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Keeping up the fight against detention of asylum seekers: demonstrators outside Walton Prison

Stop Blair's war on refugees!

Terry Conway

THE LAST few weeks have
been pretty eventful for cam-
paigners in support of asy-
lum seekers and migrants .

Blair’s war drive has led to
an increase in attacks on
people of presumed Muslim
descent — although it is diffi-
cult to get a detailed picture
of this because the govern-
ment have also discouraged
media reporting of this.

The British government,
along with their counter-
parts across Europe are
intent on using the opportu-
nity of war to accelerate their
destruction of the 1951
Geneva Convention and fur-
ther curtail civil rights.
Proposed anti-terrorist legis-
lation if passed, will mean
that asylum seekers from
places like Algeria, Sri
Lanka etc will find it almost
impossible to claim asylum.

Hunger strikes

A long planned series of
events in suppert of asylum
seekers in detention over the
weekend September 21-23
saw sucessful hunger strikes,
vigils and demonstrations in
a number and also in
Australia.

‘I have never committed a
crime in my life, but I have
paid the price of a murderer
- just for fleeing from perse-
cution in my homeland.’

These words, read to a 150
strong protest outside
Walton prison in Liverpool,
tell of the plight of more
than one hundred asylum
seekers currently detained in
the prison. Along with con-
victed prisoners, they are
locked in cells for 23 hours a
day, subject to racist abuse,
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and given adulterated food.
English lessons are denied.

The Liverpool campaign to
free the detainees has
received strong support,
much from trades unions in
particularly UNISON’s
North West Region and
from the local FBU.

Harmondsworth

Then the new detention
centre at Harmondsworth
opened on  Thursday
September 27. Already the
complaints are piling up,
facilities on the female wing
are bad, there is no access to
toilets, (if they have to go,
they have to contact a mem-
ber of staff, to let them off
the wing). The womens gym
has only half the equipment
of the mens gym. Phones are
not working, neither are the
pagers.

There are no checks on
whether detainees are taking
food, (I think this may be
illegal, management are
responsible for the health of
detainees and this means
seeing that they are eating).

Visitors to the centre are
taking nearly a hour and a
half to get through the
administration before seeing
the person they have come to
visit and all visitors are elec-
tronically finger printed.

The Committee to Defend
Asylum Seekers had begun
discussions earlier in the
summer about trying to take
steps to strengthen co-ordi-
nation between the various
campaigns that are working
either locally or nationally
around different aspects of
these issues.

Following 2
national meetings,

successful
three
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a, General Secretary,
Council, John

: Leach, RMT National Exec, John Page, Branch
: Secretary, Hackney UNISON, John Hendy QC, United |
: Campaign for the Repeal of the Anti-Union Laws,

: Conference, Shirley Winter, United Campaign (all in per-

: sonal capacity)

: @ For more details, or to add your name to the list of
: supporters, mail unionsfightback@yahoo.com or call

: 07944 960103

: Greg Tucker, Secretary, RMT National Train Crew -
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important decisions have
been made

To call a national joint day
of action in support of asy-
lum seekers and migrants,
against racism and war for
Saturday 3 November.

Encourage other cam-
paigns involved in the
defence of asylum seekers to
join with us in organising a
national conference in
Manchester on 23 February
2002.

To involve other organisa-
tions to discuss better co-

_ordination of events, distri-

bution of information and
involvement in uture activi-
ties.

As Alan Gibson from the
Defend
Asylum Seekers and Suresh
Grover, chair of the National
Civil Rights movement said
in their appeal for the sec-
ond organising meeting on

Ociober 7:

“Although the agenda for
the conference is not set, we
would like it aimed at bring-
ing greater co-ordination
between all the campaigns
and trade unions involved
in the defence of asylum
seekers and setting out pri-
orities for the coming year.
One practical result of the
conference would be a pam-
phiet giving activists practi-
cal tools with which to
advance our common aims.

We believe that working to
together to build major pub-
lic events would in itself
move us all toward greater
co-operation.”.

In the present political cli-
mate it is even more impor-
tant than before that as
much energy as possible is
given to ensure these initia-
tives are a success.

Medical

secretaries

Gordon Morgan

The dispute over the pay levels
of Medical Secretaries looks
set to widen with other
Scottish NHS Trusts staff con-
sidering joining the dispute.

In the North Glasgow NHS

_Trust, there are 300 medical
secretaries out of 12,000 staff
in the Trust. Over the years
the skill requirements of their
job has increased but not their
pay and they are engaged in an

“increasingly bitter regarding
dispute.

October |-5 saw yet another
week of all out strike action.
There are picket lines at all the
4 main hospitals in the trust.
The mood of the secretaries is
high yet they are being starved
of funds to continue the dis-
pute.

The Scottish Executive
knows that is they lose this dis-
pute they will be forced to
concede pay claims across
Scotland. This would expose
the executive’s current NHS
strategy of claiming to provide
new resources whilst cutting

. some areas to develop others.

It will also highlight the lim-
ited room for manouevre of
the Scottish Parliament in
terms of setting needs based
budgets. For this reason pres-
sure has been brought to bear
on the Trust not to concede
the secretaries’ claim.

" Similarty the UNISON
Scottish full timestaff are
_beholden to New Labour and

strike again!

are actively undermining the
dispute. The secretaries are
fighting the employer, the
Scottish Executive and their
union.

The workers need funds to
prevent being starved back.
The effects of the dispute are
beginning to bite and the Trust
is beginning to realise that
Medical Secretaries are essen-
tial is operations and treatment
are to continue safely and the
Trust is not to be open to
claims over medical accidents.

Caroline Leckie, Secretary of
North Glasgow Hospital’s
branch of UNISON believes
that management will be
forced to concede in the near
future provided the dispute
can continue.

In order to bring the dispute
to a head, all out indefinite
strike is being considered. A
victory would boost confi-
dence not just in the NHS but
throughout the public sector.
Funds are vital yet only a small
number of UNISON branches
or other Unions have donated
funds.

A public appeal for donations
from Trade Unionists across
the UK has been launched.
Please raise this at your union
branch and rush donations to
Kathy Maclean, Treasurer,
UNISON North Glasgow
Hospitals Branch, Cuthbertson
Buildings GRI, Castle St,
Glasgow, G4 OSF
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Glasgow housing stock
transfer to go to ballot

Following an outrageous piece
of bribery and gerrymandering,

Glasgow City Council has
decided to proceed to a first
stage consultation on the pro-
posed stock transfer of all
Glasgow's housing stock. -

. For months the proposed
recipient of the stock, the
‘Glasgow Housing Association

has been struggling to come up

with a coherent business plan.
The right to buy potentially
takes any good houses and
over a quarter of the stock is
too run down to repair and
scheduled for demolition.
Other social landlords are
being given the right to cherry
pick good stock and the no
guarantees from the govern-

ment. Given all this why would

financial companies invest?

GHA's solutionwasto
demand money from the gov-
ernment to make it work.
They produced a draft report
(draft 67) which made it clear
they expected the
Government to provide
money in hitherto undreamed
of quantities to ensure this
transfer took place.

Within the Housing depart-
ment of the council this plan

was looked at as a pipe dream.
A report was produced in early
August stating that none of the

councils agreed criteria, in par-
ticular financial viability, was in
place. The recommendation
was to reject the scheme and
implicitly the transfer.

Suddenly the Scottish
Executive was faced with its
flagship housing policy going
pear shaped. A meeting was
held and the council told mon-
eys had been found.

The Scottish Executive went
cap in hand to Gordon Brown
and demanded around £2 bil-
lion for Scotland. Faced with
this the Glasgow Council
decided not to reject the
scheme but to allow more
time. Meanwhile a pro-transfer
document was (probably in
contradiction of the law) issued
to all tenants.

To great acclaim the press
was informed that the
Government in Westminster
was prepared to write off all
Glasgow £900 million debt
provided the transfer went
ahead.

Next we hear that Right to
Buy legislation has been
changed so that it doesn’t carry
if tenancy changes.

We anticipate rule changes to
limit right to buy to a maxi-
mum discount of £25,00.
Whilst agreeing with these
changes we fail to see why

there was no discussion of
these proposals during the year
the Scotland Housing Act was
debated in the Scottish
Parliament.

Next the GHA announces it

.will only pay £25 million not

£100 million for all Glasgows
90,000 houses. They will also
obtain many businesses and
land as part of the proposed
deal. Rents for new tenants will
be raised above inflation -con-
trary to assurances. The
Scottish Executive is expected
to provide for the costs of
demolitions.

Business plan

With all these changes
announced, a new business
plan (version 9 ?) was pro-
duced. Unfortunately it still
couldn’t say if the plan was
viable. It implicitly reduced the
housing stock of the City to

" such a level that there was an

anticipated 25,000 shortfall in
the level of social housing
required. No proposed lenders
were in place. :

Faced with this on
September 25 the Council was
presented with a report reject-
ing the proposed scheme as
unviable. This report was pre-
sented to the District Labour
Party having been endorsed by
the Administration.

Suddenly the minister Jackie
Baillie finds more money. £450
million new money is to be
given to build the 25,000
houses demolished. The coun-
cil is told to think again.

A new report is produced on
September 28 the same as the
previous - except the conclu-
sions are changed from reject
to support..

As no funders are even yet in
place, the council has not fully
endorsed it. The ballot date
has been delayed to January or

_ February from November. The

council has been instructed to
make it work. They are consid-
ering forcing council employ-
ees - who could face redun-
dancy if the scheme goes
ahead - to go round the doors
explaining to tenants how nice
the scheme is.

Tenants and Unions remain
opposed to the scheme. if £1.5
billion is available if the scheme
goes ahead surely it is available
if it remains with the council.
Hundreds of millions in trans-
fer costs, VAT, interest charges
and disruption will be saved.
The repair work can be carried
out in less time and rents
would be lower.

The STUC and unions will be
running a campaign to ask ten-
ants to reject the blackmail.




s we go to press, the bombing of

Afghanistan by Bush and Blair

has started. On Sunday October 7,

cruise missiles rained down on

the cities of Kabul, Kandahar and
Jilalabad, together with missiles fired from
heavy bombers. On the morning of October
8, Home Secretary Jack Straw informed the
world that the bombing would carry on for
weeks rather than days. :

The first reports of the offensive on the
BBC World Service referred to this an
American attack, but within minutes
Britain’s role had been acknowledged.

Socialist Outlook stands in complete oppo-
sition to the attacks on September 11 in New

" York, Washington and Pennsylvania.

We deplore the tragic loss of life that
occurred on that day, which we do not
believe in any way furthered the struggle of
working people across the world for emanci-
pation or justice.

But we say with equal vigour that a military
assault on Afghanistan can do nothing to
bring recompense for the loss of life that
occurred on that day.

There was nothing progressive or anti-
imperialist about the terrifying attack on the
WTC. This is not just because the mass
slaughter of office workers in this way is reac-
tionary and indefensible, but because it has
swivelled world politics sharply to the advan-
tage of George Bush and the American right.

These events have brought Bush’s presi-
dency from the discrediting shadow of a bal-
lot rigging scandal, and increasing interna-
tional isolation after his rejection of the
Kyoto Treaty on climate change and his plans
for “Son of Star Wars” missile defence, into
an unassailable position, with polls showing
over 90 per cent support from the American
people. -

This has allowed him to seize the initiative
world-wide, and increase the authority of US
imperialism at every level. It threatens a
period of reaction in which socialists and
progressive forces and those defending their
national and other rights face the possibility
of serious defeats. ‘

or Afghanistan, after decades of
misery and repression, the war
seems certain to trigger a humani-
tarian disaster. However
widespread and prolonged the
bombardment, the casualties of the war will
far exceed the hundreds or thousands who
may be directly killed and maimed by mis-
siles, bombs and bullets. Hundreds of thou-
sands more, who are being driven from their
homes as refugees, already face imminent
starvation, or death from exposure as the
cruel winter approaches. ‘

In this context the cynical actempt by Bush
and Blair to masquerade as “generous”
bringers of “humanitarian” relief, with the
air-drop of pitiful token quantities of food in
the aftermath of the bombing runs stands out
as the rankest hypocrisy.

But the hypocrisy runs alongside the sup-

Jess Hurd

Afghanistan

<

hands off

pression of information that does not suit the
war plans of London and Washington.

Most of the media have obediently ignored
the offer by the Taliban — over a week before
the bombing started — to hand over bin
Laden to a court outside Afghanistan. The
Taliban made only two minor provisos: that
some Islamic jurists be involved, and that
they be given evidence of bin Laden’s
involvement in the September 11 events.

he fact that the US never seriously
responded to this proposal shows
that they are not interested in jus-
tice. This is confirmed by their
continued arrogant refusal to pre-
sent any convincing evidence to anyone to
prove that bin Laden is guilty as charged.

The US and Britain claim to be coming as
liberators to free the Afghan people from the
Taliban, even though it is clear that western
military strategy helped create both bin
Laden and the Taliban, and now involves
promoting the murderous thugs and rapists
of the so-called “Northern Alliance” in their
place.

We have no reason to believe that this war
will have any more positive results for the
oppressed of Afghanistan than previous mili-
tary interventions. While the reactionary

Taliban may well be toppled from power, all
history shows that any attempt by outside
force to install a government against the
wishes of the peoples of Afghanistan will
simply result in more continuing bloodshed.

But the war is only just beginning. It
already threatens to widen onto new fronts.

The labour movement should take warning
from the careful words of George W Bush,
who in his address to the nation as the bomb-
ing started made clear that “the battle is
broader” than Afghanistan itself”.

This has now been underlined as we go to
press by a letter from the US administration
to the UN Security Council, which also
declares Washington’s intention to wage its
“war against terror” in other countries over
and above Afghanistan. Many hawkish US
officials and politicians have urged that the
war be widened to Iraq, Syria — and even
Sudan.

ny such offensive would risk
destroying the temporary unity of
the “coalition” of governments
painstakingly assembled by Blair
and Bush: but this is no reason to
assume that the US will hold back if it feels it
can successfully press home its advantage.
The American ruling class have been all too

perialist

ready to use the “alliance against
terrorism” to push through a raft
¥ of reactionary policies with
greater determination. Attacks
on civil liberties and the target-
# ing of immigrants are aspects of
this offensive that we are grimly
familiar with here in Bricain.

ut another - facet of
this offensive merits
equal attention: the
cynical use of the post
September 11 situa-
tion to step up the neo-liberal
offensive and globalisation.

US trade representative Robert
Zoellick has insinuated that any
opposition -to “free trade” is
unpatriotic and tantamount to
support for terrorism. Zoellick is
heading up a campaign to get
through Congress legislation
which will facilitate the approval
of treaties such as the Free Trade
Area of the Americas which had
previously been rather less likely
to succeed, and had certainly
aroused a good deal of opposition
from the mainstream US trade
unions.

Zoellick wrote in  the
Washington Post “Earlier ene-
mies learned that America is the
arsenal of democracy. Today’s
enemies will learn that America
is the economic engine for free-
dom, opportunity and develop-
ment. To that end, US leadership
in promoting international eco-
nomic and trading systems is vital. Trade...
promotes the values at the heart of this pro-
tracted struggle”.

Precisely. It is a war to defend and extend
the power of the world’s only super-power,
and uphold its right to exploit the world’s
poor in pursuit of profit. .

n this barbaric attack on a defenceless

Afghan peeple, as in every twist and

turn in developing the so-called

“alliance against terrorism”, Blair has

been at pains to promote himself as the
closest possible ally of American imperial-
ism.

Now the task for all socialists and for the
labour movement as a whole must be to
strain every sinew to build the biggest possi-
ble anti-war movement. We have to stop this
murderous assault on one of the poorest
countries in the world.

It is not the anti-war movement which has
no respect for those who died on September
11, but those in power, who use their suffer-
ing to push through yet more attacks on
working people world wide.

That’s why we must not only oppose the
bombing of Afghanistan, but also stand
firmly against the accompanying attacks on
civil liberties at home and abroad.

Hard edge beneath Blair's

woolly conference platitudes

TONY BLAIR'S speech to this year's
truncated Labour Conference in
Brighton has been hailed by his
adoring fans in the media as his
finest hour.
" Generously sparing his party
members a few moments in
between running errands for war-
monger Bush, Blair set out what
some have called a visionary state-
ment of a new world order, and
some have rightly dismissed as
deluded fantasy.

Comedian Andy Hamilton
summed up Blair’s glowing talk of
a new world alliance that would
solve the problems of global warm-
ing, poverty and hunger: “I recog-
nised that speech: it’s the one |
give in the pub when I'm pissed.”

To string together a few platitudes
on what might be done after the
current war is over is nothing new
for social democracy: “holiday

speechifying” and promises of a
land - or in this case a world - “fit
for heroes” has been the stock-in-
trade of social-patriots for well over
a hundred years.

It has never meant anything other
than a subservient commitment of
the speech-maker to the cause of
capital and the “freedoms” of the
capitalist. ’

The problem is that the system
Blair is going to war with George
Bush to defend is precisely the
same system that creates inequal-
ity, poverty, exploitation, hunger,
and environmental destruction —
and which indeed also fuels the
frustratiqn and oppression that are
the breeding ground of religious
fundamentalism.

Blair may be able to ally with
Bush on Bush'’s agenda of stamp-
ing out terrorist cells, but if he
thinks there is any common social

agenda with the right wing of the
Republican Party, he is suffering
serious delusions.

Bush — the President represent-
ing big oil, the drug companies and

+ US multinationals - has not the

slightest aspiration to tackle
poverty, feed the hungry, tackle
disease, or restrict the use of pol-
luting fuels. Even if he did, he
would probably start to apply
these policies in the USA, rather
than on a world scale. )

Instead Bush and his big busi-
ness backers see any attempt to
solve global problems as a threat
to the freedom of US corporations
to make profits.

It seems unlikely that Blair has
failed to notice this contradiction
between his own vague “vision” -
which combines a few liberal and
egalitarian nostrums with the
vague concept of a benign global

dictatorship — and those of his
chosen “ally”.

But he has been quite happy to
take advantage of the moment and
the mood to distract attention from
what he and his government have
really been doing on all these
guestions.

Far from seeking to restrain the -
excesses of global capital, Blair's
government calls out riot police to
beat anti-capitalist protesters, and
acts as the most rabid advocates
of neo-liberal policies.

Far from feeding the hungry, the
British government and British
banks dole out pitiful “aid” pack-
ages with an eye-dropper, while
gathering huge interest payments
from developing countries.

Far from promoting environmen-
tal policies, Blair refuses to raise
the taxes required to finance a
proper transport system that could

" Oh God! Here he goes again

reduce dependence on the car.

And while he talks abstractions,
dodges out of party politics, and
focuses the media on the world
stage, his own government’s poli-
cies of privatisation and under-
funding public services are running
into crisis on almost every front.

The left must build an anti-war
movement: but we should not
allow ourselves to be deceived by
the old conjuror’s trick of distract-
ing our attention.

The fight must also ke waged on
the “home front” — against the pol-
itics of New Labour, which are con-
tinuing behind the scenes.



Al Christian
t is.sometimes said that there
is a democratic deficit in
Europe, but whatever the
democratic deficiencies of
the European Union, they
fade into insignificance compared
with a Labour Party conference.
The Conference
Committee is firmly in the control
of the right, and only too willing to
do the bidding of the Millbank
machine.

Matters likely to be controversial
are carefully time-tabled in obscure
slots when the TV cameras are
turned off, only four “contempo-
rary”; motions are allowed, and
these usually have all meaning
composited out of  them.
Apparently random selection of
speakers produces a succession of
carefully crafted sleep-inducing on-
message contributions.

The reduction of this year’s con-
ference by one day can have no pos-
sible justification. Arms fairs and
fashion shows continued as normal.
But in a situation where there was
more to debate than in most years,
the conference was curtailed.

Where war is being canvassed in
defence of democracy, the first
casualty was democracy. Even if
there were no alternative to recall-
ing parliament on the Thursday of
conference week, it would have
been perfectly feasible (even if
unthinkable for Millbank) to con-
tinue without the MPs.

An emergency resolution arising
from the events of September 11,
moved by the FBU, was taken on
Tuesday morning, although many
other emergency resolutions that
had been submitted were ruled out
of order, for undisclosed reasons.

The FBU’s resolution condemned
unreservedly “the brutal terrorist
attack on the people of New York
and Washington” and called on the
British government “to maximise
support for measures to bring to
justice the perpetrators of these
outrages and to isolate the terrorists
by increasing efforts to resolve
deep-seated political problems”.

It also called for “renewed inter-
national efforts to tackle poverty,
social deprivation, racism and
attacks on human rights in many
parts of the world.”

It added that “the international
community’s response to the dread-
ful events of September 11 must be
measured and relevant.

“Indiscriminate bombing and
other military assaults on poorly
identified targets will only serve to
increase violence by fuelling hatred
and providing yet more martyrs for
the terrorist cause”.

The resolution was sufficiently
general to attract the support of the
NEC.

he contemporary
motions which had been
submitted fell into
twelve groups by topic.
Under existing arr-

angements, only four of these could
be admitted for debate. The over-

At least 1,000 people attende
successful counter conference
London, organised by Glob
resistance, on Saturday Septe ber
The venue was split between the:
former Hammersmith Palais and
the nearby Riverside Studios.
Three rallies were held during the
day in the main venue and series

Arrangements :

of workshops in the Riverside

- o T
Extra help was on hand

this year for Labour’s Conference Arrangements Committee seeking to gag awkward delegates

Protestors brave rain — and police intimidation

Around 5,000 people demonstrated outside the LP in Brighton last Sunday despite torrential rain,
which continued for most of the day.
The demonstration, which had been originally called by Globalise Resistance, the Green Party, and
the Socialist Alliance against new Labour’s neo liberal policies, became, in effect a protest against

the current drive to war and the impending military assault against Afghanistan.

There were banners on the demonstration from a wide range of campaigns as well as from the trade
unions. The most banners and placards, however, were from Globalise Resistance and the Socialist
Alliance — which had its national banner as well as the banners of a dozen or more local alliances.

The police presence at the demonstration was massive — gone are the days when they walked along
the side of the demonstrations trying to make conversation. Fully equipped riot police lined the route,
glowering at the demonstrators with batons at the ready. Seven people in white overalls were
snatched by the police and dragged away before the demonstration had even started. The confer-
ence centre itself was fenced off, with three separate police cordons, a line of horses and an air

exclusion zone.

Green party MEP Caroline Lucas, told the rally before the start of the demonstration: “We have to
be here to tell world leaders: ‘what you are doing is not in our name” Ellie Whiston from the World
Development Movement told the rally: “I hope this demonstration can be the start of building an anti-
war movement in this country and around the world”.

Labour Party Conference 2001

An uneasy truce

whelming votes of the unions in
previous years has meant that only
those contemporary motions sup-
ported by the unions have stood
any chance of being selected.

Because of this, constituency del-
egates had been promised that
some kind of weighting would be
introduced, to enable topics sup-
ported by the CLPs to be debated.

To the chagrin of CLP delegates,
the CAC reneged on this promise,
and any new way of selecting con-
temporary motions was deferred to
next year.

In the ballot to choose those topics
to be debated, as a consequence,
those motions supported by the big
unions received between 15 and 21
per cent, while those supported by
the CLPs got no more than 5 per

cent. Burning issues like rail, edu- -

cation and the privatisation of the
London Underground were thus
excluded, and only public services,
asylum, fairness at work and the
Equitable Life fiasco were-tabled.

, subject. -

The event was refreshingly open
and more so than some previous
Globalise Resistance events, There
were also stalls from a wide range

- of campaigning and political organ-

isations. v '
A popular feature of the confer-

Studios.

The conference has originally

‘cannot exist without war: “This is

The UNISON-endorsed compos-
ite on public services that emerged
from intense negotiation and gov-
ernment lobbying was a complete
dog’s breakfast, so feeble that it
could be seconded by a con-
stituency delegate who sang the
praises of PFI, and carried on the
recommendation of the NEC.

The GMB had wanted a much
stronger motion (but were prepared
to remit rather than push for a
vote). The stand-alone resolution
which appeared in their name, but
was not debated, called for confer-
ence to oppose “government pro-
posals for encouraging private com-
panies to run state schools and plans
to extend PFI beyond hospitals into
primary care and social services.”

The motion also noted that a
recent survey commissioned by the
GMB “shows that PFI is a pick-
pocket system that steals cash from
NHS clinical budgets to pay for-
tunes to private sector contractors”.

The Fairness at Work composite

New York it is clear that capitalism

the only way the system can main-

tain control when billions are dying

from hunger”. e :
The other international speaker

ence Was the video of the Genoa

was Oscar Olivera, a leader of the

events — which drew a huge

been called to report back from

Genoa and discuss developments
in the globalised economy and the
neo-fiberal offensive. In the event

“response from the audience. There

were also a number of speakers
which gave the event an interna-

tional dimensions.

victorious struggle against water
privatisation in Bolivia. He said “we
had a victory for all those fighting
for a different world - we expelled
a multinational from Bolivia”.

was proposed by the GPMU print
union, and was very wide ranging.

otentially, the demand

made in one short para-

graph was probably the

most powerful, calling for

the government to “carry
out a fundamental review of exist-
ing employment laws with the
object of ensuring that they are in
line with ILO conventions.”

If implemented, this would
remove from the statute book many
of the existing draconian anti-trade
union provisions, and bring British
law into line with international
standards. The motion also wel-
comed the government’s with-
drawal of its plans to impose
charges for applications to
Employment Tribunals, and added
that “there should be no place for
costs awards”. Predictably, the
GPMU agreed to remit the motion
to the NEC.

The most hard-hitting of the con-
temporary resolutions, though, was
without doubt the TGWU compos-
ite on Asylum Seekers.

It called upon the Home Secretary
“to abolish the voucher system
immediately and to restore cash
payments to asylum seekers.” It
also called for an end to the deten-
tion of asylum seekers and for the
reform #f the dispersal system.

This was without doubt the issue
on which the government was most
vulnerable; not- least because a
review of the voucher system had
been promised at last year’s confer-
ence, for which-the initial consulta-
tion period had closed in December
2000, so far without any response
from the government.

Debate was delayed until the last
morning of the conference, to
enable the maximum amount of
arm-twisting and back room double-

dealing. In the event, Bill Morris, on
behalf of the TGWU, agreed to
remit the motion, agreeing to
“trust” Blunkett on vouchers, and
in return for a promise that the use
of prisons for asylum seckers would
end, but not detention itself.

t seems that the Home
Secretary is preparing to
make some very limited con-
cessions on asylum seekers,
as part of an extensive attack
on civil liberties, in bringing for-
ward in the next month or so a
package of measures on immigra-
tion, asylum and “anti-terrorism”.

In the elections for next year’s
Conference Arrange-ments
Committee, only one candidate
from the left slate — John Aitken of
the TGWU — was elected: but he
came top of the poll, indicating
how important the trade union vote
still is.

In the CLP section, both places
were taken by government minis-
ters, Yvette Cooper and Stephen
Twigg, with 121,000 votes each,
although it was by no means a
walkover.

Left candidates Jenny Rathbone
and John Cryer got 95,000 and
62,000 votes respectively. But in the
election for the National Consti-
tutional Committee the left achieved
an unexpected success, when
Rosina McRae beat the right-wing
candidate by 114,000 votes to
97,000.

The conference remained sub-
dued throughout, almost as if clap-
ping too loudly or coughing would
be seen as a mark of disrespect for
all those who died on Sept-ember

‘11,

But the mood began to lift as the
week went on, as delegates started
to realise that however tragic the
events in New York, the domestic
agenda, particularly the privatisa-
tion drive, would go on neverthe-
less.

There is a great deal of disillu-
sionment, discouragement, doubt
and dissent at the base of the party,
and had it not been for September
11, the government would have had
a much rougher ride at this year’s
conference.

Ministers cynically manipulated
the circumstances, larding their
speeches even as late as the last day
of conference with routine refer-
ences to New York, as if the dele-
gates were in danger of forgetting.

rguments suppressed in
the conference hall
found life at the fringe
meetings. The “Take
back the Track” meeting
called by ASLEF was very well
attended — Gwy-neth Dunwoody
could have had an alternative
career as a stand up comedian.

Several hundred  delegates
attended a packed meeting on keep-
ing the public services public,
jointly organised by the T&G,
UNISON and the GMB.

The annual Tribune rally
attracted about four hundred to
hear excellent speeches by ‘Tony
Benn, George Galloway and Mick
Rix. Roy Hattersley had been billed

“ to appear, but pulled out rather

than be associated with an anti-war
platform. ,

Next year’s conference will surely
be different, but much depends on
the ability of trade unionists
between now and then to hold their
leadership to account.

The rash of remittances shows
that the bureaucracies that run the
big unions still prefer secret negoti-
ations in the corridors of power to
standing firmly in defence of the
their own policies and the interests
of their members. If the Blair
agenda is to be held in check, the

_ trade unions hold the key.

@ Al Christian is the pseudonym
of a CLP delegate to the
Conference. - L




Rail unions say

no 1o war

ASLEF Emergency Resolution
to 2001 Labour Party

Conference

“Conference condemns the terrorist attack on New York
and Washington on September 11 and sends its heartfelt
sympathy to the relatives of all the victims of all nationali-

ties.

Conference is concerned that embarking on an ever-
widening war will sow the seeds of a prolonged conflict
between the USA and Britain, on the one hand, and mil-
lions of people around the world, in the Middle East above
all, on the other. Further casualties among innocent civil-

ians will be bound to ensue.

Conference believes that any action taken should con-
form with international law and be under the auspices of
the United Nations and in particular welcomes the proposal
by Tony Benn on September 25 that the United Nations
General Assembly should hold an emergency session to
discuss the present international crisis.

Conference believes that any lasting peaceful settlement
in the Middle East must be based on concerted diplomacy,
and an ethical foreign policy, as well as a halt to all terrorist

activity.

Conference urges our Labour government to use its influ-
ence to explore every possibility for a peaceful resolution of
the crisis, and to refrain from any military action which
would exacerbate intemational tension or put the lives of

civilians at risk.”

The RMT’s Council of
Executives adopted this policy
statement on September 27

We condemn the attack in
the USA which took place
on September 11th 2001.
We deplore the appalling
loss of life that took place.
We salute the response of
the workers, emergency
services and people of New
York and Washington.
This Union sends its
respects and condolences
to the bereaved families.
Our Trade Union, in the
historic traditions of the
Labour Movement,
Internationalism and of the
cause of Socialism, totally
rejects terrorism or any
other forms of aggression,
racism and militarism.
Therefore, we oppose any
. war of revenge and call
upon the British Labour
Movement to oppose any
attempts at that. Further
any military intervention
must be sanctioned by the
United Nations Security
Council.
We remain vigjlant and
actively opposed to all
racism and violence. We

also oppose any
Government crackdown on.
civil liberties including the
imposition of compuisory
identity cards, any fast
track extradition procedures
or watering down of the
Human Rights Act.

Further, we as a Trade
Union totally reject any sug-
gestion that we should
moderate or give up our pfi-
mary responsibility to pro-
tect our members’ interests
in all sections of the Union.
Specific ‘attention is given
to our seafaring members
who may be caught up in
hostilities.

We completely reject any
attempt to dilute our right
1o take industrial action in
defence of our members.

We reiterate our Socialist
beliefs and pledge our
Union to this course of
action and support the CND
demonstration on 13th
October 2001 in Trafalgar
Square and invite Branches
and members to attend
with Union banners.”

Aims and Objectives

The aim of the coalition should be very sim-
ple: to stop the war currently declared by the
United States and its allies against ‘terror-

ism’.

We in no way condone the attacks on New
York and we feel the greatest compassion
for those who lost their life on 11th

September.

But any war will simply add the numbers of
innocent dead, cause untold suffering, politi-
cal and economic instability on a global
scale, increase racism and result in attacks
on civil liberties. The aims of the campaign
would be best expressed in the name Stop

the War Coalition.

Supporters of the Coalition, whether organ-
isations or individuals, will of course be free
1o develop their own analyses and organise

Stop the War Coalition

their own actions.

numbers.

ings.

But there will be many important occasions
when united initiatives around broad stop
the war slogans can mobilise the greatest

The campaign should have weekly open
meetings that can divide into working groups
as appropriate and a small number of offi-
cers who report directly to the weekly meet-

We call on all peace activists and organisa-
tions, trade unionists, campaigners and
labour movement organisations to join with
us in building a mass movement that can
stop the drive to war.

We are committed to opposing any racist
backlash generated by this war. We will fight
10 stop the erosion of civil rights.

Il PO Box 3739, London E5 8EJ Phone
07951 235 915

Brent and Harrow get organised

Adam Hartman

A local Stop The War coali-
tion has been set up in
Brent and Harrow (NW
London). The initial impetus
for the coalition came from
a statement circulated by
Brent UNISON.

The coalition now has the
backing of Brent Trades
Council, Brent and Harrow
Green Party, Brent and
Harrow Socialist Alliance,
and local supporters of the
Socialist Workers Party,
International Socialist Group
and the Labour Party.

Brent East Labour Party
had passed an anti-war res-
olution to be sent as an
emergency resolution to
Labour Party conference.

Unfortunately, like the
majority of such resolutions
it was ruled out of order and
not debated.

We are kicking off with a
series of street stalls in
shopping centres across the
{wo boroughs and aim to
collect signatures for a peti-
tion against the war and to
publicise the national
demonstration on 13th
October and other Stop The
War Coalition activities.

We aim to work with Brent
Committee to Defend
Asylum Seekers and other
local organisations to
oppose any backlash
against asylum seekers and
the local Asian and Muslim
communities .

- We are also challenging

the intention of the Home
Office to deport a Pakistani
journalist living in Brent,
Syed Nasir Wajahad, who
has been refused asylum
despite having been threat-

- ened (and his family

attacked) for exposing fun-
damentalist pro-Taliban
groups in Pakistan.

A threat to carry out the
deportation on 28th
September was postponed
for two weeks. A judicial
review of his case is being
sought.

Write to the Home Office
to express your concern for
his safety and support for
his case.

Hull - No, we won’t go!

400 at Birmingham

anti-war rally

Bob Whitehead
Over 400 people of all races and religions attended an Anti-war meeting in central
Birmingham, organised by the Birmingham Stop the War Coalition and Birmingham
Trades Union Council. The Trades Council cancelled its normal meeting in favour of the
joint anti-war meeting.

Speakers included Alan Simpson MP who argued for bombarding Afghanistan with

bread and not bombs. He pointed out that after more than twenty years of war, there was
little left to bomb. However, Alan Simpson also called for intervention into Afghanistan
and seemed to have misjudged the mood of the meeting. The most rousing applause was

for other speakers.

Whilst everyone agreed that the New York tragedy was a crime against humanity, John
Rees of the National Stop the War Coalition pointed out that there have been no “minute
silences”; for the half a million Iraqi children killed by Western sanctions.

Salma Yaqoob, a Muslim woman who is chair of Birmingham Stop the War Coalition
talked about Muslims becoming a “besieged community” in Birmingham and described

the abuse and suspicion cast on Muslims after September 11.

Carol Naughton, National Chair of CND, looked at the enormous waste of military
spending and how this could be better spent alleviating world poverty and injustice.

Keith Sinclair

“One, two, three four - We
don’t want your racist war!”
Around 150 people marched
through Hull on October 6,
to launch a public campaign
against the war plans of

George Bush and Tony Blair.

The march was called by
the Hull Campaign Against
World War Three, a local
broad based campaign,
which has been set up fol-
lowing an initial launch
meeting of around forty peo-
ple.

The march attracted sup-
port from the organised left
locally, the Trades Council
and those who have been
involved in other local cam-
paigns such as the fight to
defend local asylum seekers.

The march was therefore
successful in pulling
together the various ele-
ments that can come
together to build a serious

anti-war movement in the
area.

As well as local speakers,
the end of march rally was
addressed by Stuart
Richardson who brought sol-
idarity greetings from the
Anti-war movement in
Birmingham.

The main speaker was
Bruce Kent who explained
that he was addressing anti-
war meetings almost nightly.
CND leader Kent was
applauded when he high-
lighted the role of state ter-
rorism in the world to day.

The march and rally were
a good start to what may well
be a long campaign against
war. Weekly meetings are

. being held locally to plan

future activities and the
ground is being prepared for
an escalation of the cam-
paign in response to escala-

tions of the part of the US}

and their allies.

Greater

Manchester
rallies
against the

war

Chris Edwards
Over 350 people crammed

into the Friends Meeting
House in Manchester on
Thursday September 27 to
approve a Greater
Manchester Declaration of
Peace and to launch a
Coalition to Stop the War.

“A better world is possible,”
concluded Rae Street, of the
Greater Manchester
Campaign for Nuclear
Disarmament (CND) who
organised the meeting
‘together with the Socialist
Alliance, Green Party,
Globalise Resistance, and
other local campaigns, trade
unions and individuals.

The meeting was also
addressed by Bob Oram,
Chair of UNISON’s North
West Region, local GP Dr
Aneez Esmail, National
President of the Medical
Practitioners Union and Chris
Bambery, of the Socialist
Workers Party and Socialist
Allliance nationally. Vanessa
Hall, Chair of the Manchester
Green Party was unable to
make it at the last minute, due
to transport difficulties.

Bob Oram drew laughter
from the audience when he
said that “President Bush
should have no trouble closing
the bank accounts of Bin
Laden - since his father prob-
ably set them up.”

Anneez Esmail gave a pow-
erful speech reminding the
audience about the atrocities
committed by Israel, sup-
ported by the US, against the
Palestinian camps in Lebanon
in the early 80s. This had been
one source of the hatred of
the US on the part of
Palestinians.

Chris Bambery pointed out
that the cost of one stealth
fighter was greater than the
GNP of Afghanistan.

Rae Street referred to infor-
mation received by CND
about discussion among mili-
tary hawks in the US about
the possible use of small tacti-
cal nuclear weapons in the
coming war.

The audience included two
Americans who told how they
had been affected personally
by the attacks on the US.

The discussion was very
lively and there was a large
measure of agreement. The
meeting approved a statement
which called on “all peace
activists and organisations,
trade unionists, campaigners
and labour movement organi-
sations to join with us in build-
ing a mass movement that can
stop the drive to war - and
promote peace.”

A series of activities has

. been organised including a

number of more local meet-
ings as well as leafleting.

@ The meeting was videoed
by a Socialist Outlook sup-
porter. Copies of the video
are available on VHS tape or
on the Internet at:
http://clients.loudeye.com/imc
/nycap/manchesterorganis-
esisdn.ram



Outlooic

Islamicists

play useful
role for
imperialism

Gerry Foley
s we go to press,
the world is wait-
ing for a U.S. mil-
itary attack on
Afghanistan. Itis
clear that the American
rulers’ objective is to demon-
strate their capacity for
destruction and their ruth-
lessness, and to score some
general political points based
on that.

U.S. government spokes-
persons are increasingly hav-
ing to admit that in attacking
Afghanistan they have little
hope of hitting the terrorist
networks that they accuse of
responsibility for the Sept.
11 slaughter.

There is no evidence that
any government, not even
the Taliban, materially backs
the constellation of groups
inspired and financed by the
Saudi Islamicist multimil-
lionaire Osama Bin Ladin
whom the U.S. accuses with-
out any proof of master-
minding terrorist attacks on
targets.

(“Islamicist” is a term used
to describe political currents
that claim to want to build
states based on a narrow
interpretation of Islamic reli-
gious law. They represent a
small minority of Muslims
in the world and are them-
selves divided by different
political interests.)

In the organisational and
political vacuum left in the
wake of Afghanistan’s
ruinous civil war and the
guerrilla struggle against
Soviet  occupation, the
Taliban may seek the help of
relatively small groups of
Islamicists against their
internal enemies. But they
have neither the resources
nor interest in supporting
any external terrorist cam-
paigns.

All the available informa-
tion about Bin Laden’s orga-
nization Al-Qaida indicates
that it is a loose network of
small conspiratorial groups
scattered in as many as 34
countries.

- With the anarchy prevalhng in post commu-
nist” Afghanistan and spilling into Pakistan, the
ClA along with IS1 (Inter Services Intelligence)
started propping up the Taliban in 1994.
ironically this took: place under Benazir Bhutto's
so-called progressive regime ini Pakistan The &
financial backing of this operation - apart from =
Saudi Arabia and the CIA - mainly came from
UNOCAL and the big US oil conglomerates.
They had their own vested interests ...

None of the alleged high-
jackers have been linked to
any mass movement in the
Middle East. A few, includ-
ing the so-called leader of the
cell, Mohammad Atta, have
been linked to the Egyptian
Islamic terrorist organiza-
tion, the Islamic Jihad,
which was involved in the
assassination of the country’s
president, Anwar Sadat, in
1981.

Following that event, there
was a war between the
Egyptian government and
the Islamicist terrorist
groups, lasting for more than
a decade, which resulted in
more than 1200 deaths,
mainly of innocent civilians

and Islamic activists them- -

selves. The Islamic conspira-
torial organisations were
decimated. The prisons are
still filled with their mem-
bers.

yman al-Zawahri,

cited widely in

the big business

press as Bin

Laden’s “right-
hand” man, served three
years in prison on charges of
being involved in Sadat’s
assassination. He left Egypt
in the 1980s after being
released.

In 1998, his organisation
joined the Front for the
Liberation of Islamic Holy
Places, a grouping appar-
ently inspired by Bin Ladin.

In the same year, the Jihad
was accused of involvement
in the U.S. embassies in
Nairobi and Dar Es Salaam,
and became the target of a
major repressive campaign
by the Egyptian government.

In 1999, Al-Zawahri was
condemned to death in
absentia as one of the defen-
dants in a mass trial of
Islamic fundamentalists.

An article analysing the
Islamic’ fundamentalist
groups in the Sept. 14 issue
of the Egyptian daily Middle
East Times noted: “While
some of these groupings do
not have a popular base, they

in get-

Reactionary opponents of US mprialism: Bin Laden and colleagues in 1998

do not need one to operate
efficiently.”

Ibrahim Naggar, one of the
defendants in the trial that
brought Al-Zawahri’s death
sentence, said that Bin
Laden came out against
attacks on the Egyptian gov-
ernment, calling on the ter-
rorists to focus entirely on
U.S. and Israeli interests, and
calling for focusing their
propaganda on military per-
sonnel.

These groups appear thus
to be narrow circles totally
innocent of any orientation
to build mass movements
opposed to imperialism in
the decisive countries of the
Middle East, which is more
and more a social powder
keg.

In general, such Islamicist
fundamentalist groups, no
matter how violent, repre-
sent little threat to imperial-
ism’s basic interests in the
region, and can even be
manipulated by the imperial-
ists to defend their interests.
Over the long term, they
have been more of an asset
than a liability for imperial-
ism.

In the past, Islamicists were
used to help bring down the
nationalist governments of
Mossadegh in Iran in 1953
and Sukharno in Indonesia
in 1965.

In the later case, gangs
organized by Islamicist lead-

ers massacred at least half-a-.

million poor peasants and
wiped out the Communist
Party, with U.S. approval.

n fact, the state that
has given by far the
most “aid and com-
fort” to Bin Ladin is
the United States
itself, which used him as an
agent in the Afghan civil
war. He played no political
role before his Afghan
involvement, beginning in
1986.
The U.S. government did
not use him simply as a con-
duit of aid to the Afghan

Democratic Party of Afghanis an) military factien
led by Shahnawaz Tanai to join the Taliban ~
forces, and used his pilats to fly MIG 23 and
Sakoi fighters of what was left of the Afghan
force and drive sophtstlcated Russian tanks:
The Taliban captured Kabul in 1996. US $30
- miflion was paid by UNICOL alone for the con
 pletion of this operation.
« The Americans were not at all disturbed by th

fighters but as a means of
reinforcing the most reliable
social conservatives in
Afghanistan.

In fact, the main leaders of
the Afghan struggle, like the
recently assassinated Sheikh
Massoud, the hero of the
Panjir valley and generally
acknowledged to be the most
effective of the military com-
manders, were quickly
pushed from power by the
Taliban with the aid of forces
linked to Bin Laden.

The Taliban was created by
the Pakistani special forces
with the assent, and perhaps
even the blessing of the
United States. The Taliban
appeared only in 1994, five
years after the Soviet with-
drawal from Afghanistan.
And they first appeared as
guards of Pakistani convoys.

After the Taliban captured
the capital, Kabul, in 1996,
the Washington Post wrote
that they were “the best
opportunity” seen in years
“to put an end to the anarchy
that has beset Afghanistan
since the Soviet invasion in
1979.”

The same paper noted, with
implicit approval, that the
Islamicist fundamentalists
were “more antimodernist
than anti-Western.”

The Post gloated that the
Taliban victory was a defeat
for the Islamic government
in Tehran, which backed the
Mujahadin and still supports
those who continue to fight
against the Taliban.

The Afghan resistance to
the Soviet-backed regimes
and to Soviet occupation was
largely local and fragmented,
and divided among the dif-
ferent ethnic groups that live
in the country.

The guerrillas had no
united alternative to the
Soviet-backed regime. After
the Soviets withdrew and the
regime fell, they splintered.
In those conditions, a rela-
tively small disciplined
group with resources coming
from foreign backers was

pipe lines with them.

In 1997 the Taliban sent two delegations to the
two competing bidders, UNICOL and Bridas (an.
Argentinian oil giant) to Texas and Buenos Aires.
At the headquarters of Bridas in Buenos Aires, all .
the female staff were asked not to wear skirts,

pla v
who were tr rying to smkadeais on oil and gas

easily able to gain control of
most of the country.
According to  Sheikh
Massoud, many local com-
manders were simply bought
by Pakistani money.
Moreover, the Taliban was
based on the Pushtun
nationality, which straddles
the border between
Afghanistan and Pakistan.

akistan, which the

U.S. has now

enlisted in its “war

on terrorism,” is a

state based on
Islam. It is the product of the
British imperialist strategy
of using Islamicists against
the Indian national libera-
tion movement.

And religious parties have
always been a fundamental
prop of the successive reac-
tionary regimes that have
ruled the country.

During the cold war,
Pakistan was the key ally of
the United States in the
region. It was the central
country of the CENTO
Alliance, which was a threat
aimed at the Soviet Union
until it was shattered by the
Iraqi revolution of 1957.

Now, of course, many of the
Islamicists have turned vio-
lently anti-American.

However, Washington
probably always knew that
they were a double-edged
sword, like most of the U.S.
allies in the mneocolonial
countries.

In this way they are similar
to the Salvadoran landlords,
who could be relied on to
organise murder gangs to
crush the rebellious peasants
but refused to carry out the
limited land reform the
United States considered
necessary to allay social ten-
sions.

They also call to mind the
ruthless military regimes of
Latin America, whose atroci-
ties embarrassed the U.S.
government before its own
people.

The United States is now

. Afghanistan.

but to put on long trousers and cover their . motre millions.

heads with scarves. Similar mstrueuons were

issued in Texas, USA -

home 10 POOSL.

eges

z:hmks of financial aid and weaponry destined tc
g’h the Islamic fundamentalist groups during
their counter—revolutlonary insurgency in .

seeking new allies in the
Middle East, from the sur-
viving mujahadin in Afghan-
istan, to the Iranian govern-
ment, to the Pakistani
military dictatorship, and
the Hindu chauvinist gov-
ernment of India.

But the imperialists have
always had to use reactlonary
allies in an attempt to main-
tain their interests, allies
who tended at some point to
become too discredited or
too hot to handle.

No stable, much less
humane, world order can be
based on such alliances.

They have inevitably
meant disasters for the peo-
ples of the colonial and neo-
colonial world and ulti-
mately to threats to the
peoples of the developed
countries themselves. :

For example, 40,000 people
were Kkilled by the “war
against terrorism” conducted
by the Argentine military
regime in the 1970s and
1980s.

he declaration of

a “war on terror-

ism” after the

attacks in

Washington and
New York promises an
incomparably greater
slaughter. Hundreds of thou-
sands of desperate people are
already trying to flee
Afghanistan in anticipation
of U.S. strikes.

However, no matter how
much the imperialists may
be blinded by their greed
and arrogance, they are
hardly so stupid as to think
that the small conspiratorial
groups can be destroyed by
massive military action.

Whatever military strikes
the U.S. military and its
allies make, the real objective
is to lay the political basis for
tightening repression

throughout the world. And
the whole history of such
attempts suggests there will
be attacks on the rights of
citizens of the developed
countries as well.

ot only got economic privi
regime but also stole

i

. The army and the 81 indulged not only in k)az;-
ing @omtke war money but also in connivance .
- with CIA in the drug trade. Heretheymade

@
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