingstone is the only

Labour candidate who: could
stand a chance of beatmg the.____.,_;_

likes of Jeffrey Archer

~ This doesn’t seem to WOrry

Blair. As far as he and his coterie

are concerned they will not allow

Livingstone to stand under any

~circumstances. He is too ‘off-mes-

sage’, with a murky left past.
Even if Livingstone were to

come out as a loyal Blairite for the =

next 12 months, this would not
make him acceptable to them.
While lemgstone has' many

faults (a lack of consistency being

one) he is clearly on the left and
no other left winger has a chance

- of winning the Labour candidacy

or the election.

Other potential Labour candi-

dates include Glenda Jackson,

Tony Banks and Pauline Green
- MEP Banks may even claim to be
the left candidate if Livingstone -
‘1s included. Blair knows that
none of these is likely to beat Liv--
ingstone in a membership ballot,

otherwise his solution would be

simple — hold an election, lemg-.
stone loses, end of story. N
 Greater London Labour Party

conference in June voted over-

whelmingly (400-2) that Labour’s

selection should be made by a one
member one vote ballot, and that
any candidate nominated by a
minimum of 10 CLPs should be
automatically shortlisted.
When the regional executive

(now renamed as the regional
Board) met to consider the proce-
- dure

they even had to be
reminded of this decision.

The regional board has now for- |

warded new - proposals to

Labour’s NEC which include

allowing individuals to put them-

selves forward, and a selection

board wnh representanves from

Tony Crony?

and that “a selection board zs_

bodles as possible to
show the strength of
feeling on this issue.

It 1s not impossible

Blair on this.

The
' model  resolution
- should be taken up

Party and afﬁhated
union bodies as pos-
sible and forwarded
to the NEC, regional
board and regional
and national union

bodies.

e s

Wanted man? Ken’s fac‘e Just doean’t fir!

the region and NEC to consider
candidates.

This mechanism would be simi- |

lar to the one used to sift out
unwanted candidates as was done

— with explosive consequences —

for the Scottish Parliament and
European elections. This would
allow the NEC to claim that the
board rejected Livingstone as
‘unsuitable’.

The regional board d1d also,.
however agree to ‘re-forward’ the

“ regional conference resolution to

the NEC. This means the
regional board fudged the issue,

leaving the decision dabout proce-

dure entirely up to the NEC..

" The NE& will consider this

i1ssue at its meeting on January
26. The intervening period

should be used to put as much

pressure as possible on NEC
members to back the original
decision of London Labour con-
ference. :

Union representatives, for

instance, should be called upon to

support this policy, pomtmg out
that a system of nominations is
the only one which allows any
input from the unions- through
GC delegates, and which would
filter out any business-style
union-bashing candidate.

A lobby of the NEC will proba- |
bly be called for January 26, and

this should be supported by as

‘many union and - Labour Party
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- “Ths........ notes the

meeting  of the

Greater  London

. Labour Party
ﬁ;}é‘* . regional board on
. November 10 which

agreed “a system of
self-nomination by
potential candidates

for inclusion on a panel of candi-

dates for mayor and assembly”

Pete Firmin (officer, Network

of Socialist Campaign Grops,

~in personal capacity)
" THE NETWORK of Socialist Cam-

paign Groups has its AGM on Sat-

urday 5 December to discuss key
issues and campaigning work for
the year ahead. This conference
comes at a time when - dissatisfac-
tion is growing in the Party, with
government policies, but particu-
larly with Blair's determination to
centrally control anything and
everything.

Blair (poor dear) was so hurt by
press allegations of " control freak-
ery’ that he went out of his way to
deny them at the NEC meeting on
17 November, claiming that the
decisions are made by the mem-
bership, not him ().

This is of course rubbish, and

'two hours of that NEC meeting
were taken up with the attempt to

gag the 4 members elected on the
Grassroots Alliance slate through
the proposed ‘Code of Conduct’.

Some NEC members even argued
_there should be " cabinet responsi-

bility’ on the NEC. Clearly, even if

‘downgraded to ‘guidelines’, this
may be used in an attempt to disci-
pline the NEC members at some
3. time in the future. The new drive
|- t& replace General Committees by

policy forums, heralded in the

| press two days later, wasn't even
‘mentioned at the NEC. |
- On top of the attacks on democ-

racy, we have the continued

attacks by the government on

those it was elected to support,

| whether the new Asylum Bill, the

squeeze on public sector pay, the

privatisation of everything possible -

or the rumoured watering down of

* the already awful ‘Fairness At
| Work’ proposals. The government
| has also made its first use of the
"1’ Tory anti-union laws, preventing
‘1 the Prison Officers’ Association
from protesting over staffing.

- However, dissent is beginning to
find a voice, with the formation of

to inflict a defeat on

following

by as many Labour

_this situation if it is.

- The growing -

alternatives.

~will be around the future of th o
Grassroots Alliance, While the

established to consider candi-

dates”. We further note that this

decision has been passed as a rec-
ommendation to the National

Executive Committee.

“This ...... notes that the system
recommended by the

stituency Labour Parties to nomi-

‘nate their candidate of choice,

and contradicts the decision of
the Greater London Labour Party
regional conference on Fune 13

which agreed without opposition |

that ‘all candidates who are nom-
inated by a minimum of 12.5% of

London CLPs (that is 10 CLPs)

will automatically be shortlisted
so that their names will appear on
the ballot papers to select
Labour’s candidate.’

“This ..... resolves therefore to
write to the NEC calling on them
to support and implement deci-
sions of the Greater London
Labour Party conference on the
method of selecting Labour’s can-

a Welsh campaign for Labour Party

Democracy and the NEC election
results as well as protests over the

procedure for selecting Labour’s

candidate for London Mayor.
While the Labour Left is cur-

rently very weak, it

could capitalise on

willing to cam-
paign vigorously

levels of dlscené
tent mean- that

members are j
willing to listen to

2~ Tony Benn

One of the major
debates at the Network AGM

NEC members should be given ali
the support possible they are iso-
lated on the NEC and marginalised

board
‘removes any right of Con-

December
5: Network of
Socialist Campaign
Groups AGM, Speakers
& include Ken Lmngstone made if the Grassroots
n, Jeremy
Corbyn, Liz Davies and
Christine Shawcroft.
11a.m.-5p.m.

dzdate for London mayor. _ .
B (Union bodies should add a
call-‘on their own NEC to back

o e
J“‘d‘?
ﬁr
.z
x‘-"

this and demand that umon Fep- -
resentatives on Labour’s NEC =

support it).

- [l The control-freak tendency

took another step into the

unions last month, as UNI-

venor Geoff Martin
threatened with dnsclplmary

Regtonal

lodged a formal complaint that
Martin, an elected lay officer,
had “brought the union into dis-
repute’” by suggesting that UNI-
SON would not support the
campaign of any anti-union can-
didate for Mayor endorsed by

the selection panel.

It remains to be seen if UNI-

SON General Secretary Rodney

Bickerstaffe will face similar
complaints after he correctly
lent his voice to warnings by
union leaders that Labour can-
not count on union funds to run
the Euro-elections and cam-
paigns for the Welsh and Scot-
tish parliaments if Blair’s gang
continue to ride roughshod over

the demands of union members.

Campalgn Group Network conference December 5

Build the Labour Left!

- when it comes to policy. If the sup-

port shown in the elections is to

- be built on, supporters have to be |
- drawn into discussion of the key

issues in the party and active cam-
paigning both around democracy |
-and government policy. |
While local Campaign
Groups should take the
lead in this, a major
advance would be

Alhance called national
or regional meetings
for its supporters.
Unfortunately, the
majority of organisations
making up the alliance do not

~ see the need to move beyond
- standing candidates in internal
elections and providing (important)

reports from the NEC members.
The AGM will have the chance

Vto express its view.

SON’s London Reglonal con-
was

action for speaking out in
defence of UNISON policy. .
full-time official

'Chris Robbins, clearly acting at
the behest of Millbank, has
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AS WE GO TO PRESS (November 23) it
seems that the immediate threat of major
air strikes against the Iraqi people from US
~ imperialism and its European allies, most
notably our own Tony Blair are on the back
burner.

However the situation could hot up agam"

at any moment and the Americans have
asserted that they need no further mandate
for action which could murder many
thousands of people.

Of course whether they actually do act,
without the backing of the Security Coun-

cil, will depend in the end not on for-
malisms but on”wheth'er"t’hey feel the
balance of forces is sufficiently in thelr
favour to permit this.

What may have as much long term s1gn1f- |

1cance as the threat of further bombings is
the fact that the removal of Saddam Hus-
sein 1s now an explicit part of US policy.
Clinton has now signed the Irag Libera-
tion Act 1998, under pressure from the
Republicans in Congress.

Military ald

This allows the administration to release
$97 million (£64 million) in military aid to
the Iraqi opposition, as well as allowing

them to train and equip an opposition

army which would invade the country with
the aim of overthrowing Saddam.
-~ In a statement on November 14 Clinton
stated that the US i1ntended to “intensify”
support for the “forces of change” in Iraq.
Blair has echoed support for this position
in Parliament and discussions are under-
way with Iraqi groups based in London.
During the Gulf War there was much

more ambivalence on the question of
unseating Saddam' — because 1mperialism
was not sure it could find a replacement
that was any more reliable. After all, Sad-

‘dam was initially their creature, and con-

sidered an ally until after the end of the

Iran-Iraq war. Now it seems that there is

optimism that a better replacement might
emerge. |

The basis of this change of heart lies not
1n changes 1n the ‘Iraqi opposition but in

larger geo polmcal issues in the region.

EDITORIAL

The signing of the Oslo accords was a cru-
cial factor.

The mobilisations of Palestinians and
others across the Arab world were impor-
tant 1n putting imperialism under pressure
during the Gulf War. Today Arafat is polic-
ing the Palestinians more effectively than
the Israelis were able to . |

Nor has the settlement only had an effect
within the bantustans supposedly con-
trolled by the Palestinian authority but
more generally throughout the Arab world
— an effect of demobilisation and demoral-
isation after the promise of the Intifada.

In retrospect, while it was always clear
that Britain’s interest in ending the
Rushdie -affair was not based on a new-
found (and short lived) belief in freedom of
speech, the larger picture comes even more
clearly into focus.

Settling this long-running dispute with

Iran was not only useful
for imperialism in order
to try to bolster the
modernisers against the
fundamentalists in
Tehran, but to hope- :
fully establish stronger |
alliances in any future | .
conflict with Iraq. - o

- Andrew Wiard

B
o

At the same time,

Turkey, another key

player in the region, has .

interests at stake.

It would dearly love to
see the coming together
of Kurdish groups from
Iraqi and Iranian Kur-
distan — between whom
there - has been little
love lost — to isolate the
PKK based 1n Turkish
Kurdistan. |

Turkey’s determina- -
tion to step up the 1
offensive against a peo-
ple whose existence 1t |
does not officially
recognise been

has

“1llustrated by 1ts attacks

first on Syria and now
on Italy over the where-
abouts of PKK leader
Abdullah Ocalan. |

Socialist OQutlook 1s opposed to any imperi-
alist offensive against Iraq, and continues
to support demands for the lifting of sanc-
tions which have led to death and disease
being rife throughout that country.

We also warn that the ‘Pax Americana’

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

Will Chinton find another pretext to use force agamst Saddam ’

AN, )
-

........

under discussion today would have reper-

~ cusstons way beyond the borders of Iraq.

The attempt to redraw the map of the
Middle East which 1s now being consid-
ered in the White House and in Downing
Street is an attack on Palestinians, Kurds
and all the oppressed and exploited peoples
of the Middle east. It must be opposed.

Not so much a straw in the wind as more wind from Jack Straw vee

It’s “Back to Basics” II!

dren’s homes.

NO MATTER how much Jack
Straw may protest, those wha are
effectively deemed “non-people”
by the governments green paper
on family policy are clear that
they are being labelled second
best.

Lone parents, lesbians and gay
~men —and anyone who isn’t mar-
‘rted, whether through choice or
circumstance, fali foul of New
Labour’s latest proclamation that
“marriage 1s best”.

The core of the document is as
firmly based on Back to Basics
1deology as anything put forward
by Blair’s hypocritical, moralis-
ing predecessors in the Tory
Party. The strongest support for
the document so far seems to
have come from the Archbishop
of Canterbury — hardly an indica-
tion of progressive nature.

This overall trajectory was fur-

ther underlined by the Home
~ Secretary using the launch of the

“document to make clecar his own
opposition {o the rights of les-
bians and gay men to adopt or the
right of lesbians to have access to
IVFE trcatment.

His “argument” for this was
that “he didn’t want to see chil-
dren being treated as trophies”.
How dare :he suggest that the
motives of lesbians and gay men
for wanting children are any dif-
ferent from anyone else’s.

His views gave the Liberal

Democrats the perfect opportu-
nity to point out that these pro-
posals could easily discriminate
against children not from “gov-
ernment approved relationship” —
somewhat ironic really, given the

) i,
..........

Straw: med real [ife — dzdn t like 11

package is justified in the first
place as being driven by the inter-
ests of children.

While some of the detailed pro-
posals are inoffensive individu-
ally, thesc are the ones that are

unnecessary. Giving a legal form

to baby-naming ceremonies in a
non-religious context? What on
earth for? |

Will grandparents play a bigger

role because Tony and Jack say

they should? The changes in fam-
ily structure that may _have
affected their involvement are
more likely to be driven by hard
factors such as geography and
economics than ‘government ide-
ology.

But of course ideology does play
a material role. In a month where
the press reported that a young
gay man killed himself because of
homophobia and isolation, the
government’s pronouncements

will lead to further misery. -

Reputable surveys have shown
that marriage may be beneficial
to men — from the point of view of
health, happiness and income -
but not to women.

The 1dea of the supremacy of
marriage plays a part, along with
material circumstances, 1n trap-

plng many women 1n oppressive

or even violent relationships,
which are destructive niot only for
them but for any children
involved.

‘Those that have argued that
New Labour is a modern party on
social questions have been con-
founded by how little progressive
movement is contained in the
green paper. This 1s a million
miles away from the debates in
the French parliament over civil
unions which would register les-
bian and gay relationships for
example.

Yet unfortunately some in the
lesbian and gay movement, some

- who call themselves feminists

have given at least some credence
to the government’s direction.
We are 1n favour of people hav-

1ng the right to have whatever

sexual and social relationships
they choose, and to register that —
if they choose.

We think that the decision on

whether people should adopt or

receive IVF should on their indi-
vidual wishes and capacities to

parent, not on some bigoted view

of whether their sexuality and
family circumstances
with New Labour’s moral pre-
cepts.

And we think that this govern-

~comply

ment could do far more to help
the children who are supposed to
be the main focus of this green
paper if they took immediate
action to lift millions:- of house-
holds out of poverty. They could
do this with a decent minimum
wage, increased benefits, and a
programme of useful public
works to create new iobs and plug

~ gaps in our public services — not

least the scandalous neglect of
our children’s services and chil-

r | \ . . | 1
. ’ - .

It 1s no accident that the green
paper — like John Major’s ill-fated
efforts at “Back to Basics” was

‘published in the midst of yet
another alleged ministerial sex

scandal. In real life ministers and

- MPs do not and will not, live the

constrained, narrow lives
required by the moral precepts
their arrogant, priggish, moralis-
ing colleagues try to lay down. So

‘why should they expect us to?

.
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'New abour =

Haringey’s

Doug Thorpe

EARLIER this year Haringey
Council in North London
decided to investigate
whether it could use funds |
from a Private Finance Initia-
tive (PFI) to buy and refurbish
buildings to create a hew
school. -

They were soon told by their

consultants that no company
would be interested in a PFI
for one school - they would
have to turn over the man-
agement and servicing of all
nine of the Borough'’s sec-
ondary schools for 30 years
in order to get private busi-
ness to finance the new
‘school.

Without batting an eyelid or
consulting any parents or
teachers the Council decided
to do just that — sell off all
Haringey’s schools.

The implications are a loss
of community use and control
of school buildings and worse
conditions and pay for school
workers. Teachers are not
part of the immediate sell-off
but a bid is being prepared
for an Education Action Zone
next year.

A group of Haringey social-
ists, trade union and commu-
nity activists (including
Socialist Outlook supporters)
who had met to discuss soli-
darity with RMT members
fighting privatisation on Lon-
don Underground immediately
understood the significance
of the PFl and launched a
community campaign
“Haringey against Privatisa-
~ tion” to fight the deal.

The campaign has grown
~and, in early November, it
called a public meeting
together with the local UNI-
SON branch. The platform of
the meeting was impressive
ranging from Keith Sonnet,
UNISON’s National Head of
Local Government and Tony
Brockman National Vice-Presi-
dent of the NUT, to local
school governors, parents’
representatives and Paul

A Teacher |
PRIVATISATION of educauon
came a step closer with a press
conference on November 12 at
Westminster City Hall. |
~In his last act -before retiring as

Chair of Governors of Pimlico
School, Jack Straw teamed up
with the Tory Council and the
property developers to announce
- that demolition of the school will
go ahead, and that in order to
make re-building the school
attractive to the developers, 23
per cent of the prime SW1 site is
to be handed over to them.

The ‘profits from the proposed
luxury apartments alone could be
bigger than the cost of rebuilding

the school, and the developers
will still be paid, on top of that,

schools for sale>

Foot. T
Over a hundred local people
attended the meeting, and

not one showed any support

for the PFI. Such was the
concern of the national trade
union officials to be seen to
be supporting the fight
against PFI that when Tony
Brockman at first refused to

speak on the same platform

as Paul Foot, (who he dubbed
a “fascist”), he was told to
appear by NUT General Secre-

tary Doug McEvoy!

The inconvenient fact facing
the council is that they have
to persuade the governors of

- each school to vote for the

PFI for it to happen.
To date they have not taken
a single vote, but have still

- spent £250,000 on consul-

tants. .Most governors are
against the scheme, but there
is no room for complacency.
As more money is spent, the
Council will become more
desperate to force the project
through. Enormous pressure
will be put on governors, par-

- ticularly Labour Party

appointees.

To counter this, as well as
addressmg governors directly,
the campaign must build up a
counter pressure from par-
ents, teachers and other
workers. Only in this way will
governers have the confi-
dence to vote the proposals
down.

The next step is a pro-
gramme of public ieafleting
outside schools to build a
demonstration and a lobby of
the Council. There will also
be stalls outside Wood Green
Library every Saturday morn-
ing. We will not go away -
our schoois are not for sale!

B Haringey Against Privatisa-
tion can be contacted at PO Box
8446 London N17 6NZ

Demonstration Saturday 5th
December 1 pm Ducketts Com-
mon (Turnpike Lane Tube) Lobby
Haringey Council Monday 14th
December 6pm Civic Centre
Wood Green London N22.

~an annual fee for providing the
" new school building.

~ The government will be locked
into a 35 year commitment to pay

the developers to provide the
school building. But OFSTED

- inspectors, so popular with New
Labour, have pronounced that

‘the -existing space was “barely
adequate” and is in fact below
DFE guidelines.

The press conference was or1g1—
nally planned for the school and
was only moved to City Hall at the
last minute - a wise decision since
hundreds of students refused to
return to lessons after morning
break in protest against PFI.

Governors were not informed of

the press conference, and several
parent governors who turned up
at City Hall were excluded.
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Rmpers run hzgh as Birmingham City council discusses handing over hundreds of
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Housing battles hot up

Elkie Dee

BEHIND Tony Blair’s pronounce-
ment that sink estates should sim-
ply be demolished are plans to
encourage the privatisation of
Council housing all over the coun-
try. -

Tenants are offered mcenttves to
vote for privatisation of their
homes by promises of repairs and
Investment, so long as they agree
that housing associations will take
over the management of their
estates. The housing associations
“buy” the housing with huge loans
from banks, to be paid for by rent
increases set above the rate of
inflation.

Campaigns are springing up all
over the country against this
underhand privatisation, develop-
ing links between tenants and
affected workers.

On the Lee Bank Estate in Birm-
ingham, tenants and Unison mem-
bers talked about how to
campaign for estate renovation
funds to be given without the
strings of privatisation. The meet-
ing was organised by the Birming-
ham Community Conference.

In Camden, tenants have demon- -

strated outside Council meetings
against the threat to bulldoze two
run down blocks in Kentish Town.
Before the last local government
elections, privatisation proposals

- were withdrawn in the face of

opposition against the borough. A
housing strategy document pub-
lished in August indicates that the

The narrow ma;omy of gover-

nors 1n favour of PFI has now

changed, after one of Straw’s
allies resigned and took his child
out of the school following no
confidence votes by teachers and
parents.

It 1s plain that Council’s
promises not to go against the
wishes of Governors or Straw’s
own pledge, when standing for
election as a parent Governor, to
respect the wishes of parents, are
— like other New Labour
promises - used to get elected and
then thrown away. Opponents of
PFI make three main points.

@ Firstly, the school building is
sound, though years of neglect by

- Westminster Council (the Tories

flagship) has meant there is a
backlog of repairs. But repairs

Council is now looking to sneak
through privatistion plans and con
tenants into acceptance of stock
transfer or private finance intia-
tive/partnership deals, again
through arguing that this is the
only way of funding improvements
and repairs.

Activists in tenants’ groups and
across the labour movement, need
to unite to defend public services
against private profit.

St Helens
Victory
against
Council
House sales

Glenn Vons Secretary
of Merseysnde TUC (in a
personal capacity)

- THE CAMPAIGN against the

transfer of 800 council houses on
the Wargrave Estate in St Helens
gained an important victory on
October 26 when tenants rejected
plans to privatise their estate by a
margin of 6! percent to 39.

This result is the only victory so
far in the North West against any
proposed transfer and has started
a determined campaign across the
region to fight off privatisation.
Glen Voris reports:

‘Straw strips school assets

wouldn’t interest the developers
who require big sweeteners.

@ The cost to the public of
~using PFI to re-build the school

will be bigger than if the State
1tself borrowed the capital. The
only way the capital cost can be
kept down is to give public assets
- in this case nearly a quarter of
the school site, to the developers.
@ Finally, this would be a big
step towards the privatisation of
education ' because once you
accept “market logic” in provid-
ing school buildings (and ser-
vices like schoolkeepers, security
and cleaning) then it’s a very
short step to handing the hiring
of teachers over to them as well.

Of course Blair’s New Labour is

based on an old idea — that the
market (by which he means capi-

St Helens Council had
.: spent over £750,000 on

- SRR .
sl et

........

" & glossy brochures and-
L] advisors and still suffered
_ a humiliating defeat. At
i« the last meeting of the
. Housing and Environ-

% mental Servnces Com-

.....
»»»»»»»

.- mittee, Labour

........

. Councillors commented
F that it was a “disastrous
“and embarrassing
‘defeat’. The meeting

also agreed to suspend

# F any future privatisation

" < of housing for the next 3
years. The Direct Works
Shop Stewards Commit-
tee and hundreds of
Wargrave tenants were
over the moon.
The campaign has only just
begun. The next step is to force
the Council to carry out its legal

“obligations to repair all the houses

on the estate. A meeting on
November 18, attended by 45
tenants unanimously decided to

- take legal action under the Hous-

ing Act via a Solicitor to order the
Council to get repairs carried out.
They also agreed to campaign to
get central heating and fencmg for
all 800 properties.

~ The North West TUC Region
Council unanimously agreed to
fight council house privatisation
across the region. A conference
will be held in January with dele-
gates from affected trade unions
and tenants groups. Liverpool Uni-
son City Branch has begun to
mobilise together with the
Merseyside Association Of TUCs
to resist the draconian Liberal
Democrat Council policy to
offload ail 44,000 council houses
within the next 5 years. Unison
has advertised in the Liverpool
Echo and leafleted two areas
picked for transfers in
Speke/Garston (4,110 houses) and
Pinehurst (750 houses). Three
public meetings attracted around
500 tenants.

This protest includes legal |
attempts to stop the ballot taking
place because of the lack of media
impartiality over the transfers. This
included a local radio presenter
calling for a yes vote for transfer,

~in addition to Liverpool Council

spending around £5 million on
advertising. A joint union/tenant
campaign is now developing across

Merseyside, and is attracting much

media attention.

talism) will provide better ser-
vices at a lower cost than [he
State.

This is not true of course, but
opponents of PFI at Pimlico
recognise that even if we could
show PFI was more expensive,
New Labour would still go ahead
with it, because politically they’re
on the side of capital.

Knowing that, and what it
means for working class pupils, is
what fuels the anger of so many
parents and staff at Pimlico.

If “market forces” are allowed
free reign in education, the small

~munority (like Blair himself) able

to afford a good education might
get 1t. The majority will have to
try their luck in the reserve army
of labour. And that’s not very new
either.
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“]ohn Prescott, an RMT member,
is dishing out worse conditions
ose imposed by the ories”

than

Over the next four
‘'months the Rail &
Maritime, Transport
workers Union (RMT)
will be holding elections
- for its General

- Secretary, amid growing
problems for the union
and its members.
Socialist Outlook
interviewed RMT
‘National Executive
member GREG TUCKER
about the issues at
stake. |

SO: What do you think is the
key challenge facing the umon
over the next year?

G'T: The core of our members’
work on what was British Rail.-
They are now divided up into
‘over one hundred privatised
companies.

The key to our future i1s devel-
oping an industrial strategy that
reunites rail workers and
rebuilds our Organisation 1n the
face of this attack

We have attempted to do thrs
- over the last few months in one
sector with a series of linked
infrastructure company disputes.-
Rather than wait for the
inevitable attacks on our mem-
bers’ jobs and conditions we
have put forward our-own .
demands and mobilised our
“members around them.-

Whilst we have been successful
in some companies our fight has
shown just how poorly organised
we are 1n others. It i1s clear that,
with a firm display of leadership,
our members are prepared to
stand up and fight. But as a
Union we have {failed to dellver
to our full potential. -

Far too often our representa-
tives have been cautious and
bowed to management pressure.
Members have realised this and
reacted accordingly. Without con-

- fidence in their leaders they have
“lacked the will to risk a battle.

Elsewhere, on the buses, among
lorry drivers and our catering
members we face a range of
threats, from de-recogni-
tion of the Union, per-
sonal contracts and the
introduction of self-
employment.

Somc areas have been
seriously neglected. Red
Star members, for instance,
have had a wage freeze for
some years and pay cut this year.
Their jobs have been franchised
off into a myriad of small inde-
pendent units. A strike this week
has led to management threats to
sack every union member taking
action.

S0O: What changes do you
think need to make in the way
the union functions to take
forward these battles?

GT: Defending our members
requires a root and branch reor-

Stalingrad O'Neill

must ensure
we recruit and
organise an
absolute majarity.
of transport
workers
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ganisation of the Union.

We need a national leadership
prepared to throw its weight
behind members’ aspirations.

Far too often national officials
are content merely to contain the
members’ wishes. They want an
easy life, safe to enjoy the privi-
leges they obtam from members
subs. | :

This 1s partlybto be addressed
by putting all officials’ positions

up for election every five years.

But 1t also needs a fundamental
change in the political climate
inside the Union.

In each company we need to

ensure that our members have

the representatives they deserve.
Not ones that just kow-tow to

“manageranent, but reps prepared

to organise resistance.

This means instituting a more
thorough democratic process to
ensure the members can choose
who they want to represent them
— and a rigorous education pro-
cess so their reps have the neces-
sary tools to do the job they are
entrusted to do. |

In the face of new privatised
companies trying to undermine
our organisation it means find-
1ng resources (o ensure we
recruit and organise an absolute

majority of transport
workers. This is not
about gimmicks
such as trade
~union credit
-cards - buta
serious
approach to
CONvINCe every
worker that being
a trade union mem-

ber 1s in their direct
interests; that our collective
s[rcnglh can deliver real viClo-

ries.

We

SO: So what stance do you
think the RMT should take
towards the government?
G'T: However well we organise
the shop floor, a range of prob-
lems can only be resolved with
government intervention.

For instance, our shipping
members are fighting to protect
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themselves from attacks from
ruthless employers such as P&O.
A political solution to the prob-
lems of the maritime industry is
necessary. But the government is
busy cosying up to the same
employers, offering them subsi-
dies, grants etc. even while they
make our members redundant.
Our industrial strategy has to
be linked to a broader political
strategy for dealing with the
transport industry. RMT mem-

bers had great hopes for the new -

Labour government. Whilst they

had few 1illusions that our prob-

lems would be solved overnight
they expected to see progress on
bringing the rail industry back
into public hands, that a priori-
tised integrated transport policy
would deal with the effects of
bus de-regulation.

Instead, they have seen Tony
Blair fawning over Richard
Branson and other private com-
panies bosses and now planning
to privatise London Under-

- ground as well. To their horror

LUL members are discovering

~ that John Prescott, an RMT

member, 1s dishing out worse
conditions than those imposed
by the Tories on British Rail
workers.

Whilst Prescott likes to talk
about 1ntroducing a new tougher
regulatory regime for the rail
industry 1t is clear that the gov-
ernment will be content to allow
the operating franchises to be
renewed. Progress on a dramati--
cally watered down transport
White Paper 1s threatened in
case 1t upsets New Labour s Tory
constituency.

RMT members rightly feel let
down by the Labour government
- but we have no excuse when we

- place no pressure on the govern-

ment to act any differently.

Despite clear Union policy on
these matters, very little has been
done nationally to press our
demands.

It has been left to the local
LLUL leadership to develop any
strategy opposing privatisation.
Knapp has refused to do any-
thing that might upset his rela-

-----
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sze and again RMT members have shown they are wzllmg 10 fi ght management zf gwen a clear and f irm lead from the union.

tionship with John Prescott and
the RMT’s sponsored MPs. Our

Annual General Meeting in June

demanded that our MPs support
Union policy. We are still wait-
ing for anything to be done to
implement this.

- Some members think we
should just walk away from
Labour. Rather, we need to be
mobilising our members to make
the government clearly aware of
the price they will pay in ignor-
1ng our wishes.

SO: What are the key issues
the TUC should be fighting
around? What role do you
think the RMT should play in
assisting this?

GT: In as much as the Left in
the Union has been able to
develop Union policy, we have
been one of the few Unions pre-
senting any sort of fight.

But we cannot continue to fight
alone. It is important, as a Union
that we work to force the whole
of the movement to stand up and
fight. The TUC must be pushed
to oppose all anti-union laws, not
just to accept what crumbs Peter
Mandelson 1s prepared to offer as
part of “Fairness At Work”.

The Liverpool Dockers and
others over the last years and the
Jubilee Line electricians today
have shown that it 1s possible to
fight, irrespective of
the legal restraints. We
Instead of repudi-
ations and sell-
outs we need a
movement pre-
pared to fight to
defend all 1ts
members from
attack, whether
their disputes are
“legal” or not.

Instead of trving to “negouate”
‘some 1mprovements to govern-
ment policies on such 1tems as a
minimum wage and continued
privatsation we need a TUC pre-
pared to mobilise the strength of
our movement in favour of the
interests of working people.

SO: What do you think will
happen if there are no
changes in the direction of

need to
continue to
wage a fight for
the unity of all
rail workers in
one union

,N the union?
GT At the moment, it

W' than represent the wishes
e of Union members our
Ieadershxp is more con-
[ cerned abut how things

B will look to their friends
® in the leadership of the
------ TUC and Labour Party.

g That cannot be allowed |
to continue.

Years of decline under
the Tories have taken
I their toll. The RMT is far
"B weaker than it was, with

‘J only a third of the mem-
% bers it had in the 1970’s.
¢ This is not only because
of drastic changes in the
. transport mdustry, we no

longer can rely ¢ ona

100% membershlp for us.

| In some areas we are now -
a mlnorlty union. We have been
forced to slim down our appara-
tus, so delivering a poorer service
to members.

The very survival of the U'nion
1s still threatened by financial
problems. Despite in‘terminable
discussions about mternal
restructuring nothing seems to
get done to actually solve this
crisis. The Union appears inca-
pable of making the necessary
changes to ensure its survival.

Things must change. Forget

~ the gimmicks of the TUC’s

Recruitment Academy, the
Union needs to go out and
organise in every'workplace;'
showing through its actions that
1t 1s worth joining. We have to
change the way we operate so
that our members have a direct
stake 1n our future. Not as some
remote body but as something

- they feel part of.

~That means

@ increasing investment in
educating our activists and
developing the practrcal services

- we deliver

@ putting resources into deal-

ing with the everyday issues our
members confront and cuttiing
away at the bureaucratic appara-
tus -
@ dcaling with our financial -
crisis by targeting our resources
where they are really effec- -
tive.

The RMT is proud of its
heritage as the “indus-
trial” union for transport
workers. We have always
rejected any craft mental-
ity.

Despite all our difficulties
with the other rail unions the
clear need for unity has never
been more obvious. We need to
continue to wage a fight for the
unity of all rail workers in one
union and for all transport work-

ers to organise together. |
The RMT faces major chal-

lenges. Now more than ever it
~needs a determined leadership

prepared to. develop a fighting .
strategy, industrially and politi-
cally.
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Even the best political .
programme Is of little
value unless 1t IS

~connected to grassroots

activity. BOB WOOQOD

reports on a campaign in

South Leeds over a

proposed major

redevelopment at the
Leeds United ground at

Elland Road. Some hard

lessons are being learnt
about New Labour.

THE TRADITIONAL working

class game of football 1s currently

“ changing rapidly. The abolition

of terraces and new all-seater sta-
diums are coupled with increased
ticket price well beyond the reach
of many fans. |

At the same time, many club
owners are diversifying their

activities — Chelsea now has a

hotel and a restaurant adjacent to

the ground. Shops for the sale of
~ replica strips at absurd prices are

now standard. |
LLeeds United, in conjunction

with the City Council, is not

about to be left behind. It pro-
poses to increase seating at Elland
Road by 5,000 to 45,000 and build
an arena next to the ground with
a capacity of 16,000, as well as a
hotel and other leisure facilities. -

The idea for an arena came orig-

inally from Leeds City Council.
As an aspiring European city,
Leeds desperately needed a con-
cert arena. In order to compete
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ment, Leeds wants facilities com-
parable with other cities.
Sheffield and Birmingham have
arenas, and so does Manchester,
Leeds’ rival across the Pennines.
The City Council owned the sta-
dium and the land round about -
all 1t needed was a developer.

Media group Caspian bought
the club two or three years ago,
probably because of the invest-
ment opportunity they saw wait-
ing. In competition with other
development companies, Caspian
(now in their new guise as Leeds
Sporting plc) was awarded the
contract to build the arena by the
City Council.

In a complicated deal, Leeds

Sporting acquired the site from
the Council for just over £11m,
although i1t was independently
valued at around £27m. The
council agreed to payment in
stages, partly in cash and partly in
shares.

Free tickets

Ownership of the arena site
remains with the council unul
completion of the development.
As well as an Executive Box, the

council will also continue to get

free tickets. |

Early this year Leeds Sporting
unveiled their planning applica-
tion. As a land owner and a major
shareholder 1n the developer, 1t
seemed that granting the plan-
ning permission would be a for-
mality for Leeds City Council,

‘acting as the planning authority.

Consultation was Kept to a min-
imum. Most local residents only
found out about the proposals

.....

‘Action Group. This has

Leeds leads the way

from notices on lamp
posts. Given the failure

of the council to explain
what was proposed, the
local - Labour Party
branch decided to hold a
consultation meeting for
local people.

They were amazed

‘when more than 300 .

turned out on a Saturday
afternoon.  However,
only one of the six
invited Labour council-
lors bothered to turn up.
The meeting voted
unanimously to oppose
the application and also
set up the South Leeds

continued since to meet
weekly and campaign
vigorously against the
development.

If 1t goes ahead, extra
traffic, pollution, noise

and disturbance will

make living in this inner

- city area even worse than
1t already 1s. The area 1s

surrounded by motor-

~ways, and unemploy-

ment, poverty and
ill-health are rife.
Asthma, respiratory and
heart ailments, and can-
cer are all well above

average. |

One of the selling points of the
scheme has been its job-creating
potential. Yet these jobs would be
available to local people even if
the arena were to be built on an
alternative city centre site. If
built there the impact on resi-
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cision to go ahead

- Road 1s stark.

The present stadium

that permission will be granted.
As one councillor commented in
a local church magazine, it is dif-
ficult for ‘ordinary members of

the public’ to believe that the

Council can judge the planning
application 1mpartially when it
owns shares 1n the developer.

Suspicion

Even the Nolan Committee on
standards in public life recog-
nised the problem. It reported
last year that: “Public suspicion

18 created by the power of local

e .
R

| dents would be far less, and car

usage would be reduced in keep-
ing with the government’s pro-
claimed transport policy. |

Leeds Sporting’s record as an

employer is poor. Shortly after

buying Leeds United, they closed

the creche, only later agreeing to
reopen it and offering the work-
ers they had made redundant
their jobs back at worse rates and
conditions. ‘
When applications of this kind
are submitted, and local residents
object, councillors and MPs are
normally quick to lend their sup-
port. A proposal for a major
leisure development on the Leeds
ring road, including a cinema, a
casino and a bowling alley
attracted opposition from
councillors from all
three main parties,
and both local
MPs. The con-

situation over
the much
larger develop-
ment at Elland

In spite of
widely publicised
opposition by local
people, only one local
councillor had the courage to
oppose the applicatton. He has

" now been deselected, and there

are strong rumours that his oppo-
sition played a part 1n this.
Prescott

The Planning Committee has
now said that 1t 1s ‘minded’ to
approve the application, although

the final decision rests with John

Prescott, the minister responsi-
ble. Most local residents think

- CI'S.

As a
| spokesperson for
SN EAGIULY the South Leeds Action
Group said in an
interview with Radio
Leeds, “Whatever

happened to
democracy?”

authorities to grant themselves
planning permission for their
own land and developments.”

The two inner city wards
affected by the development at
Elland Road are among the safest
Labour seats in the city. And yet
local Labour councillors have
treated their voters with con-
tempt. Protesters have been told
that they are simply ‘an unrepre-
sentative, vocal minority’, and
asked at councillors’ surgeries:
‘“Who sent you?’.

The development has not yet
been stopped, but the South
LLeeds Action Group can claim a
limited victory already, for con-
struction was due to start in the
summer of 1998 but work has
already delayed by nearly a year.

Residents 1n these areas are
expected to vote Labour loyally at
elections, and to be grateful for
Regeneration funds. But they
have been denied control over
decisions that affect their lives.
The Labour Council in Leeds, as
elsewhere, basking in a huge
majority, would rather talk to big
business than its natural support-

Millbank

As a spokesperson for the South

Leeds Action Group said in an
interview with Radio Leeds,
“Whatever happened to democ-
racy?”. The undemocratic nature
of Labour’s Millbank machine 1s
becoming more and more obvi-
ous. Over the European elections,
the Scottish and Welsh
assemblies, and in the
attempt to silence
- members of the
NEC, their dis-
trust of working
class pcople 1s
clear.

The Leeds expe-
rience 1s likely to
"~ be repeated clse-
where. In  mid-
November, - the
Paymaster-General, Geof-
frey Robinson, said: “We have
made great strides with the Pri-
vate Finance Initiative 1n the past
year. But we must continue (o
identify and develop partnerships
and opportunities with the public
and private sectors.

“We need to exploit all commer-
cial potential 1n public sector
assets through a sensible balance
of risk and reward.”

No doubt he means public risk
and private reward! ’




As BMW milk “crisis” to dictate
change s to hard-won agreements ...

~ No concessions on
Rover ]obs or wages‘

to break signed agreements 1s to

by a car worker

OVER THE PAST 4 weeks there
has been a crescendo of leaks to
the press suggesting that the
- Rover car plant at Longbridge,
Birmingham will close, with the
loss of thousands of jobs, unless
the trade unions agree to vicious
new attacks on working practices.

BMYW, the owners of Rover, have
declared that because of the
strength of the pound there has
been a fall in sales. They claim

Rover 1s losing vast sums of

money, mentioning amounts
between £300 and £600 muillion.
They say that they are not willing
to accept this.

Management argue that because
productivity 1s greater in Ger-
many,. Rover workers here will
have to accept “banking’ of hours
— a system where you work extra
when the comply wants you, and

-are laid off when they don’t — in

- order to save overtime payments.
The company say publicly that
they want many other savings.

Rover management have been
carrying cut discussions with a
six-person sub-committee of the
Rover Joint Negotiating Commit-
tee (JNC). These discussions have
been reported to the JNC 1tself,
but the content has been kept
secret from the membership.

TGWU General Secretary Bill
Morris, who is supposedly noth-
ing to do with the negotiations,
has stated in an interview with
The Sun on November 20:

“We cannot afford not to reach
an agreement. The consequences
of not reaching an agreement
would be too catastrophic to con-
template. Both sides recognise
the importance of an agreement
to protect jobs and to safeguard
the interests of the motor indus-
try. It will certainly create some
new principles and establish new
parameters working in Rover and
‘the motor manufacturing indus-
try.”

He went on to admit that h(.
would be prepared to see such
agreements sprcad to other indus-
tries, openly identifying himself
and the union with the cause of
the company, saying “This will be
seen as a no winners deal , except
for the industry, it will maintain
our [sic!] place as a moter manu-
facturer.” |

Only last year management
pushed through the first 3 year
deal 1n Rover, arguing that they
nceded this for “stability”; they
had to plan their costs, they said.
They avoided negotiating the
“banking” of hours then, though
the May 1997 edition of their
magazine (Jorque) said issues
being discussed with the trade
unions ineluded “flexible work-
Ing time’.

The 1997 review was supposed
to settle all wages and conditions
issues for 2 years. It 1s a signed
agreement, as is the “Rover
Tomorrow” agreement that is
supposed to guarantee ‘jobs for
life’.

BMW are trying to use the pre-

benefits. Yet

sent crisis 1n the motor industry
to force through things 1t always
wanted, plus more besides. The
comparisen with German work-
ers 1s quite sickening.

BMW workers are paid twice as-

much, are on a 35 hour week,
have 6 weeks holiday (compared
to S5 here), have 16 additional
bank holidays, and many other
the whole of the
British media presents the pic-
ture in almost daily articles that
whatever the company says has to
be accepted 1n order for the firm
to be competitive. |

By contrast, BMW’s chief
spokesperson 1n Munich has
stated: “It is almost a relief to
employ people in countries like
the UK where you are actually
allowed to sack people.

“The social a costs of employing
people 1in Germany are awful. You
have no freedom to decide what
you do with the workforce.”

What 1s clear from this state-
ment 1s that the BMW are also
using this situation to pre-
pare attacks on their
German workforce, by
threatening to move
production to
“cheaper” plants in
Britain if Bill Mor-
ris and co manage to
force tbrough-ﬁlrther
wage cuts.

When a delegate con-
ference was held of stewards
from the whole of Rover on
November 21 the details of the
negotiations weren’t revealed, but
it was said that the company was
“looking at everything”, includ-
ing the sick pay scheme - and vir-
tually every other benefit that 1t
has taken the trade unions
decades to achieve.

Management need the agree-
ment of the trade union leader-
ship, because the only other way

Fight now to defend civil service jobs!

RIGHT WING “moderates” within
the Civil service union, PCS are
wrong. New Labour is intent on
smashing up the Civil Service
rather than saving it.

A government bent on privatising
the Tube and Royal Mail will cer-
tainly sacrifice civil servants to the
speculators. The government’s
refusal to reduce the hundreds of
pay bargaining units we face, and
the pay strategies it has designed
for civil service managers, demon-
strate that it seeks to further
divide and rule PCS members.

In the merged union covering all
civil service sections, it should be
easier to co-ordinate pay cam-
paigns and struggles against privati-
sation, but the moderate National
Executive will not support such
activity.

Left Unity, which controls many
Section Executives, promises to
provide such a lead, but it has
failed to deliver on this commit-
ment.

Left Unity's weakness stems

BMW
are also
using this
situation to
JEhECRE e CR 1) bottom” that and
their German
workforce

‘hours

give 3 months notice of a change
of contract, and on the day that it
expires if the workers come to
work then they have won. But
there 1s a strong chance that they
won’t, and there will be a con-
frontation.

The response of the union lead-
ership has been consistently to
play into the company’s hands. In
the September 1issue of the
TGWU Record, national official
Tony Woodley argues that pro-
ductivity 1ncreases have been so
great in all car firms that they
should all be on a 35 hour week,
and get wage increases above

‘inflation, and he urges us to “look

at the fat cats”. But he 1s now sat
with the fat cats, discussing which
of his members’ rights can be
given away. The term “negotia-
tions” 1s used but only one side 1s
giving.
At the same conference at which
Woodley was speaking, Peter
Unterweger of the Interna-
tional
Federation (of which
BMW workers are
members), said
we were seeing
“a race to the

we needed “inter-
national solidar-
ity”. Not even a

- word of this has been
offered.

The TGWU has part1c1pated 1n
talks throughout the UK motor
industry, in which ‘banking”
have been conceded,
almost always with the use of
threats. This includes Vauxhall,
Jaguar and Peugeot: now Ford
management, too, 1s saying that
none of their UK plants are safe —
the sort of statement that is
always followed by an offensive.

Car workers in the same union,

from its inability to organise cross
section initiatives, partly because
some of its leading lights are purely
concerned with their own elec-
toral fortunes. These “leaders”
have become as moderate in their
own Sections ‘as the moderates are
on the National Executive.

Common action is also pre-
vented by Left Unit Section Execu-
tives adopting different approaches
to crucial questions.

Rotten deal

The Employment Service Execu-
tive's recommendation of a rotten
pay deal and approval of youth
slave labour under the National
Traineeship scheme enibarrassed
and undermined the work of the
Benefits Agency Executive, which
rejected a similar dismal pay offer
and opposed outright the intro-

duction of National Trainees into
its section.

In the Employment Service, a
reaction to the sell-outs of the
ma]orlty of the Left Unity Execu-

Metalworkers
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Longbridge: lower pay, Zo'nger hours, less holdays than BM W’s German plants

and often the same company,
should not be “competitive” with
each other, unless 1t 1s 1n order to
improve conditions towards the
best. "

We must meet across company
and country, and demand that
our unions work together against
the employers. The defence of
Iongbridge should be the clarion
call. Defend jobs for life, but not
by productivity concessions that
end up losing more jobs.

If there 1s not enough work,

Vthen there should be work shar-

ing, with no loss of pay. This is
vital, because it appears that

Woodley is talking about giving

up part of the next two wage
increases in exchange for a 35
hour week.

Concessions such as this will
never be regained. It will be a per-
manent loss of éarnings as would
banklng hours 1n terms of over-
time pay. -

To the employers cry of poverty
~ BMW just made a huge profit —
we say “open the books”

to an

tive which included their support
for the New Deal was the decision
of Socialist Caucus to electorally
challenge them. This split in Left
Unity in the Employment Service
dominated proceedings at the
recent Left Unity National Confer-
ence. | |

The conference revealed the
depth of crisis inside Left Unity,
which is partly a reflection of the
crisis inside the Socialist Party, the
main force behind it.

The attendance was pitiful, and
hardly any supporters of Broad
Left 84, one of the three main
components forming Left Unity,
turned up. The Socialist Party and
its allies did not, as expected,
attempt to exclude Socialist Cau-
cus, probably realising it would
spell the death of Left Unity.

No major campaigns were

~“launched by the Conference, and

without them, it will be difficult to

heal divisions.
The PCS Conference offers the
opportunity for a greater number

elected committee of workers and
sympathetic experts. Even The

- Express has been able to show how

BMW turned last year’s Rover
£128 million operating profit into
a loss. If the company still feel
that they cannot operate, then 1t
is clear that they and the compo-
nent industry should be nation-
alised ,or in the case of Rover

‘re-nationalised.

The agreement 1n Rover 1s be
for all Rover workers — the com-
pany 1s trying to use the situation

at Longbridge to attack all of its

employees. If they did close

Longbridge then it would affect

all the others, because they could
not sustain a dealer network to
market the remaining models.

The Longbridge fight is every-
body’s, but these workers must
realise that to give 1n now will

lead to other attacks, and eventu-
ally to the destruction of their
trade union. The only way is to
say no — and appeal for solidarity
from workers in the rest of Rover

and BMW.

of Left Unity supporters to discuss
together the way forward in the
union. An honest approach is
needed to difficulties. At least that
was the spirit of the debate on the
ES Section at the LU Conference.
Whilst being critical of the
Employment Service Executive,
the Left Unity Benefits Agency
Executive deserves some credit in

the past year for their rejection of
the pay level offered to their

‘members.

The loss of the pay vote was
mainly due to the interference of
the moderate National Executive,

preventing them getting their mes-

sage over.

This example shows that Left
Unity can work at Section level,
and the necessity for it to work at
a national level. | |

Even if the left cannot unite in
one organisation in the PCS, it
must begin to unite around a’
series of campaigns and struggles
to stop Blair savaging the Civil Ser-
vice. -
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# SOCIALIST OUTLOOK

Nell Murray
ATTERS are mov-
1ng apace around
issues of voting
systems,  .and
Labour/Liberal
Democrat.alliances.

There 1s considerable confusion

on the left about voting systems.

For some the starting point is not
the voting system as such, but
who they want to see win.

So for many in the Labour

Party, First Past The Post has to
be defended because anything
else allows the Liberal Democrats
to determine the outcome. Some

on the Labour Left state explic-
itly that they are opposed to any .

system which might prevent
Labour governing alone — an
argument for ballot rigging if ever
there was one.

Socialists, (i.e. those who want
to see capitalism replaced by
socialism), are not advocates of
parliamentary democracy.

Parliamentary democracy 1s a
facade which masks the fact that
the people making the real deci-
sions over our lives are not parhia-
mentarians, but the owners and
controllers of big companies.

We want to see it replaced by a
system of workers’ councils, or
soviets, running soclety.

Any government in capitalist
soclety acts primarily as facilita-
tor and arbitrator of the interests
of capitalism. However the

‘greater democracy there 1s, the

greater the space is for the work-
ing class to organise.

This is why until we are able to
replace bourgeois democracy by a
superior, socialist, system, we
fight for the maximum freedom
and democracy under capitalism.
This means the right to organise,
to strike, and to demonstrate; but

it also means that as long as par-

produces coalition

liament exists we are 1n favour of

elections to it being as fairas 'pos- -

sible.

Socialists use parliamentary
elections and, if elected, parlia-
ment itself, as a platform to argue
the need for the destruction of
capitalism and to support and
encourage the struggles of the
working class. |

A voting system which allows
socialists some chance of getting
elected also means they will get
more of a hearing in the election
campaign and beyond. |

Any system which can deprive a
party winning 25 per cent of the

popular vote of any seats in par-

liament — as First Past The Post
(FPTP) can - is undemocratic.
The make up of parliament
should reflect as directly as possi-
ble the way the electorate votes.

FPTP means that a small pro-
portion of the electorate i1n
marginal seats determine the out-
come of the election.

Governments get a large major-
1ty of seats in the Commons on a
minority vote, and many people
feel disenfranchised.

The arguments of the defenders

of First Past The Post in the

‘labour movement vary, but are

usuallyea combination of the fol-

lowing: |
@ that PR inevitably

government and
gives dispropor-
tionate power to
small parties;

@ this in turn
mitigates against
‘stable government’;

@ ve would not have
had Labour governments
under PR;

@ PR allows the far right repre-
sentation which they would not

get otherwise;

{t must say

Socialists,
are not
advocates of
parliamentary
democracy.

Control freak running rampant: Blair
- @ PR removes the link between

 the MP and a geographical con-

stituency.

Some on the Labour left are
prone to announcing that PR is a
‘class 1ssue’, and that anyone sup-
porting PR is taking sides against

the working class, conveniently
forgetting that the Tories are the
most ardent defenders of First

Past The Post. Supporters of PR
have always included the likes of
Ken Livingstone and Arthur
Scargill.

| Among the strongest
opponents of PR in the
Labour Party are not
only Dennis Skin-
ner on the left, but
also Jack Straw and
Stuart Bell, stal-
warts of the right.
The recent glossy
" pamphlet from the
First Past The Post
campaign is sponsored by
the AEEU, recently renowned for
its heavy funding of the Blairite
slate for the NEC elections.

It contains supportive quotes
from several Tory MPs, including
John Major and the Party chair?!

Why socialists should favour
stable government is a mystery.
We have just had 18 years of sta-
ble Conservative rule, and a lot of
good it did us. Stable government
under capitalism surely means an
unchallenged ability to carry out
a programme in the interests of
capitalism.

Shouldn’t socialists therefore
favour unmstable government? Of
course, we prefer governments
being destabilised by working
class action, but i1f the electoral
system helps, who are we to com-

plain?

As for coalitions and the elec-
tion of fascists, these are political
questions which cannot be
wished away by rigging the elec-

toral system to make them less

likely. The growth of fascism has
to be prevented by posing a

~socialist alternative and by mass

mobilisations. Fascists have any-
way been elected under FPTP
FPTP did not prevent the Lib-
Lab pact of the 1970s; and 1t 1s
not stopping Blair and Ashdown’s

current rapprochement, despite

Labour’s overwhelming majority
in parliament. Such coalitions
have to be fought politically,
regardless of the voting system.
The argument has to be raised for
the political independence of the
workers’ movement from bour-
geols parties.

The opposition to PR reveals a

vision of politics which is purely
parliamentary among sections of*
the Labour Left. The strugg]e for

socialism gets subsumed 1n a
desire to see Labour elected at all
COSLS.

The trajectory
y of the current
government
reveals  the
bankruptcy of
such a view. It
is an echo of the
view put for-
ward by the
right during the
Tory govern-
ment, that all
we could do was
wait for a
Labour govern-
ment, to avoid
leading any
kind of fight
against  their
policies 1n the
immediate
term.

Support for PR

does not by any means 1mply sup-
port for the proposals of the Jenk-
ins commission. The system 1t
has put forward — ‘AV plus’ — 1s
the least proportional of any sys-
tem devised.

Even the strongest advocates of
- PR have difficulty in arguing the

merits of this system over FPTP
Its small ‘top up’ quota would
mean that a third largish party
would get nearer to its propor-
tional number of seats 1n parlia-

ment, but small parties which got
around 10% of the votes would

not.
It creates two different cate-

~gories of MPs, those directly

Fenkins: fudge maker -
elected and those from the top up

list.

Of all the vonng systems on
offer, only one, Single Transfer-
able Vote really offers anything
approaching true proportionality

for all parties which get above a

basic quota of votes. Because this
involves multi-member con-
stituencies there 1s not the same
identification of an MP with a
(relatively) small geographical
area as for FPTPE but this is a
small price to pay for a fairer sys-
tem. |

The fudge which Jenkins has
come up with seems based on the
calculation that it is the least the
Liberal Democrats would accept
(given they have long cam-
paigned for STV) and the most
the die-hards in the Labour lead-
ership would accept. As with any
such fudge, it has in fact satisfied
nobody but those in the middle.

The timetable for discussion of
the Jenkins’ proposal is drawn-
out, probably in the hope of wear-
ing down the opposition.

Labour Party conference won’t
take a position until October
2000, with a referendum some
time after that. It i1s unlikely a

new system will come in before

the next general election.
Activists should argue i1n the

meantime that Jenkins ts unac-

ceptable, and that STV should be
adopted instead.
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life after Blair!

Celia Foote explains
how and why the Leeds
Independent Left
Network was set up

IN THE run-up to the General
Election of May 1997, it became
apparent to a number of Labour
Party members that all was not as
it should be in the Party.

In the main these were mem-
bers on the receiving end of the
~ internal oppression exercised by

Party officials and a select coterie
“of ‘insider’ members.

In Leeds North-East Con-
stituency Labour Party this took
the form of paid Party officials
fiddling the postal vote in favour
of the Blairite candidate in the
Parliamentary Selection proce-
dure, and attempting to hi-jack
the following Annual General
Meeting. When this failed they
suspended the Constituency and
six leading members of the CLP.

Following a hearing at which
all the allegations against the
activists were demonstrated to
be untrue, national officials put
together an entirely new ‘case’ of
false allegations.

Hearings were held 1n secret, at
which all six were found guilty,
four were expelled, one sus-
 pended, and one given the task
of healing the rift in the Con-
stituency. |

Political activists fuelled by a
sense of outrageous injustice, and
a fair degree of bloody-minded-
ness, never die, they reform. In
the European Parliament, two
- MEPs had refuised to sign up to
New Labour’s ‘loyalty oath’.

Ken Coates and Hugh Kerr were
given the treatment by the Mill-

bank Propaganda Unit unul one |

wondered how such manoeu-
vring men had ever been toler-
ated by what passes for civilised
society.

Keen to continue promoting
their socialist politics 1n Britain,
the two MEPs established the
Independent Labour Network.
At its 1nception they were at
pains to express their regret at
being unable to work within the
‘Labour Party, and to make 1t
cléar that the Network was
not a Party, but rather a
forum where mem-
bers of several polit-
ical partics or none
could discuss and
- promote socialist
policies, politics
and politicians.

Activists in Leeds
North-East saw the
similarities in the
experiences of the two
" MEPs and themselves, and
were interested in discovering
whether other links might exist.

One year on from the General
Election our concerns were more
than confirmed and indeed
exceeded. The Blair Govern-
ment has been proved to be the
true heir of Thatcherism.

It would be easy to dismiss this
view as the resentful whinging
of ‘losers’ and ‘trotskyite ene-
mies’, but one need only exam-

Blair is doing to
the country what he
‘has done to the
Party: destroying all
democratic
structures

—

ine the balance sheet of one year
of the New Labour government
to find the evidence for this posi-
tion.

Not mentioned in any mani-
festo, but carried out with aston-
ishing speed nonetheless, was
Gordon Brown’s gift of monetary
control to the unelected
financiers of the Bank of Eng-

land.

The surprises continued with
the removal of single-parent ben-
efit, abolition of the right to free
higher education, refusal to
increase pensions in line with
earnings, and extending the prl-
vatisation of publlc services, be 1t

under the guise of ‘best value’,

the Private Finance Initiative, or
Education Action Zones.

Prisons are privatised, Legal -
Aid effectively abolished, and
local authorities still starved of
funds. ‘Ethical’ government has
seen the continuing sale of arma-
ments and ‘crowd control’ equip-
ment to repressive regimes.

This is 1n sharp contrast to
New Labour’s behaviour towards
Big Business. Corporation Tax
has twice been cut and the bright
young things who helped get the
.eader and his ministers where
they wanted to be have acquired
lucrative, influential jobs. Con-
versely, there is the minimum
wage for the starving cats, and
the trade unionsgre

marginalised.

The 1998 Party Conference saw

" New Labour in all its glory with

Party members being used as
human advertising hoardings for
supermarkets, and ministers and
MPs encouraged to sell their
bodies to wealthy winers and

- diners.

A significant number of Labour
Party members believe that Blair
is doing to the country what he
has done to the Party. Essen-
tially this is to destroy all demo-
cratic structures 1n the
organisation and replace them
with centrally controlled, unac-
countable methods.

And in whose interest does
this take place? As the list above
demonstrates, very few of the
people who rely on benefits will
find their lot
improved. Nei-
ther will the
ever-expand-
ing band of
low-paid
and part-
time work-
ers. Neither
will those
who work in
the public sec-
tor be included 1n
Mr Blair’s Brave ‘New
Labour’ World - and definitely
not trade union members. |

In the realisation that the
[L.abour Party no longer holds
out any hope to the unemployed,
the low paid, and believers 1n
accountable and democratic gov-
ernment, socialists in Leeds
North-East contacted Ken
Coates and Hugh Kerr. In june
1998, over fifty people attended
the inaugural meeting of Leeds

‘establish a Leeds group of the

paign and planning meetings,
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Independent Labour i

Network. Ken Coates
spoke of his belief in a
just and equitable soci-
ety based on socialist
principles.

The Labour Party,
much as at any time in
its history, was threat-
ened by the forces of

the right-wing, in the demands now run counter to the whole logic of New La

interests ‘of the rich

Party identify with socialist
and powerful. It was resolved to

aims. As the leaders of New
Labour continue to remould the
Party to serve capltahst interests,
there is inevitably going to be
more internal conflict.

The Party machinery has been
developed to prevent socialists
from influencing anything
important. Some will leave, oth-
ers may well be removed, but
this will not prevent those who
believe in socialism from being
polltlcally active.

The aims of the ILN are to bat-
tle on all fronts in the cause of
establishing a just and fair soci-

ILN. It will hold regular cam-

public meetings and social
events, produce a newsletter, set
up a website, and begin a sup-
porters drive.
- Other groups have been set up
in Hull and Doncaster and in
other parts of the country. Itis
intended to establish a reglonal
network and planning is under-
way for a national meeting of
local representatives.

Many members of the Labour

”unparalleled co-operatlon between left cur-

rents and groups. Supporters of the Indepen-
dent Labour Network, the Socialist Party,
the Socialist Workers Party, the Alliance for
Worker's Liberty, Socialist Democracy and
Socialist Outlook have participated in these
discussions.

It is not yet clear whether agreement will
be reached on a common platform or
whether all of the groups involved will sup-

‘port such a list. The impact of a possible
return to First Past the Post if thatis the
outcome of the row with the Lords is a fur-
ther complication.

‘Similar discussions seem to be developing
in other parts of Britain. Below we print the
platform currently under discussion in Lon-
don:

“WE ARE STANDING in these elections to repre-
sent the demands and interests of working and job-
fiess people.

“We believe that by its support for the priorities of

| proﬂt oﬂ“ cial Labour has deprwed its sup-

allty
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Tameside care workers, locked in a battle wzth a prwatzsed employer, are among those whose
bour at local and nationa! level.

ety based on the principles of
socialism. There is a lively
debate as to whether the Labour
Party can ever be reclaimed, or
are the structural changes irre-
versible?

What is needed at this time 1s a
‘politics of inclusiveness’ to
enable all socialists inside and
outside the Party to make a dif-
ference. Leeds ILN is commit-
ted to helping bring this about.
[} Celia Foote was expelled

" from the Labour Party earlier

this year. She is a former
chair of Leeds North-East CLP,
and now chairs Leeds ILN.
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DEBATE

MARTIN WICKS convenor of
Socialist Perspectives, replies
to NEIL MURRAY'’S article in

September’s Socialist Outlook

(“Not so New Labour senses
its weakness”).

- COMRADE Murray seriously underesti-
mates the changes which Blair has made in
the Labour Party.

Neil says you can only describe Blair as a
Tory or a Liberal if you believe that there

was “a ‘golden age’ of socialism in the

Labour Party”. This 1s false

You do not have to believe the LI was
socialist — it has never been such — to com-
prehend that Blair is a neo-Liberal. He
really does believe in a rapprochement
between social democracy and Liberalism.
- That was the significance of his comment
last year about the ‘tragedy’ of the split in
the ranks of ‘progressives’ at the turn of
the century (i.e. the political break from
the Liberals and the setting up of the
Labour Party).

Blair’s politics are ﬁrmly rooted 1n the
legacy of Thatcherism. His policies are not
just ‘more right wing’ as comrade Murray
implies. We are talking about a govern-
ment which is carrying out a policy of pri-
vatisation, whether outright, or through
PFI or PPP. They are systematically dis-
mantling all the post war reforms that
social democracy introduced.

To assert, therefore, that “there are lim-
ited differences between Blair and his pre-
decessors as Labour leader” is a touch
extraordinary! This underestimation of
the change is also reflected by his identifi-
cation of ‘social partnership’ with class col-
laboration which has always dominated
the Party.

Andrew .Wiard _

hat really IS new
“about New Labour

idea and to draw together all those who
want to build such a party.

The battle in relation to the Labour Party
is not yet over within the affiliated unions.
However, even there it requires the strug- -
gle for a complete break with social part-
nership. The tensions between the unions
and the government are all well and good,
but the very same union leaders who are
whining about the minimum wage level
refuse to break from the government and
mobilise their members .

What is required is a political break from
this neo-liberal programme. That is what
we have to fight for in the unions, against
the resistance of the union leaders. It

........

. e
---------

Tube workers have no doubts about the politics of New Labour as privatisation looms

It was only the fact that the Labour Party
was out of power for so long which slowed
its evolution in the same direction as the
European and Australasian varieties,
which in the 1980s introduced a series of

counter-reforms and privatisations.

-

Blair and his coterie have accepted the
ideology of globalisation’ which they view
(ironically, gtven the current global crisis)
as a progressive force. They have aban-
doned traditional social democratic views

_on progressive taxation, on redistribution

‘Social Partnership’ is not just a modern

‘form of class collaboration. It is an outlook
which completely subordinates the unions
to the interests of capital. It is rooted 1n an
acceptance of the ‘global market’ as a posi-
tive development, and one which demands
of workers that they unite with their
employers in striving for success in global
competition.

Class collaboration, in its many variants,
~was based on the idea of compromise
between Capital and Labour, though this
did not exclude a conflict of interests. But
‘social partnership’ accepts the ongoing
product1v1ty drive to make compa-
nies competitive.(1)

Indeed, the White Paper,
“Fairness at Work” threat-
ens to inscribe the ‘duty’
of employees to enter
into a ‘partnership’ with
their employers!

Murray says that “the
most significant factor
determining the right
wing character of govern-
ment policies is the low level of
class ‘struggle, meaning that there
is very little pressure to do differently.”

He concludes: “Who is to say Blair’s (or
Btown’s) policies would not be different if
the level of class struggle were not higher.
It is possible that Blair could pull back
under the pressure of the class struggle, or
that members of the leadership could force
them out.”

In my view this 1s false New Labour
reflects the political evolution of social
democracy produced by the end of post

“war economic growth and the changes

known as ‘globalisation’.

etc.

It likewise seems false to 1mply that there
would be any significant change in their
policy. Whilt it is possible for any politi-
cian to tack course under pressure, even
the Iron Lady did this, 1t is 1llusory to
imagine that this government would
change course significantly.

Murray says that “the Labour Party’s
nature has not yet changed”. However, you
have to examine that ‘nature’ as a living
thing rather than a wooden category:

‘bourgeois workers party’. New Labour is |

‘moving in the direction of being trans-

formed into ‘a bourgeois party sweet and
simple’. The affiliation of the unions is an
obstacle to this. However, we should avoid
formalism.

The schema of a wholesale split of the

‘unions from the Party, or vice versa, after

‘Social

Partnership’ is
an outlook which

completely
subordinates the
unions to the
interests of

capital.

which we can safely place the label
‘bourgeois party’ on it, is not
necessarily the way events
will develop. Life is always
more complicated than
theory.

The  unions have
accepted much of Blair’s
neo-liberal agenda. Most
of them have swallowed
‘social partnership’ whole.
More and more Labour
¥ Councils are attacking trades
unions and carrying out privatisa-

tions, including Council Housing, which

you might say is the very essence of social
democracy and what was known as
‘municipal socialism’. Can anyone show
me a Labour Council challenging the gov-
ernment in any way> I see no evidence.
These are not just ‘more right wing poli-
cies’. They represent a fundamental politi-

‘cal shift by social democracy: beginning

the process of overturning the post war
reforms they introduced, and which con-

stituted the material basis for the mass

that Blair saw the Grassroots Alliance as a

union leaders are striving to prevent a seri-

- local government clones.

continued since the General Election.

would be wrong to take the view, from a
formal definition of the nature of the
Labour Party, that socialists should simply
reaffirm affiliation on the basis of continu-
ing the fight ‘within the Labour Party’.
Let’s look at the way the issue is posed 1n
the RMT. The debate at its AGM this year
was instructive. The resolution which
spoke of ending political and financial
support for the party if it did not change
direction was lost by 28 to 21. |
Those who had voted for a resolution
which demanded that sponsored MPs sign
| - a statement condemning the privatisation
of the London Underground, or their
sponsorship be withdrawn, changed sides
and voted agamst the resolution which
placed a question mark over the future of
affiliation. . | |

However, not a single delegate detended
the MPs, and the attitude of Labour Party
members present was probably summed
up by one delegate who said he was not
handing over his party card to “the
Blairites who have hijacked the party”.
They would have to take 1t off him.

- Of course, there is no alternative party for

the unions to affiliate to at present. But

there is no blueprint.to determine when

you call for a break of the unions from the

Labour Party. What 1s clear to RMT mem-

bers is that New Labour W1ll not re-nation-
- alise the railways.

Prescott’s threat that train operating
companies will be given back to BR if they
do not produce the goods is just hot air.
When London & Continental Railways
failed, the European Passenger Service
(which runs EuroStar) could have been
taken back - it was in the contract — but
Prescott did not do that, even though 1t
would have cost him nothing!

What credence has the demand that the

government re-nationalise the rail-
_ ways when it is carrying out pri-
vatisation of the London

cialists in the Underground infrastructure?
I can understand people socialists in t N e umion

working in a con- EULECT{IU e Mol o lI- IR 1 - 1 oo instrumental in

stituency where there 1s ROEI@GTRIG{o I RT LoliI-1o]1 @ founding the Labour Party

?rrllgotrf:ndls:gctlrzfrtl I:fSltSﬁ; T b [T ers e e s =) -0 will have to build a new
, party to assist in taking the
government and their who are O.ppo.sed to privatised railways out of the
privatisation hands of the profiteers. |
t Perhaps as a transitional step
socialists in the RMT should propose
that the union sponsor socialist candidates
who are opposed to privatisation, be they
members of the Labour Party or not: end-
ing the exclusive support for Labour Party
candidates.

Socialists have to popularise the idea of a
new socialist party, a new party of the .
working class and oppressed, seeking to
draw together all forces opposed to the
government’s policy and actions.

This does not preclude some people
working in the Labour Party where there
is some purpose in a particular locality or a
union. The political reality of the pro-
gramme and actions of the government
must be explained clearly.

The real significance of the evolution of
the Labour Party is papered over by Mur-
ray’s analysis.

SO

.......
.........
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support they had.

The current situation, says Murray,
“demands that socialists are present (in the
LP) raising their criticisms and .alterna-
tives to the government’s programme.”
The left should take heart from the fact

threat and “step up the political and
organisational assault”.

This view will no doubt be bolstered by
the success in the NEC elections. But, of
course, there is no assault We are 1n a
defensive position in which the trades

ous struggle against the government S pro-
gramme.

Does he mean that all socialists should be
in the LP? This seems a justifica-
tion for continuation of the
concentration of forces 1in
the Labour Party.

Perhaps

However, there are few such
local Parties left. The shift to
the right is reflected in the fact that

our old right wing opponents of the 1980s
are on the left of New Labour!

Of course, there is no reason why social-
ists inside and outside the Labour Party
should not work together in building resis-
tance to Blair. However, the issue of a new
party of the working class is not today an
abstract theoretical issue: a possibility at
some unspecified date far in the future.

We are seeing the beginning of the break-
up of social democracy. It 1s necessary to
concentrate on assembling the forces for a
new party rooted in building the broadest
possible alliance of those resrstmg the gov-
ernment’s actions.

How far we are down this road is a ques-
tion of dispute. But one thing 1s certain.
There will not be an influx of radicalised
workers or youth into the party which 1s
attacking public sector workers, New
Labour the party of pnvatlsatlon, the -
‘party of business’.

Of course, the new party we need cannot
be brought about simply by the actions of
a few people, especially when defeats have

(1) Issue 11 of Socialist Perspectives
reports on a Training course for union reps
involving the AEEU, MSF and TGWU, as well
as the Engineering Employers Federatlon
which aims at reps “constantly re-assessing
and re-evaluating your role to ensure you
are in line with business development”!

~ {Copies available for 76p from 333 Wel--
combe Avenue, Park North, Swmdon SN3

However, it is necessary to popularise the 2PF)
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in both cases to a degree,

- run away, and-that since he was -
~over 18 they couldn t do anything

Mark Jansen

WHEN the Tory government

introduced * it’s Asylum and
Immigration Bill, there were
mobilisations across the country.
Even the Labour front bench
voiced their opposition to the
draconian measures it included.
Unfortunately, rather than
scrapping ‘the previous legisla-
tion, Labour is planning to build
upon 1t and worsen the situation
for asylum seekers. B
The Tories withdrew benefit
entitlements from those who did
not claim asylum on entry into
Britain. This was partially over-
turned when a the courts ruled
that local authorities had a duty
to provide basic necessities such
as clothing food and housing to
destitute people, under the
National Assistance Act and the

‘Children’s Act.

But this shifted the financial
burden onto cash-starved local

authorities and away from central

government.

The chaos left from thlS has -

meant that most local authorities
pay food vouchers rather than
cash, allowing asylum seekers
only the most meagre existence,
the worst housing and totally
dependent on such pitiful ‘hand-
outs’. -

As well as creating a desperate
situation for those fleeing perse-
cution this has also led -to the
whipping up of racism in the

——

Simon Deville

IF ANYONE believes that the
police incompetence and racism
revealed by the Stephen Lawrence
inquiry was an isolated incident,
they need only to look at the way
the police have investigated any
number of racist killings.

Recently two separate kllllngs
that of Lakhvinder (Ricky)

.Raczst laws mzo the mzllenmum’
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press because asylum seekers
have suddenly become more visi-
ble. No one would think that the
number of asylum seekers has
fallen in the last few years, but
this 1n fact the case.

The new Labour government
has been under pressure from
local authorities to return respon-
siblity for asylum seekers to cen-
tral government. They do
propose to do this in the White
Paper but in a way that goes fur-
ther even than the Tories dared.
They propose to withdraw bene-
fits from all asylum seekers

whether they apply straight away >

Or not.

‘They further aim to have a cen-
tral register that will instruct asy-
lum seekers where they must live.
For many who flee persecution,
one of the few comforts is to have

No more racist murders!

Monitoring Group in Southall, who
started to organise search parties
to look for Ricky. It was only after

this, on October 21, that the

police set up a serious incidents.
room to look into RICk)/ s disap-
pearance. =

Eventually the police found
Ricky’s body in the Thames. Even

after thls the police still refuse to

F--

Reel and of Michael Men-
son, have shown police
refusal to admit that any
crime had even been com-
mitted.

Whilst the police have
been forced to backtrack

the evidence would sug-
gest that the metropolitan
police have learned noth-
ingfrom Stephen
Lawrence’s death.

Justice for Ricky
On October 14 1997, 20

year old Rlcky Reel and his three

friends were’ attacked and raaally

- abused.

" They fled, and Ricky was not

~ ‘seen again. When' Ricky’s mother-

went to report the incident to the
police, they dismissed her claims
and said that he'd probably just

about it.
Realising that she could not get
any response from the police,

“Ricky's mother went to see The

.........
.........
. L S 4 o'es B

s et 1 Anindependent
BTN ‘pathologists report

‘admit that any
crime has been

instead that he
must have gone to
{ relieve himself and
fallen in the river.

suggested that
| Ricky had fallen in
the river back-
wards and that the
g police version of
events just didn't
add up.

Even if the police

~ were not convinced about Ricky

being murdered, the fact that he |
and his friends were attacked pre-

viously should have meant that |
they at least investigated the possa- -

bility. Instead they waited a week

before doing anything, and then -
' just dismissed any;suggestion that

~_there was a crime involved. It is
~extremely unlikely that the police

would have had such an attltude if
Ricky was white.. ~
The Momtormg Group have set

up the justice for Ricky. Reel Cam—

committed claiming

anti- refugee B111 |

some contact with people and

organisations that have an under- " |

standing of their situation.

Labours plan will end this by dis-

persing refugees throughout the
country where they will be far
more 1solated.

The white paper increases
immigration officers powers of
search, arrest and entry into

property, and lays the basis for a

computer ‘spy network’. It

‘strengthens the Carriers Liability
Act, which makes airlines liable

for anyone travelling without cor-
rect documentation. By using air-

line staff as an additional arm of

the immigration service, the gov-
ernment can cut down on asylum

applications, since most people

fleeing from repression are
unable to get the documentation
they need.

As a means of cuttlng down on
applications this is probably
quite effective. How this fits in
with labour’s supposed ethical
foreign policy isn’t quite clear.

The white paper proposes
streamlining asylum applications
so that the whole process of
application and appeal will last
no longer than six months. It is
unlikely that the government

could deal with the applications’
‘within this time limit, -but the

streamhnmg that has been pro-

‘posed 1s to streamline the nghts

of appeal.
From the iniual application asy-

paign, to demand that the authori-
ties carry out a thorough investiga-
tion into his death, and into the
police failures. For further infor--
mation contact Suresh Grover on
0181 843 2333 or write to Justice
for Ricky Reel,c/o SMG Unity, PO
Box 304, Southall, Middlesex, UB2
SYR

Michael Menson
Inquest

In January 1997 Michael Menson
was attacked by a gang of racists in
Edmonton, North London and set
on fire.

He received massive burns and
died in hospital two weeks later.
Michael gave some details of the
attack to his brother, who
reported this to the police. The
police refused to act on this, so
loosing any evidence that there
might have been at the scene of
the attack. They also failed to
~take a statement from Michael. |

They assumed Mlchael who had |
a history of mental :llness had set
fire to himself. |

After more than a year and a half |

~ campaigning, an mquest into his
~death reached a verdtct of unlaw—
ful killing. - ..

- Campaigns like that mto 1ustfce
for Michael and his family have
been given a real boost by the .
campaigning and determination of

the Lawrence family and their sup-

porters. Socialists need to ensure
their voices are heard.
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lum seekers will be given just five

days to prepare all documenta-
tion (currently they are allowed a

month). If an application is

turned down there will be just
one appeal, after which they can
then be detained and deported.
Such streamlining will only pre-

vent asylum seekers presenting
~ their cases adequately.

‘These proposals are both firmer

and faster than current legisla-

tion. They can only be said to be

fairer in the sense that all asylum

seekers will be discriminated
against equally.
Despite the fact these proposals

have been in the public domain
‘for some months there is as yet no

T ey
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campaign to oppose them ThlS
shows how much more difficult it
1s to mobilise under a Labour
government. Many people have
illusions that the labour leader-
ship 1s somehow working for a
fairer society - despite the evi-
dence to the contrary shown by
this Bill and many other mea-
sures.

The National Coalition of Anti-
Deportation Campaigns and the
National Assembly Against
Racism are organising a public

- meeting to launch a campaign.

This must be widely supported

__throughout the labour move-
| ment

- .

Zoora Shah: Life in

Susan Moore

On 30th April 1998, Zoora Shah
lost her appeal to overturn her
conviction for the murder and
attempted murder of Mohammed
Azam on the grounds of dimin-

ished responsibility.
- Zoora's testimony — given for the

first time — was dismissed as being
‘not capable of belief’, mainly
because she had originally lied to
the police. In effect, she is now
serving a life sentence for lying
rather than for culpability for mur-
der.

The Court denied Zoora the
right to put forward her defence —
a defence not available to her at
trial because she feared for the -

future well-being of her daughters L
- ;their’ wives’ or daughters’

“behaviour trangresses cultural
| jnorms ‘even when such men hold
the balance of power in the family

- and bechuse she did not under-" ~-
“stand the nature of her own

depression.: -
The ]udgement suggests that if -
you do not put forward one of the

~ defences to murder at trial, you

can never raise such a defence
again unless ’there are excepttonal
circumstances. There is no indica""

~,- ""«'4 § _.:‘- &~

tion as to what“constttutes ‘excep-

“tional circumstances’, but it seems

to restrict the term to the narrow
condition of severe mental |Ilness
The Court denied Zoora the

 right to any trial, let alone a fair
“trial, and usurped the function of |
“the jury, since no jury has been

~ allowed to hear the evidence first
presented at her appeal; her own .

‘testimony and contemporaneous
medical records.
The Court suggested that Zoora |

jail ...for lying!

had ‘no honour left to salvage’
because she had been involved in
sexual relationships, ignoring the
fact that it was her status as a
divorced, isolated and poverty

stricken Asian woman which made

her vulnerable to sexual and finan-
cial exploitation by a serles of
predatory men.

The Court has discriminated
against Zoora because she does

not fit the category of the ‘fragrant

housewife’ and is therefore
deemed to be undeserving of jus-
tice.

- The Courts have been rather
more willing to accept cultural and
religious factors used by Asian
men to excuse the killings of wives
and daughters on the basis that

~and community.
Zoora and women like her,

| VI;fshouId not be punished twice —

first by their oppressors and then
" by the law. Zoora Shah urgently
~neéds your help to end the injus-
tice' she has faced at the hands of
her famlly, the commumty and

- now the faw .

For further details contact Free
Zoora-Shah Campaign, c/o

~ Southall Black Sisters, 52 Nor-
wood Road, Scuthall; Mlddx UBZ
" 4DW Tel: 0181 571 9595

Full background to the CaSe can
be found at S

“http://www.ncadc.demon.co. uk/ne

ws9hts/zoora html
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Why we were
‘right to lElunch
~ the Fourth

International

- On November 14,

CHARLIE VAN
GELDEREN was among
the panel of veteran
Trotskyists who spoke
at the London rally
organised by Socialist

outlook to celebrate 60

years of the Fourth
International. Charlie is
the last living

participant from the Fli's

founding conference in
Paris in 1938. Here we
reproduce his speech
to this year’s Fl Youth
Camp in Denmark.

Future issues of _
Socialist Outlook will
reproduce some of the
platform contributions
from the London Rally.

“Men make their own
history, but they do

“not make it just as

they please; they do
not make it under
circumstances chosen
by themselves, but
under circumstances
directly encountered,
given and transmitted

from the past.”
(Karl Marx: The 18th Brumazre

of Louis Napoleon)

n September'1938,'l was
- privileged to attend the

the Fourth International as
an observer from the
Fourth International Organisa-
tion of South Africa.

It was not accidental that the
conference took place at that his-
torical moment. The beginning
of the second world war was a
year ahead, but its threat was
looming over Europe.

The international labour move-
ment was in total disarray, its
Stalinist and social democratic
leaderships unable and unwilling
to organise working class resis-
tancesto the coming catastrophe.
Far from resisting the war, they

were, in fact, vigorously at work

mobilising the masses for enthu-
siastic support of the war.

It was against this background
=i =2 =rv delegates met 1n
Pims =z Septexmber. It is often

szt =3t e tounding confer-
oz Tl T.aor o Sweizerland.

Founding Conference of
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ThlS was for secunty reasons.)
We had very real reasons to fear
the activities of both the police of
the bourgeois states and the
secret agents of the Stalinist
regime, the GPU. Rudolf Kle-
ment, the secretary of the organ-
ising committee was, in fact,

abducted and assassinated on the |
- eve-of the conference.

The conference itself was pene-
trated by a GPU agent, known to

us .as Ettenne, who attended as

the Russian delegate. His real

name was Mark Zborowski, and
he had wormed his-avay into the -

confidences of Tmtsky’s son,
Sedov.

When I look back Iam appalled
at the almost complete lack of

~security. Paris seemed to be

swarming with members of the

‘youth organisation of the Ameri-

can section. They were all aware
that the conference was taking
place, and were frequenting cafes
with delegates

It was in this atmosphere that
the man who was to drive an ice
pick into the brain of Leon Trot-
sky years later, known to us then
as Jacson, a Belgian sports jour-
nalist, was able to enter 1nto a
relationship with Sylv1a Ageloff,
one of the young American com-
rades who were in Paris simply to
have a good time.

He was, of course, a GPU agent,
a_Spaniard, Ramon Mercader. [

saw. a great deal of him and he._;-
was, apparently, not at all inter-

ested in politics. He seemed to
have plenty of money, which he
spent freely.

The conduct of the leaderships
of the Second and Third (Com-
munist) Internationals in those
fateful months leading up to
World War II, was even more
craven than that of the Second
International 1n 1914.

All the important parties of the
Second International - the Ger-
man, the French and the British
Labour Party formed a ‘civil
peace’ with their respective capi-
talist class, once war actually
broke out.

But, before hostilities began in
August 1914, they at least made
noises, deceiving the masses that
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they were trying to stop the

threatening catastrophe. They

~met in Brussels, to discuss what

could be done to mobilise the

workers, half-heartedly, it is true,
and completely without conv1c-

tuon.

The Noskes and Eberts were
waiting breathlessly to join their
compatriots in singing ‘Deutsch-

‘land, Deutschland Uber Alles’. In

Britain Henderson was waiting to
join the War Cabinet.

ut even these hypocrit-
~1cal gestures were
missing in September
1938. There was no
meeting of the Bureau
of the Socialist International to
discuss possible action. When
British Prime Minister, Neville
Chamberlain, departed for his
meeting with Hitler, Mussolini
and Daladier to sign the Munich
Agreement, the Labour leader,
Major Clement Atlee, wished him
‘God speed’.

The leadership of the Third
International differed from that
of the Second only in their
more rabid patriotic zeal.
They called for an
immediate holy war,
of the Democra-
cles against the

Chamberlain for not
immediately declaring
war against Hitler. Even
in Ireland, the so-called Commu-
nists were calling on all good
Irishmen to rally in defence of
British democracy

It is in these circumstances,
with the complete absence of rev-
olutionary internationalist lead-
ership from the two existing
Internationals — leaderships

which had become, in fact,

counter-revolutionary that the
Trotskyists called for a new Inter-
national, the Fourth Interna-
tional. |

Trotsky had already condemned
the Comintern as dead in 1933

We had
very real
CEEOOERCRGEIRULE

the GPU.

INTER,NATION%L

when the German Communist
Party, the strongest section of the
Third International, which had
won 6 million votes in the last
general elections, failed to organ-

% 1se any working class resistance to

Hitler’s seizure of power.

- The Social Democrats, with the

support of more than 12 million

votes, like the CP surrendered

without firing a shot. Together, in
a United Front, they could have
stopped Hitler. There would have
been no war, no concentration
camps, no holocaust.

The historic conditions of the
day were crying out for a new
international, a new revolution-
ary general command for the
workers and the oppressed people
of the world. It was in these con-
ditions that, urged on by Trotsky,
we launched the Fourth Interna-
tional.

ow, sixty years later,

- and ask ourselves,
were we right? Or
were people like
Isaac Deutscher right, who
thought 1t was premature and
that there were still possibilities
to work inside the Comintern?
These questions have returned to

- us throughout our history, and I

will return to them later.

The main task of the Founding
Conference was to adopt the pro-
gramme ‘The Death Agony of
Capitalism and the Tasks of the
Fourth International’, perhaps
better known as the Transitional
Programme.

Trotsky, exiled in Mexico, was
unable to attend the Founding
Conference, but in the Spring of
1938, he prepared the draft of the
Transitional Programme, which
was discussed in all sections of

the International Communist

League, the precursor of the

its adoption the
“most capital
conquest” of

Dictatotships. activities of the tl_ne reyolu'—
In Britain, the . tionary
Communist pollce and the secret movement
Riliwal  acents of the e
condemning Stalinist r egime, time, perhaps

a rather exag-

gerated claim, but

its importance must
- not be underestimated.

The signtficance of the Transi-
tional Programme must not be
judged by a pedantic study of its
texts. Many of its’”demands are no
longer relevant but this is also
true, of course, of the last section
of the Communist Manifesto. It
in no way diminishes its historic
importance.. Those who come
fresh to the document will proba-
bly be surprised how fresh and
modern much of 1t still 1s.

The Programme made a thor-
ough and rounded analysis of the
period in which 1t was launched.

‘gramme for immediate action on

we can look back

He considered

It presented to the international
working class, to the peasants, the
poor and oppressed in the colo-
nial countries and to the revolu-
tionary core of Bolsheviks
fighting the Stalinist bureaucracy
in the Soviet Union, a pro-

all the pressing problem of life
and struggle which confronted
them. |

It differed from previous pro-
grammes because of 1ts transi-

~ tional approach. The programme

of the Second International was

- divided 1nto two parts, indepen-

dent of each other. |
The minimum programme ‘lim-
ited itself to reforms within bour-
geois society’ and the maximum
programme promised ‘socialism
in the indefinite future’. There
was no bridge between the mini- .
mum and the maximum pro-

grammes,  socialism was
mentioned only 1n passing at May
Day rallies.

The same approach lay behind
the Stalinist revisionist theory of
a ‘two-stage revolution’: first the
struggle for democracy then - but.
when? — on to soclalism. The lat- -
est example of this 1s South
Africa.

he Transitional Pro-
gramme takes the
struggle from where 1t
is, from the concrete
consciousness of the
working class today to the con-
quest of power and socialism. It
lived up to the prescription laid
down by Rosa Luxemburg:
“Our whole programme would
be a miserable scrap of paper if it
were not capable of serving us for
all eventualities and 1n every
moment of the struggle, and to
serve us by virtue of it being prac-
tised and not by 1ts being shelved.
“If our programme 15 the histor-

ical formulation of the historical
-'development of society from cap-

italism to socialism, then obvi-
ously it must formulate also the
transitional phases: of thls devel-
opment.

“It must contain them in thelr
fundamental features and there-
fore also be able to indicate to the
proletariat the  corresponding
attitude in the sense of approach-
mg closer to socialism 1n every
given moment.

“From this 1t follows that for the
proletariat there cannot be, In
general, a single moment when 1t
would be compelled to leave 1its
programme in the lurch, or in
which it could be left in the lurch
by 1ts programme.”

Rosa Luxemburg would have
approved of Trotsky’s Transi-

‘tional Programme.

In Britain we now have the
Labour Party in power with the
biggest majority a government
party has ever enjoyed. In France
we have a so-called Socialist gov-
ernment but, far from advancing
toward socialism, they are busy
dismantling even the nation-
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describes as the two basic eco-
nomic afflictions which sum-
marise the increasing absurdity of
the capitalist system; unemploy-
ment and high prices, are

i

what remained of
the Bolshevik §
cadres who made

still very much with us. “quotation from M physwzi(lly annihilated. Marx o
As then, so today, In the Soviet W w1th Wthh I began Thanks to the revisionist Marx: o
we demand the ) : ism of the Stalinists and the the working ciass 5t W Wl

Union, what ¢ o ial-patriotic doctri ¢ chains and lead them into battle  perwisicd in .,
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this; who identified the years '0':!_,"
reaction as the conclusive defeat’
of the revolution.

(We see the same symptoms
today, with the apparent triumph
of the so-called free market,
which has even been described as
‘the end of history’).

The assassination of Trotsky
was also a powerful blow. His

earth’s resources, regardless of the
cost in human life which this
entails.

hy; if the pro-‘

Only the workers of the world
giIves; and their allies in the underdevel-
heir own hlstory oped countries can put an end to
vith Trotsky, that  this madness. |

.‘the bureaucratic For that they need international

leadership and a program';;which

cial and 1rreplaceable
We expected with Trotsky, that?
however 1t started the Sovre

brought up to date, can give that
leadership.

MOy ~-.'.i: . . ’
has been r'ts...rqxle“anﬁ; its Stalin’s

in the 60. years since it was renewed. p

[

P—Y

'y

A




k. L

TIKVA HONIG-
PARNASS, from the
Alternative
Information Centre

in Jerusalem and

- editor of News from

Within explains why

the Oslo accords
are in the interest
of Israeli big
business, American
imperialism and the
IMF and World Bank.
In the light of the
recent sighing of

the Wye accord,
such detailed

analyses could not
be more timely.
(This article is

‘based on the
presentation glven

at the Socialist
Outlook event,
Fighting Neo-

~ Liberalism

v

worldwide, held |n

" London on
“November 15.)

THE SYSTEM of globalisation .

-

requires that the political and
military structure in the Middle
East remains intact to ensure
American imperialist control of
o1l resources as well as its free
access to cheap labour and unlim-
ited possibilities for investments.

The Zionist State, since its
establishment in 1948, has con-
tinued to defend and uphold the
imperialist position. Further-
more, together with other non-
Arab states from the region, Israel
was assigned the role to defend
the Arab reactionary regimes
(termed by Noam' Chomsky as

“the” “local facade”) from any
r M B - [ - - - -
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uprising by their exploited peo-
ple. |

The local bourge0131e in the
‘Arab States is an heterogeneous
class which combines pre-capital-
- 1st elements with local foreign

capital. This feudo-bourgeois
class is not capable of existing
outside the imperialist frame-

- work, and is consequently not
~ capable of 1mplementmg the
- tasks of the bourge01s democratic

revolution
Historically,

instability in the Middle East.
The continued Palestinian dis-
possession "By Zionism, coupled

~with their struggle for national

rights has maintained a situation
with a high potential for turning
the Arab masses against imperial-
ism and their exploitative
regimes, and thereby raising Arab
nationalism.

Hence imperialism’s support of
the Zionist colonialist move-
ment’s aspirations to establish an

exclusive Jewish state in Pales-.

tine. This goal was achieved dur-

‘Ing_ the 1948 Partition War, in

which the majority of the Pales-
tinians were expelled from the
area designed for the Israeli state,

and those who remained were

dispossessed economically and
politically, rendering them sec-
ond rate citizens in the Zionist-
Jewish state.

In the 1967 War, which was
aimed at destroying the Egyptian

.Pre51dent Nassers nationahst

.uﬂook,

POBoxHO? 1
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the Palestinian
question has been a source of
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project, Israel completed what it

had not been able to achieve in
1948, by conquering all of his-
toric Palestine. Israel thus won
the status of “strategic asset’ for
American imperialism.

The US accepted the Israeh
Labour Party’s ‘Alon Plan’, which
has been directly translated into

‘the Oslo agreements. This plan,
which 1s a version of an apartheid

solution,” was re]ected and “con-

~trary to international consensus

and UN agreements prior to the
Gulf War.

- The Intifada, the Palestinian

popular uprising which began in
1987, was directed against both
the policy of surrender of the

PL.O leadership (which despite
“1ts official declarations, in fact,

accepted the US-Israeli plan) and
of course the Israeli occupation.
The Intifada demonstrated the

permanent threat to the stability
of the region, and furthermore

confirmed to the imperial powers

the need to 1mplement the Alon o

Plan.

dated US hegemony in the Mid-
dle East and made possible the
enforcement of its plan. The aim
of this new agreement was to put

an end to the national aspirations

of the Palestinian people, and to

ensure the continuity of Israeli

rule in the 1967 occupied territo-

ries, with the collaboration of
~Arafai’s PLO leadership.

Arafat, who succeeded in sabo-

taging the Intifada. was the only

potental partner who was willing
' to 1ntegrate into the regional ‘Pax
Americana’ and to accept the

Oslo agreement and its apartheid |

solution.
Heading the PL.O, Wthh led the
national movement, enabled

‘Arafat to commit himself to the

- humiliating surrender conditions
of Oslo, with the temporary sup-
port and- trust of the Palestinian

masses. However, a large portion

~of the leadership in the PLO as
posed |

well as its- institutions:
QOslo from'the beginning. .

‘The .PLO :has' officially re-c(')g-
nised' the Zionist ‘racist!istate, -
- -dispossession -

founded:on the
and expulsion of the Palestinian
people — and has thus practically

accepted the 1948 Partition and

even Zionism.

Israel, 1n turn; recognised the -

of ‘scores of
“enclaves, disconnected by the:

which include Gaza,

The Gulf War of 1991 consoh-'

- finally be granted state-
“hood,

.. The political
framework which was delineated
by the Oslo- agreement in 1993

PLO, but as an organisation
which did not represent the
entire Palestinian people. There-
fore, the Oslo agreements easily
avoided recognising the right of
return of the 1948 refugees.

Moreover, the PLO has
renounced the national struggle
by accepting its definition of the
national struggle as purely ‘ter-
roristic’y and has promised to for-
sake it.-

The PLO 1n fact gave legitimacy
to an additional partition of his-
toric Palestine by agreeing to
Israel’s pretension to ownership
rights on the West Bank and Gaza
Strip, which have now become
“disputed territories.” The Israeli
withdrawal from these territories
has become a matter of give and
take 1n the future final settlement
negotiations — which of course
will be determined by Israel and
the US alone.

However, the territories which
are due to be included in the
Palestinian self-rule areas will
only have limited sovereignty.
Symbols of statehood may indeed
may be granted to them. However
control of borders, foreign rela-
tions, security, and natural
resources will all remain under

Israeli control.

What 1s perhaps more impor-
tant 1s that the territories under
Palestinian self-rule are not at all
contiguous. Instead, they consist
tiny. 1solated,

Israeli settlements and military
checkpom_ts.
The bigger enclaves,

the northern West
Bank, the southern
West Bank, and
Greater Jerusalem
are also com-
pletely separated
from each other.
These fragmente
pieces - which will

are -presently being
turned into a caricature of the
South African Bantustans.

The Palestinian Authority’s col-
laborative self-rule, whose back-
bone is the repressive and corrupt
bourgeois machinery of the Dias-
pora, are already-replacing some

of the tasks of the Israeli army in

keeping “internal order.” In co-
operation with the Israeli security
forces and the American CIA, any
struggle against Oslo and the
Israeli occupation will be
repressed.

-and military

€conomic

determined - agree-

* ments, sponsored and controlled
-~ 'by the IMFand the World Bank.
- ““These a'greemeénts aimed‘to create -
- of goods and individuals, which
1s supposed to be the foundation
of neo-liberalism, and which of
~ course was adopted in the Paris
- economic agreement, is to be uni-

a-unified and-“open” economic

system' in thé’Middle’ East which ~

would strengthen the interna-
tional rnachmery of economic
explortation in the region.-

The political agreements aim at

~‘normalisation” and the lifting of
- the boycott omr Israeli goods. This

~Israel should bring

Heading the
PLO, which led the
national movement,
enabled Arafat to
commit himself to the
humiliating surrender LECIECULE
A conditions of Oslo

benefit
‘newly-developed industrial parks

is a necessary condition for open-
ing the Middle East markets and
serves as the “bridge” for the eco-
nomic penetration of the Arab
hinterland for Israel.

In the division of labour
designed for the “new Middle
East”, Israel was to be a regional
economic power, concentrating
on high-tech industry and techni-
cally advance knowledge. The
comprador and Palestinian-Jor-
danian bourgeoisie were designed
to become active agents for this
penetration, and to collaborate in
the exploitation of cheap labour

resources, without the security

risks inherent in importing Arab
labour to the Israeli territories
proper. -

Indeed 1t was Israeli big busr-
ness which in fact led the “peace”
process towards the Oslo agree-
ments, as a necessary step towards
privatisation and integration into
the globalisation system.

American economist Lester

Thurow charted the division of
labour designed for the Middle

east by the IMF and the eco-

nomic path Israel ought to take:
“Those not producing oil in the

region should be making goods

and services for those who sell oil.
technology,
and

middle-waged industries

~organisation abilities to the table.

But none of that can happen
unless and until the political and

-military disputes between Israel

and the Arab World are settled.”

- (Headiito Head, Warner Books,

pages 216-7)

- The PLO leadership
\ which signed the
agreement 1S sim-
ply the emana-
tion of the
corrupted bour-
geols of the
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