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Indict war
criminal
Sharon -

Almost hourly, the TV, radio and newspapers are full of
yet more massacres of Palestinians - and US Envoy
General Zinni’'s visit to Israel is not likely to bring any
more than a momentary pause in the slaughter.

The Zionist state is using the full range of high-tech
weaponry - including fighter bombers and helicopter
gunships — to repress Palestinian youths armed with
nothing more than stones, and lightly-armed Palestinian
fighters demanding democratic rights in their occupied
homeland.

War criminal Sharon is revelling in the fact that he is
still backed to the hilt by his cronies Blair and Bush.
One way of stepping up our solidarity with the
Palestinian people is to fight for the end of British arms
sales to Israel. It is Brtish tanks that are ploughing
down children in the West Bank and Gaza - let’s step up
the camapign to stop it now!
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Lndn teachers strike

Gill Lee

Strike action by thousands of

London teachers on March

14 could herald a renewed
wave of struggle in schools
throughout the country.

The initial low turnout in
the ballot —*86% voting yes,
but only a 30% turnout — was
completely surpassed by the
numbers taking part in
action. Thousands of
schools were closed and over
half a million pupils affected
as teachers struck and
mobilised. Over 8,000 NUT
members, out of a London
membership of 40,000, took
to the streets of the capital in
a march organised by the
NUT left, through the
London associations.
Pickets were mounted at
many schools to publicise

‘the strike and there was mass

leafleting of train and tube

stations to put the teachers’

case to parents. The strike
action received overwhelm-
ing support from parents
who understood the .lie
behind Estelle Morris’s con-
cern about children missing
one ‘precious’ day of educa-

- tion.

As Doug McAvoy, NUT

General Secretary, told the

packed rally following the
march: “The pupils of teach-
ers here today will have
teachers back in their class-
room tomorrow. For thou-
sands of other pupils there 1s
no teacher to come back.”
Teacher shortage is particu-
larly acute in London
because of high house prices.
Bernard Regan, Inner
London Executive member,

told the rally  that one

Westminster teggher in four
left their jobs last year. 20%
of newly qualified teachers

leave teaching within the
first year.

While the crisis 1s worst 1n
London, poor pay and worse
conditions mean that the
problem of teacher shortages
is also a national one. Regan

called for the March 14

action to be the start of a
campaign for a national pay
campaign, for a rolling pro-
gramme of action and for
teachers to link up with
other public sector workers

“who have pay claims in.

- Greetings were also given
to the rally from the London
regions of the FBU, UNI-
SON, RMT and CWU. As

Jeremy Corbyn told the

meeting: “If we want decent
public services we need to
give public service workers
decent pay.” The NUT now
seems part of a growing wave

of public service strikers

demanding just that.

1500 march to
postal service

defend

Pete Cooper

Fifteen hundred postal workers

marched against the threat of
competition to the Post Office
on March 6. The regulator,
Postcomm, wants unlimited
competition well ahead of the
time-scale required by the

European Directive and has the

support of new Labour i in
pushing for this.

The result will be fierce
“cream-skimming” competition
in the profitable urban and
business sectors of the market,

‘and a deterioration of the

postal service in rural areas.

The postal leadershlp has lit-

tle stomach for a fight over
~ this. This is despite the fact this

will allow companies such as

Hays, Deutsche Post and TNT -

to take massive market shares
and make enormous profits in
the City. 4

~ The plan also aims to intimi-
date the union into accepting
privatisation without a fight by
using the “discipline of the
market” Consignia manage-
ment has already announced
cuts of 30,000 jobs.

‘John Keggie, Deputy General
Secretary, promised the rally
following the march further
demonstrations, “not of 5,000

but of 45,000”, while General

Secretary Billy Hayes called on
the government to sack the
regulator.

‘However the action he called

“for was not up to the task. He

pushed the union’s “Rein in the
Postcomm Monster” postcard
campaign to the Prime Minister

and called for every level of

government to pass resolutions
~ against deregulation, from

parish council upwards. The
union has already collected 161

- signatures for an Early Day
- Motion, and the Welsh -

Assembly has passed a slrhllar
motion.
He called for C\NU members

 to talk to their customers(')

and was ambiguous on the

question of the political fund..

Despite Hayes being elected
with the support of the left, he
has failed to overrule Keggie,
his defeated Blairite challenger,

who wants to persuade his

new Labour friends of the inad-

visability of postal liberalisation -

and privatisation.
Hayes has come under
increasing pressure from frus-

trated branch activists who can

see what is in store and who
want to fight. A massive indus-
trial and political campaign

against postal liberalisation and

privatisation needs to be built.
~ Such a campaign must include
‘at its heart both a political and

industrial strategy which is
incorporates strike action

against thése deadly threats to

both service users and postal
workers alike. The campaign

" must also make alliances in

action with other European
postal and telecommunication

unions against the EurOpean

directive.
To build popular support, the
union needs to advance an

alternative vision of a commu-

nications service that will meet

the needs of the working class
and oppressed. This should

_include the provision of free

post, telephone and internet
services for the old, unem-
ployed and young, drawn up
with union, community and

- pensioner activists. Such a

campaign would inevitably
come into conflict with the
anti-union laws that the CWU
leadership is desperate to

“avoid.
~ But the Hayes leadership

does not want to confront
Labour on liberalisation. Even
though Postcomm’s plans have

- been public for months, the
-demonstration was called with

barely two weeks notice. This
was despite the pleas of the

union’s London Regional

- Committee for a delay of two
‘weeks to enable a larger

demonstration to be built
‘Most branches only received
leaflets days before. It was

- called on a Saturday morning,

when most postal workers are
at work. No strike dction was

called. This is no'way to build a -
- campaign to defend a publlc

postal service. © .
The choice of date for the
demonstration, which coin-

- cided with the Socialist Alliance
- trade union conference, may.

- or may not have been acciden-
tal. It was certainly used by the

Socialist Party to try to under- -
mine the trade union confer-

 ence, not only amongst CWU
members, but more broadly

amongst trade union lefts.
In this they sagna!ly failed.

SO that postal workers had -

- voted by a margin of 2-1 ona
65% turn out to take strike

action over their pay claim
from last October.

Following the vote, the
unions claim of 5% and
Consignia’s pathetic offer of
2% with strings went back and
forward to direct negotiations

- and references to ACAS.

In the first week of March,
Deputy GS Postal John Keggie

thought he had a deal that was

due to be put to the Postal
Executive on March 2.
What had apparently been
agreed was for 2.2% increase
from October 2001, a further
2.3% from November 2002

with the next pay review date
- scheduled for October 2003.

It also included the consolida-

tion of £10 per week bonus

payments by April 2003 Over

| Pete Cooper

377 BT staff employed on
desktop computer duties
(DNDS) have been trans-
ferred to Computacenter, a
non-union computer. sys-
tems company. When the
sale was announced in

January, the CWU Telcoms -

Executive announced its
intention to fight the sell-off

‘and the terms being offered

for the transfer.

While TUPE would apply,

no-one was under any illu-

sion about Computacenter’s

intentions to worsen pay and
conditions. Staff are paid
£14k for jobs which attract
£25k at BT.

Existing employees are all
on individualised contracts
and subject to performance
related pay while the CWU
has so far successfully

resisted the introduction of

PRP within BT amongst

‘engineering grades.

Computacenter does not

 recognise unions for its own
employees. Furthermore it

proposed to replace immedi-
ately BT’s final salary index
linked pension scheme with
the much less favourable

- money purchase scheme.

Pensions are not subject to

TUPE. Staff were denied

any right to opt to remain
within BT as an alternative
to transfer, or to take volun-
tary redundancy.

Meetings were organised
across the country and
promises were made to bal-
lot the membership in the
whole Business Information

Systems (BIS) division of

which DNDS is part. As part
of the expanding internet

protocol business DNDS

was seen as an growth area
into which staff working on

Postal pay
fight: Keggle
threatens
strike action

We reported in the last issue of  and above the basic increase

there was to be a further
increase of 0.6% in basic pay
linked to the introduction of
“new ways of working”.

The basic increases were
understood to take the guar-
enteed pensionable income to
267.86 by April 2003 and with
the consolidation of bonuses
this would mean most postal
workers would be on £300 -
the unions target income in this

time frame.

In addition, Keggie under-
stood Consignia to have said
that where there was a short-
fall for those workers not
achieving bonuses, they would
make this up, though this was
never put in writing.

While Keggie might have

“ thought this was a good offer, it

was clear from the response of
reps from offices all over the
country that many postal

could be transferred over
time. The selloff would
severely curtail the potential
to maintain employment
levels within the division.

However, allegedly because

of the poor state of branch
membership records and the

lack of time to update them
before the date of transfer,

only the DNDS members
directly concerned were
eventually balloted. They
voted by 4-1 to take strike
action against the sell-off.

Further negotiations pro-
duced an agreement which
included a six year right of

return to BT for staff made

redundant by the  new

employer; contracts only to

be varied with the consent of
the individual, or of the
union; an improved money
purchase pension scheme
and union recogmtlon for

- ex-BT staff.

Right of ieturn

There is no right of return

to BT in the event of an ex- -

BT employee’s deterioration

- of terms and conditions.

Any changes in contract
terms are tn law subject to
the agreement or implied
agreement - of individuals

anyway. But this doesn’t take
‘into account the pressures to
which individual employees
are subjected when “asked”

to change such terms.
These “improved” terms

will be worthless without

union organisation across

~ the whole of this anti-union

employer.
Branch

ment. In the national ballot
the agreement was accepted
by 3-1 by the members on
the recommendation of the

officers were
“denied access to the agree-

workers did not.
But before it could be for-
mally put to the Executive, and

‘then to a ballot of the mem-
-bership, Consignia weighed in

to say they had never agreed to

make up the wages of workers

in offices not getting bonuses.
This scuppered any possibility

- of a deal and left Keggie spitting

blood and threatening strike
action. It was never clear

whether this action was to be
in support of the original claim

- or the supposed deal. In any
~ event the dispute has yet again

been referred back to ACAS.
There was clearly strong sup-
port for action around the orig-
inal claim. Activists want to see
that-as the basis for both nego-

tiations, an end to officials play-

ing around with 2 year deals
and productivity strings — and
action if that’s what is needed
to achieve it.

Anger as breakup
hits BT workers

the declining voice products :

executlve, but with only 40%
voting compared with the
80% who voted for actlon

~ weeks earlier.

It 1s clear that despi:te
union policy, the head office
negotiating team were
resigned to the transfer from

‘the start, arguing that the

union cannot control the
workings of capital, and that
their job was to negotiate the

best terms and conditions

for the members concerned
in difficult circumstances.
It is also apparent that
there was a lack of will to
mobilise the members
directly and indirectly
affected. A strike should
have been called, in accor-
dance with union policy, to
oppose the transfer of the
work to Computacenter, to
demand the right to stay
within BT, and to defend the
final salary pension scheme.
Even if the chances of win-
ning were slim, at the very
least the members involved
would have gone to work for
their new employer in com-

bative mood, and better able

to defend themselves, per-
haps with a 'mission to
organise theif new col-
leagues. |

But to do so would have
run the risk of confronting
the anti-union laws, and

‘more generally to disturb

the union’s cosy partnership

‘relationship  with  the

employer and the govern—

“ment.

Instead the ballot result
indicates demoralisation.
BT has now been given the
green light by the union to
proceed undisturbed with its
programme of disposal of
the “non-core” elements of
the business and its Work-
force.
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- Putin’s

f it had been suggested before
September 11th it would have
been regarded as bizarre. The
US is not only preparing to
launch all-out war against
Iraq, without anything that can be
claimed as new justification from
the Iraqi side, but has decided to
use nuclear weapons in that war if
necessary — as revealed in the recent
Strafor report on US global strat-
cgy.

It now emerges, in a leaked classi-
fied Pentagon report called the
Nuclear Posture Review, that Bush
has a list of countries against which
the US is prepared to launch a
nuclear first strike. The list
includes not only Iraq but North
Korea, Iran, Libya, China - and
even Russia, despite President
repositioning towards
NATO. The report also includes
the use of nuclear weapons in the
event of an Arab-Israeli conflict.

The report was signed by Donald
Rumsfeld as recently as January of

this year, and was leaked to the LA

Times. Included in the circum-
stances under which nuclear
weapons could be used against the
countries concerned are the possi-
bility of “targets able to withstand a
non-nuclear strike”, and “surpris-
ing military developments”.
Alongside this the report revealed
that the US is developing a new
generation of so-called battlefield
nuclear devices designed for partic-
ular situations.

Before September 11th these
chilling revelations might have
been dismissed as the ravings of a
right-wing lunatic fringe: but
unfortunately they represent

ore br

Stand up to
stop war drive!

Tony Blair, along with British

another major development in
world politics.
Nuclear weapons, sold for the last

- 50 years as a supposed deterrent, are

being rehabilitated as a legitimate
means of warfare, even against
states which do not have such
weapons. The lunatic fringe of the
Republican right 1s now calling the
shots for the world’s only super-
power, and it is clear that they are
prepared to contemplate the use of
nuclear weapons — at least against
Iraq.

At the same time political prepa-
ration for an attack on Iraq is going
ahead apace. The Strafor report
makes it clear that there is nothing
Iraq can do which would divert the
Bush administration from attack-
ing it.

If Iraq agrees in principle to let
'so-called weapons inspectors in the
US will demand a regime so strin-
gent — access to anything and every-
thing at a moment’s notice — that it

‘will be impossible for the Iraqis to

accept. | |
Rumsfeld has said “we do not
intend to take yes for an answer”.

he coalition pieced
togetf®er for the assault
on Afghanistan will of
course shatter once a
war against Iraq 1is
launched: but this is already fac-
tored in by Bush. Dick Cheney’s
current shuttle diplomacy is not
designed to hold the coalition
together — that 1s not achievable. It
is designed to neutralise or contain
the hostile reaction.

For Bush only one thing really

matters, that he has the support of

ak ranks to denounce

EDITORIAL

troops and strategic British bases —
and this is already in the bag. Blair
is totally committed.

He is banging the war drums as
much as Bush and is clearly pre-
pared to commit large numbers of
British troops in a new Gulf war,
and is not particularly concerned
about of opposition on Labour’s
back benches. His warmongering is

being egged on even further by the

far-right leadership of the official
Tory opposition.

Bush calls the preparation for war
against Iraq ‘stage two’ of his “war
against terrorism”. But stage one is
still expanding rapidly, and the
world is changing by the day.

- Military action continues in
Afghanistan in the guise of so-
called “mopping up” operations.

But the Palestinians also face all
out war from Israel, with the direct
support and protection of the USA.
This has escalated consistently
since September 11th and contin-
ues to do so.

In the USA Bush has increased
defence spending by 14%, or $48
billion dollars. There has been a
militarisation of society. Thousands
of immigrants have been rounded
up and imprisoned.

US troops are already 1nterven1ng
in the Philippines and Colombia
and well as Somalia and the Yemen,
and civil rights are under attack
across the world.

In Britain the Crime and Security
Act has introduced internment
without trial in contravention to
the European convention on
human rights. A number of people,
all of Arab origin, have been

rudderless New Labour

MO MOWLAM, former darling of
New Labour, has become the latest
and most prominent figure to break
ranks and criticise Tony Blair’s increas-
ingly discredited government.

Writing in the Sunday Mirror,
Mowlam argues that New Labour is
now widely seen as sleazier than the
Tories, while Blair seems to regard
himself as a president, with little time
for domestic problems.

Her anger, like that of many Labour
activists, has been brought to a head
by the threat that Blair will drag Britain
into a war with Iraq at the behest of
George Bush, with little or no debate
in parliament or government.

And she qyotes a nameless minister
warning that “People think we area
load of shysters.”

Mowlam’s criticisms follow strong
words from other former ministers
including Glenda Jackson and Frank
Dobson, and growing evidence of
unease among Labour’s backbenchers
at the way Blair’s reactionary politics
are alienating the party’s traditional
supporters.

The recent alliance between Blair
and ltaly’s hard-line, right wing pre-
mier Berlusconi on deregulation and
privatisation within the EU, produced
an angry outburst even from the nor-
mally docile TUC leader John Monks,

who branded it “bloody stupid™.

But the first few months of 2002
have seen a succession of events and
policy decisions which confirm that
New Labour, lacking any principles or
policies of its own, is increasingly fol-
lowing the lead of big business.

At the beginning of March Blair
chose to appear alongside a privatised
rail company boss to launch a 30-page
glossy pamphlet entitled “Reforming
our Public Services”, which served
mainly to demand even more “flexibil-
ity” from pubf@®sector workers, and
insist that public services should be
subject to more competition and inva-
sion from private sector providers.

Even while union leaders denounced
this new declaration of war on public
service workers, Blair got up to make
a speech supposedly to settle growing
doubts of Labour activists: instead he
presented a vacuous series of waffling
assertions that effectively reaffirmed
New Labour’s total lack of guiding
principles.

“There is a clear road map to our
destination but sometimes it can seem

“as if it were a mere technocratic exer-

cise, well or less well managed, but
with no overriding purpose to it,” he
burbled.

Indeed frustration is often as much
over Labour’s complete inability to

- government’s blink-

manage or deliver on promised poli-
cies as it is about its increasingly reac-
tionary political programme.

The complete dog’s breakfast that
has been made over reform of the
House of Lords, the failure to deliver
significant investment in public trans-
port, Stephen Byers’ legendary inabil-
ity to run even his own office, Estelle
Morris’s ability to antagonise not only
teachers but even
head teachers in
her pig-headed
refusal to face facts
on teacher short-
ages, the growing .
cash squeeze on
local councils, the
fiasco of Labour’s
efforts to force in
elected mayors ...
the catalogue of
incompetence
grows alongside the

ered commitment
to PPP on the tube,
PFl in education and
schools, and com-
petition in the post
office.

Add to this Blair’s
uncompromisingly
reactionary foreign

Anti-war protest in London, March 2

detained without trial or any appar-

ent evidence of wrong-doing under

this draconian legislation, and kept
under top security conditions.

India, too, has responded, using

its own “Terrorist” problem in
Kashmir as the pretext for an inter-
nal crackdown with new draconian

anti-terrorist laws.
As a result of all this US imperial-
ism is stronger that ever before in

- military and political terms, having

gained a new hegemony in central
Asia and greater influence over
Russia and China. There has been a
fundamental strategic shift in
Russian foreign policy towards the

USA, with far reaching implica-

tions for the West. — even though

Russia is on the hit list for nuclear

strikes.

he danger of an open-
ended war, in which the
most barbaric weapons
of mass destruction are
used by the world’s
dominant imperialist nation in pur-
suit of a fraudulent war against
“terrorism” has never been greater.

Labour back-benchers remain

muted in their opposition, possibly

still incredulous that their party
and its leader could be so totally
craven in support of a vicious war
for global domination by the USA —
or possibly still hedging their bets,
hoping that they can avoid a con-
frontation with the Millbank
machine, and keep open their

hopes of a ministerial appointment.

But anyone concerned about the
future of the planet should react
with anger and horror at the US
plans to bombard defenceless,
dependent nations with nuclear
radiation. Anyone committed to
defending the rights of the
oppressed should be joining the
protests at the brutality of the
Israeli forces, wielding the full force
of a terrorist state to crush any aspi-
ration of the Palestinians for the
liberation of their occupled home-
land.

A new US war on Iraq aimed at
ousting Saddam Hussein and
replacing his dictatorship with a
dictatorial regime more amenable
to Washington will escalate the

- slaughter of innocents that has fol-

lowed September 11.

Already far more Afghan civilians
have died in US bombings than the
death toll in the Twin Towers and
Washington on that day. But a war
against Iraq brings the certainty of
a far larger death toll, even without
the threat of a US nuclear strike.

The Bush-Blair war drive has to
be opposed by anyone committed to
notions of democracy or to the
working class.

Those who fail to stand up and
fight it before the onslaught begins
are likely to be discredited and
unable to resist the war fever once
the bombs and missiles start land-
ing on innocent civilians. |

policy, and his party’s willingness
to take cash and provide favours
to a long line of unsavoury busi-
ness figures, its control freakery
and its arrogant disregard for the
views of its members and supporters,
and you have a recipe for an increas-
ingly dysfunctional government.

The coming local elections will offer
socialists in many areas another

Square.

Blairusconi? Fudge Tony by his friends

opportunity to test out the extent to
which Labour’s base support is not
just alienated but actively looking for
alternatives. The chances for Socialist
Alliance candidates improve with each
day of government failure.

CND March and Rally - London

Don’t Start Wars!
MARCH 30

@ No to attacks on lraq -

@ No to George W Bush’s war drive -

@ No to US “Star Wars”

@ No to US bases in Britain -

@ No to Britain’s Trident nuclear weapons.
Supported by Stop the War Coalition.

Assemble 12 noon, Hyde Park.
March to rally in Trafalgar
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Gordon Morgan

The 4th Annual
Conference of the Scottish
Socialist Party at the begin-
ning of March was com-
pletely unlike previous con-
ferences of the SSP. It was the
first delegate conference, all
previous conferences having
been all-member affairs.

As anticipated, this actually
increased the attendance,
from around 200 last year to
400 this year. The operation
of a pooled fare for the first
time ensured delegates
attended from a wide geo-
graphical area.

This was also the first con-
ference since the SWP joined
the SSP. The structure and
time-tabling was clearly a
surprise to many of them.
Issues such as the war, which
many of them expected to be
key debates at conference
proved non-controversial
and resolutions were passed
without dissent in minimal
time. :

This was not a rally style
conference, rather a decision
making conference.

The key note of conference

Campbell
McGregor

Arguably the most surprising
development at the recent SSP

- conference was the decision

on Palestine. At last year’s SSP
conference, there was a seri-
ous debate on Palestine. |
moved a motion which was
agreed but in heavily amended
form.

Many activists in the SSP have
the political background of
Militant, which traditionally had
very bad positions on Palestine;
effectively neutral in the con-
flict between the Israelis and
Palesfinians. |

Oddly, despite the fact that
the ex-Militant forces in
Scotland had recently split
between the ISM and CWI loy-
alists, on this issue the two ex-
Militant groups had basically
the same position. They had
both shifted to some extent, in
that they now supported the
struggle of the Palestinians tak-
ing place in the West Bank and
Gaza, and opposed the Oslo
Agreement.

However, they had not
thought through their theoreti-

3.
L

5.
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(Above) Catriona Grant, SSP
co-chair, who moved the
women’s network motion.

(Right) Tommy Sheridan

was preparing for the 2003
elections to thg Scottish
Parliament. Whilst our poll
standing ensures that the
SSP will retain an MSP in

- Tommy Sheridan, the possi-

bility is open for us to take 4
seats and, with an opinion
shift, up to 8 seats.

On a proportional voting
system the SSP would gain 8
seats out of 129 on its current
poll ratings: however, even to
gain 2 under the actual vot-
ing system will be an

llPalestine
jsurprise for the SSP

cal positions. They were still
calling for a 2-state solution, “a
socialist Palestine alongside a
socialist Israel”, and opposed
describing Israel as a “settler .
state”. |
They seemed to think the
problems with Israel and
Zionism only started with the
occupation of the West Bank
and Gaza Strip during the Six
Day War in 1967. |
This year’s conference
debated a motion from the
North-East Fife branch (with
some amendments accepted)

“election.

achievement.

By far and away the most
heated debate at conference
related to the mechanism for
choosing candidates for the
most winnable seats in the

At the 1999 election, no one

expected to win any seat

other than Glasgow, and even
there it was only won by
1,000 votes. As I recall there
was no vote or amendment to
the slates for candidates,
indeed several people were
press-ganged into appearing
on the lists. |

In 2003 there 1s the likeli-
hood of further successes,
and a furious debate arose
over how we ensure 50% of

those elected are women.

When actual names are sug-
gested, there seems little dis-
sent as to which women
should head lists and there
may have been less contro-
versy had a slate emerged as
in 1999.
A democratic mechanism
had been proposed by the
SSP women’s network and
backed by the Executive.
Objections had arisen -
supposedly over the method

ICY —

which took an unambiguously
pro-Palestinian and anti-Zionist
position, calling for “a secular
Palestinian state in which all
peoples regardless of religion
have equal rights”.

It condemned “the violence
inflicted by the terrorist state
of Israel on the Palestinians”,
called for an end to the Israeli
law of return and for the right
to return of Palestinian
refugees, funding of places for
Palestinian students at Scottish
universities by the Scottish
Parliament, condemned
Zionism as a racist ideology
while also condemning anti-
Semitism, and supported the

- Palestine Solidarity Campaign.

Although it was pointed out
by the chair and some speakers
against the motion that this
would overturn the policy
adopted last year, conference
passed the motion, not over-
whelmingly, but clearly enough
without a count.

| spoke in favour, arguing that

to accept the legitimacy of

Zionism was to accept the
legitimacy of ethnic cleansing as
a solution to ethnic and
national conflicts, which was

- seemed
~some contribu-

- were more fun-

one argued

sud, B
though 1t
from

tions that the
disagreements

damental. No

explicitly that
they were
opposed to 50-
50 but some
speakers both at
conference and
in local
branches were
extremely dis-
paraging of the
idea that there
should be any
form of positive
action to ensure
this  actually
happened.

Unfortunately * . #.4
of the four

hours devoted to the topic,
one hour related to wrangles
about the voting procedure.
In our view the wrong mech-
anism was agreed. The cur-
rent standing orders need to
be improved to ensure that

such problems don’t take

a

the thin end of a very thick

~ wedge in relation to conflicts in
a number of parts of the world.

Some speakers against the
motion had pointed out that
there was an Israeli working
class, | said that here in
Scotland we had taken up the

Chhokar case even though this

might offend sections of the
white working class; we should
not condone recent suicide
bombings, but we should not
equate the violence of the
oppressed with the violence of
the oppressor.

One speaker from a Jewish
background pointed to the
injustice where he wouid be
able to move to Israel, but
Palestinian refugees who came
from the place would not.

This policy shift was clearly
due to some extent to an influx
of new members inthe
Socialist Worker Platform. | am

not sure if they were originally

behind the motion, but a num-
ber spoke for it.

Activists in the SSP and
Palestine Solidarity Campaign
should ensure that this victory
is properly built on over the
coming year.

exchanges.

In the end the original
women’s network motion,
improved by amendments,
was narrowly passed on a
card vote.

Although this was the right
outcome, many delegates
were seriously unhappy
about the way the debate was
conducted and indeed the
time 1t took.

Many delegates with long
experience in the women’s
movement abstained.

It also became clear that
large parts of the SSP had
heard little of the debate
before arriving at conference.
This highlights a weakness
in the internal discussions
within the SSP and in the
roles of its regional organis-
ers, that should be addressed
at a special conference to be
held in June.

A further procedural debate

took place over whether we
should decide our line on the
Euro at this conference or at
the June conference.
Although the majority of
conferegge seems likely to
back a Vote No posttion, con-
ference time-tabling meant
that if the Euro was dis-
cussed Palestine could not
be. Conference narrowly
voted to postpone a decision
to June. | |

On Palestine, last year’s
decision to back a 2 state
solution was reversed, and
the SSP now supports a uni-
fied secular Palestine. It 1s
clear that on this issue the
SWP presence made a differ-
ence to the outcome. A
motion to drop the party’s
description of Cuba as social-
ist was lost.

This year was the first
attempt at running the con-

ference with the help
of a conference
arrangements com-
mittee. This was a
mixed blessing.

- Before the confer-
ence motions had
been composited, and
all delegates received
a booklet setting out
all motions and
amendments. The
organisation of speak-
ers and debates went
smoothly, and most of
the time delegates
were clear what was
happening.

However, the stand-
ing orders adopted for
conference didn’t
allow for effective
challenge to procedu-
ral rulings, which
caused bad feelings
‘on more than one
occasion during the
weekend.

The overall style of confer-
ence was not unlike a trade
union conference, which
may have been off-putting
for some less experienced
members.

It is clear that an improved
set of standing orders are
required for next time.

The pre-planning did, how-
ever, allow the conference to
complete its business on
time. Full debate took place
on the issues being consid-
ered and overall the priori-
taisation of the agenda
reflected the wishes of dele-
gates. |

The party had been consid-
ering other internal changes
that were agreed by confer-
ence, although they had pro-
voked dissent when first sug-
gested. Amongst these was
the decision to centralise
membership administration
and finances, taking on more
full time staff including part-
time National Secretary and
treasurer and launching an
appeal for increases in dues.

Overall the conference
showed that the SSP is capa-
ble of holding well-struc-
tured debates on issues of
deep controversy and reach-
ing democratic decisions that
enable it to go forward more
or less united.

The party has grown by
50% over the last year and it
is clear that the informal
approach to internal discus-
sion 1s 1nadequate.

A working group is looking
at mechanisms of improving
party democracy. The June
conference should put these
changes into effect and allow
the SSP to present itself as an
even more democratic social-
ist party in 2003.




Alan Thornett

Over 1,000 trade unionists
attended the  Socialist
Alliance trade union confer-
ence on Saturday March 16,
making it the most signifi-
cant meeting of trade union
activists for many years.

The conference came at
exactly the right time to be
able to address the linked
issues of the fight democra-
tise the trade union political
fund and the struggle against
the privatisation agenda of
Blair’s second term. The
conference was also able to
link up with current strikes
and disputes over pay and
other questions.

The first session was
chaired by Christine Blower
— ex-president of the NUT -
who pointed to the one day
strike and huge demonstra-
tion of London teachers
which had taken place two
days earlier on March 14 as
an important part of the
back-drop to the conference.

The debate on the political
fund was opened by Matt
Wrack, FBU member and
author of the Socialist
Alliance pamphlet on the
political fund (see below).

He argued that the time
had come to end the situa-

tion where the unions were

paying large sums of money

‘to the Labour Party which in

government was pursuing a
privatisation agenda against
the very unions donating the
money. |

He was not calling for dis-
affiliation but for the
democratisation of the polit-
ical funds with trade union
members having the right to
decide how their own money
was spent. This theme was
emphasised by the slogan
behind the platform which
asked: “Whose money 1is it
anyway?”

Greg Tucker spoke on the
disputes on rail and refuted
the idea that Railtrack was
the subject of any kind of
renationalisation, since the
profits were simply being
passed on to the operating
companies. On the political
fund, he stressed that the
democratisation and diversi-
fication of the fund did not
mean that we are in favour of
giving money to the Tories
or the’Lib Dems, as was

being reported in some quar-

ters.

The Tories had called for
strikes to be banned on rail
and the Lib Dems had called
for the ending of all immuni-
ties and a return the condi-
tions before the 1906 Taff
Vale judgement.

Yunus Bakhsh, from the
IINISON executive pointed
to the alliance taking place at

SA Conference

Conference
boosts debate
over union
olitical funds

Mark Serwotka

the European summit in
Barcelona (as the conference
was 1in sesswn) ‘between
Blair, Berlusconi, and the
Spanish right-wing Prime
Minister Anzar to attack
workers  rights  across
Europe. "

How, he asked, can we give
money to the Labour Party
when Blair i1s now the leader
of the European right against
the trade unions and in
alliance with people with fas-
cists in thetr government?

After discussion from the
floor the conference broke
up into 10 sector/union
workshops: Rail, Education,
Media, FBU, GMB, PCS,
T&G, UNISON, banking
and AMICUS. There was no
CWU workshop, despite a
high number of registra-
tions, since CWU members
had gone onto the demon-
stration called against the
deregulation of the post
office at short notice and at
the same time as the confer-
ence.

Discussions in the work-
shops centred on how to pur-
sue the conference’s themes
in the individual unions
(and at their own confer-
ences) and, in some cases,
how to maintain co-ordina-
tion between SA members
within the union.

At the start of the second
session on privatisation a
large delegation of postal
workers arrived from the
demonstration. They were
given a huge welcome as they
entered the hall.

The second session was
opened by guest speaker
Luctano Muhlbauer from
Rifondazione Comunista.
Luciano is also a member of
the independent union S. in
COBAS and of Bandiera
Rossa, the Italian section of
the Fourth International.

He talked about opposition
in Jraly o0 both neo-liberal

globalisation and the war.
These two strands had
merged into a powerful
movement since Genoa and
the bombing of Afghanistan.
He urged the conference to
ensure that their would be a
big participation from
Britain in the European
Social Forum which will be
held in Italy in the autumn.
He was followed by a repre-
sentative of the Dudley
Hospital strikers who argued
that whilst the strike had not
in the end been successful it
had been a beacon of strug-
gle against privatisation and
had therefore played an

Whose money is it,
anyway?

This pamphlet, written by Matt
Wrack for the Socialist Alliance
is a vital tool for all trade union-
ists as the debate on the politi-
cal fund opens up in the unions.
As CWU General Secretary
addresses the Green Party
Conference, and GMB'’s John
Edmonds says he will give
money to the Tories or the Lib
Dems if they back the union’s
policies, both the SA trade

“union conference and this pam-

phlet could not have been
more timely.

Wrack charts the miserable
record of new Labour, elected
to government by thousands of
trade unionists desperate for
change after the long night of
Tory rule, highlighting Byers’
recent description of public
sector workers defending jobs
and services as “wreckers”.

As he argues “over the past
decade, the Labour Party has

/

important role.

Richie Venton, a guest
speaker from the Scottish
Socialist Party, reported on
the campaign against privati-
sation in Scotland. On the
political fund, he said that
whilst he agreed that 1n
England and Wales it was
right to «call for the
democratisation of the fund,
in Scotland the SSP was 1n a
position to present itself as
an alternative to new Labour
and therefore to call for the
break to be made.

Mark Serwotka, the new
general secretary of the PCS,
made an outstanding speech
to the conference. He
reminded people that Blair
and new Labour had taken
privatisation into areas
where the Tories had feared
to tread.

He again pointed to the

alliance between Blair and
Berlusconi and went on to
note that this had even
prompted John Monks to
call Blair “bloody stupid”.

Several - postal workers
spoke in the debate stressing
the strength of feeling
amongst the membership of
the union and the need to
turn that strength of feeling
into action against the dereg-
ulation agenda.

In similar vein, Gill Lee
from Lewisham NUT spoke
of the speed with which the

increasingly stolen the initiative
from the Tories in courting and
granting privilege to big busi-
ness”. |

He takes us back to the cre-
ation of the Labour Party by
the unions at the beginning of
the last century, and the history
of the political funds them-
selves — covering aspects of this
evolution that are not neces-
sarily familiar to those facing
the new debates in today’s
conditions.

His conclusion, with which
we completely agree, is that
we need to fight today to
democratise these funds, to
break Labour’s monopoly.

Organisations like the SSP
and the Socialist Alliance
“should have the right to argue
their case in front of union
members. Similarly Labour
should also have the right to
argue for support for their can-

debate and
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London teachers action had

gathered strength once the
decision for strike acuon had
been taken.

At her school it had been
difficult to get NUT mem-
bers to vote in the ballot, but
when the call came there
were 24 teachers on the
picket line out of 80 and
solid action. The mail deliv-
ery van turned away at the
request of the pickets.

Priyantha Wickramsinghe,
leader of the electricity
workers union in Sri Lanka
currently visiting Europe
added to the international
dimension by giving a
graphic description a strike
of 14,000 electricity workers
which he had led against the
privatisation of electricity
which had totally shut Sri
Lanka down for four days.

Wickramsinghe, a member
of the NSSPE Sri1 Lankan sec-
tion of the Fourth
International, said “There
was a total blackout.
Nothing functioned, trans-
port, water, toilets, comput-

ers, nothing. The strike was

ended by the use of the mili-
tary and the arrest of the
strike leaders™.

A weakness of the confer-
ence was the lack of women
speakers on the platform.
This had always been a prob-
lem, but the problem was
compounded by two adver-

didates and poli-
cies. Anyone who
has any respect
for the intelli-
gence of trade
union members
should be able
to support such
a-process. Lets
have the

allow democ-
racy to
work”.

The final
section of the pamphlet
is some frequently asked chal-
lenging questions about the
political fund, with suggested
answers.

These are extremely useful
because they pose challenges
from a variety of different polit-
ical positions — from those who
don’t think political funds
should exist at all, to those who

- aa

tised women speakers being
unable to attend at the last
minute.

However it was a highly
successful conference,
reflecting the current situa-

tion in the unions, and mak-

ing a real contributions to
the debates both on the
political fund and the strug-
gle against privatisation.

As the final speaker from
the floor Nick Wrack, from
the Socialist  Alliance
Executive, spoke about the
need to use the pamphlet, of
which 10,000 copies were
available at the conference,
to continue the debate at
every level in the unions.

In a powerful summing-up
speech Mark Serwotka said
that the excellent discussions
at the conference now had to
be turned into action — and
that meant in particular
ensuring that they are
reflected in this years trade
union conferences. |

He also said that the unions
had to mobilise on the
streets against privatisation.

He needed 100,000 people of

the streets against privatisa-
tion he said.

He had written to the
General Secretaries of every
union facing privatisation to
form an alliance and support
such a demonstration — he
was still waiting for their
replies.

think that
opening
up the
funds
would
mean giving
money to
the Tories.

This is a
valuable
resource —
every trade
unionist, every
socialist should
read it and use
it |
Get your bulk
copies now from Socialist
Alliance, Wickham House,
10 Cleveland Way, London
El 4TR by sending a cheque
made payable to Socialist
Alliance for £6 for 10 copies
~ or youcan pay by credit
card by ringing 020 779I
3138
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" ISG agrees on policies for
new world situation

battering the unions have
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The International . e

Socialist Group held its
national conference on
March 9-10. The key
change coming out of
the conference was the
decision that the ISG
should step up its
invoivement in the anti-
capitalist movement
and in Globalise =
Resistance and devote
more resources to

building itself amongst
young people.

This was a successful
and upbeat event.
Comrades drew on
their experiences in
the Socialist Alliance,
the Scottish Socialist
Party and the anti-war
movement to draw
conclusions about the
way forward both for
the left as a whole and
for the I1SG. -

The conference united
around a single
position on British
politics and the main
document was agreed
without dissent. There

were some substantive |

amendments put
forward which were
supported by a small
number of delegates.

The conference also
took debates on
ireland and on

- Palestine, on which we

will report in more
detail in the next issue.

Here we reproduce
the main line report to
the conference,
presented by Alan
Thornett

he world has
changed since
September 11th:
the world’s only
super-power 1s in
the hands of the Republican
right and is on the rampage —
facilitated by the Twin
Towers attack. The result is
an extremely dangerous
world. '
Phase One of the so-called
“war against terrorism” is
still going on, with not only
the continuing war in
Afghanistan, but also the
daily massacre of the
Palestinians by Sharon, with
Bush backing him to the
hilt. | |

Across the world, those
regimes that have supported -

the Bush/Blair war drive
have been given licence to
clamp down militarily on
their own opponents — Putin
for example has been given a
free hand 1n Chechnya.

The US has spread its own

......
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Shoulder to shoulder in the fight against global capitdiismﬁ Fourth International contingent on the march in Barcelona

military involvement, send-

‘ing troops to the Philippines,

Yemen, Colombia, and
Somalia.

All this 1s accompanied by
a massive expansion of the
US military budget by $48
billion and a situation where
Star wars 1s getting closer

We have seen a massive
attack on civil rights world
wide with the suspension of
the Geneva Convention and
the inhuman conditions in
Camp-X-ray. Sepigmber 11
has brought in its wake new
attacks on asylum seekers
and increased racism, partic-
ularly directed against peo-
ple presumed to be Arabs.

Across the EU there has
been a tightening up of inter-
nal controls combined with a
huge escalation of security
services: CIA, FBI, MI6 and
in Britain the introduction
of 1mprisonment without
trial in Britain.

In the wake of all that came

-Bush’s axis of evil speech

directed at: Iran, North
Korea and Iraq. What has
become absolutely clear
since that speech is that the
US government is preparing
for an all-out i1nvasion of
Iraq. |

Such an invasion repre-
sents a qualitative escalation
of the imperialist war drive -
this 1s far more than just the
next step of Phase One.

This time there 1s no pre-
tence: just unfinished busi-
ness and US strategic inter-
ests 1n the region.

The Stratfor think tank
claims that a decision has
already been made to use
nuclear weapons in Iraq if
necessary. It claims that
whatever concessions are

offered by Iragq will be

rejected.

When the invasion of Iraq
takes places, the coalition
that came together over the
war in Afghanistan will shat-
ter — but Bush doesn’t seem
to be worried about this. He
has his lieutenant Blair — and

that alliance will be the basis

for this new war.

Fortunately  there s
another side to the picture —
the fight back.

Socialism on the web:

We have seen the rise of an
important anti-war move-
ment in Britain and other
countries. Even today, when
the continuing was in
Afghanistan gets little cover-
age, this movement is still

“mobilised as witnessed by

the demonstration on March
30?

Nor has the anti-globalisa-
tion movement been demo-
bilised —~ one of Bush and
Blair’s prime objectives In
the aftermath of September
11. - Anti-globalisation
protestors have been central
to the anti-war moblisations.

The demonstrations: 1

Brussels at the EU summit
last December were big and
Porto Alegre Mark 2 was
double the size of last years
event.

Of course the situation has
been more difficult in the
US, but even the New York
demonstration at the time of
Porto Alegre showed that the
movement remains
unbowed. |

In addition of course, there
is a revolutionary situation
in Argentina

These developments will
shape politics over the next
year or so. There is already a
radicalisation taking place
around world politics, once
Iraq i1s invaded this will esca-
late rapidly — particularly
amongst young people. This
is why 1t 1s so important that
we have a youth initiative

- out of this conference - this

could hardly be more impor-
tant. |

In Britain the political situ-
ation remains dominated by
the new Labour project -
which continues unabated.
The relationship of new
Labour to big business deep-
ens all the time. Blair
remains at the forefront of
the neo-liberal agenda.

The situation inside the LP
has deteriorated further.
Though the support for the
early day motion opposing
action against Iraq 1s wel-
come, particularly in com-
parison t5 the size of the
revolt over Afghanistan,
given the enormity of what is

at stake, it remains extremely

weak. Blair has felt able to
support Bush without look-
ing over his shoulder very
much. | |

It 1s not just that the
Labour left has been weak-
ened - the Labour Party is
losing its traditional base as
we have seen at election after
election. There has been a
huge drop in LP member-
ship.

The LP is not yet a straight
capitalist party, but it 1s a
long way down that road

space 1S opening
to the left of
Labour - which
must be filled by
the left. This 1s an historic
opportunity that must not be
missed. The development of
the left in the next period
depends on it. The strategic
task is the building of an
alternative to Blairism

This means a broad forma-
tion to the left of Labour —
comprising those breaking
from the LP those newly

radicalising along with the

far-left organisations. The
Socialist Alliance in England
and the Scottish Socialist
Party are the organisations
today best placed to fill that
space.

It is remarkable what has
been achieved already by the
Socialist Alliance. We can see
the role it 1s playing in the
unions - in the debate over
political fund and the
response to the SA TU con-
ference. Our position 1s not
to for disaffiliation but for
democratisation.

Our objective is for the
Socialist Alliance to become
a new party of the left. For
us, this is the cructal discus-
sion i1nside the SA. The
Alliance cannot continue in
its current form indefinitely
— 1t should become a party

like the SSP or the Left

Block 1n Portugal.

Those models are approxi-
mate — because the political
and organisational situation

is different in each country -

but * they remain wuseful
analogies.
Some question whether

his means that a

this building of broad parties
is in the Trotskyist tradition.
Yes it is.

rotsky was flexi-
ble on organisa-
tional form; the
bottom line was
the building of a
revolutionary party in the
most effective way. He was
in favour of a Labour Party
in the US, of revolutionaries
working in the ILP, or being

inside in social democractic

parties if that was the best
way to win forces to revolu-
tionary ideas. He was in
favour of setting out to win
forces breaking from Social
Democracy.

Today we need a broad

party to fill the space to the

left of Labour. Central to this
is the evolution of the far-left
itself — and particularly,
given its size, the SWP.

The SWP decided to build
the Socialist Alliance two
years ago in the run up to of
the Greater London
Assembly elections. This
turn was based on their anal-
ysis of the political situation,
the opportunities that there
were for the left in that situa-
tion.

Today they oppose the idea
that the Socialist Alliance
should become a new party
of the left. We don’t know
whether they. will change
their mind on this. We have
discussed it with them, and
we will continue to do so.

We will continue to put for-
ward proposals like that of
the trade union conference,
which as well as advancing
the struggle can objectively
take the Alliance 1n this
direction.

- But we think that what i1s
most likely to convince them

the Alliance should become a
party i1s a change in the polit-
ical situation, which makes
the necessity of and opportu-
nity for such a development
much clearer.

The current industrial situ-

‘ation does not represent a

return to the levels of mili-
tancy of the 1970s, but it
does _represent something
important given the years of

Socialist Outlook: www.laburnet.org.uk/so
International Socialist Group: www.3bh.org.uk/ISG

been through. There is a new
radicalism ‘based on wages
and the fight against privati-
sation and victimisations.

Union members are voting
for leaders who are not tied
in the old way to new
Labour, not tied to social
partnership in the same way.

Given this analysis of the
political situation both inter-
nationally and in Britain,
what are the tasks of the ISG
over the next pertod?

These will obviously be
determined by political
developments — particularly
the invasion of Iraq. This
will lead to a growth of the
anti-war movement that will
dwarf what we have seen so
far. Building this movement
will be central for us, and we
will see a further massive
radicalisation amongst
young people.

We want to step up our
work 1n solidarity with the
Palestinians - desperately
needed 1n the current situa-

tion. The development of
‘anti-war movement means

that larger numbers of peo-
ple are becoming aware of
the issues in their struggle.

Our overarching project
remains the  Socialist
Alliance. We support the
idea that the Alliance should
organise an event around
world politics in the autumn
— an event that we build
heavily amongst young peo-
ple.

also want to
step up our
involvement
in the anti-
capitalist
movement, and within that
in Globalise Resistance. We
want to mobilise for the
demonstrations taking place
during the current Spanish
Presidency of the European
Union, and to build for the
European Social Forum to be
held in Italy in the autumn.

The fall out from
September 11 has resulted in
increased attacks on asylum
seekers. We welcome the
calling of the conference in
Manchester 1n March 23 by a
number of anti-racist and
pro-asylum seeker groups
and will work to ensure that
it 1s a success and that
stronger co-ordination of
iniatives results from it.

All these developments
underline the importance of
our determination to build
amongst youth. The condi-
tions to do so are better than
they have been for a long
time. - ,

This is because of the deep-
ening radicalisation of young
people. But it 1s also because
of the subjective determina-
tion of our organisation to
take our political ideas into
these movements, to learn
from them and to recruit
from them. .




‘asylum rights

The Conference to Defend
Asylum seekers in Manchester
‘on March 23 presents a wel-
come opportunity for different
organisations who have been
campaigning on this issue to get
together and co-ordinate and
strengthen their activity.
Organised by Barbed Wire
Britain, Campaign to Defend
Asylum Seekers (CDAS), the
National Coalition of Anti-
Deportation campaigns
(NCADC) and the National
Civil Rights Movement with the
backing of the Network of
Socialist Campaign Groups, the
day looks set to bring together
activists from all over the coun-

try who have been working in a

variety of different local cam-
paigns.

It is particularly positive that
the speakers at the conference
include a large number of asy-
lum seekers. The fight against
the deportation of individuals,
the fight to close particular (and
alt) immigration detention cen-
tres, and the more general fight
against all immigration laws are
strengthened enormously
when they are led by asylum
seekers and refugees them-
selves. |
- The developments at Yarls
Wood on February 14 which
yet again saw immigration pris-
oners rise up against the intol-

- erable treatment they receive
from both the state and Group
4 reminds us that this
resilience is something the
movement as a whole cannot
stress too much. |

The protests at Yarls Wood
and the massive fire that fol-
lowed were sparked by

attempts by security staff to
remove a elderly sick detainee
in handcuffs to hospital. The
detainee had been ill for three
days and other detainees felt

she should have been moved to
“hospital immediately.

As George Binette, secretary
of CDAS said “There was a

~ tragic inevitability to the fire,

but above all the Yarl’s Wood
events spell out how funda-
mentally wrong the whole pol-

_icy of arbitrary detention has

been.” This massive blaze
comes at a time when the
Home Secretary is seeking to
push through Parliament a
major extension of the deten-
tion regime. This will more
than double the number of asy-
lum applicants held in facilities
like Yarl’s Wood to some 4,000.
Emma Ginn of the Campaign
Against Arbitrary Detention at
Yarls Wood said, “The after-
math of last nights fire has really

- brought home the contempt

with which these people [the
detainees] have been treated.
The authorities have been far
more concerned with how
many asylum seekers might
have ‘escaped’, rather than
with the possibility of ftalities
or serious injuries among the
detainees. There was no
helpline set up for the families
and friends of detainees.
Partially clothed women and
children, including a two month
old baby, were left to stand
outside in sub zero tempera-
tures. We already knew that
some of these detainees were
in need of medical treatment.”

Home Office officials deliber-
ately ignored advice from

Home news

Bedfordshire Fire Service that
sprinklers should be fitted at
Yarls Wood Detention Centre.
Bedfordshire Fire and Rescue
Service Acting Deputy Chief
Fire Officer Clive Walsh said
the Yarl’s Wood centre had no
sprinklers. “We were asked for
our opinion at the end of 2000,
early 2001, and it was our
advice to have sprinklersin a
building of this type. Damage
so far has been estimated at
£35 million.”

The NCADC said “The
blame for what happened at
Yaris Wood lies squarely with
the Government. Their latest
Draconian proposals for asylum
seekers, unveiled in “Secure
Borders, Safe Haven”, will lead
to more incidents like these.

NCADC demands the imme-
diate closure of all detention
centres, a end to dispersal,
scrapping the vouchers today,
(not next autumn). To be blunt
only the complete repeal of all
the UK’s racist Immigration

laws, will prevent a repeat of
the events at Yarls Wood.”

The Campaign Against
Arbitrary Detention at Yarls
Wood and CDAS are calling for
a full public enquiry into the
events at Yarl's Wood.

- This was just the latest of a
series of continuing protests at

Yarls Wood Detention Centre

since it opened on |9
November. Detainees at
Europe’s largest detention cen-
tre - have been suffering puni-
tive conditions since the camp
opened. |

On December 10, just 3
weeks after the centre opened,
five Roma began refusing to

Stalingrad O’Neill
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eat. The hunger strike soon
broadened into a opposition to
detention itself. Since then
there have always been people
on hunger strike. One detainee
from Eastern Europe went
‘with out food for 34 days.

On January 18 nearly all the
detainees went on hunger
strike for 24 hours. One of the
main complaints was the hand-
cuffing of detainees being trans-
ported to hospital.

Nor have protests by immi-
gration detainees been con-
fined to Yarls Wood.
Everywhere that refugees have
been locked up and crimi-
nalised, they have tried to
organise and fightback- from
Campsfield Detention Centre
near Oxford to Rochester
prison in Kent.

We may not have seen a
“sans papiers” movement in
Britain like that in France, but
that certainly does not mean
that asylum seekers here and
not developing their own -
methods of struggle.

What it does mean is that
others involved in the move-
ment to defend asylum seekers
do have the responsibility to try
to allow the space for more

Duncan Cryer

Recent media coverage of the
“creationist” City Technol-
ogy college in Gateshead has
opened up a more general
debate on “faith” schools
and their impact on racial
and social segregation within
the state school system.

Some parents — and minis-
ters including Tony Blair —
believe that religious schoois
produce better results.

The selective nature of
many religious schools
appeals to some opponents of
comprehensive education as
a way of “maintaining stan-
dards”. Some non-Christian
(e.g Muslim) parents
demand non-Christian
“faith” schools to balance the
high number of Christian
run schools.

If it is true that religious
schools produce better
results, then this is mainly

often able to select more
affluent pupils. It 1s well
known that poverty is a key
obstacle to educational suc-
Cess.

There are approximately
26,000 state schools in
England, of which the
Church of England runs
roughlvy 4.700. The Roman
Catholic Church runs about
2,100.

Minority faiths run hardly
anv schools 1n companson.
An 1ncrease in religious
schools mav mean an even
greater polarisanon in these
figures and consequently an
increase 1n the control of the
Church of England over edu-
cation. rather than counter-
ing the inequalites in the
educatnon svstem.

Religious segregation i1n
education fosters hostility
and intolerance instead of

Estelle Morns

promoting mutual under-
standing and so increases
divisions 1n society.

In Scotdand and Northern
Ireland, the Protestant/
Catholic schooling divide
has contributed to recent
conflicts such as at Holy
Cross primary school, Belfast.

Many parents and educa-
tionalists want ethnically
mixed schools, are against
religious schools and are
supporters of true compre-
hensive education. As

Selective “faith” schools
undermine comprehensive
education S

due to the fact that they are |

Socialists, we should stand
with these people and
against the assaults on com-
prehensive schools by suc-
cessive governments. |

The increase of market

forces 1n education (via
league tables, increased
selection, performance

related pay based on exam
results etc) has resulted in
schools being negatively
labelled by crude examina-
tion results.

Coupled with open enrol-
ment, this has been a disaster
for many so-called “failing”
schools. Sink schools have
been created by government
initiative. o

Religious schools are not
the answer; they merely
encourage conflict between
different groups and lead to
the increased deprivation of
working class pupils of all

groups.
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developed forms of self-organi-
sation to be created.

Hopefully the Manchester
conference will be a step on
this road. "
Demonstrate at Yarls Wood
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Saturday March 30 12-1.30pm.
Protest in Bedford town centre
2.00-4.00pm Transport may be
available from Bedford to the
camp: contact Emma Ginn, -

07786 517379.

Glasgow stock
transfer: reject
government lies!

Gordon Morgan
The ballot on transferring
Glasgow’s housing stock from
the Council to a Housing
Association in hock to major
banks is underway and voting
closes in early April.

At the beginning of March a
tenant survey from the No
campaign and an independent
survey both concluded tenants
would overwhelmingly (80%)
vote No against the transfer if
the same resources were made
available to each option.

It was clear that most tenants
were confused and undecided
how to vote. Even those who
had decided to vote for the
transfer largely accepted that it
was privatisation and in a
majority of cases, felt coerced
by the council and the govern-
ment. |

Since the beginning of March
there has been a blizzard of
pro-transfer material issued to

tenants. A video has been sent -

to each house extolling its
virtues, hundreds of billboards
have been used to promote
the yes vote, special supple-
ments to free and paid press
have been produced. The cost
must run to millions.

- The underlying object of this
propaganda is to say to voters

“do what we say and vote yes
or else you will not get your

houses improved.” Because of
the appalling condition of their
houses many may succumb to
this pressure, however, they
will not like doing so.

A week after the ballot

started, it is unclear which way

the vote will go. The level of
subsidy being promised —
around £2,000 million —is
astronomical. The Vote no
campaign’s main contention is
that it would cost at least of
£500 million LESS if the council
retained the stock.

To the argument that the
money is not there we pose
the following scenario. Next

june, at the council and Scottish
Parliament elections. Labour
has said it has the money to do
up your houses. The money is
still there despite your No
Vote. Labour is now saying
they won't give it to you,
because you didn’t do what
they said. Labour is asking you
to vote for them. Get real -
the money will be made avail-
able whatever the vote.

Early indications are that
votes cast are equal for and
against. A large percentage of
those who have not yet voted
say they will vote No, however,
many feel it is a foregone con-
clusion. \

However | personally feel the
vote can still be won by the No
camp.

Even if the baliot is won for
them, it is clear that Labour will
not repeat this exercise.
Edinburgh has decided against
removing council tenure. The
cost of this ideology is now
been made clear to the Labour
establishment. Those voting
Yes under coercion may vote
against Labour next year.
Bankers, the real winners, do
not vote. '

The SNP has also come
under pressure. The Glasgow
Association of the SNP and 3
Glasgow MSPs support the No
vote. The SNP Housing
Spokesperson and vice
spokesperson have publicly
broken from policy and face
motions seeking their removal.

The only party consistently
opposing the transfer has been
the SSP, If the vote is No this
will send shivers through
Labour, and the SSP will cam-
paign for funds to be delivered
to the Council as if the vote
had been Yes — housing must
be improved. |

{f the vote is Yes, many peo- -
ple who felt pressured to vote

that way will react in next

year’s elections by voting SSP







