Union leaders and charities condemn Jack
Straw’s attacks on asylum seekers

GET TOUGH

At long last the government’s
appalling treatment of asylum
seekers is beginning to
provoke serious criticisms.

The voucher system demands
that asylum seekers live on an
income one third less than other
claimants. Yet it is pretty well
impossible to survive even on
the ‘full’ amount in new Labour’s
Britain. i

Then there is the further
iniquity that shops operating the
voucher system don’t give
change - a system with which
which Oxfam have rightly
refused to co-operate. It is
excellent that other charities are

increasingly backing them.

The decision of Bill Morris,
General Secretary of the
Transport and General Workers’
Union, to speak out against the
racist implications of ministerial
policies and pronouncements
comes not a moment too soon.

Other trade unions, trade
unionists, MPs and campaigners
should add their weight to his
calls.

In particular support should be
forthcoming for the demand of
the London Socialist Alliance

*that the TUC call a national
demonstration to stop the

scapegoating of asylum seekers.

Andrew Wiard
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Women’s TUC

Why are women
still not trusted
to make policy?

Leanne Wood

The main theme of this
year’s Women’s TUC confer-
ence was “Fair pay for
Women”. It is incredible
that twenty-five years after
the Sex Discrimination Act
(1975) was introduced, there
are still major pay gaps
between men and women.

Full time women employ-
ees earn 81 pence for every
£1 earned their male equiva-
lents. Part time women earn
60p for every £1.

The conference demanded
that employers keep proper
records of recruitment, pay
and promotion for equal
opportunities monitoring.
Calls were made for a
detailed audit of pay
inequalities

There were also calls for a
substantial increase in the
National Minimum Wage
which should be updated
annually and linked to earn-
ings. It should also be effec-
tively enforced and extended
at the full rate to all workers
doing a full time job.

However most debates
were uncontroversial. Many
motions “welcomed” initia-
tives by the New Labour
government, but often
speakers raised criticisms of
the government as well as
pointing cut that many mea-
sures do not go far enough.

For example. whilst wel-
coming the value of thirteen
weeks parental leave, one
speaker pointed out that in
Norway either parent can
take a year off with 85% of

their pay.
A motion entitled
Mainstreaming  Equality

“welcomed” policies such as
the working families tax
credit, the national child
care strategy, New Deal, and
the minimum wage, but

Oxford Socialist
Alliance launched

Andy Kilmister
Collaboration between social-
ists in Oxford took a modest
but potentially significant step
forward with the formation of
an Oxford Socialist Alliance
(OSA) at a public meeting on
March 28.

In attendance were members
of the Socialist Workers Party,
International Socialist Group
and a number of independent
activists including two former
councillors.

One of these, Jim Merritt,
made an interesting contribu-
tion about his experience of
going through the ‘selection
process’ organised by Millbank
for prospective parliamentary
candidates.

Needless to say, any hint of
socialism was unacceptable in
this procedure and Jim was not
selected. He reported being

there was criticism of the
treatment of same sex cou-
ples: and many argued that
the legislation did not go far
enough.

There was a small interna-
tionalist flavour to the con-
ference with motions on
rape in South Africa and
medical aid for Cuba. '

An emergency motion was
tabled by the National
Union of Journalists, chal-
lenging the homophobic
reporting of the clause 2A
(28) issue in Scotland. The
motion argued that such
reporting was incitement to
hatred.

The proposer pointed out
that Stonewall research had
showed that out of a sample
of’ 1,000 gay men and les-
bians, 77% had been subject
to homophobic bullying in
schools and that suicide
rates were high. This motion
was supported unanimously.

The first day of the confer-
ence was International
Women’s Day, but you
would never have known it.
I attended believing that the
conference had been pur-
posefully timed to coincide
with March 8 and that a spe-
cial event would be held to
mark it. No such event hap-
pened.

As this was my first
Women’s TUC, and it was
interesting to see women’s
issues being debated from a
wide variety of occupational
viewpoints.

But it was disappointing to
realise that the conference
was merely advisory and not
binding on the General
Council. It raised obvious
questions about how seri-
ously the TUC takes
women’s issues — they appear
to not trust women to make
decisions.

told — a full six months ago —
that Ken Livingstone would not
get the Labour nomination for
mayor of London!

Rover

The meeting was also
addressed by two shop stew-
ards from the Rover car plant
at Cowley, and unanimously
decided to issue a press state-
ment calling for the nationali-
sation of Rover, solidarity with
workers from Longbridge and
support for the demonstration
in Birmingham the following
Saturday.

The final speaker, Martin
Gregory frorg ‘Oxford City
Council UNISON, spoke
about the employers’ offen-
sive against local government
workers, using the new “best
value” regulations.

At present the OSA is not
standing candidates in local

Defend Sarah Friday — stop
anagement!

bully-boy m

Terry Conway

The campaign against the
summary dismissal of
Health and Safety
Representative Sarah Friday
by her employer South West
Trains (SWT) is about to
move on to a new stage.

Sarah was sacked on
February 15 on trumped up
charges — her real ‘crime’ was
being an effective trade
unionist.

As Waterloo RMT Branch
Secretary Greg Tucker said:
“SWT trains say this dispute
is about a train being
delayed. This is rubbish.
They are picking on one
individual because she is an
effective Health and Safety
Representative.

“This dispute is about
defending every member
from management intimida-
tion and harassment.”

The management of South
West Trains have attempted
to muddy the water
Managing Director Graham
Eccles in an interview with
the Ewvening Standard on
March 27 made the ridicu-
lous claim that Sarah was
sacked because she doesn’t

Defend expelled UNISO

The growing climate of witch-hunt
in the “member-led” public sector
union UNISON has reached a new L
peak with the expulsion of two
high-profile activists in London.
Candy Udwin is branch secretary
and Dave Carr chair of the UCLH
Branch covering five central
London hospitals. Candy was also
recently elected deputy convenor
of UNISON’s London Region and is
a London Socialist Alliance con-
stituency candidate. Both are SWP

members.

They have been expelled by a UNI-
SON kangaroo court after treading
on the toes of national union offi-
cers during the fight against a
Private Finance Initiative scheme

at UCLH.

While many on the left may have
criticisms of some of the tactics
employed in that struggle, the
overriding factor for UNISON is that

After the

elections, but this is an issue
which will be considered
actively over the next year
along with other campaigning
activity.

A major priority will be to
link the OSA with the wide
range of campaigns currently
active in Oxford, particularly
the struggle to close
Campsfield Detention Centre
and opposition to the Private
Finance [nitiative.

However, simply linking up
those already active, while use-
ful, is not enough.

The OSA also has to act as a
focus to draw in and involve
those who oppose the current
system but are not involved in
socialist politics ~ young peo-
ple, students and the large
number of people in Oxford
who, disillusioned with
Labour, have turned in the past
to the Greens as an alternative.

"Home news
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like driving trains.

However the lie of this was
shown by their own subse-
quent actions. Before the
interim Industrial Tribunal
hearing SWT’s lawyers
offered to settle out of court.
They were offering to pay
Sarah off if unfair dismissal
was dropped.

They were saying to Sarah
that if she gave up fighting
she would get money. This is
not something that profit
grabbing employers are
likely to do unless they think
someone has a case against
them

Sarah’s union, the RMT
has now agreed to ballot all
train crew on South West
Trains.

As Graham Ashcroft, the
local Guards Representative
at Guildford said: “ This dis-

pute is about the break down
of industrial relations across
the whole of SWT. It is an
issue for all of us — that is we
all have to vote Yes for
action.”

Support is clearly there
from key activists in other
depots.

John Imm, local Guards
rep at Strawberry Hill confi-
dently predicts “ Strawberry
Hill will give 100% backing
in this dispute. We have suf-
fered the same sort of prob-
lems. SWT cannot be
allowed to treat the RMT in
this way.”

And as Mick Skiggs from
Fratton points out “the rea-
son why the union is extend-
ing the strike ballot is that
management have sacked a
representative — it could be
anyone next!”

services,
But the
intend to

Candy Udwin on the LSA ca}npalgn bus
after a prolonged court battle with

Vote Grass
Roots!

Balloting starts for the Labour
Party National Executive elec-
tions on April 26 and closes
on 17 May.

The centre left Grass Roots
Alliance is again standing a full
slate for the Constituency sec-
tion of the NEC. Liz Davies,
existing NEC member and
supporter of the Grass Roots
Alliance is not re-standing this
time round.

While the Grass Roots
Alliance has a number of fail-
ures and some of its support-
ers on the current NEC have
failed to change the Millbank
mafia as consistently as one
would have liked and the
NEC itself has much less
power to affect government
policy than before the Blairite
reforms, nevertheless a
strong showing again this
time round would be a vic-
tory for the left.

It looks like one of the Grass
Roots Alliance candidates
won'’t be on the ballot paper.
Raghib Ahsan was barred by
party officials, who allege that
the meeting nominating him
was inquorate. This is dis-
puted, and the decisison
should be challenged . For fur-
ther information contact
CLPD, 10 Park Drive, London
NWI 1 7SH.

Vote: Ahsan, Black, McCrae,
Seddon, Shawcroft, Willsman.

N activists!

the employers for the right to take
strike action, the UCLH branch won
what is accepted as the best deal
for staff in any PFl scheme.

The determination of UNISON’s
New Labour-dominated bureau-
cracy to witch-hunt and victimise
Candy and Dave can only be seen
as a determination to prevent any
similar struggles to defend NHS

jobs and conditions.
fight is not over yet. Both
appeal against the deci-

sion, and have not ruled out taking
legal action to reverse a cynical
stitch-up.

Initial supporters of the campaign
to defend Candy and Dave include
Tony Benn and UNISON’s London
convenor Geoff Martin.
~ The campaign can be contacted
¢/o Sandy Nicoll, chair SOAS UNI-
SON, University of London,
Thornhaugh St, London WC1H OXG.
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London elections May 4
Keep up the
pressure on
Chameleon

Ken

espite the fact

that recent

opinion polls

show a drop in

Ken
Livingstone’s lead, there
seems little doubt that he
will be elected as Mayor of
London on May 4.

Such an outcome should be
worked for and welcomed by
all socialists despite the
many valid criticisms that
can justly be made of
Livingstone.

The massive press witch
hunt over Livingstone’s
comment that ‘capitalism
kills’ may have had some
effect on his showing, but it
was always expected that the
earlier lead would level out
as polling day approached.

Even though Downing
Street has issued a statement
saying the government will
work with whoever is
elected, there can be no
doubt that a Livingstone vic-
tory will be a key defeat for
Blairism - the greatest-New
Labour has so far suffered.

If this is combined by a seri-
ous vote for the London
Socialist Alliance, whose cam-
paign has been a breath of
fresh air in these elections, so
much the better.

Despite Livingstone’s sug-
gestions that supporters
should back either the new
Labour candidates or the
Greens for the Assembly, the
LSA offers the only consis-
tent challenge to new
Labour’s reactionary poli-
cies.

The preferred outcome
- would of course be for the
LSA to get at least one sup-
porter elected to the Greater
London Assembly — not an
impossible target given the
electoral system. But LSA
supporters should be pleased
so long as it establishes itself
as the clear fifth force in this
election.

At the same time as organ-
ising to support Livingstone
— a difficult task given his
failure to give a lead, or even
produce basic campaign
material beyond the glossy
posters — the left needs to
begin to think beyond the

election itself.

On the one hand there
needs to be a response from
supporters to Livingstone’s
disgraceful statement that he
intends to appoint a repre-
sentative from each of the
four (sic) main parties as his
Deputy for a year in turn.

While Livingstone has
long made populist noises a
clear statement that he will
willingly choose Tories and
Liberal Democrats as part-
ners goes far beyond any-
thing he has previously said.
He must be forced to with-
draw it.

On top of that Livingstone
has staked out his Mayoral
challenge primarily on the
question of tube privatisa-
tion.

EDITORIAL

While we have consistently
argued that this is only one
of many issues on which
New Labour is implement-
ing rotten policies, we do not
at all down play the signifi-
cance of tube privatisation
itself.

Certainly we also recognise
that this is a key basis for
Livingstone’s massive sup-
port amongst vVoters.

That is why we are particu-
larly concerned that
Livingstone has made noises
that suggest he may not
mount a full frontal chal-
lenge to the government on
this matter if they do not
back down quietly following
his election. Such a strategy
would result in Blair snatch-
ing victory from the jaws on

Andrew Wiard

defeat.
On the con-
trary, the only
way to defend
keeping the
tube in public
hands is to
build a huge
mass move-
ment to
defend it in
the wake of
Livingstone’s
election. He

e

should launch
a campaign for
a massive
demonstration in  the
autumn - which is now
likely to be when the key
decisions around tendering
are actually made.

However while a demon-

What colour will Red Ken be afier May 47

stration called by
Livingstone himself would
be guaranteed mass support,
the best way of making this
happen is to begin to organ-
ise now through trade
unions for such a demonstra-

tion to be called. Such a cam-
paign should be supported
by all those who oppose tube
privatisation - whatever
position they are taking in
the London Elections.

The “other” local elections

May 4 is not just decision
day in London: a round of
local elections will take
place across the country,
and all of the preliminary
soundings suggest that Tony
Blair and New Labour are
likely to suffer more set-
backs.

The last time these council
seats were contested was in
1996, as John Major’s
unpopularity mounted, and
record gains were notched
up by the Labour Party.

While Blair and co were
quick to grab the credit, it
was obvious even then that
there was a large element
of anti-Tory voting in the
results, leaving the party
controlling only a handful of
councils at any level in
England.

To maintain this high level
of support was always going
to be a tall order: but party
campaign organisers have
been warning that the situa-
tion could be epecially seri-
ous as core voters register
high levels of demoralisa-
tion, and numbers of party
activists have nosedived.

The Weish Assembly elec-
tions gave a graphic
account of how this could
cost Labour control under

i

conditions where voters see
a credible alternative to vote
for to express their opposi-
tion to Millbank’s hand-
picked stooges.

But damage couid be done
even if there is no alterna-
tive on offer. Projections
leaked from Millbank show
that even if William Hague's
dire effort and anonymous
team failed to win a single
extra vote to the Tories, it is
only necessary for 20 per-
cent of Labour’s voters in
core constituencies to be so

e

Mass anger turned to votes against Labour in Kidderminster

AN

fed up as not to vote for the
bulk of Blair's massive par-
liamentary majority to be
destroyed at the next gen-
eral election.

A similar groundswell at
local authority level, where
abstention rates are tradi-
tionally extremely high,
could create some really
embarrassing upsets for
New Labour councils, which
have been obediently bull-
dozing through cuts, cou-
pled with such vote-losers
as privatisation, PFl and

“Best value schemes”.

Throughout many parts of
the country the air has
resounded with the thuds of
Millbank’s insipid leaflets
being dumped in the bin as
ever more activists vote with
their feet and opt to sit out
the election campaign.
Many councillors are finding
that the price of acting as
Blair's bag carriers is that
they have to carry round
their own posters and do
their own canvassing as
Party supporters fall away.

But being cheesed off with
Tony does not necessarily
lead to an electoral bonanza
for the left: a sufficiently
broad and credible platform
needs to be constructed
before this can develop.

In Scotland the left has
been able to launch a suc-
cessful alternative in the
SSP: in Wales, disaffected
Labour votes have swung
behind the left nationalist
politics of Plaid Cymru; now
in London we have a first
test of the potential for the
London Socialist Alliance.

But in much of England
such developments are yet
1o get under-way. A few
areas will see protest candi-
dacies opposing cuts in hos-

pitals or other public ser-
vices, and these may well
prove an attractive alterna-
tive as happened last year
in Kidderminster, where over
a dozen campaigners
against hospital closure
were elected to Wyre Forest
Council.

Socialists should appraise
these campaigns, and
determine whether they
stand on a progressive plat-
form in seeking to win over
Labour voters. The decision
on whether to support such
candidates is a tactical
guestion in each given set
of circumstances.

But where no acceptable
left or campaigning alterna-
tive has been constructed,
the fight must continue
within the labour movement.

Socialist Outlook calls —
as we have consistently
done in previous elections
— for a critical vote for
Labour candidates in these
areas, despite the inade-
guacies of their programme,
and for a fight through the
trade unions and the Labour
Party for alternative policies
around which a genuine
challenge can be mounted
to the politics of Blairism.
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~Time for teachers to

stand and fight!

Gill Lee

New Labour’s rallying call of edu-
cation, education, education, seems
increasingly hollow as the reality of
its policies becomes clearer to all
involved in the education system.

Many who voted Labour in 1997
are increasingly frustrated a range
of educational and other issues.

However, the response of the lead-
ership of the National Union of
Teachers (NUT) has consistently
been to dampen down teachers’
anger rather than risk mobilising
the membership against Labour.

This strategy will lead to further
worsening of the conditions and
pay of teachers and increased polar-
isation between and within schools.
It will also threaten the survival of
the union itself.

An alternative leadership needs to
be built within the NUT, a leader-
ship which will mobilise the mem-
bership in a fight against
Performance Related Pay, selection,
league tables and testing; and for a
truly comprehensive system of state
education which can deliver an
education service accountable to
local communities and based on the
interests of the working class.

A year ago members of the so-
called “Broad Left” majority lead-
ership of the National Executive
told NUT Conference they would

(PRP) ‘on the barricades’ if neces-
sary.

Conference was unanimous in
opposing PRP and delegate after
delegate denounced the way it
would destroy the teamwork which
schools rely upon.

They explained that PRP would
strengthen the hands of manage-
ment, who could use it to reward
those whose faces fitted best and
consolidate a regime of league
tables of teachers and schools
linked to national testing by
rewarding teachers who most con-
centrated on getting kids through
narrow SATs.

PRP also threatens the very exis-
tence of the union through the
introduction of individualised pay.

The dangers posed by PRP
remain the same today — but the
Broad Left leadership of the union
is refusing to act. A year after
Conference voted for it, NUT
members are still waiting for the
strike action necessary to defeat
PRP.

No doubt this year’s conference
will be told that the will doesn’t
exist among members for a fight
and that delegates who demand
action are ‘out of touch’ with the
majority of the membership.

But in fact the leadership have
consistently presented a muddled

For example, the so-called week of
action was barely notified to NUT
Associations. The leaders are the
ones responsible for demobilisation
— not the membership.

Failure resolutely to oppose PRP
rests on the Broad Left’s ambigu-
ous relationship to Labour. While
many of the Executive’s motions to
Conference criticise aspects of
Labour policy, the Executive is
more afraid of the membership
than it is of the government. Anti-
Labour rhetoric may be strong, but
proposals for action are weak or
non-existent.

Perhaps the Broad Left leadership
feel that demobilisation is good for

the Broad Left, (i.e. right wing), of

the union - as shown by the recent
National  Executive Election
results, in which the balance of can-
didates shifted from 23 -19 for the
right , to 26 - 16.

In areas like London where there
has been more activity, for example
around the STOPP Campaign
against PR, candidates from the left
wing opposition, the Socialist
Teacher Alliance, gained over two
thirds of the votes cast.

Perhaps the Broad Left genuinely
believe that Labour is so strong
that only a policy of making con-
cessions rather than mobilising can
be effective. If so, the NUT leader-

other sectors are already
learning very painfully:
concession bargaining
does not work with |

employers, or with [/
Blair. :
Workers at Rover

agreed concession after
concession on  pay,
working hours and pro-
ductivity because they
were told such conces-
sions were the ‘only
way’ to keep the car
industry alive and save
their jobs. Today the
employers’ promises are
seen to be empty, as car [
workers across the |
industry face the sack.

Labour has offered
Rover workers nothing,
while giving BMW mil-
lions of pounds in aid.

The new Labour gov-
ernment is under pres-
sure on a whole number
of issues, so more than
ever this should be the
time for the trade unions to stand
and fight.

Nearly a hundred thousand
marched in Birmingham to defend
the jobs of Rover workers and
demand nationalisation.
Livingstone is set to win the elec-

Blair’s candidate; Bill Morris has
launched a scathing attack on
Labour’s racist asylum policies.
Labour is increasingly seen to have
abandoned its traditional voters
who are staying away from the
polling booths in droves. The
NUT should stand and fight, not

fight

performance related pay

and confused message to member.

ship needs to learn the lessons that

tion for London Mayor against

hide and squirm.

the L

By Charlie van
Gelderen

BRITAIN, according to the
Tories and the gutter press,
has become a ‘soft touch’
for ‘bogus’ refugees.

They are right about Britain
being a soft touch — but not
for refugees. It is big busi-
ness which is enjoying the
benefits bestowed on them
by successive governments,
not least by the present
Blair administration.

After Gordon Brown'’s
recent budget, capital gains
tax was slashed. In 1979 it
stood at 52 per cent. Today
it has been reduced to 30
per cent. Gordon Brown
boasted that this is now ‘the
lowest rate in the history of
British corporation tax, the
lowest of any major country
in Europe, and the lowest
rate of any major industri-
alised country anywhere,
including Japan and the
United States’.

It is globalisation, of
course, which is the impetus
behind this. If the capitalists
don't find the financial cli-
mate here congenial, they
just pack up and take their
capital elsewhere.

Gordon Rrown once

boasted that he wants to
wage war on tax havens.
But he has transformed
Britain into one of the worst.
The City has, of course, wel-
comed these measures, but
they have lobbied actively
against cuts in consumer
taxes.

Killer facts

KEN LIVINGSTONE is in hot
water for saying that global
capitalism killed more people
in a year annually than Hitler.

This has been interpreted by
the press, Frank Dobson and
the Tory and Liberal Democrat
candidates in the London may-
oral elections to say that he
was accusing individual capital-
ists of murder. This is non-
sense.

The laws of Eapitalism, first
elaborated by Karl Marx in
Capital, operate irrespective of
the conscience of company
directors or shareholders.
Capitalism is the killer, not cap-
italists.

We only have to look at the
history of capitalism since the
industrial revolution to realise
the havae it hace caticed in

human lives. The list is almost
endless: deaths in the mines, in
Britain and abroad, the slave
trade, the colonisation of
America — with its slaughter of
the entire indigenous peoples —
Australia (where, in Tasmania,
the aboriginals were hunted
like animals to extinction),
Africa and Asia.

This is only the beginning.
The debts owed to the World
Bank, the International
Monetary Fund (IMF), to finan-
cial corporations and banks in
the capitalist metropolis, have
brought and are still responsi-
ble for countless deaths and
suffering to millions of people.

According to the researcher,
Mark Lynas, in a Guardian arti-
cle on April |13, World Bank
reforms are directly responsi-
ble for the deaths of tens of
thousands of people in Zambia.
Infant mortality has risen by 25
per cent since 1980; life
expectancy has fallen from 54
to 40.

This is a story which can be
repeated in almost every part

of the ‘developing’ world. Both '

the World Bank and the IMF
are pursuing policies aimed at
extracting concessions which
oblige these countries to cut
their spending on health, edu-
cation and social services and
to hand them over to foreign
corporations.

The aim of these organisa-
tions, working for international
capital, is not to foster the
development of these coun-
tries, but to enforce, as they
claim, a ‘liberal’ market econ-
omy and to impose economic
and political regimes which
empower them to steal the
incomes of the poor and enrich
their capitalist masters.

Ken Livingstone has nothing
to apologise for. He could only

have added that Hitler himself
was part and parcel of the cap-
italist death machine.

Who said: “We don’t need
dangerous and costly
Trident and Cruise mis-
siles, which just escalate
the nuclear arms race?”
(a) Bill Clinton, (b) Tony
Blair or (¢) Michael Foot

(See below).

Black and
white issue

WE SHOULD NOT be shed-
ding crocodile tears about
what is happening in
Zimbabwe. Of course the
white farmers should not be
indiscriminately attacked,
though one can hardly
blame the attackers. They
have waited long enough!

Land reform in Zimbabwe,
as in the Republic of South
Africa, is long overdue. Even
if Mugabe is now endorsing
it for his own political ends,
nothing can justify the
inequitable distribution of
land in that country with the
white elite, 0.6 per cent of
the population, owning 70
per cent. '

Mugabe’s demand that if
compensation is to be paid
to the white farmers, this
should come from Britain, is
not that outrageous. How
did all that land get into the
hands of the whites in the
first place?

How much were the origi-
nal inhabitants of what is
now Zimbabwe paid by the
first white settlers? If any
payment for land was made,
it was not to those that lived

(Q) 19MsSuUY
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there, but to Cecil Rhodes
and the British South
African Company, estab-
lished by charter from the
British government and over
the signature of Her Most
Britannic Majesty, Queen
Victoria, whose forces con-
quered the land with
machine guns and cannon.

And who broke the land
and tilled the soil, who
planted and tended the rich
tobacco plantations?
Certainly not the wealthy
white farmers!

Like capitalists everywhere,
the white farmers have
accumulated wealth by
exploiting their workers.
White-owned estates are the
biggest employers in
Zimbabwe. They also pay
the lowest wages. Maids
earn more than the farm
labourers whose toil pro-
duces Zimbabwe's wealth.
The average pay is 750
Zimbabwean dollars a
month (£12).

If the impoverished black
peasants of Zimbabwe have
not the technical knowledge
to manage these huge agri-

cultural enterprises, whose
fault was that? It was delib-
erate policy over more than
a century since white rule
was established to keep
these peasants at subsis-
tence level so that their
labour should be available to
enrich the white masters
and institutional investors.

Unfortunately, the Mugabe
regime, instead of embark-
ing on a policy of land
reform at the end of the lib-
eration struggle, preferred to
share the good life with the
whites. It is only now, when
he is fighting for his political
survival, that he has given
his support. Socialists, how-
ever, must give uncondi-
tional support to the claims
of the dispossessed peas-
ants.

As one of the workers said
in an interview: “These
whites only want to deal
with blacks as workers ... If
there were any trouble with
the war veterans (on the
farm where he was working)
| don't think any of us would
help him (the white
farmer).”



Veronica Fagan

It is extremely positive that a head of
steam is beginning to build up against
the racist treatment of asylum seekers,
as Jack Straw continues to vie with Ann
Widdecombe as to who can be most
hostile to asylum seekers.

Bill Morris’ decision to speak out in
condemnation of government policies
has laid the basis for a much broader
campaign than currently exists, espe-
cially amongst trade unionists.

Baroness Jay’s suggestion that Morris
had only spoken out under pressure
from TGWUmembers who feared being
fined when asylum seekers were found

in their lorries is completely scurrilous.

The reality is that Morris has begun
to understand what anti Asylum Bill
campaigners have long pointed out —
there is a link between racism against
asylum seekers and racism against all
black people in Britain whatever their
immigration status.

Morris’s statement follows a success-
ful picket of the Evening Standard and
Daily Mirror — two of the papers in the
forefront of the worst coverage in recent
weeks and months by anti racist
activists on April 13.

But despite these important steps for-
ward there is great deal more to be
done.

Fighting Racism

Stem the tide

of anti-refugee
hysteria

anti-asylum face in the forthcom-
ing local elections in the hope of
increasing their votes. In the
meantime these policies and atti-
tudes can only strengthen the far §
right and increase the likelihood of
racist attacks.

The London Socialist Alliance are
right to demand that the TUC call a
demonstration against the bi-partisan
policy of racist scapegoating and their
call should be widely supported..

B Send your protest to the press:

Evening Standard

Editor: Max Hastings

Fax: 020 7937 2648/3193

e-mail letters@standard.co.uk

Please send copies of any faxes sent
to: 0171-703-3667

Copies of e-mails to
hrmsg@ncadc.demon.co.uk

RACI

S\

Mumla must Ilve'

THE CAMPAIGN to save the life of black American activist

Mumia Abu-Jamal, on ceath row in a US jail. is reaching a
crucial stage.

Judge Yohn could rule on the case any time from the end

of April and pressure miist be kept up and stepped up for

Mumia’s release.
There will be a picket of the US embassy on May 13, to
coincide with the next ititernational wave of protest.
There will be demos and actions in cities all across the
States and elsewhere. The London action is timed to take
place after the Ricky Reel protest, and supporters are
urged to participate in both.

Saturday May 13th 3.30-5.30

Grosvenor Square London W1

Day of Action for Ricky Reel
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racist attack. As in the
Lawrence case, the attitude
of the police has com-
pounded the grief of Ricky’s
family many times over.

When Ricky, a young
Asian man, failed to return
home from a night out with
friends in late 1997, the
police were sure that noth-
ing was wrong — despite the
fact that the group had been
chased and taunted by
racists before Ricky became
separated from the others.

It was the family who had

to organise searches while
the police ignored their
pleas for assistance.

Then when Ricky’s body

was eventually found in the
Thames, the police actually
informed Ricky’s young sis-

-better view if

every monfh'

ter of this fact before her

parents had returned to the
house — provoking her to
have a serious asthma
attack. Does the insensitiv-
ity of these people know no
bounds?

The Met decided that he
must have fallen in the river
while urinating. They clung
on to a useless piece of sup-
posed evidence — ignoring
the fact that when a body
has been in the water for
days, fastenings do come
undone.

But they were above all
determined not to accept
that Ricky was the victim of
a racist attack.

This case, like most other
incidents in which black
people have been murdered
by racists, has been kept
alive by the dedication of a
small band of supporters; in
this case headed up by

Ricky’s mother Suhkdev.

Even the publication of
the Macpherson Report and
the ensuing debate around
it has done little to improve
the situation. Although a
Police Complaints report
has been drawn up into the
handling of this case this
has not been released into
the public domain. Ricky’s
mother was shown the
report in private only on the

basis that she did not reveal
its contents to any one!

The Justice for Ricky Reel
Campaign demands that:

@ A new police investiga-
tion be instigated with an
open mind

@ The police complaints
report should be published

@ A public inquiry into
this case should be
launched.

Justice For

Day Of Action

Saturday 13

12-3pm

Picket New Scotland Yard
Tie a yellow ribbon for Ri

, Broadway, London SW1

Ricky Reel

May 2000,

cky - Don't forget him

There also simultaneous pickets at other police stations
around the UK Saturday 13 May. For details, or if you

want to organise a picket in yo

the campaign on: 020-8843 2333 / 0956-410773

ur area, please contact
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~ Home News

closure threat

Paul Flannigan
Belfast’s Harland & Wolf
shipyard is under threat of
closure if no new orders can
be won before the mid sum-
mer.

In recent years the yard has
specialised in the building of
rigs and vessels for the off-
shore oil industry. There is a
declining demand in this
market and a recent attempt
by the Norwegian managers
of the yard to tender for a
cruise liner the ‘Queen Mary
Two’ failed, leaving in its
wake a welter of recrimina-
tion.

The yard was privatised
and sold to Fred Olsen
Industries in 1989. Some
1,800 workers have been
handed a ninety day protec-
tive redundancy notice,
meaning layoffs could begin
by the middle of June and be
completed in a matter of
months.

Pessimism

During the past few
months the mood of the
workforce has turned from
optimism to pessimism. For
a while there persisted a
belief that the yard would
somehow manage to muddle
through the looming order
book crisis.

The yard has faced crises in
the past, and always survived
though each time with a
reduced workforce. It had
been rescued more than once
by injections of government
subsidy and orders for ships.
After losing out on the
Cunard liner contract to a
French company it was
believed that a ministry of
defence order would natu-
rally follow.

However even though the
government is due to put up
for tender several orders for
navy vessels, these seem
more likely to go to BAE in
Glasgow. There is little sign
so far that Blair’s govern-
ment is preparing a compre-
hension rescue package for
Harland’s and a cloud of
doom now hangs over the
yard.

The workers at the ship-
yard seem unsure as to what

action to take to save their
jobs. Reports in the financial
press talk of Harland’s being
close to winning new orders
from customers in the
United States. Rumours of
possible orders have led
union officials to play down
any talk of mass resistance to
closure.

Instead union leaders have
drawn up a no strike flexible
working time package in the
hope that this might assist
the company management
win new orders. Some work-
ers still believe that manage-
ment is artificially playing
up the prospect of a closure
merely to get away with
implementing a cost cutting
plan for casualisation of the
workforce.

At a public meeting organ-
ised by the SWP in Belfast
about 40 workers turned out
to discuss what to do, but
unfortunately only one
union official from
Harland’s turned up and he
was torn between taking to
the streets and supporting
the company’s efforts to win
new orders at the cost of
reduced conditions for the
workforce.

One interesting fact to
emerge from the meeting
was that the docks area
would be worth tens of mil-
lions if sold to private devel-
opers.

Clyde struggle

The SWP called for the
workers to follow the exam-
ple set by Clydesiders of
1971 who organised a ‘work
in’ to prevent the cutting of
the UCS workforce from
8,500 to 2,5000. Others
argued that at the time of the
USC work-in the Clydeside
yard had 14 ships yet to be
completed and that
Harland’s is in a much more
precarious position having
no more sgps to build: mil-
itancy might actually hasten
the closure.

For the moment lobbying
parliament and government
seems to be the favoured
plan of the union leadership
though this could change the
closer the closure date gets.

One disappointing feature of
the situation so far has been
the level of dishonesty in the
public debate.

On the one hand some
working class nationalists
seem positively delighted
with the prospect of closure,
emphasising nothing else
but the yard’s infamous sec-
tarian past of Catholic exclu-

sion. The West Belfast
nationalist newspaper the
Andersonstown News
expressed = a strong

Thatcherite view that the
yard should close. On the
other hand we have the
unions and the left currents
acting as if the yard was now
a happy workers’ island of
cross community harmony,
overlooking its residual sec-
tarian bar and role as a bas-
tion of working class
loyalism.

Unity

The threatened closure of
the yard has certainly not
united the working class of
Belfast in a mass campaign.
Any future campaign to save
it from closure will certainly
not mechanically overcome
the deeply entrenched sec-
tarian divisions that exist
over political questions.

However a concerted
period of workers’ struggle
to save jobs, combined with
an honest discussion and
appraisal of the sectarian
roots of labour could at least
act as a much needed spur to
the formation of a new con-
sciousness of class solidarity.

Socialist Democracy sup-
ports the call for the saving
of the shipyard. We demand
an opening of the financial
books of Harland’s, all rele-
vant information as to the
economic status of the com-
pany must be made available
to the wok-force.

We are demanding a work-
ers’ buy-out of the company
financed by the state, with
the future of the yard to be
decided by an elected man-
agement.

We also insist on an equal
right to work without privi-
lege for both Catholic and
Protestant alike.

Back working class
action, not bosses’

bids!

WHAT is happening at
Rover? After the initial reac-
tion to the announcement it
was to be sold off, there were
two positive steps, external
to Longbridge.

The first was a meeting of
all Rover stewards at
Gaydon, on March 21, which
decided on a campaign to
keep the group together, and
at which national officer of
the TGWU, Tony Woodley,
spoke several times, calling
for nationalisation.

The second was the mag-
nificent 80,000 strong
demonstration in
Birmingham on April 1,
which particularly showed
local support.

But since then there has
been no sign of the planned
follow-up demonstration in
London, and all talk of
nationalisation has been
dropped by union leadership
speakers.

Instead, having got
nowhere with trying to per-
suade a global car producer
to take over Longbridge,
Tony Woodley has concen-
trated on backing a bid led
by ex-Rover manager John
Towers. It is even reported in
some of the papers that the
unions are part of the bid.

All Woodley’s efforts, and

Occupy
now to
Belfast shipyard | §QAVE
Rover!

those of the Joint
Negotiating  Committee,
have now gone in this direc-
tion. At the first full meeting
of the European Works
Council of BMW, on April
13, he called not for action to
make BMW backtrack on
the sale, or try and get IGG
Metall to reverse their posi-
tion of support for the com-
pany, but to ask for more
time for the Towers bid to
develop.It is reported that
Woodley also met the com-
pany on his own to support
the bid.

The proposal for workers
to stand outside BMW deal-
ers and persuade people to
put off their purchases, was
also seen as a mean to give
Towers more time. The
unions have even success-
fully threatened an injunc-
tion to delay the Alchemy
takeover - again to give
more time for the bid.

The problem is that none
of the stewards knows what
the bid is, and nor do the
workforce. Woodley has
become a one-man band pro-
moting the Towers consor-
tium. Why is the bid so
secret? Does it involve the
closure of Cowley, for exam-
ple? Is it right that a union
official who does not even

'ing

work for the firm is able to
do this in secret? Are the
workforce just fodder to pay
subs, with no voice in such
an issue?

Most  importantly, in
Longbridge there is total
confusion. No action what-
soever has taken place.
There have only been two
shop stewards’ meetings,
and no mass meetings.

All the initiatives are in the
hands of the company.
Eighty per cent of the work-
force is laid off for three
weeks. The real question is
whether they will all return
to work?

The first step was to divide
the Rover workforce. That’s
one reason why Solihull was
sold to Ford, while Cowley
workers were told they were
“safe” with the transfer of
the mini from Longbridge.
This left Swindon facing an
undetermined future under
BMW, engineering staff allo-
cated all over the place, and
Longbridge sold to
Alchemy.

Now the company is divid-
Longbridge. With
Transfer of Undertakings
(Protection of Employment)
(TUPE) legislation, they are
saying that about 300 work-
ers on the mini will have the

Strange bedfellows delay action

Derek Robinson, a Communist Party mem-
ber, was the convenor of Longpbridge until in
1979 he was sacked for putting his name
to a combine committee leaflet that called
for occupations against closures.

The Channel 4 documentary “Rover: the
last chance saloon” on April 16, which
painted a glowing, exaggerated account of
Robinson as a militant firebrand, also
demonstrated how his victimisation was
cynically set up by management — and
pressed home with the energetic support of
officials from his own engineering union
(now AEEU), notably right wing executive

member Ken Cure.

After this we might have-expected
Robinson to feel vindicated by subsequent
events, and to restate now his commitment
to occupation in defence of the plant.

Instead Robinson has added his voice to
those calling for action to be delayed, and
reassuring Rover workers that the union
bureaucrats will defend them:

“The union, with which | have had con-
stant contact, have dealt with the situation
as best they couid. ...

“Strikes and sit-ins are not the issue right
now, but such action is on the agenda and
is a probability in the future.”






