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THE PLEDGE by Labour’s leadership to scrap the Tory B OPEN UP district health authorities, which the Tories
‘reforms’ to the National Health Service is perhaps the most reduced to tiny rump bodies, by bringing back local
radical policy commitment they will make for the election. councillors and by amalgamating them with the Family
Health Service Authorities which run GP services.

Kinnock’s team has been forced to the conclusion that the
Thatcherite reforms — which have marketised and All this falls far short of a socialist programme for the NHS:
bureaucratised the NHS, establishing unpopular opted-out there is no pledge to democratise the health authorities, only
Trusts and fund-raising status for GPs as it paves the way vague commitments on additional funding, no reference to
for more privatisation — cannot be amended and must be nationalisation of the hugely profitable drug companies —
swept away. and not even a pledge to abolish the prescription charge
which 13 years of Tory rule has pushed up from 20p to £3.75.

Labour is now committed to:

B SCRAP the anarchic ‘internal market’ system, which has
cost £1 billion, bringing a bonanza for accountants, a
paperchase of invoices, and the growing threat of haphazard
hospital closures, all at the expense of patient care;

However there is still a real choice on offer, between a
catastrophic fourth term of Tory offensive against the NHS -
which would drive further wedges of privatisation,
means-testing and commercialisation into the most popular
of public services, — and Labour’s commitment to halt that

B SCRAP fund-holding status for family doctors, through - process. Under the Tories the battles would all be defensive,
which a tiny minority of GPs have used | neir privileged ~ while under Labour health workers and campaigners could
position to ensure their patients jump queues for treatment, fight for additional demands. :

bringing a two-tier system into the NHS; If only Labour policy on the Tory anti-union laws and a host

B SCRAP the opting out of hospitals and services, of other issues were half as bold and forthright as the new
abolishing the secretive and expensive apparatus of ‘Self NHS policy, perhaps Kinnock’s party would be ahead
Governing Trusts’, and bringing them back under the instead of lying neck and neck in the polls with the Major
control of local health authorities; mafia!
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The plot of the film ‘Highlander 2’ revol-
ves around the disappearance of the
ozone layer, and the building of global
shield to keep out ultra-violet radiation.
It is fast becoming clear that the science
fiction lies in the building of a shield, not
the possibility of the destruction of the
ozone layer.

Scientists have discovered a new emerging
hole in the northern hemisphere to add to the
one over the South Pole. The area affected
covers the northernmost parts of the US,
Europe, Canada and Russia.

Previous findings had shown ozone deple-
tion of between four and eight per cent in this
area. But the new studies predict a decline
which by this spring will be 40 or 50 per cent -
far worse than anyone could have imagined in
such a short time.

The causes of this potential ozone
catastrophe are not in dispute. It is the high
concentrations of chlorine monoxide, a by-
product of CFC chemicals, which are eating the
ozone layer.

If the ozone hole emerges and remains in
place, the effects will be catastrophic. A huge
bombardment of ultra-violet (UV) radiation
will hit the earth, causing a vast increase in
cancers, damaging human immune systems,
wrecking agriculture and harming marine life

Don’t let
Kinnock lose

Ecological catas

Editorial -

Promicgea: Sesemien 1S 14N

in the Atlantic.

What can be done? Only the banning of CFCs
and the prevention of the emission of fossil
fuels into the atmosphere could, over a long
time, create the conditions for repairing the
ozone layer. But little or nothing is being done.

In 1987 many governments world-wide met
in Montreal to discuss action on CFCs. They
decided to phase out these gases by the year
2000. Even this was too little, too late; and in
any case, there is little evidence that this target
will be reached.

To stave off ecological catastrophe, defend-
ing the ozone layer is just one, admittedly im-
portant, step. The other major task is stopping

tophe?

global warming.

There is now a mountain of evidence about
the shift in global weather patterns because of
warming. The desertis spreading, rain belts are
moving northwards. Agriculture in southern
Africais being devastated; in Zimbabwe it will
take a generation to recover, even assuming
that normal rain patterns return.

This summer in South Africa temperatures of
up to 45 degrees have been recorded, way
above normal.

Climatic changes are worsened by the
methods of agro-industry, and the consequen-
ces of third world poverty. Rain forest destruc-
tion and intensive forms of cultivation causing
permanent soil erosion threaten new
dustbowls. As the climate changes it will be the
poor of Africa, Asia and Latin America who
suffer first.

Defending the planet means international ac-
tion and international planning. World
capitalism will not and cannot take the neces-
sary action. The imperatives of short term
profit are always too great. Which means that,
whatever steps are taken to lessen the dangers
of global catastrophe, until a more rational so-
cial system is created, the danger will remain.

The struggle to defend the environment can
mobilise a huge coalition. Enabling it to con-
quer permanent victories means the destruc-
tion of the capitalist world order.

us the election!

By Pete Firmin

With all the news of rising
unemployment, house
repossessions, cuts in educa-
tion, failure of the NHS
‘reforms’, Labour should be
a long way ahead in the
opinion polls.

But things seem to have been
stuck at ‘level pegging’ with the
Tories for months. This could
produce a hung parliament, or
possibly even another Tory vic-
tory, given that Labour needs an
8% majority to ensure victory.

Why? While the Tories or
secret services may have
engaged in dirty tricks, they
have no real need of them when
Labour refuses to put forward
anything more than half-
measures (at best) as its alterna-
tive.

Having spent several years
attempting to prove that it is no
threat to capitalism by remov-
ing the last vestiges of ‘left’
policies, the Labour leadership

Socialists for Labour
Keeping
socialism
on the

agenda

Sat14th March, 7.30p
Camden Town Hall'
Judd Street WC1
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has very little to offer that might
fire the imagination of the mil-
lions who have suffered under
the Tories.

Where are any signs of
Labour’s policies against job
losses, such as the closure of
Ravenscraig, let alone support
for a struggle such as that at
GEC Manchester?

Labour could only offer its
“total support’ when the Tories
said they would have to back-
date legislation to allow the
liability orders against millions
of poll tax payers to go ahead.

Retreats

Even when Labour does have
half-way decent policy, such as
making the well—paidy pay Na-
tional Insurance contributions
or the introduction of a mini-
mum wage, it runs a mile when
attacked by the Tories and their
tame media, claiming they will
be ‘phased in’ or watering them
down further.

Come the election, the
Labour Party leadership will ex-
pect its members to turn out en-
thusiastically on the doorstep to
say how wonderful Neiland the
Party are.

But they have spent years un-
dermining these same activists,
expelling critical ones, remov-
ing their right to elect their rep-
resentatives and make policy,
and changing the policy them-
selves whenever they felt it ex-

edient (when the press got too
ot for them). The deep sense of
demoralisation and even
betrayal indicates that members
will not turn out like the robots

Kinnock and Smith - a disastrous duo

Walworth Road expects.

But the need to kick out the
Tories could not be greater. On
top of the damage they have
inflicted on the working class
and oppressed over the last 13
years, they have made it clear
that they have plenty more of
the same in store for us.

Further anti-union laws, the
Asylum Bill, privatisation of
British Rail and the post are
only some of the things they
have told us about, let alone
what they would introduce
after the election.

Only alternative

Labour is the only alterna-
tive we have to the Tories,
despite its policies. Established
by the unions, it is still (against
its leaders’ wishes?) the only
party expressing the inde-

endence of the working class
from the bosses.

Others, such as the Greens,
SNP or Plaid Cymru which

have better policies on many is-
sues (not least the right of the
Scottish and Welsh people to
determinetheir own futures)do
not have this independence.

This means that socialists
must hold in their stomach
muscles and campaign for a
Labour vote, whilebeing sharp-
ly critical of Labour’s policies
and putting forward demands
in the interest of the working
class. :

These will need to be fought
for, even against a Labour

overnment. Such a campaign
will lay the basis for an opposi-
tion to a potential Labour
government.

‘Socialists for Labour’ has
been set up for this purpose. We
need to campaign for CLPs and
union branches to combine a
call for a Labour vote with a
fight on the anti-Tory issues
which the Labour Party leader-
ship won’t touch, such as anti-
racism and unshackling the
unions from the Tories’ laws.

Links have to be made with
struggles and campaigns,
promoting them while arguing
for a Labour vote — as well as
fighting around their issues.

Opposition has to be built
amongst the labour movement
where fascists such as the
British National Party are put-

“ting up candidates to prevent

their meetings taking place.

Socialists for Labour is plan-
ning rallies in several cities in
advance of the election, and it is
not to late for them to be built
elsewhere.

A cheap broadsheet which
can be used in canvassing and
campaigning is also planned,
which will argue the Left’s case
for a Labour vote.

Don’t leave it too late, don’t
let Kinnock throw the election
away!

Socialists for Labour can be con-
tacted clo 1 Gorefield House,
Canterbury Road, London NW6
5TA.
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Rolan Adams’ parents join the 4,000 strong
march to demand the closure of the far right
British National Party headquarters in Welling
on February 22. Their 15 year old son was
stabbed to death by racists a year before in
Thamesmead, just nearby. A wreath was laid
outside the racists’ offices.

Racist attacks have increased by over 140
per cent since the BNP HQ was set up, and
pressure is mounting on the Tory council to
have them removed. Some BNP supporters
heckied and attacked the marchers, resulting

Photo: Andrew Wiard

in six arrests.

Why left should back
public sector union

By Doug Thorpe
(Islington NALGO)
MERGER MADNESS’
seems to have seized the
union bureaucrats in their
desperation to overcome
falling membership, and
their consequent financial

difficulties.

For many, defending the ap-
paratus is more important than
mounting a real fight against
Tory attacks.

Socialists can’t take a posi-
tion of principle for or against
this current phase of mergers.
The proposed AEU-EETPU
merger would clearly create a
powerful, highly undemocratic
business union within the TUC,
strengthening new realism.
Such mergers must be opposed.

Divisions

The proposed NALGO-
NUPE-COHSE merger has the
potential to strengthen
workers’ ability to take on the
employers, by overcoming
divisions between manual,
craft and white collar workers.
But only if activists within the

CUNRSENALGU-NUFE

Three men in a big union

three unjons can get the right
rules, conditions and structures
before amalgamation.

NALGO’s 1991 conference
laid down ‘baseline’ conditions
much more positive than many
activists thought possible.

The principal demands were
that in the new union annual
conference should remain the
supreme policy making body;
branches should retain similar
financial control as exists now
in NALGO; that the new union
should be under lay controland
membership led; and the right

Women for Socialism AGM
500 years of
resistance
anti-imperialism

and feminism
Saturday 29th February, 10.30-6pm
London Women’s Centre
4 Wild Court, London WC2

(nearest tube Holborn)
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of individual branches and
groups to organise and cam-
paign in the union be recog-
nised.

In addition, demands were
made for the rights of self-or-
ganisation for women, black
members and lesbians and gay
men; and for the rapid integra-
tion of manual and white collar
structures.

A new report by NALGO's
leadership goestoa special con-
ference on 4 March (NUPE and
COHSE's leaders have chosen
not to have conferences) con-
tains substantial advances.

It provides for an annual
delegate conference, conces-
sions over the level of branch
finances, some provision for
self-organisation and acommit-
ment to integration of struc-
tures.

Amendments submitted
from branches include
demands about branch finan-
cial autonomy, and the
proposal that branches collect
dues themselves.

Stumbling block

Central collection of dues
would ensure adequate branch

financing; but it is a major stum-
biing block, since NUPE and
COHSE are resolutely opposed
to branch dues collection.

The left will also be fighting to
guarantee theright of groups and
individuals to organise within
the union.

The fear exists that the
document’s references to ‘un-
representative groups within the
union’ and a requirement of ad-
herence to the ‘agreed policy of
the union” might be used to at-
tack militant branches or rank
and file political groupings.

Unfortunately there are no
amendments proposed that
would strengthen the commit-
ment to women's self-organisa-
tionalongside the much-vaunted
commitment to proportionality
of women on elected bodies.

Opinion on the left has veered

|| from the SWP, who seem to be

moving to a position of opposi-
tion to all mergers, to advocates
of ‘One Big Union’ who back
merger inany circaumstances. But
mostactivists, including Socialist
Outlook supporters, have
reserved judgement depending
on the conditions.

There is still a lot to be fought
for to make the conditions for
merger right; but the process of
mergershould be supported. The
leftin the three unions, now woe-
fully divided, must work
towards the formation of a
democratic broad left encom-
passing all three unions.

Whatever the outcome of
NALGO'sspecial conference, the
wider membership of all three
unions remains to be persuaded.
Many manual workers see
NALGO members primarily as
managers.

Affiliation to the Labour Party
is rejected by many NALGO
members. And inter-union rival-
ry in workplaces is common.

The way to overcomedivision,
and create a stable basis for unity,
would be to mobilise the three
unionsina common fight against
low pay, cuts and jobs losses, and
in favour of harmonising pay
and conditions for manual and
white collar workers.

NALGO, NUPE and COHSE .

combined would have immense
potential power. It remains to be
seen whether the leaderships
want to use it to throw back all
the Tory attacks on the publicser-
vices.

Anti-Racist
Alliance
launched in

Manchester

By Rachel Newton
APPROXIMATELY 250
people attended the launch
meeting of the Greater
Manchester Anti-Racist Al-
liance (GMARA) held in
the Pakistani Community
Centre, in Longsight on 13
February.

The meeting was addressed
by various religious leaders,
including an Imman from Ec-
cles who is himself under
threat of deportation.

Also in the line up were
black community leaders: rep-
resentatives from Labour
Party Black Sections, the trade
union movement, local radio,
and representatives from the
ARA nationally.

The launch must clearly be
seen as a success and a step
forward for the anti-racist
movement in Manchester, as it
was able to draw a wide layer
of people, including many
from the local Asian com-
munity.

As with the national launci.
of ARA however, the meeting
was marred by the speakers
from the national campaign.

Marc Wadsworth and par-
ticularly Bhatti Patel both
used the opportunity to im-
pose the national preoccupa-
tion of counterposing the
ARA to the SWP dominated
ANL, utilising as many false
arguments and moralistic im-
peratives as possible in the
process.

Aside from this, the main
problem with the launch was
that because the list of
speakers was too long, the
plan to have open discussion
afterwards had to be aban-
doned and no future meetings
or any other kind of activity
was organised.

There are many good ac-
tivists attracted to the ARA
who must be supported in
order to make sure that
Manchester's ARA achieves
its huge potential.
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New anti-union laws planned

Tories promise ‘right’ to

sue strikers

By Alan Thornett
ANYONE NEEDING a re-
minder of the grim implica-
tions of a fourth term Tory
government only has to
look as far as their latest
plans for extending the
existing draconian anti-
trade union legislation.

Tory Employment Secretary
Michael Howard has aiready
drafted a fresh round of new
laws, to be pushed quickly onto
the statute book should they
win the election. His proposals
are based on ‘Industrial Rela-
tions in the 1990s’, the Green
Paper published last year. The
principle measures include:

® COMPULSORY postal
ballots for all strikes, except the
very smallest, reversing the
legislation of the 1980s which
allowed workplace ballots as
the acceptable method of tak-
ing decisions.

® a minimum of SEVEN
DAYS strike notice after com-
pletion of the ballot, and a legal
obligation to give the employer
full information on any ballot
either planned or carried out.

Nurses protest at underfunding

® the RIGHT of members of
the public to sue strikers in the
public service industries. This
goes way beyond the existing
situation where a union can be
sued and its funds seques-
trated if it steps outside of the
existing Tory laws.

® PERIODIC renewal of the
authorisation for deduction of
union dues from wages. This is
designed to undermine unions
who rely heavily on such
agreements for their member-
ship levels.

® the '‘RIGHT’ of workers to

join any union they wish, in
defiance of membership agree-
ments. This does not include
the right of recognition for the
uniontheindividual chooses to
join, simply the ‘right’ to break
up existing agreements.

One original proposal in the
Green Paper — to make collec-
tive agreements legally en-
forceable — has been dropped
from the Howard proposals.
This follows opposition from
employers, who feared it could
be used against them in some
circumstances to enforceagree-

ments they wanted toabandon.

In all other respects the
Green Paper is incorporated to
the full. It shows a continuation
of Tory tactics in progressively
introducing further anti-union
laws once the previous pack-
age has been accepted.

For most unions, the most
dangerous of these new
measures is the right of mem-
bers of the publicto suestrikers
directly, rather than the union.
This is a direct response to the
strikes in public transport over
the summer of 1989.

Obviously it has particular
implications for workers in
publictransport, hospitals, and
a range of public services. Any
member of the public claiming
actual or potential damage or
loss as a result of such a strike
could go to the courts and
claim damages from the stri-
kers concerned. Failure to pay
up would land workers in jail.

All these new measures not
only show the importance of
electing a Labour government,
but also show the importance
of the campaign to force La-
bour to repeal all anti-union
laws.

Britain now has more re-
pressive employment legisla-
tion than any other EC country,
and at the same time fewer
positive rights for those at
work. We cannot allow a La-
bour government to preside
over such a situation.

Labour courts disaster on
anti-union laws

By HARRY SLOAN
LABOUR'S refusal to repeal the
whole gamut of Tory anti-union
laws has landed them in deep

water not only with socialists but
also with Tories and top judges.
They have latched onto the Kin-
nock team'’s plan to establish a special
court to hear legal challenges to trade

defend their interests’’.
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unions under the remaining Tory laws.
Labour has suggested that such a
court would have no power to seques-
ter the assets of unions.

Attorney General Sir Patrick May-
hew, conveniently forgetting the
precedent set by the notorious Indus-
trial Relations Court set up by the
Tories under Edward Heath in the
early 1970s, has claimed that La-
bour’s proposal would represent
‘alarming interference’. The same
point has been echoed by Lord Lane.

Neither is of course in the least
concerned with upholding the free-
dom of trade unions; their objective is
to preserve the untrammelled ‘right’ of
High Court judges to threaten and se-
quester them.

Sequestration, argues Sir Patrick,
is ‘the only means by which a court
can enforce an order when it is being
defied’.

And he is above all determined to
ensure that the personnel sitting in
judgement in any court would main-
tain the present anti-union bias, ex-
cluding anyone likely to support the
union point of view.

Aquick response from shadow em-
ployment secretary Tony Blair
showed that it is not the Tories but the
labour movement that should fear the
Labour proposals.

The industrial relations court will be
adivision of the High Court, chaired by
a senior judge, he argued, while de-
nying that Labour has any plans to
prevent employers taking injunctions
against unions or to scrap the restric-
tions on numbers on picket lines.

It is clear that Labour’s plans em-
body the worst of all worlds, antagoni-
sing the establishment while enlisting
iittle if any suppart from the working
class movement.

By Patrick Baker

Now on strike for over 15
weeks, Rotherham Adver-
tiser journalists are as
united as ever. ‘This is ex-
actly the right time to hit
back with united action’
said Phil Turner, the
journalists” FoC (shop
steward).

The fourteen NUJ mem-
bers, on strike against union
derecognition, have waged a
militant campaign to fight for
their union rights. Support
from local unions has been a
big factor in keeping thestrike
going. ‘Practically every fac-
tory in Rotherham is having
a weekly collection for us
now’ Phil explained.

But thestumbling block has
been the majority union in the
plant - the GPMU print
workers’ union. Phil is at
pains to explain that it's not
the 200-plus GPMU members
in the plant that

leadership.

‘The GPMU
inside the plant Landfil
are solidly be- site
hind us - but the go-ahead
leadership
won’t let them
take secondary
action. But you
can’t win any :
strikethesedays
without :
fronting
union laws’he
said.

Journailists hit back at
union bashers

The strike has kept its
public profile high by ;Jroduc-
ing a paper, the Real Adver-
tiser. ‘It really galls manage-
ment that we can produce a
better paper than they can,
even without any resour-
ces.’Eight issues of the paper
have been produced and sold
around the town to provide
funds for the dispute.

The journalists have also
organised days of action to
rally support from outside, at-
tracting delegations from
local factories and NUJ mem-
bers from all over the country.

Thestrikers are determined
to maintain their struggle for
union rights. But they need
support.

Donations and messages of
support to: Rotherham Adver-
tiser dispute, cflo ISTC,
Edgcumbe House, Doncaster
Road, Rotherham. Cheques to:
Rotherham Advertiser NUJ So-
cial Club.

o
v 8 Advertiser

ORPORATING THE REAL RECORD
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OK

By Steve French
(Suspended Lambeth
Councillor)

decided that the witch-hunt will

focus on rooting out left can-

didates for the General Election.
All other expulsions have been

hung Parliament, the NEC is doing
the best it can to demobilise Labour
activists in key marginal seats, riding
rough-shod over their right freely to
select candidates.

In three Parliamentary seats,
Hattersley’s NEC election panel have
rigged the short lists which will be put
to apostal ballot, removing members’
rights to interview candidates and
reach a collective decision.

Rewarded

In Coventry South East and Liver-
pool Broad Green, individuals who
gave evidence at the NCC to expel
Dave Nellist and Terry Fields are
rewarded with a place on the short-
fist.

In Wallasey, Lol Duffy (former
leader of the Cammell Laird strike)
has been excluded even though he
received twenty ward and union
nominations. Duffy hadthe best result
in a Tory held seat in the last General
Election reducing Linda Chalker's
majority from 6,700 to 279.

NEC hatchet man Eddie Haigh

THE LABOUR Party NEC has |3

postponed. Even with the threat of a |

Dave Nellist Mp
said that he was very impressed with
the imposed nominees. The local
Parties won't be!

The same meeting imposed a
postal ballot on Nottingham East CLP
but the Party will be allowed to
shortlist, for what it's worth. The
popular choice Hassan Ahmed has
already been banned from standing.
(The Tory majority in this seat is only
4561)

Thirteen Lambeth Councillors
have been suspended for a year for
voting against cuts, poll tax and the
Gulf war. Their NCC hearings have
been postponed until after the
general election and ‘Lambeth
Against the Witch-Hunt' is winning
support for the demand that the char-
ges and suspensions should be
dropped.

The witch-hunt has divided the
Streatham Party which needs to be

No pre-election truce in
witch-hunt

united to win this key marginal seat
from the Tories. Two recent council
by elections in the constituency indi-
cate that the Labour vote has col-
lapsed.

Twenty-six Party members face
expulsion in Brighton. The two CLPs
remain suspended, despite NEC
pledges, for supporting councillors
who opposed the Poll Tax. Council
Leader Steve Bassam has drawn up
awide ranging hit list of 50 people for
the NEC.

Soft left

This has angered the soft left who
have threatened legal action and
Bassam has given an apology to one,
not so left wing, member included on
his list. Brighton Kemptown is a key
marginal.

Manchester CouncillorJohn Clegg
has been suspended from the Group
which could rule him out of the next
council elections in May. John's ward
is firmly behind him and refuses to
select without him. His ‘crime’ was to
visit a constituent in Walton jail at the
same time as Lesley Mahmood. The
NEC say this means he supportedher
candidacy! He emphatically did not.

‘Frustrated that this charge was un-
sustainable, Gerald Kaufman as-
serted atthe NEC that the suspension
must remain because of John's
‘association’ with the SWP. John op-
posed the SWP at a public mesting
arguing for people to join the Labour
Partyl

In Bedford the
NCC has gone as
far as to expel
councillors for sup-
porting Labour
Party policy in op-
posing a pact with
the Liberals!

Eight more
Liverpool council-
lors have been
banned from the
Group, many pure-

ly for abstaining or
even being absent
when the votes on
privatisation were taken. The minority
Labour administration is now a rump
with only 34 members (33 have been
suspended), and depends on the
Liberals to get votes carried.

The Regional office is now gearing
up to impose twenty candidates for
the May elections. However anumber
of campaigns to reinstate left wingers
on the panel of candidates have been
successful.

Last year in Leeds, Patrick Hall
was banned from the council ‘panel’
because his phone number was on
an anti-poll tax leaflet. Council Leader
John Trickett led attacks on Patrick's
University Ward, calling for an inves-
tigation into why they were allowing
the ‘Militant' to be sold!

Postal ballot

Whilst this charge could equally be
levelled at the right-wing CLP officers,

Eddie Haigh, Kinnock’s right hand witch hunter

the EC referred the case to the NEC.
The ward has been suspended and
the region will run a postal ballot for
it's council candidate.

Trickett has fuelled a media witch-
hunt against the ward, and a can-
didate for the seat has been ques-
tioned by the loca! paper about her
poll tax.

We need to build the Campaign
Against the Witch-Hunt to fight these
aftacks.

CAW is a non sectarian campaign
sponsored by those facing the expul-
sion in Nottingham, Sheffield,
Brighton, Lambeth, Birkenhead, Wal-
lassy, Liverpool, Manchester and by
a number of union and Labour Party
branches. Join us! Plsase send the
appropriate affiliation rate (trade
union branches or CLPs £15, wards
or shops £5, individuals £3, unwaged
£1.50) to CAW, 56 Ashby Houss,
Loughborough Road, Brixton, Lon-
don, SW9 7SL.

Labour sqcks Camden NALGO

strikers

By Carolyn Sikorski
CAMDEN'S Labour council,
after threatening to sack
striking social workers since
last October, this week dis-
missed all those on strike.

220 Social workers, Social |3

Care workers and others have
been on all-out indefinite strike
action since June 4. This fol-

lowed a successful ballot witha

76 per cent majority for action.
The issue is Camden Labour

VERMM;
PAYES

;.(300 or Wle-and
. NO STRINGS!

council’s failure to implement a |

nationally-negotiated regrad-
ing agreement which affects the
pay and status of social workers
and social care workers.

The council signed the agree-
ment in February 1990, but un-
like fellow employers in other
London boroughs failed to im-
plement it. The strike raises is-
sues of national concern. If
employers successfully renege
on a nationally negotiated
agreement, the whole power
balance between staff and
employers will shift to the detri-
ment of every NALGO mem-
ber.

The employers used the
strike to radically restructure
the social services provision
within the borough. They plan
to institute the ‘pur-
chaser/provider’ model cur-
rently causing havoc in the
NHS. This will mean massive

new conditions of ser-
vice involving a series
of strings.

The ‘offer’ was ex-
posed as an ultimatum
by the council’s further
demand that to show
acceptance of the new
conditions, strikers had
to return to work. Social
workers were issued
with letters spelling out
the sacking threat.

It is clear that the
council were using the
smokescreen of new

Camden NALGO on the march in 1989

job losses and increased
privatisation.

Staff on strike were locked
out of any consultation process
and the new structure deletes
all their posts. In line with an
increasing use of the sack to in-
timidate strikers, Camden
council haveissued sack threats
since October 1991 in the na-
tional and local media.

They have used every oppor-
tunity to prevent other trade
unionists in their employment
discussing the issue. The
threats intensified on December
20 when the council made an
‘offer’ to the social workers of
one increment (half of the Na-
tional Agreement). This was
condi#ional on completely
changed job descriptions and

contracts as a means of
breaking the strike, and
as a final desperate bid
to shirk their duties under the
1990 agreement.

Strikers voted overwhelm-
ingly not to bend to this in-
timidation. Their resolve was
strengthened by the predica-
ment of 24 social service
workers who were also on
strike.

In the new restructured so-
cial services department many
of their jobs would disappear.
They would face certain redun-
dancy if the conditions for a
return to work were accepted.

The militant Camden strike
has been run democratically
from the start. They have made
contact with other strikers, in-
cluding the Pergamon strikers
in Oxford.

But unfortunately the
strikers have generally been left
tofightalone. There hasbeenno
attempt by the NALGO leader-
ship to build solidarity with the
strike, despite its national im-
portance.

This is clearly linked to a
situation where anti-union
legislation has led many trades
unionists to doubt that
solidarity action is possible. But
it is clearly essential if such at-
tacks are to be rebuffed.

It is this isolation that may in
the end defeat the strike, com-
bined with the tactics of Cam-

den council. Union bureaucrats

have also attempted to ensurea
quiet run-up to the election for
the Labour Party.

A pattern seems to be
developing where potentially
embarrassing disputes are set-
tled or finished. It is important
that the Camden strikers are
supported to bolster them
against the prolonged attack
from both the council and the
union leadership.

Messages of support to: Camden
NALGO office, 7th floor, Town
Hall Extension, Argyle St, London
NWI. Tel: 071 278 4444.

Conference
Which way for socialists in the

trade unions?
July 18-19

Manchester Polytechnic Students
Union :
Speakers include Arthur Scargill,
Tony Benn MP

Details: Carolyn Sikorski, 53a Geere Road, London E15
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Outrage at lrish

ayatollahs

Women

challenge

bigots’

constitution

By Ann Conway,

People’s Democracy
IT IS JUST over eight years
since the anti-abortion
amendment to the Free State
constitution was passed.
Those eight years have wit-
nessed a continuous and es-
calating series of attacks on
women’s reproductive
rights.

irst the pregnancy counsell-
ing and abortion referral ser-
vices of two Dublin women'’s
clinics were closed down
through rulings in favour of
SPUC, theanti-abortion ‘Society
for the Protection of the Unborn
Child’. Then British magazines
such as Cosmopolitan had their
Irish editions censored after ad-
vertising abortion clinics.

In the last few months books
such as Everywoman and Our
Bodies Ourselves were removed
from libraries. Now a 14 year
old rape victim has been in-
juncted by the courts from
procuring an abortion in
Britain.

This has provoked a major
political crisis for the Irish
government, and a number of
militant protests organised by
feminists and student activists.
LIFE, an offshoot of SPUC, have
offered tocare for the 14 yearold
until she bears the child.

Fanatics

But their cynicism has
alienated supporters. They are
now widely viewed as ‘bigots
and fanatics’, as Ireland’s lead-
ing broadcaster Gay Byrne put
it.

The case presents the govern-
ment with a major political
problem, and they are aware of

Page 6

the depth of public outrage at
the case. New Taoiseach Albert
Reynolds has been forced by
popular outrage to attempt to
resolve the matter.

They are clearly pushing for
the Irish Supreme Court to 1ift
the injunction, another ‘Irish
solution’ to the problem.

But there are growing
demands for a repeal of the
amendment — a popular radio
programme showed a large
majority in favour. Now the
Workers Party has backed the
repeal, and have called for the
resignation of the Attorney
General.

The amendment was carried
against a background of politi-
cal instability in 1983. Chal-
lenged from the left, the main

arties were looking to theright
for some stability.-

Fianna Fail — the main bour-
geois nationalist party — readily
agreed with SPUC to hold an
anti-abortion referendum. They
hoped to gain votes on a
Catholicconservativeticket. But
today populist Catholic
nationalism has run its course.

Since 1983 the working class
- and particularly women,

youthand the rural poor—have

suffered unemployment,
emigration and diminishing
civil rights.

This has led to unprece-
dented political instability and
alienation from the main par-
ties — witnessed in the election
of Mary Robinson as President
and the sizeable left vote.

SPUC, LIFE and others are
contributing to the instability
and damaging Ireland’s profile
in Europe. The politicians who
once coveted them now want to
take their distance from them,
as does the Church.

Europe

Because of the case Reynolds
is now confronted with difficul-
ties in relation to Maastricht.
Although Ireland was granted
a derogation (a {et-out clause)
from the treaty around theissue
of abortion, there is now a real
fear that the backlash from the
present case could mean
problems in ratification.

This is exerting major pres-
sure on the government to get
the amendment repealed.

It is vital that feminists and
activists throughout Europe
and internationally organise
protestsin support of their Irish

IT 1S THE POSITION OF THIS COURT,

NAC demonstrate outside the Irish Embassy

sisters. Demands for the lifting
of the injunction and the repeal
of the amendment are par-
ticularly important.

Dutch parliamentary com-
plaints to the Irish government
have received widespread
coverage, and this is another
channel for pressure.

As we go to press the rape
victim’s family are appealing
against the injunction to the
Supreme Court.

The strategy of both govern-

ment and opposition parties
seems to be to sugar-coat the
amendment enough to take the
heat out of the situation,
without offending the church.

But such an outcome—which
SPUC claims to favour — will
not appease the forces of the
right who will broaden their as-
sault on women’s rights as soon
as the present crisis is over.
Nothing less than repeal will
do.

YOURG LADY, THAT A FETUS 18
PRECIOUS AND SHOULD NOT BE
ABORTED, EVER AFTER RADE.

ABORTION......
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ONCE BORN, HOWEVER, THE CHILD MAY
BE GIVER MADEQUATE HOUSMG.
EDUCATION, NUTRITION, DEPRIVED OF
EQUAL OPPORTUMTY, AND IF SHE
REALLY MESSES UD, MAY BE RAPED,
GET PREGNANT, BE REFUSED AN

needed!

OVER THREE hundred
people turned out to picket
the Irish embassy in Lon-
don within days of the
tragic story hitting the
tabloid headlines.

The picket was called by
Women Against Fundamen-
talism, and supported by
various women’s organisa-
tions — National Abortion
Campaign (NACQ), Irish
women’s groups, Women for
Socialism, student women's
groups — as well as individual
women and men and small
numbers from the left.

The extremely good turn-
out showed that, even in these
seemingly passive days, pos-
sibilities for mobilisation
around women’s demands
really do exist.

There has been widespread
condemnation of the Irish
Supreme Court decision.
Wherever anti-abortionists
have attempted to ‘justify’ this
nightmare they have been
roundly and soundly con-
demned. Support from
passers—by on the picket
strongly indicated this general
mood.

Time is not on our side
though. The young Irish
woman in question is in a
desperate situation, and the
clock ticks on.

Urgent solidarity

Solidarity action is both ur-
gent and vital if the Irish pro-
choice movement stands any
chance of emerging from the
political turmoil of this
tragedy able to make the gains
for Irish women that are so
clearly needed.

As NAC have said, ‘make
no mistake, anti-abortion or-
ganisations have made it clear
that they want Ireland’s law
everywhere. They do not
believe that rape or incest is a
reasonable ground for abor-
tion.

What has happened in
Ireland is a natural and forsee-
able consequence of their
draconian law.’

A further victory for anti-
abortionists in Ireland would
fuel the bigots here. It will also
be used to strengthen anti-
Irish racism in the British state,
and pour petrol on the fires of
reaction in the Six Counties.

Women's organisations,
trade union and labour move-
ment bodies must show their
support now for their sisters in
Ireland, and link up with NAC
and other fighters for women'’s
choice here.

For campaigning details| mes-
sages and financial support con-
tact NAC, 4 Wild Court, London,
WC2B 5AU. Tel: 071-405-4801.







