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2 HOME NEWS

Defend student grants —

fight tuition fees

Simon Deville

THE WHOLE strategy of the
National Union of Students’
leadership over the last few
years has been based on being
~‘realistic’ in terms of what stu-

dents can expect: i.e to accept
any whatever attacks the gov-
ernment decides to launch on
students.

The other strand of their strat-
egy has been to oppose any kind of
student demonstration, mobilisa-
tion or occupation. The only dem-
onstrations they have organised
have been essentially wrecking tac-
tics, when students have organised
demonstrations independently of
the NUS leadership.

NUS leadership argued that the
only way to influence political de-
‘bate was for them to have cosy
chats with Tory MPs.

Levels of Student Grants were
frozen, then cut, as loans were in-
creased in the early 1990s — by this
time the Labour leadership of
NUS had abandoned even token
demonstrations against cuts in
education.

Arguments that NUS needed to

be ‘realistic’ to have any influence,

have meant that NUS has been so
i'nﬂu"ential in defending the inter-

Terry conway

“THIS IS a sad and inhuman
story of my family. We are the
Ozbay family. in our country,
Turkey, we were subjected to
abuse and fled to Northern Cy-
prus.

“We are a Kurdish family and
in Cyprus the police and soldiers
beat my mother and father and
put them in prison. When they

took my mother, my brother was .

who only nine was crying too

much. The Turkish soldlers beat -

him on his legs.

“We finally managed to es-
cape to England. We have heen
here for three years and now the
Home Office want to send us
back to Cyprus. We have no
house, no money no fiends and
we are very afraid. Is It right to
treat people this way? Is it fair?

Please help us if you can, we are

desperate people.”

Al1 Ozbay, 15 year old
Kurdish refugee

| have been involved in anti-
deportation campaigning for
a very long time but | was
still moved to tears hearing
the testimony of three

young boys at a recent public

meeting in support of the
Ozbay family.

- They talked of how they and
their family were tortured, beaten
and abused by the Turkish police. It
was clear that remembering these
outrages was and is a painful pro-
cess.

ests of students that most are
forced to try to live on incomes far

below benefit levels. Many stu-

dents find they are expected to live

~ onacombined income of grantand

loan that doesn’t even cover their
rent.

As funding has lagged far be-
hind the increase in student num-
bers, it is often not possible to
borrow essential reading material

~ from libraries as less and less books
‘are available.

The right wing
logic of the ‘New So-
lutions’ grouping
who control NUS
has led them to op-
posing the idea that
students have aright
to education. In-
stead they have
called for a ‘Graduate Tax’, in
which students get individual
bills.

. Apparently, graduates are sup-
posed to all gain high paid jobs and

are therefore in a better positionto

pay for their education. Whilst this
may be true for NUS leaders, many
of whom find high paid jobs as La-
bour Party bureaucrats or MPs,
many working class graduates
leave to return to the dole or shitty,

\

10zbay family must
|be allowed to stay

The Ozbays are Alevi Kurds from
Turkey who were subject to brutal

persecution by the Turkish regime.
They fled to Northern Cyprus
thinking things would be better
there. Unfortunately the area is un-
der Turkish control and their night-
mare continued.

They fled to London 3 years ago
and have become settled here.
Now the Home Office is threaten-
ing to send them back to Northern

- Cyprus. |
~ The family is Huseym Hamm All

and Vedi (15 year-old twins) and
Semih who is twelve. When they
came to London none of them
sopke any English but now the boys
are confident enough to talk about

_their case in public and to translate

for their parents.
Hanim’s sister’s son was shot in
January 1995 and two years before

_her brother’s son was shot by Turk-

ish police. Hussein’s two nephews
were killed in 1992 and his brother
Hassan was so badly tortured that
he isunable to use his arm.

His sister was beaten with trun-
cheons several years ago and her
arm broken. The arm then turned
gangrenous and had to be ampu-
tated. Their only crime is that they
are Kurds.

-Hanim stated “The police and
the gendarmerie in Turkey were
persecuting us. They took my hus-
band away for |15-20 days and they

- used to throw him back, his face

and his feet would be swollen from
beatings.

“I've been tortured a ot too.
The same torture went on in Cy-
prus. The police would come and
take my husband away all the time. |

-~ both to win the campaigns

- 0171 263 2380

low paid casualised jobs.

The Labour government has
gone even further than the Tories
or the Dearing commission would
have dared over the funding of

~ education. Labour’s proposals are

to abolish grants altogether and re-
place them entirely with loans—on
top of which students are expected
to pay £1,000 towards fees.
‘Those without wealthy parents

to help them are likely to be faced

CAMPAIGN FOR FREE EDUCATION

National Demonstration

Wednesday 26 NOVEMBER
12 noon, ULU, Malet Street, London W(l

with the option of going to univer-
sity and ending up £12,000 in debt
at the end of their course, with lit-
tle prospect of finding one of these
mythical high paid jobs.

Bizarrely, the Labour leader-
ship, Dearing and New Solutions
have all tried to sell their own vari-
ant of making individual students
pay for their education as promot-
ing access to Higher Education.

It is difficult to see precisely

would rather kill myself than go
‘back to those two places.”

But the Home Office have so
far remained unmoved. Local
MP Jeremy Corbyn hit the nail
on the head when he said that
he wished Jack Straw had heard
the boys speak - even he could
surely not have gone on arguing
that this is all an act.

The campaign has massive
support from the pupils and
teachers at their school who are
very worried about what will
happen if they have to go back
to Cyprus.

The campaign is opening the

‘eyes of many young people to
the brutal realities of British im-
migration rules. Calls at the
meeting for an end to all immi-
gration controls received warm
applause from an audience, most

" of whom were not at all regular
meeting-goers.

Anti-deportation campaigns
have often drawn in layers of
people that other political activ-
ity by passes. While their in-
volvement stems from their
relationship with those under
threat they are often open to
wider political debate.

The left needs to put more
resources into this area of work

which tell the story of so much
human misery and to be able to
talk to this broader audience.

Contact the campaign ¢/o
St Mary’s Church, Ashley
Rd, London NI19 3AD, Tel

Socialist Outlook

how the NUS leadership have been
able to get away with claiming to

represent the interests

- of students or how they
have remained in the
leadership of NUS.

now publicly opposed
tuition fees, and have
talked about organising
a national demonstra-
tion. This will be ex-
trcmely difficult given the role
they have played in undermining
and de-mobilising opposition to
attacks on students.

Their acceptance of a graduate
tax and the abolition of student
grants has paved the way for the
current proposals. Whatever their
reasons for opposing fees, the NUS
leadership should not be trusted in
any way to lead a fight in defence
of students.

Clearly, a new leadership must |

be built that is capable of leading a

fight to defend students” interests.

Currently the Campaign for Free
Education is the only national
campaign of any significance that
has tried to launch such afight, but
it has so far failed to reach the wide
layers of the student movement
that are needed.

The Campaign for Free Educa-

tion must actively see its role as

uniting the whole of the student

left, encouraging all sections to
play a role in its leadership in a
non-sectarian and democratic way.

All attacks on students have
been phased in, in a way designed

New Solutions have

| The rot began mth the mtroduction of loans - with st support'

to minimise resistance. The current
Labour proposals will not affect cur-
rent university students, but will be
phased in for all new students.

To try to overcome this the Cam-
paign for Free Education needs to
achieve active involvement and par-
ticipation by those affected by the
proposals — it must focus on organis-.
ing in the FE sector and amongst
secondary school students.

‘In order to buy off any opposition
to their plans, Labour have an-
nounced new funding for Higher
Education prior to Labour Party
conference. No one should be fooled
that such proposals will be any more
than a one-off that can be clawed
back once they have got new policies

through.

No way back

If grants are abolished there will
be little chance to bring them back,
and once tuition fees are introduced
néw proposals will not be about how
they are reduced: the tendency will
be to increase them.

We must fight for the idea that
education is a right and an essential
part of welfare provision, rather than
a service that individuals pay for.

If these changes are introduced it
will be a step towards bringing the
same Thatcherite logic into Further
Education, Schools, Hospitals,
Benefits and throughout the Wel-
fare state.

Everyone who wants to defend
free education and the welfare state
should support and actively build
the demonstration on 26 November.
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Torchlight March
30 years since

the 1967
Abortion Act

For a
Woman’s

right to

choose

Assemble
6.00pm

WEDNESDAY
OCTOBER 29
ULU, Malet St
London WCI

March to a rally af
Conway Haii, 1ed Lion
Square, Ho|bor'n
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TUC goes quietly as Labour leads off servile bureaucrats

Brighton

THIS YEAR’S Trade Union Congress
in Brighton saw few sparks of life. This is
no surprise to anyone. The TUC leader-
ship have for years been arguing that the
membership shouldn’t rock the boat but
put all their energy into the election of a
Labour government.

Tony Blair’s project of a New Labour
party has been made much easier by the ‘new
realism’ of the trade union leaders — which
preceded it by many years.

Indeed the last time TUC was an exciting
event was during the miners’ strike — it is
only really when there is one dominating and
controversial issue that it seems possible to
inject some life into the ritual of debate.

Now of course with Labour in office the
union bureaucrats are somewhat unhappy
that they are being offered so few crumbs
from the master’s table.

There will be moves on union recognition
in the spring - but not strong enough ones as
far as they are concerned. The TUC’s own
document ‘Rights at Work’ was however
brought out with little discussion at the base
of the movement.

While in some regards it is stronger than
the proposals from the Labour leadership, it
is by no means a full frontal challenge either
to the bosses or to Blair’s “Mlllbank Ten-
dency”.

The trade union bureaucrats will keep
their complaints against Labour’s proposals
low key and confined to cosy chats at Down-
ing Street — if they are invited back.

On other issues such as the anti- unlon

laws their voices are already muted. Not sur-
prising when the rubric under which Con-
gress was organised was’Partners for
Progress’.

The key “partners” they have in mind are
not the government but the employers. With
such a viewpoint, the lack of fight is only to
be expected.

Keeping the lid on

Whether — with a public sector pay freeze
looming, cuts in the welfare state and the
bosses squeezing every last drop out of their
workforce — they can keep a lid on the anger
of their members remains to be seen.

There is however little point in Baker’s
Union leader Joe Marino complaining that
the left is weak and disorganised at Congress.
Is he not part of this left?

With the balance of forces as it is in the
trade unions today an intervention based
mainly on an orientation to the Congress and
the bureaucracy would be even more empty
than in the days when the left’s electoral ma-
chine — mainly dominated by the Stalinists —

not rocked

..............
......................
..........................................
‘‘‘‘‘‘‘

D e A R LR R T DR R S e
o O s
. AR R

.....
PR
X

Cno O et ' %
; I
AR

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

was stronger. |
The task must be to build the Trade Union
Left Alliance as well as particular campaigns

in defence of workers taking industrial ac-

tion, against the anti-union laws, and on
broader issues such as fighting cuts in the
health service. Only on real foundations such
as this can an intervention into Congress be
seriously built.

Many trade union leaders are preparing to
ditch their unions’ policy on Labour Party
democracy and vote at the forthcoming La-

bour Conference for ‘Partnership into

Power’, and the associated rule changes.
This is short sighted even in terms of their

own interests, as it will make it much harder

for them to have any influence on party pol-
icy in the future.

Blair has already demonstrated very
clearly that they are certainly not at the top of
his list of confidantes, but the habits born of a
lifetime cooking up deals may lead to a ma-
jority giving away the mechanisms for a
stronger voice.

Every last nerve needs to be strained to en-
sure that the rule changes are not carried -
and that anyone who votes for them against
the policy of their organisation is brought to
account.
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British Airways staff defied managomant thraats to lake strike actmn

THE UNITED Kingdom is no
more. All socialists, wherever
they live or come from, should
celebrate the death blow dealt
by the Scottish and Weish
people to this imperlallst mon-
ster.

"The union has been responsi-
bie for death and destruction
both dcross the globe and
nearer to home. Now there is a
chance to build something dif-
ferent

Scotland’s double victory was
a foregone conclusion. Not even
the distraction of the royal fu-
‘neral worried confident activ-
Ists. For Wales a nall-biting
agony was yet to come hefore a
majority for the Assembly was

finally secured.

The difference was not sur-
prising for a number of reasons.
National consciousness was al-
ready higher in Scotland than in
Wales - but this should have

meant more was done to ensure |

a positive outcome in Wales. In
fact the reverse was true.
Scotiand was offered a Par-

liament with teeth — even if only
milk teeth — while the Welsh As-
sembly has far fewer powers. It
cannot make laws no raise
taxes. |

An opinion poll not long hef-

‘ore the referendum showed that

a comfortable majority of peo-
ple in Wales would have voted
for an Assembly with compara-

ble powers to that in Scotland.

Further the campaign in Scot-
land started long hefore the
election of a Labour government
on May 1. The formation of the
Constitutional Convention in
Scotland ensured that there was
wide debate ahout the principle
of self-government as well as its
particular form.

Near defeat
The ahsence of this process

- In Wales strengthened the hand
- of the No campaigners — apathy

and lack of information came
close to losing the vote.

It Is now vital to ensure there
Is no back-sliding on the part of
the Labour leadership. A major-

ity is a majority and the Assem-
bly in Wales must proceed as
well as the Scottish Parliament.

The No campaign has been
wound up and the rebel MPs
have conceded defeat. It would
be difficult for Blair to retreat
as he has staked a good deal on
the results. His plans for the
English regions rest on the
reuits in Scotland and Wales.
But we must be vigilant.

As Marxists we favour the
election of Constituent Assem-

blies for Scotland and Wales. By

this we mean elected hodies
that define their own powers
both legislative and economic
and are not subject to veto from
Westminster. What has heen

No tears for slaughtered monster

won so far clearly falls far short
of that, and will any event not
he established by ballot alone
but through the struggles of the
Welsh and Scottish workers.

Nevertheless we celebrate
the victories of the Yes cam-
paigns as a stepping stone in
that struggle. The votes in the
referenda were a symptom of
the relative decline of the impe-
rialist state.

The existence of these bodies

have the potential to further

deepen the political crisis of the

British state and act as a rally-
ing point for struggles. We will

campaign and organise to try to
ensure that they do fulfill that
role.
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Iiverpool dockers: “We
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However, the Liver-
pool Dockers are call-
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tion from the NEC, without hav-

over the last 30 years,

The long saga of merger be- planned to mark the
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tween the two biggest civil
service unions, CPSA and
PTC, has entered what may
be its final chapter.

" On Saturday, 13 September, both

_unions held special delegate confer-
ences which were the last chance
“for branch activists to debate the

proposed merger before an all-.
members’ ballot. -~ |
Instead of the wide-ranging de-
bate which could have been had
about the future of civil service
trade unionism, the proceedings
were relegated to, at best, symbolic
importance by the insistence of the

only one motion, proposed by
themselves. -

'CPSA’s motion was the more ab-
surd-of the two: “This conference

supports the concept of a democrati-

cally based merger with the PTC.”
Given the thoroughly undemo-

cratic nature of the proposed rule-

book, and his consistent disregard

for union democracy, this shows ei-

ther a grotesque sense of humour,
or a total detachment from reality,
on the part of General Secretary
Barry Reamsbottom.

Although the amalgamation of the
two unions could, potentially, create
a formidable fighting force in the
civil service, capable of organising
all-out strike action in defence of
jobs, pay and conditions, the pro-
posals currently on offer suggest a
very different scenario.

The proposed rule-book for the
new union (to be called PCS), rep-

resents an attempt by the right-wing
groupings currently running the two.

ynions to institutionalise their auto-

cratic style of leadership. Among the
proposals are that national confer-
ences and NEC elections should be

held not annually, as at present, but
biennially; and that only one of the
senior full-time officials should be
subject to election.

Furthermore, conference’s status
as the union’s governing body is to

be downgraded, with the NEC mak-

ing more frequent use of all-
members’ ballots to validate their

two National Executive Committees
(NEC:s) that each conference debate

ing had any discussion at branch
level.

All of this is in outright defi-
ance of conference policy. Mo-
tions passed at both unions’
1996 conferences spelit out a de-
tailed list of democratic safe-

guards. intended to provide the

framework of the new constitu-
tion. o
Instead of negotiating for
merger on this basis, and bring-
ing the results to conference for
agreement, the NECs drew up a
rule-book on their own terms
and suddenly presented it to
members for an unnecessary and
meaningless postal ballot in Janu-

The misleading information
given to members heiped to en-
sure that the vote went the
NECs’ way, and they then used
this ‘mandate’ to brush aside the
inevitable censure motions
passed at the 1997 conferences.

The CPSA leadership even
carried out a second, equally
meaningless, ballot in july, to
give them further ammunition
for the special conference.

Activists at both conferences
voted overwhelmingly against
the NECs’ motions, but they
have nevertheless pressed ahead
with the final, legally obligatory
members’ ballot, without chang-
ing one word of their proposed
rule-book.

The Left in both unions now
face a real challenge: to counter
the NECs' propaganda and de-
liver a ‘no’ vote. To do this,
they will need to convince many
sceptical members that the left-
right political divisions over the
constitution are relevant to the
battles to improve their pay and
conditions. and safeguard their
jobs.

In the longer term, they need
to prove the point by practical
example, providing the fighting
leadership that civil service trade
unionists need to reverse the at-
tacks inflicted upon them over
the last eighteen years.

beginning of the third g

“year of the Liverpool

Dockers strike.

$0: You are now coming up to

" the second anniversary of the

dispute. How are the dockers
responding? |

JN: We have the same resil-
ience as we did two years
ago — even though it has
been very difficult.

All 500 dockers have stayed with
the dispute except two that died,
one of them died on the picket line
of a heart attack.

This shows the tremendous de-

‘termination that we have to win

our full reinstatement. We only re-
ceived £50 per week on average
through donations to the strike
fund and this has put an enormous

~ strain on us and our families.

Bj: The men and women
have developed politically
especially about interna-
tional politics.

We get the strength to continue
because of the international solidar-
ity — we must repay the commit-
ment of workers who have
supported us by continuing the dis-
pute until we win.

$0: What level of support have

yo

the Transport and General
Workers Union (TGWU) during
the dispute?

JN: To put it bluntly, zero.
However, at the TGWU Bi-
ennial Conference in July, 9
motions were put forward to
support us.

The Executive issued their own
statement on the need “to preserve
the fabric of the union and operate
within the constraints of the law”
and put this to the vote without de-
bating the 9 motions.

There was a clear show of hands
voting it down. Many delegates re-
fused to sit down and demanded a

card vote. The chair lost control of
the conference for several minutes
and then decided to call for a card
vote the next morning. o

The next day the Executive lost -

the vote by 283 to 182. The 9 mo-
tions were then debated and were
all passed. The TGWU leadership
are now committed to support our
dispute. It was a tremendous vic-
tory. We are now waiting for the
Executive to meet with us and to
discuss the swift conclusion of the
dispute. | |

BJ: The TGWU leadership
have been a disgrace to
trade unionism. They ha-

‘ven’t even set up a strike

fund for us in the union -
we’ve had to set up our own.

What we need is concrete sup-
port. The TGWU should be using

~ its sponsored Labour MPs to raise

the issue of our dispute in parlia-
ment to resolve it. They haven't
even helped us to build the interna-
tional support, we've had todo it
all ourselves.

SO: Has the election of the La-

bour government in May
helped in any way?

JN: No. In fact they have
probably hindered us with
false promises.

The North West Regional La-
bour Party said they would organise
a meeting of all the local Labour
MPs to meet us — some time in the
New Year — so they're not really

serious. There were rumours that

$0: What type of demands
shoaid the movement put on
the Labour government to sup-
port your dispute and to pro-
tect trade unions?

HH: It’s very difficult, as
Blair made it quite clear at

‘where we've seen 3
~ decades of public fi-
nance and private
abuse.
The most important issue for trade
unions in Britain is to demand the re-

~ peal of ali the anti-union laws that

shackle the unions. We have the most
repressive and restrictive anti-union
laws in the western world — this is why
we've had great difficulty in gaining

solidarity action in this country. -

SO: The Liverpool Dockers
brought about the formation of
the first international dockers
shop stewards movement. How
has this progressed and why is
internationalism so important?

HH: The finance given to us by
touring various countries has
been a big boost — without

that, it would have been very

difficult to continue the dispute

for so long.
We've found that in all the ports we

have visited we’'ve found similar prob- .

lems of casualisation and privatisation.
Our dispute has brought dockers to-
gether internationally. We can now

discuss the problems we face and how

we can fight together against the multi-

national companies. The problems are
global and as there are 6 major port

“companies they need to be confronted

internationally as no one country can
win alone.

'$0: On \Septelmbe'r 8 the 3rd In-

ternational Dockers Day of Action
took place in support of the Liver-
pool Dockers. What level of sup-
port have you gained and is it
having ana effect on the Mersey
Deck and Harbour Company?

TT: The International Day of
Action exceeded all expecta-
tions and proved that Liverpool
has become a symbol of all

dockers who are determined to

resist the threats of casual la-
bour, mass sackings, and the
deregulation of our industry.
The port of Liverpool is stagnating
as there are now 24 per cent less ships
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sailing into the port than there
were 2 years ago.

The international support has
been tremendous. Ports in over 30
countries took part in actions rang-
ing from 24 hour strikes to boy-
cotting ships who deal with the
Port of Liverpool.

The countries include Canada,
East and West Coast of America,
Mexico, Brazil, South Africa, India,
Japan, New Zealand, Australia,
Sweden, Denmark, Germany, Hol-
land, Belgium, France, Spain, Por-
tugal and Italy.

Other countries where there
are no ports held demonstrations
outside British Consuls and de-
manded that the new Labour gov-
ernment should successfully
resolve the dispute. Many of the
ports are continuing to boycott
shipping lines who use the Port of
Liverpool on a regular basis.

SO: Women on the Waterfront
have been an important devel-
opment. What role have they
played and how have they
helped the dispute?

HH: The Women on the
Waterfront (WOW) have
supported us in many ways.
They daily attend and take
an active role in picketing
the port.

They regularly go on delegation
work to raise finance, presently

they are touring in Denmark. Their

moral support has strengthened
the resolve of their sacked hus-
bands. This has greatly eased ten-
sions in the families and so far after
2 years not one family has broken
up.

Recently, Colonel Gadaffi pre-
sented the WOW with the Hu-

mane Merit Award — the same
award presented to Nelson Man-
dela 5 years ago. They received
$50,000 which has been put into
the strike fund. The WOW form

an integral element of our struggle.

SO: Finally, after 2 years In
struggle, are you any closer
today than you were 2 years
ago to gaining full reinstate-
ment?

No. We are still presently
continuing to pressurise and
hope there are going to be
more talks with the MDHC.
We have rejected offers of
reinstatement of 60 dockers
and bigger payoffs for the
rest.

What we want is a full reinstate-
ment of all the sacked dockers on
the same pay and conditions with
trade union recognition — nothing
less. We have fought for decades
for these conditions and we won'’t
accept anything less.

It is up to us to fight for future
generations and for our dignity as
human beings. Victory to the Liv-
erpool Dockers!

I.end

your
support!

MESSAGES of

support/corresponasros
financial donations
should be sent to: Bro.

Jim Davies, 19 Scorton
Road, Liverpool L6 4AS.

Please make cheques
payable to “Merseyside
Shop Stewards Appeal
Fund”.

Outlook

Two years of Liverpool

DOCKEIRS &

dockers fight for prlnc1ple

Greg Tucker

Two years after they
were dismissed for refus-
ing to cross a picket line,
Liverpool dockers con-
tinue their fight for rein-
statement. A successful
International Day of Ac-
tion has again caused mil-
lions of pounds of losses
for shipping companies
around the world.

Despite all forecasts, the
Dockers have stood firm.
Every Friday, their mass
meeting votes to continue
the action. Ballots have re-
jected offers of “redun-

dancy” money, though

increasing numbers of
dockers are losing their
homes as mortgage compa-
nies foreclose.

In partnership with
Women of the Waterfront,
their organisation of pick-
ets, marches and speaking
tours have served as a bea-

| con for a movement often
‘too ready to accept defeat.

The dockers’ support

for others in struggle such

as the Magnet and Hilling-

“don workers and for cam-

paigns such as the

EuroMarch has put the

trade union official leader-
ships to shame. |

Despite continued fi-
nancial supPort from
workers in Britain, the two
key players able to settle
this dispute refuse to
move.

The trade union leaderships
continue to cry that they cannot
take any action which might break
the law, and the Labour govern-
ment refuses to useitsinfluenceasa
major shareholder of the Mersey
Docks & Harbour. Company

(MDHC).

International
Solidarity

Despite frequent obstruction
from the ITF (International Trans-
port Workers Federation) an im-
pressive international dockers

movement has been built.

On September 8, the Maritime

Union of Australia defied govern-

ment threats to bring troops on to

‘the waterfront in the event of any

strike, with all major ports stop-

ping.

The International Longshore.
and Warehouse Union shut every
port on the West Coast of North
America. The Danish port of Arhus
shut for 24 hours and in Copenha-
gen, dockers walked out of their
canteen after hearing Micky and

Sylvia Tighe describe the Liver-

pool struggle.

Dockers at the Swedish ports of
Gothenburg, Stockholm, Malmo,
and Helsinborg stopped all ship-
ping to and from Liverpool and
Sheerness. There was also action
elsewhere in Europe, and in South

Africa, India and Japan.

Liverpool has become a symbol
for all dockers determined to resist
the threats of casual labour, mass
sackings, and the deregulation of

their industry.

Despite massaged profit returns
itis clear that these actions are seri-

ously affecting the Mersey Docks &
Harbour Company.

That they have been able to
maintain their stance is down to a
series of behind the scenes arrange-
ments in which the major share-
holder, the British government,
must be implicated.

Under the Tories this was hardly

a surprise, but after four months of

a Labour government the dockers
are entitled to ask why something
has not been done. |

T&G must be forced to

act

The failure of the TGWU and
TUC leaderships to openly back

the dockers is significant. At the
TUC the dockers were denied a

stall or even passes to enable them
to get onto the conference floor to
lobby for support. The TUC hid be-
hind the excuse that the TGWU
would not officially ask for such fa-
cilities. Bill Morris refused to ask,

saying “we are constrained by law”.
The TGWU has given the dock-
ers money -- though far less than

would have been made available in

an officially recognised dispute. In-
stead 1t has tried to promote a set-
tlement as an “honest broker”.

Their latest project has been to
arrange for a study of proposals for
a labour supply company. Confi-
dencein thestudy on the part of the
dockers was not high — given that
the company employed to do the
investigation was heavily imph-
cated as agents for the Mersey
Docks in the undervaluing of Med-
way dockers’ shares.

The overturning of the Execu-
tive statement at the TGWU Bien-

paign inside the union for a recall
Delegate Conference in order to
have the strike made official and
stop the crossing of picket lines by
union members driving lorries
and tugboats.

All goods coming through Liv-
erpool must be boycotted. To fight
for this there needs to be ameeting
of all supporters of the dockers’
stand inside the union.

Bill Morris claims he cannot
“jeopardise the fabric of the Union
in the interests of one section of its
members.” He must be forced to
realise that his inaction is an even
bigger threat to the future of the
union than any potential interven-
tion from the sequestrators.

Labour could solve

4 1| the dispute tomorrow

nial Conference was a triumph.
Nevertheless the conference was a
lost opportunity.

The dockers’ strategy of trying
to go round the TGWU bureauc-
racy has let the leadership off the
hook. Whilst the dockers have been
able to clearly expose the role that
Morris, Adams and co have played,
the bureaucrats have not felt threat-
ened enough to change that role.

It is time for a real fight inside
the TGWU. The dockers' leaders
have been frequently dismissive of
the TGWU’s semi-secret “Broad
Left”, and rightly so. But clearly
the left that does exist in the
TGWU must organise itself to go
beyond fund-raising, important as
that is, to place real demands for ac-
tion on the TGWU leadership.

Firstly TGWU members must
demand the implementation of
conference decision. If this does
not work then there must be a cam-

:‘E""'PUP U“"Y \Asserrible 1p m _
Dominion Road, Southall.

There are direct links between
MDHC and the new government.
Even after the reduction to 14 per
cent of the government's share-
holding as a result of the purchase
of the Medway Ports, the govern-
ment's interest still represents.a
‘golden’ share, giving special pow-
ers.

The new Labour government
should have made justice for the
sacked workers a priority. All we
have seen are vague promises from
Prescott of a meeting some tlme in
the future. L

Only 2 out of 560 Labour Party |

1 Conference resolutions ( Edin-

burgh East and City of Chester) -
call for government action to settle
the dockers’ dispute. But thisisno
reason not to target Conference, or

not to build a serious campaign to .

place the government in the spot-
light.

The trade union movement, and
the TGWU in particular, have
spent many millions getting La-
bour elected. Rank and file activ-
ists, Labour Party members or not,
should organise to make demands .
for action from their union's spon-
sored MPs. B

Above all, after 2 years, whatever
the tactical problems, the dockers’
resolve to fight on to victory is an
inspiration to the whole movement.
Raising funds has now to be linked
with a vigorous industrial and po-
litical campaign to force the Mersey
Docks and the government to set-
tle.

As the dockers themselves have
said, “The financial generosity of
people has been extraordinary. But
the b1g thing we need is solidarity

" action.”
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Gordon Morgan

SEPTEMBER 11, 1997 — asig-  busses

nificant date in the struggle to
liberate our beloved Scottish
homeland from the Saxon
yoke.

Certainly Wallace’s victory at
Stirling Bridge in 1297 1s so re-
membered. The victorious refer-
endum of 1997 which paves the

way for a new Scottish Parliament

has a less certain future.

‘We have been here before. In
1979 not only had we a Yes vote in
the referendum, we actually had an
Act of Parliament signed by the
Queen which specified the powers
of the Scottish Parliament and a
timetable to set it up. This time
round there 1s only a White Paper.
As we are wont to say “there’s
mony a slip twixt cup and lip”.

Despite the referendum being a
cowardly invention of Blair and
Mandelson which was rightly cas-
tigated by all parties in Scotland,
the actual result has been positive.

In 1979 51.6 per cent voted for a
parliament -
voted yes. In 1979 there was no
possibility of powers to vary in-
come tax - in 1997 64 per cent
voted in favour of such powers.

In 1979 the parliament was de- |

nied due to a wrecking clause de-
manding 40 per cent of the
electorate (not people voting) sup-
port the parliament, only 32.8 per

cent voted in favour. In 1997 there

was no such requirement.

However, even with an out of
date electoral register which effec- -
tively disenfranchised around 10
per cent of the electorate, 44.4 per

cent of those on the register voted
for a Parliament.

At least a third more Scots have - |

shown they favour a Parkament in -
1997 than in 1979. In part this re-
flects the bitterness of the demal of :

a Parliament in '79.
- Since '79 the Scots have been po-

litically oppressed Within the UK.
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in 1997 74.3 per cent

Thatclm s backmy was !inal kiss of death !or Ilo campa:gam |

The democratic deﬁcit which has
existed since at least 1712 began
once more to look like active con-

tempt towards the Scots in the
- 1980s.

The depth’ of anger ‘over

| Thatcher s decision to ‘tntroduce

the Poll Tax in Scotland one year

earlier than England cannot be

overestimated. -
Perhaps the sulgle most Stllpld
event duri®g the Referendum was

the No campaign’s decision to
bring Thatcher to Secotland 2 days
 before the vote. This served to re-

mind geople why- they wanted to

make their own laws: rather than
have them u'nposed from West-

miaster.
In 1979 .the SNP wluls; in thc

end calling for a_Yes vote, didn’t
‘campaign for the Assembly What
was on offer in 1979 was Devolu-
tion, a clearly subordinate body to
Westminster. What is described in -
~ the White Paper is a more substan-

tial bOdy — a Scottish Parliament.
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~ Work, Pensions, NHS,

At least 550, 000 SNP voters voted

Yes in 1997.

‘Labour also w‘as;spli_t in '79 -
Brian Wilson now a Scottish Of--
fice minister led the No campaign.

Whilst many in Scottish Labour

remain unionists, they realise a -
substantial part of the Party weuld

switch to SNP if Labour didn’t de- -
liver on its promises for a Parlia-

ment. Labour this time was united

behind the Yes campaign -- doubt-

ers reluctantly accepted that this

was the best defence of the union.

So Labour claim the Parlla-'

ment will at the one time exténd - - vy
'the service.

democracy, devolve power and de-

~fend the union while the SNP hail

it as a major step on the road to in-
dependence for Scotland. |

- These conflicting vxews 'Werc"ﬂ
subdued during the campaign -
when all parties within the Yes

campalgn were being careful not to

give negative 1mages Immediately

the results were in ritual denuncia-

......

R M,osx commentatou post-v
.. N referendum believe the Parliament

will mevxtably become the focus

- for polttxcs in Scotlapd, that ‘rising
stars’ will target Edinburgh rather
-than Westminster, inevitably pow-

ers will move to the Scottish Par-

.| liament at the expense of

Westminster ... that in effect the
SNP are right. <
~ Already evidence pomts to the

‘correctness of this analysis. Don-
“ald Dewar is openly tipped as Scot-

tish Premier, many other MPs
have declared their preference for
Edinburgh -- the jockeying for

- seats is on and will intensify.

The end of the United King-

N dom is in sight - broughtabout by

Blair, the most centralist politician
we have seén.
What thcn are the Powers
promlsed to the Parliament ? ~
- Like the Welsh Parliament, the
Scottish Parhament will have
power over the colonial office

budget (road Scottish Office and

Welsh Oﬁice) In Scotland’s case
- this amoun{s 1o £14 000009 000

per annuni. This is 5 times the
budget of the ex-Strathclyde.
Council. Unlike the Welsh Parlia-

meént, or Councils (even a Parish

Council to'which Blair likeaed its
sovereign pewers) — the Scottish
Parliament will be a legxslauve

body. It can make law.

'@ The heaith service will be
controiled ‘from Edinburgh - it
could abolrsh‘pnvaxe medicine, re-

_ propcrly fund_ ‘

&

@ The Scemsh Parlxament will

~_have total control over Education.

They could end student loans and
. properly fund grants. Independent
‘and grant aide
| abdhshed and Wmll :prowswn eX— |

sded schools eotﬁd be'

- tended

tions of SNP by Labour, led by

~ SATURDAY |
'OCTOBER I8

Opening Plenory with Tony

Benn MP, Sharon Allen, MSF
1 President, Mcmo Exall CWU

Executive — and WSN onnual
Workshops on Weltare to

European unemployment,
Education, Locdl
government/PFl, Student fees

Registration £5 waged/£2
unwaged from Welfare State
Network, c/o Camden
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ment everything will be under

“Scottish control -other thian -bor-
.rowmg consent. It could reorgan-

ise, add pewers, frée most fiscal

" constraints -- grant local tax-pow-

ers, facilitate new housmg, repan'
the cuts'in services. - |

L J Edmburgh will have unpor— :
tant ‘powers it respect of ecoriomic

Development and the environ-
“ment. It controls emer;mse Com-
" panies, trade, tourism, most
transport, water and sewerage.
Thxs could lead to = dependent of

- courseon pohnca] will - taxes on

car - use, restriction of pollution,
the take over of companies.

We could see an alteration in
busmess rates, changes incentives

for investment/export and the

regulation of planning te make
business accountable.

@ In the legal sphere there will
be control over the police, courts
and prisons as well as most crimi-
nal law. This could lead to a
change in sentencing policy ; a re-
duction in sentences, decriminal-
ising of some offenses, the release
of prisoners and an emphasis on
rehabilitation and integration
=1 socal MS

@ ¥ .= meg=-d tofood, forestry
Tl is’:;::z -he Scootush Parlia-
- @ ~3ve control subject to
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local taxes, create new taxes, abol-
ish some others. -

- These are a flavour for the pow-
ers which could be exercised by the
Parliament — they clearly could
have significant beneficial effects
for Scottish people if the parlia-
ment acts in the peoples interest.
This depends on the programme
and policies of the parties. The
Scottish Socialist Alliance (SSA)
has an extensive range of policies
which 1t will advocate the Parlia-
ment should adopt and which it
will demand other parties imple-
ment.

The UK and Blair have not re-
neged all power. The Bill has still
to be published and restrictions
could be made to restrict for exam-
ple the likelihood of those from left
groups being elected. Further-
more, the drafting of powers may
proscribe Acts seen as attacking
business. In the main thls is done
through reserved powers retained
by Westminster.

Westminster intends to retain
control over Foreign Policy; so
called National Defence - i.e.

troops will be available to suppress
restless natives including Scots.

UK ﬁscal economic and monetary
policy, company law, social secu-
rity policy and many others which

will be added will remain under.

the control of London.

- Conflicts
Although anything n0t hsted in

the Bill will be deemed to bein the

powers of the Scottish Parllamem,
there will be many conflicting is-

sues S{)me Of thcse arc already
Clear.

The White Paper proposes an

‘electoral scheme based on Parlia-
~mentary and European bounda-
ries. If these change the number of

members in Edinburgh would re-
duce.

~ Other than for the first elecuon ..
this formula must be changed to
ensure an adequate number of rep-

resentatives is maintained. If UK

income tax were reduced, the grant
to the Scottish parliament would
- fal] more than proportionately.

Demand for greater fiscal auton-
omy will grow.
- The major conflict will relate to

‘Europe. Essentially Blair wishes to

join the single currency and argue

- for UK Financial and business in-

terests in Europe. Having corpo-

-rate control of the state and leaving

* local issues to the Scots may frec‘
" his hand. |

Scots opposition- to the Euro-
pean Union is high and can only
grow. The SNP whilst supporting
the EU is demanding “a place at
the table”. |

They will not be satisfied with
some minor third party influence
on regional policy. Meanwhile the
Scottish Socialist Alliance and
other socialists will demand the
Scottish Parliament take the pow-
ers to oppose the Bosses’ Europe -
particularly during the coming
slump and austerity round.

September 11 was only the start,
the fight for liberation — of human-
ity including the Scots - will inten-
sify for the foreseeable future.

’ Edinburgh can alter income
:tax by 3p inthe pound. It can also
control business rate and change
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Wales: 1t’s
Yes by a

Whisker!

by Our Weish

Correspondent

ON SEPTEMBER 11 the Scot-
tish people voted, calmly and
overwhelmingly, for a Scottish
Parliament with significant
legislative and tax-varying
pOwers.

Thus ended nearly 300 years of
British constitutional history. On
September 18 the Welsh people,
with a great deal more trepidation,
narrowly voted for a Welsh Assem-
bly.

- Thisheralds the greatest change

in the governance of Wales since
its annexation to England in the
16th century. The British state
will never be the same again.

The decisive results in Scotland
can not be questioned. Support for
a Scottish Parliament is clearly the
settled will of the Scottish people.

The Welsh result is far more
contradictory and, taken superfi-
cially, would seem to beg more
questions than it answers. A more
detailed analysis shows some ex-
tremely important patterns in vot-
ing  and consequently
CONSCiousness.

The Welsh result is, in some
ways, the most remarkable of the
two, given that the 1979 Welsh ref-
erendum was lost by such a large
margin. Only 20 per cent of those
who voted were in favour at that
time, compared to 52 per cent in
Scotland. |

It was only the artlﬁcml barrier
that 40per cent of the electorate
had to vote Yes which prevented
Scottish devolution from proceed-
ing then.

It is clear from the voting pat-

terns that support for an Assembly
is very uneven in Wales. It is con-
centrated in the working class ar-
eas which suffered most under 18
years of Tory rule.

Contrary to the claims of No
campaigners, it is not simply lin-
guistically based, since predomi-
nantly English speaking valleys
and areas contributed as much to
the victory as did Welsh speaking
areas.

Indeed, Welsh speaking Ynys
Moén (Anglesey) only narrowly
voted in favour.

Working Class Vote

Large majorities in favour were

delivered in Labour's working

class heartlands. Neath and Port
Talbot voted 2 to 1 in favour,
Rhondda by a majority of 15,000
and Caerffili by a majority of 6,000.
The final result, which narrowly
clinched victory, came from Car-
marthen.

‘This includes important work-

ing class areas like Llanelli, the
Gwendraeth Valley, Ammanford
and CarmartBen town itself. Itreg-
istered a vote of 65 per cent in fa-
vour, based on a comparatively
high turn-out, allowing the Yes
vote to scrape home by a majority

of 6,721.

It is also striking that in every
one of the areas in which rebel La-
bour MP's campaigned for a No
vote, or cast doubts on the propos-
als, the vote was overwhelmingly
in favour. This is a firm rebuttal
for Allan Rogers in the Rhondda,
Llew Smith in Blaenau Gwent,
Ray Powell in Ogmore and Alan
Williams in Swansea, along with
doubters like Denzil Davies in

_his bacon:

narrowly

DEVOLUTION 7

Just saved
Ron Davies

missed
defeat

Llanelli and Ted Rowlands in
Merthyr.

Two areas with large working
class populations which did regis-
ter significant votes against were
Cardiffand Newport. This reflects
the much lower level of Welsh na-
tional consciousness in these areas
and, in Cardiff at least, a strong
feeling that a Welsh Assembly
would be a bloated version of the
increasingly unpopular Cardiff la-
bour council.

‘No’ Campaign

The role of Llew Smith in the
No campaign is particularly prob-

‘lematic, since his appalling stand -

on this question has done a great

deal to discredit the Labour left.
He is the only Campaign Group

MP in Wales and his stance has al-

- lowed opponents to lump together

all his positions as: “old-style state
centralist socialism".

This could have particularly
damaging consequences for any ef-
fort to build acampaign against the

next European Inter-
Governmental Conference, to be
held in Cardiff next year.

There are currently huge 1llu-
sions within both the Wales La-
bour Party and Plaid Cymru about
the prospects for Wales in a Maas-

tricht Europe. Llew's stand on the
Assembly will make it all the easier
for people to dismiss his argu-
ments against EMU as emanating
simply from a London-centred,
British nationalist perspective.

There are already calls for his
deselection, with the most likely
replacement being a pro-Assembly
Blairite.

It is also instructive to examine
the motivation of other key figures
in the No campaign. Two Labour

Party members from the Rhondda,
- Carys Pugh and Betty Bowen,

achieved national prominence by
being the first to launch a No cam-
paign.

Carys Pugh excelled herself
with rabid comments about Peter
Hain's South African background
and the suggestion that he should
return there.

Betty Bowen was a httle more
measured bt t revealed a great deal
with her commentthat: “I was
born Welsh, I'm a Rhondda girl
through and through, but I'm still

‘aBritish subject”. That word “sub-
-ject” - it says it all.

Such a sentiment brings to
mind Lenin's comments that:
“Nobody is to be blamed for being
born a slave; butaslave... who jus-
tifies and eulogises his slavery ...

arouses a legitimate feeling of in-
dlgnatlon, contempt, and loath-
ing." ~ ~
Despite the closeness of the re-
sult, the vote on September 18 1sa
massive step forward for the peo-
ple and the politics of Wales. The
creation of an Assembly gives so-
cialists an exciting opportunity to
reinvigorate and enliven political
life in Wales.

It will give us an elected body
which can be both a forum for de-
bate and a focus for demands and
campaigns.

Activists in Cardlff West CLP
have proposed a number of key
points for debate on the nature of
the Assembly. Based on their ex-
perience during campaigning,

they have called for an Assembly

which:

* Abolishes the vast majority of
the quangos. Those that remain,
such as the Welsh Development
Agency and the Welsh Tourist
Board, must be under tight demo-
cratic control.

* Dismantles the huge bureauc-
racy created by the Tories in the
Health Service and opposes fur-
ther hospital closures.

* Ensures that women are
equally represented in the Assem-
bly and that black people are fairly
represented.

* Ensures that members of the
Assembly do not enjoy any special
privileges, while cuts are being
made in other areas. Assembly
members should be paid the aver-

age wage of a skilled worker in
Wales.

Useful '

These positions form a useful
contribution to the public debate
which must now develop, a debate
which was so conspicuously absent
before the vote. .

Strenuous attempts were made
to stifle any disagreement, in an ef-
fort to maintain a facade of party
unity. That false unity very pre-
dictably collapsed in the weeks
before the vote, with extremely
damaging consequences for the
Yes campaign./

We very nearly paid the price on

September the 18, when defeat
could so easily have been snatched

from the jaws of victory. A thor-
ough discussion of both the As-
sembly proposals and the conduct
of the campaign is now essential in
the Welsh labour movement - and
beyond.

Yes to a London Assembly with real

powers: No to a presidential Mayor

Veronica Fagan
EIGHTY

-a strategic authority.

The abolition of the GLC was
deeply resented by the great ma-
jority of residents of the English
capital. So it is a very good thing
that Labour intends to introduce
regional government to London
once again.

Nick Raynsford, Minister for
London has made it clear that the
government’s motivation is differ-
ent — Row best to market London
to big business.

This is what lies behind the par-
ticular proposals which will are to
be put to a vote next May — unless
there is a massive campaign in the

next month to get something better
on offer. The window of opportu- -
nity is short as the consultation pe- -

riod on the proposals ends on
October 24.

The most discussed of the pro-

per cent of London-
ers agree that London needs

posals so far is that London should
have an directly-elected Mayor
rather than a Leader chosen from
the existing representatives. Such a
beauty contest has already seen
suggestions that the ‘choice’ might
include Richard Branson and Lord
Archer...
But it is far worse than that. The
proposed Mayor will not be a fig-
urehead in the way that local May-
ors are in this country, but by far
the most powerful person in the
whole set-up.

Small assembly

There will be a small Assembly
with representatives covering large
areas — probably equivalent to the
existing Euro-constituencies.

The Mayor will have most of the

power. He or she will have respon-

sibility for drawing up the budget
which the representatives can then
question. There is no suggestion
however that they can put forward

alternatives or even substantial
amendments. Some “authonty"
this!

The Assembly will have some in-

fluence in the areas of policing, fire

and civil defence, transport, eco-
nomic development, arts and lei-
sure and planning, many of which
are currently tun through quangos.

While the mechanism in each of
these areas will be slightly different
they will be run through bodies
separate from the Assembly itself.
In the case of the police authority
the members will be selected by
the Mayor alone from members of
the Assembly.

The lack of democracy in these
proposals is breath taking — the As-
sembly has little power and the
Mayor a great deal.

The Labour front bench have
made it clear that there will be no
more money for the Authority. Its
funding will come from other bod-
ies that are currently doing the -

work. Without revenue-raising
powers of any clout, there will be
no chance of following in the best
traditions of the old GLC.

That is of course precisely what
Blair is so keen to avoid —- a power

centre that could put forward a dif- -

ferent way of doing thins to his
own.

Beginning

Debate in trade unions and La-
bour parties in London is only just

beginning — but the consultation pe-

riod ends soon. The Regional Ex-
ecutive of the Greater London
Labour Party, followed by some
rather nebulous consultation with
CLPs, gave the bureaucracy the
wrong answer — so now the full
time officials have hastily calied a

special Conference of GLLP on Oc-

tober |2. It is not clear that this is
intended to discuss alternative
points of view — but it must de-
mand the right to.

Itis positive that the Greater
London:Association of Trades
Councils has submitted a useful
critique of the government’s
proposals to the consultation
and is now planning a ‘People’s
London’ campaign.

If this is to be effective in de-
manding a real choice in the may
referendum and finding a way to
prevent a strategic authority that
will almost be worse than the
status quo its support needs to
be broadened.

The debate needs to be
stepped up. Send your com-
ments or those of your union or
Labour Party by October 24 to:

The London Debate, Gov-
ernment office for Lon-
don, 10 Floor, Riverwalk
House, |57-161 Millbank,
London SWIP 4RR







