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Brutal new Tory attack on homeless

By Paul Clarke

ACCORDING to the hous-
ing charity Shelter, more
than 1.7 million people are

homeless.

This includes people out on
the streets, in ‘bed and break-
fast’ accommodation and the
hidden homeless — families and
individuals forced to live with
relatives or friends, when they
need somewhere of their own to
live.

Now new government rules
throw thousands more onto the
streets. The Tories plan to cut
back on statutory council duties
to the homeless, but also to play
off different sections of home-
less people against one another.

The effect of the new rules is
worsened by the new trespass
law, which threatens to evict up
to 50,000 squatters.

The changes will mean that -

people with any sort of tempo-
rary accommodation will not be
regarded as homeless, and those
with nowhere to live because of
domestic rows will also not be
deemed homeless.

Young people thrown out by
their parents will not be ‘home—
less’, nor wives and partners
thrown out, or who leave be-
cause of domestic violence.

And if you’re renting a room

with friends and they throw you

out, then you’re not homeless
either!

Single mothers living with
parents will also not be defined
as homeless. |

The attempt to cause divi-
sions among the poor and home-
less comes in with the greater
priority apparently given to
families who have been on wait-
ing lists for a long time.

Resentment is often caused
by people on waiting lists for a
long time seeing others given
greater priority. This is one of
the factors underlying resent-
ment among council tenants on
the Isle of Dogs.

According to Shelter, there
are more than 1.2 million people
forced to live with family and
friends, who desperately need
re-housing. Millions more live
in sub-standard and decaying
houses.

But the problem for people
awaiting rehousing is not that
single mothers or other people
in desperate need are ‘jumping
the queue’.

Destruction

The problem is the lack of
cheap, socially-owned housing.
This is caused by the insane
policies of successive govern-
ments, and especially by the To-
ries ‘right to buy’ destruction of
council housing stocks.

Private rents have sky-rock-
eted. Those unable to get a mort-
gage are often in a chronically
difficult position.

It is worsened by the failure

to build new houses of any kind,
and to renovate existing hous-
ing.

Britain’s housing stock 1s
among the most dilapidated —
and amongst the most expen-
sive — in any major country.

Tens of thousands of houses
and flats are being left empty for
want of buyers who can afford
them, for the money to renovate
them, or — as the Westminster
scandal showed — simply be-
cause they are council proper-
ties waiting to be sold.

Housing costs an astronomic
part of the income of working
people, whether they are renting
or buying. For the overwhelm-
ing majority of workers, buying
or renting, housing 1s a mill-
stone round their neck for life.

Meanwhile something like -

Romeo, Juliet, homophobia

Stop the witch hunt

against Jane Brown!

THE WITCH HUNT against
Hackney head teacher
Jane Brown, over her
refusal to let children see
a performance of ‘Romeo
and Juliet’, is disgusting.
Hackney council — rushing
to dump their ‘loony left’ repu-
tation by sacrificing a ritual
victim — have played into the
hands of homophobic witch-
hunters by rushing to de-

nounce her.

But they have been re-
buffed by parents of children
at Kingsmead School and by
all but one of the school’s gov-
ernors, who have withstood

the frenzied smears in the me-

dia and stood firm in defence
of a head teacher who has
saved the school from closure.
One of the reasons Jane
Brown advanced for refusing

i~
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to let the children see the
play — that it was simply a het-
erosexual love story — was
mildly eccentric. But it was
motivated by something posi-
tive - the need for children to
be educated about different
sexual orientations.

Parents and governors

- were also swayed by Jane

Brown’s explanation that the
ballet performance she re-
jected was not ‘free’, but
would have cost £7 per chiid,
a lot for working class par-
ents. In addition, there would
have been the costs and staff-
ing problems of transporting
children half way across Lon-
don to the theatre and back.
If council leaders — seeking
support from Tory Education

secretary John Patten — get

their way, Jane Brown could
fose her job and have her ca-

reer wrecked. The only peo-

ple to benefit from this would

be the Tories and the bigots.
The case has been used to

Dividing the poor

on the dole!

The market policies which
lead to this are not just cruel and
oppressive — they are insane.
Tens of thousands are homeless,
millions live in run-down
houses, building workers are on
the dole — so who profits?

Only the banks, financial in- .

stitutions and the private land-
lords and builders.

Money-lenders

A real solution to capital-
ism’s housing crisis can only be
finally achieved by smashing
the grip of the money-lenders
and racketeers.

This means a programme of
building tens of thousands of

council houses every year, of

nationalising the building in-

John Patten: back to bigotry

unleash a wave of homopho-
hia and anti-leshian hysteria.

Witch-hunters in chief have
included LBC/Sun commenta-
tor Richard Littiejohn and
whacky education minister
John Patten who says that
people ‘over-react’ to ‘politi-
cally incorrect’ phrases like
“little Black Sambo’!

Reaetionary war

The attack on Jane Brown
is part of the reactionary war
being waged against ‘political
correctness’ by the racist and
homophobic right wing.

It’s not just a war against
anti-racism and anti-sexism,
it’s also a war against pro-
gressive education and radi-
cal teachers.

’ - T

Tory Westmmster council prefers to spend mone y keepmg out the homeless

dustry, banks, and building so-
cieties, of putting the racketeers
who trade on human misery out
of business.

A final trony. The argument
against building new council
houses is often ‘cost’.

But recent figures have
shown that on an annualised ba-
sis it costs nearly twice as much
per household to keep people in
bed and breakfast than it does to
build new council houses -
£13,500 a year as opposed to
£7000. |

And that doesn’t include the
saving of putting building work-
ers back to work!

There is only one kind of in-
sanity which prefers to pay out
twice as much rnot to house peo-
ple —1it’s called capitalism.

Many progressive teachers
will think it is the wrong ap-
proach to try to stop children
being exposed to material -
especially in the classics —
which has racist or sexist
overtones.

William Shakespeare
would be definitely off limits
by such criteria, as would a
vast amount of the artistic pro-
duction of western society.

The point is to be able to
freely discuss this aspect of
these works, and to point out
alternatives. But in the Jane
Brown case, this is a slde Is-
sue.

You don’t have to want to
stop kids seeing ‘Romeo and
Juliet’ to see the main issue

- in this affair. Stop the witch

hunt against Jane Brown!
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Break

the

economic
cCONsSensus

So now it’s official - the Tories lied
when they said they wouldn’t raise
taxes. The last couple of weeks have
seen enormous blows to the govern-
ment’s credibility on the whole range
of its social and economic policies,

from ‘back to basics’, to pay, to taxes.

The sleaze and corruption of the Tories
has been revealed not just by the West-
minster housing scandal, but by the reve-
~ lation that foreign aid money has been
used to buy arms deals with Malaysia and
Indonesia.

- At the heart of the government’s un-
popularity is a realisation in huge sec-
tions of the population that most working
people are struggling economically; and
that ‘back to basics’ is not first and fore-
most about personal morality, but about
finding reasons to attack the welfare
state.

All but the very rich know that keeping
your head above water financially 1s very
difficult; and nearly everyone knows
someone who’s unemployed or a single
mother. And they know that neither read-
ing hypocritical lectures about personal

morality, nor pay freeze nor cutting the
welfare state offer any solutions.

Last year the Tories were in deep dif-
ficulties over the miners and over Maas-
tricht. They have for the moment solved
both problems. But now they find them-
selves in yet another round of crisis.

Behind that crisis of course is the con-
tinuing recession. And the Tories’ oppo-
nents have to have their own answer to
the capitalist crisis.

Incoherent

Labour economic spokesperson Gor-
don Brown is quite right to say the gov-
ernment’s tax crisis 1S because of
unemployment — the mushrooming cost
of social security. But his own answer to
how Labour would deal with unemploy-
ment is incoherent and unconvincing. A
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bit of training here and an energy tax
there won’t change very much at all.

The more unpopular the Tories get, the
more they steamroller on with their reac-
tionary agenda. This is the paradox of the
situation: Major is more unpopular than
Thatcher, and his government weaker.
But the attacks on the welfare state, the
attacks on living standards, go on and on
with no respite.

Allies

The Tories biggest allies in getting
away with this con-job are the Labour
and trade union leaders. The ‘new realist’
union leaders are silent and demobilising,
and the Labour leadership ultra-cautious

_in putting forward any proposals that

might sound the slightest bit radical.
Take rail privatisation. The logical
thing is to say that Britain needs a state-
owned rail industry with a huge state
subsidy - as happens in nearly every other
advanced capitalist country. There’s
nothing revolutionary in that at all.
Yet Labour is reduced to saying ‘pub-
lic or privgfe is not the issue’ — when

A e b A

Proteéting at Tory sleaze: Westminster council gerrymandering exposed

promise new spending because they re-
fuse to promise totax the rich or to reduce
arms spending.

And they refuse to do anything which
might increase inflation. They are tied to
the Tories’ free-market, deflationary or-
thodoxy. The net result 1s that while the
Tories are in trouble, they can still get
away with murder because the opposition
is so feeble.

Major’s government is in deep trouble
with its public sector wage freeze. A dec-
laration by the major public sector unions
that they intended to put forward co-or-
dinated wage claims and fight for strike
action would send the Tories reeling.

]
It is a sad comment on the political degeneration
of the Labour leadership that it cannot even
defend some minimal Keynesian reflationary

proposals, let alone radical or socialist solutions.
1

everyone knows it 1s precisely the issue.

Take housing. Why doesn’t Labour
demand a massive programme for build-
ing new social housing, and government
grants for renovating the deteriorating
housing stock? Getting the building in-
dustry going again would help the home-
less and start to get 500,000 unemployed
building workers oft the dole.

Labour doesn’t do any of these things
because they could be interpreted as a
spending pledge. And Labour won’t

pback general strike

MILLIONS of workers in the the main factories.
The strike was called by the

for a aeneral strike on on 27 wo main union fed_erations, the
g Workers Commissions and the

United Labour Federation. They
were protesting against govern-
ment plans to restrict social se-
curity and employment rights.

Austerity

The Socialist Party govern-
size of Manchester!. Similar  Ment of Felipe Gonzalez has

demonstrations were held all D&eén one of the most
| of ‘Thatcherite’ in Europe, presid-

Flying pickets were out in all ingovelr auste{ity and very high
the main cities and in front of all ~ Unémployment. -
. L . Despite that, the Socialists

- - .
. b u - ) . . - . ‘ . : - i - . . - : I v . . : : :

Spanish state heeded the call

January. Nearly all industry
and transport was shut
down, and up to 50 per cent
of small shops closed.
~ The scope of the mobilisation
can be seen from the size of the
evening demonstration in Bar-
cefona - 130,000 in a city the

over the country.

beat off the challenge from
Spain’s main right wing party in
last year’'s elections. ne o Ny
Commentators noted that it
was precisely the workers who
last year rallied to the defence of
the government who were carry-
ing out the general strike. |
A key political force in the |f
movement for a strike was the ™

United Left, a broad coalitionled - N SIGN of consensus in LEICESTER, where
2,000 students rallied on January 20 as part of a
national day of action in protest at Tory plans to
slash grants by 30%. The protest was backed by
teachers’ unions NATFHE, AUT and NUT.

-

by the main wing of the former
Communist Panty.

The United Left has shown
itself capable of winning more
than 10 per cent of the votes in
national elections.

The Tories new crists highlights the
tasks for the left in the labour movement.
In 1994 there has to be a big push for
action against the Tory wage freeze and
in defence of the welfare state.

Defence of the welfare state of course
centrally involves the fight of public sec-
tor workers and service users against cuts
and redundancies. But it 1s also a political
fight to hammer out a popular alternative
to the economic consensus between the
Tory and Labour front benches.
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It 1s a sad comment on the political
degeneration of the Labour leadership
that it cannot even defend some minimal
Keynesian reflationary proposals, let
alone radical or socialist solutions.

But their position is leading to deep
disquiet at every level of the labour
movement.

Opportunity

This means that the opportunity is
there in both the Labour Party and the
unions to raise the question of breaking
the economic consensus and to demand
Labour pledges itself to policies that de-
fend the welfare state and full employ-
ment.

Of course, in this period the steps
needed to carry through such a pro-
gramme would be enormously radical
and challenge the prerogatives of capital.

Full employment means a 35-hour
week with no loss of pay. It means huge
state investment project — in effect a pro-
gramme of public works. The money to
defend the health service and the rest of
the welfare state will not be found with-
out taxing the rich.

The Labour leaders can win yet an-
other election for the Tories if they keep
up their present performance. To prevent
that happening the left of the labour
movement must hammer home the mes-

sage - mobilise against the wage freeze,
defend the welfare state, break the bipar-
tisan economic CONSensus.

-------
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Birmingham campaigners protest the violence of Bhopinder Basi against his wife and child

- Domestic Violence -

By Helen Shaw

THE ASSOCIATION of
London Authorities (ALA)
launched a high profile pub-
licity campaign ‘Zero Toler-
ance’ against violence
against women last week.
The campaign is designed to
raise awareness — and reduce
tolerance - of violence against

women and children.

Posters have appeared all
over London backed up by leaf-
lets detailing help and support
available to women victims of
violence.

Part of its aim is to expose
the high levels of domestic vio-
lence 1n London. One hundred
thousand women seek treat-
ment for violent injuries re-
ceived at home each year, four

Zero Tolerance!

in ten homeless young women
leave home because of abuse,
almost half of all murders of
women are by a current or for-
mer partner.

Unreported

Only two per cent of violent
attacks on women are reported
to the police and domestic vio-
lence accounts for a quarter of
all reported violent crime.

The Chair of the ALA’s
women’s committee, Jac-
queline Abbott, said: ‘the aim
of the campaign is to make vio-
lence against women socially
unacceptable. It carries a mes-
sage for all men: violence
against women 1s a crime.’

This campaign is to be wel-
comed and should be used as a
springboard for further action
against domestic violence.
Calls for the government to

back the campaign need to be
accompanied by demands to
improve options for women
who are victims.

Services to support victims
are underfunded and scarce.
Local government cuts pro-
foundly affect women’s
choices.

Combatting women’s op-
pression is fundamental to the
campaign against violence
against women and the wider
struggle against capitalism.

As Lynne Segal says in her
book Changing Men, °...what

- we are confronting here is the

barbarism of private life re-
flecting back the increased bar-
barism of public life, as
contemporary capitalism con-
tinues to chisel out is hierar-
chies along the familiar
grooves of class, gender and
race.’

I
Labour councillor

Decison day nears

on age of consent

By Peter Purton

LAST WEEK 2000 people
lobbied parliament in fa-
vour of equalising the age
of consent for gay men to

16.

It is still not clear when the
vote will be but whenever itis
there will be a candlelit vigil
from 7pm-10pm outside the
House of Commons.

There has been a success-
ful campaign to put pressure
on Labour MPs to vote for La-
bour Party Conference policy
on equality.

John Smith has made a
public statement in support,
and a large number of MPs
have committed themselves
to the vote on 16 where pre-
viously they were undecided.

The Campaign Group of
MPs voted unanimously to
support for 16 and the T&G
and MSF are instructing their
sponsored MPs to vote for 16.

Campaigning will continue
up to the night of the vote and
it is still important to contact
MPs to ensure they support
equality and that they will
turn up for the vote.

Stonewall have called a
rally supported by the Labour
Campaign for Lesbian and
Gay Rights on Saturday Febru-
ary 5 in Trafalgar Square from
2pm - 3pm.

There will be a platform in-
cluding 16 year old gay men,
celebrities and MPs support-
ing equality.

Everyone who supports
equal rights is encouraged to
attend.

Redundancy threat in the pOst

UCW: stamp

out Royal Malil

productivit

By a UCW member

AFTER POSTAL workers’ em-
phatic rejection of the ‘proc-
essing productivity scheme’
and ‘delivery remuneration
packages’ last year, Royal

Mail management are now

having another go.

The recent 4-1 vote to accept
the 1.5 per cent pay limit has
given them confidence to in-
crease attacks on the workforce
and attempt to further marginal-
ise the UCW.

If they are successful in intro-
ducing productivity agreements
for Delivery, Processing and Dis-
tribution, they will attempt to fur-
ther restructure the workforce
around the concept of ‘team-
working’.

~Millions have been spent re-
structuring management and in-
vesting in new technology.

They have made direct ap-
proaches to workers using focus
groups, questionnaires and bul-
letins in an attempt to break the
UCW'’s support.

But to inflict a decisive defeat,
they have to go much further.
This is now on the agenda.

The misnamed productivity
agreement ‘Sharing in Royal
Mail’s success’ would sell tens
of thousands of jobs and in-
crease the use of part-time or
casual [abour while relying on a
core workforce encouraged by
bonus payments, to sell more
jobs to increase those bonus
payments.

- This year underlying discon-
tent on pay was shown in a num-
ber of significant minorities in
the unions in favour of industrial
action. The more unions are
wedded to productivity, the

more difficult it will be for them

brutalised by Nazis

By Paul Wozny

PETER JENKS, Southamp-

ton Labour councillor and
UNISON branch secretary,
was beaten by five BNP
thugs on Saturday 15 Janu-
ary, after going to the aid of
SWP paper sellers.

Clir Jenks, not known as a
friend of the left, received a

black eye and assorted cuts and
bruises. One SWP member was
hospitalised and later released
with a dislocated shoulder.
The attack was inspired by
John Morse, a leading BNP
member who has deputised for

John Tyndall while Tyndall was
in jail.

Morse had been leading are- |

cruiting drive at the Bitterne
Brewery pub, near the scene of
the attack.

The Nazis left shouting ‘seig
heil’ and giving the Nazi salute.

Morse’s gang in Southamp-
ton are responsible for a series
of violent attacks, including the
desecration of Jewish graves,
beating up an Asian bus driver
and petrol-bombing Asian
homes.

Morse works as a bus driver
for Hampshire Bus. Southamp-
ton trades council and other un-
ion bodies have called for his
expulsion from the RMT trans-
port union. |

But union leader Jimmy
Knapp has shunted the issue to
an organisational sub-commit-
tee, which has just put Morse on
probation.

to build an effective alliance to
defeat the wage freeze.

Royal Mail’'s agenda for job
destruction needs to be deci-
sively rejected. Instead the UCW
should put forward the agenda
for job creation by pursuing the
shorter working week.

Despite policy passed at the
last annual conference and rein-
forced by the special conference
only the bare minimum has been
done.

The executive needs to be in
no doubt members want to see
the campaign pushed to the top
of the agenda not relegated to
some distant aim in the future
when the damage has already
been done.

Telecoms
union In
strike
threat

By a BT worker

THE LONDON council of the
NCU has called on the tele-
coms union NEC to organ-

ise a strike hallot over new

moves to cut jobs.
BT pians to remove 1100

- engineers from its ‘core’ work-

force, while simuitaneously
introducing 150 contractors to
cover engineering work.

Those removed from the
core workforce will be coun-
selied to take the company’s
voluntary redundancy pack-
age, and their long term fu-
ture is unclear. |

In response to the strike
call BT managing director Mi-
chael Hepher has promised
no compulsory redundancies
in ‘94-5. But since BT is ‘re-
structuring’ its workforce,
compulsory redundancies will
come if voluntary redundan-
cies are not taken up.

Board Left supporters who
control the union’s NEC have
promised support for the
strike ballot.

But preoccupied with the
proposed merger with the
UCW, the union leadership
has shown little urgency. The
committee will can authorise

‘the ballot meets on 8 Febru-

ary.

~ . . -




By Liam Mac Uaid

TAOISEACH Albert
Reynolds must have been
disappointed when Santa
didn’t deliver his pipe dream
of ‘peace by Christmas’.. It is
now obvious that the process
opened by the Hume-Adams
talks and the London-Dublin
declaration will only unravel

slowly.
Despite the Republican lead-
ership’s destre to deliver an Ara-

fat-Mandela style sell-out, the
British government seems unin-
terested for the moment. To-
gether with its Unionist allies it
1s holding out for a defeat and
capitulation of the Republicans.

If the British were seriously
interested in a negotiated settle-
ment, they could easily offer
Adams the ‘clarification’ he is
seeking.

Major can afford to hang
tough because the Republicans
are trapped by the contradiction
which their brand of ‘reformism
with guns’ has created.

By seeking alliances and

Ireland: as weeks drag on
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Despite the rhetoric, not much has changed on the streets of Belfast

deals with bourgeois partles, by
trying to put themselves in the
same political framework, they
end up playing in hostile terri-
tory where their opponents set
the rules.

Not questioned

It is the parties of the Irish and
British ruling classes which are
setting the agenda. The problem
is reduced to the validity of re-
publican rule. Britain’s right to
rule Ireland 1s no longer ques-
tioned.

It 1s disingenuous for Adams

Tories flunk narseries test

By Emma

Teitelbaum

IT MAY have been the ‘season
of good will’ that prompted
John Major to speak about the
need to improve nursery edu-
~cation. But, like most New
Year resolutions, this is un-

likely to be carried out.

Once again women will suffer
most from the Tories’ false
promises, and working women
will be excluded from the Tory
dream of a ‘nappy family’.

~Nursery education can pro-
diuce huge benefits in adult ife. A
recent long-term American study
in Michigan showed that those
who received good quality pre-
school edication were four times
more likely to earn well by the age
ot 27.

The Tories’ -verbal commit-
ment to nursery education
started in 1972. Education Sec-
retary Margaret Thatcher said
free nursery education would be
available to 90 per cent of four-
year olds and 50 per cent of
- three-year olds within 10 years.

But the Tories have not deliv-
ered. A European commission
study showed Britain behind all
European Union countries except
Portugal with only 26 per cent of
children receiving nursery edu-
cation. |

A further 23 per cent are early
~entrants to reception classes in
primary schools. Playgroups are
used by half of the British under
fives.

Thg four year, olds wh,o enter
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cost hundreds of pounds gac

Major: doing things for kids?
primary education early, are
often taught in crowded condi-
tions, with one teacher for up to
35 children.

This way of ‘doing it on the
cheap’ does not allow for the
child’s full development and fu-
ture in the education system.

Most nurseries and play-
groups, operate on a haif day
basis (2.5 hours).

In this way the local authori-
ties increase the numbers in pre-
school education on their books,
without spending more.

Parents have to supplement
this provision with childminders,
friends and extended family if
they are to do even part-time
work. Even if the child has a full
time place in a school nursery it
operates to school hours of 9am
- 3.15pm.

Full day nursery provision is
available for the two ends of the
economic scale. Local authority
nurseries are means-tested. With
limited resources, most of the
places are taken by children on
the “at risk’ register.

Most work-place and private
nurseries also operate from
8.00am to 6.00pm:; but these
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month per child.

The government’s latest pro-
posal is to provide vouchers for
nursery places. But unless re-
sources allocated to full-time
quality nursery education are in-
creased, there will be no benefit
to children and working parents.

Its another example of Tory
hypocrisy and double standards.
Single mothers who live on bene-
fits are seen as a burden on the
community. Working women are
seen as taking men’s jobs and
possibly leaving their children
‘home alone’.

The Tories’ ‘back to basic fam-
ily values’ campaign is supplying
a cover for the government’s faii-
ure 10 make adequate childcare
provision.
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to seek ‘clarification’. A docu-

ment which allows Reynolds to
say that the joint declaration al-
lows for the possibility of a
united Ireland, and for Major to
reassure the Unionists at the
same time, should set alarm
bells ringing.

It does not need to be clari-
fied, only rejected. There 1s little
difference between the declara-
tion and the Labour Party policy
of ‘unity by consent’. The Irish
Post was right to observe:
“There 1s little which now sepa-
rates Fianna Fail, Sinn Fein and

the SDLP’.

Councillors fined for

It 1s not clear that British im-
perialism will allow the republi-
cans the clarification they want.

But if a deal on British terms

were done, it would be a major
setback.

In one sense, however, it
would change little for British
socialists. Our task 1s not to de-
mand that Major talks to Adams
or to advise Sinn Fein on nego-
tiating tactics.

Our task is to demand that
Britain quits Ireland.

Unconditional and immedi-
ate British withdrawal remains
our slogan.

voting against cuts

Bow Street magistrates
found three Lambeth
Councillors, including
Socialist Outlook supporter
Greg Tucker, guilty of
voting to defend jobs and
services.

Councillors Hollifield,
Tucker and Webb were fined
a total of £250 on Tuesday
January 11 - forvoting
against council cuts whilst in
pol tax arrears.

From the dock the three de-
nounced ‘an outrageous at-

tack on local democracy and
a tax on principle’. ~

Assemble 11am Spitalfields Market, East London

March starts at 12 noon for rally at London Fields

This will be the biggest anti-racist demonstration since the 1970s. It is
being supported by all the main anti-racist and anti-fascist
| organisations, including ARA, YRE and ANL. Every socialist and

anuaracxst should be therel . I

‘This law is designed to
punish those of us who
helped defeat the poli tax.
Poor people will be discour-
aged from standing for elec-
tion. it is a disgraceful attack
on democracy’.

A Fighting Fund has bheen
set up to support the three
and 20 others facing similar
charges around the country.

- @ Send donations made

out to ‘Campaign to Defend
Local Democracy’, to Clir
Anne Hollifield, ¢/o
Lambeth Town Hall,
London SWS.

' #;
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New openings for socialists in the unions

- When bureaucrats

By Harry Sloan

GROWING political divisions in the
top echelons of the labour movement
offer new possibilities for struggles
and campaigns at rank and file level.
There is a real opportunity for left
activists to build a serious challenge
to the defeatist political positions of

the trade union bureaucracy.

Ever since Neil Kinnock was manoeu-
vred into the leadership of the Labour
Party by a union-orchestrated coup, the

rightward and backward progress of the

Party has revolved around an alliance of
union and Labour bureaucrats.

Under the banner of ‘new realism’,
unions abandoned any pretence of seri-
ous resistance to the Tory onslaught,
seeking to curb any action by their mem-
bers, who were told to pin their hopes of
solving problems on the return of a La-
bour government.

For their part, Labour’s leaders noisily
jettisoned any residual commitment to
class politics, socialist policies, and any
hint of social radicalism or internal de-
mocracy, in a pathetic effort to placate the
wrath of the Tory press. -

Attrition

The result has been repeated, 1gno-
minious.electoral defeats for Labour, and
a terrible attrition against the unions,
which have lost five million members,
with whole industries and their workfor-

ces decimated.

The union leaders have been marginal-
ised by the government, derecognised by
the most brutal employers, and increas-
ingly pushed aside and regarded as an

embarrassment by their own political co-
thinkers in the Labour Party.

With John Major’s scandal-worn and
unpopular government appearing weaker

than before, and the prospect of a new
Labour government appearing ever less
convincing as a solution to the immediate
problems of workers under the hammer
of aggressive employers, a new spirit of
resistance is beginning to make itself felt
in the unions.

Teachers have defied and beaten Edu-

cation Secretary John Patten on the im-

fall out ...

“If Trade Unions For

Labour without the GMB
was hard to imagine
two years ago, the
TGWU'’s decision to
slash £600,000 from its
contribution to Labour
is equally significant.”

position of schools testing. A left candi-
date has won the vice-presidency of the
‘new realist’-led NUT.

Central line tube workers in the RMT
managed to loosen the shackles of the

latest anti-union laws sufficiently to take

strike action and defend victimised mili-
tant Pat Sikorski. Civil Service unions
showed their potential strength to fight
privatisation with a powerful day of ac-
tion early in November.

There have been long and powerful
strikes at Timex and Burnsalls despite the
right wing leaderships of the AEEU and
GMB. A handful of health workers at
London’s University College Hospital

raised the banner of strike action against

NHS cuts and closures for vital weeks
last summer. Postal workers and BT en-
gineers have been balloting for strike ac-
tion.

This new stirring of traditional forms
of struggle at rank and file level has
helped spur union leaders into an assess-
ment of where new realism has got them:
the balance sheet is universally negative,
and 1its future prospects are worse.

As a result there has been a fracturing
of the block that has paralysed both the
unions and the Labour Party. Right wing
union leaders frustrated at the low profile
and weak performance of Labour’s front
bench, and angered at their refusal to
co-operate with the unions, are seeking
new ways to make their influence felt.

The new realist alllance was always
going to be self-defeating as far as the
unions were concerned. Kinnock’s team
sought a Labour Party modelled on Euro-
pean social democratic parties or even
Clinton’s Democrats. They were there-
fore driven towards eventual severing of

Unlikely challenger of Labour’s
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the link with those irredeemably class-
based organisations that had founded the
Party itself — the unions.

It was obvious from the start that once
he had cynically used union block votes
to ram through wholesale right wing
changes to Labour’s policy and consitu-
tion, Kinnock would seek to pull up the
ladder by scrapping the block vote itself.

In the event it was John Smith who
underlined the commitment of Labour’s
right wing to distancing the party from
the unions. Despite pleas from two
prominent union chiefs — Bill Morris of
the TGWU and John Edmonds of the
GMB - he forced a vote on a minor
constitutional change on selection proce-
dures at last year’s conference.

Smith won by a whisker — ironically

on the strength of a switched block vote
from white collar union MSF: but he 1s
paying a heavy price for his brief moment
as the darling of the Tory press.

r—-—_w———_“_————__

1Build the Fightback — Unshackle

Ithe Unions Confere

I Saturday - Sunday Feb 5 - 6,
| conway Hall, Red Lion

| Square, LONDON
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KEYNOTE SPEAKERS include Tony Benn MP, Ronnie

McDonald (0OILC) and Jaide De Barrieros (Teachers
Union and PT South Para, Brazil), John Hendy QC,

Patrick Sikorski (RMT), Christine Hulme (CPSA).
SATURDAY EVENING RALLY and SOCIAL at 7pm with
speakers from Cuba, Bosnia, Sinn Fein, Kurdish solidarity

and Jaide De Barrieros from Brazil.
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Already the unthinkable has hap-
pened. The GMB, for years synonymous
with the right wing Labour estab-
lishment, and then under Edmonds the
pillar of new realism, has withdrawn its
£500,000 a year support from Trade Un-
ions For Labour. |

If TUFL without the GMB was hard
to imagine two years ago, the TGWU’s
decision to slash £600,000 from its con-
tribution to Labour is equally significant.

These unions are not only hitting back
through their cheque books, they are in-
creasingly sponsoring events which un-
dermine the continued rightward drift of
Labour policy under Smith and his team
of ‘modernisers’.

Break consensus

The GMB has thrown official support
and funding behind Bryan Gould’s Full
Employment Forum, which is lobbying
for a Keynesian ‘back to basics’, but
crucially calls for an end to Labour’s
damaging economic consensus with the
Tories. Three other unions have also
backed the FEF, as have dozens of MPs
and constituency parties.

Public sector union UNISON, politi-
cally dominated by NUPE’s arch new
realist Tom Sawyer, joined the TGWU
and GMB in sponsoring a conference on
defence of the welfare state late last year,
chaired by Ken Livingstone MP. Again

- a central theme was the need for Labour

to break from its consensus with the To-
ries.

Other issues, too, have brought a dif-
ference of approach. While Labour re-
mained shamefully silent, Bill Morris
took the lead over Christmas in challeng-
ing the racist deportations of the
planeload of Jamaicans and the estab-
lishment of the Campsfield detention




“The possibilities for
action to combat and
defeat the pay freeze

would be also improved

by moves to synchronise
pay claims from different
sections of public sector

workers - health
‘workers, local

government, civil service,

‘teachers, fire fighters

and so on. This is already

being proposed by the
~left within UNISON”
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centre.

Of course these divisions within the
Labour and trade union establishment do
not mean that Edmonds, Morris or Saw-
yer have swung over to the left. Far from
1t. Edmonds sees no contradiction be-
tween the GMB abandoning the Burnsall
strikers and sponsoring Livingstone’s
conference or Gould’s campaign.

The technique of giving limited union
backing to selected left initiatives —

which have shown little interest in mobi-

~lising rank and file workers — is intended
to pile pressure on Labour’s leaders, and
divert pressure from the union bureau-
crats who have helped create today’s im-
passe for trade unionism.

Time and again under Thatcher and
Major there have been key moments
when the British working class could
have been brought into action and onto
the streets like the mass strikes and dem-
onstrations in Italy, Spain, Belgium and
France.

Wasted chance

The tremendous opportunity opened
up by the mass movement in defence of
the miners late in 1992 was squandered
by the TUC at the point it could have
rallied and focused opposition to the To-
ries. |

On this front, nothing much has
changed. There is no sign of disgruntled

- new realists seeking to enlist the active
< for _ partly because of hlstoncally low mﬂa-g

tion.

-support of union members for their lim-

- ited rebellion. Edmonds and Morris in -

particular know that a mobilisation of the

rank and file would make it more difficult
- for them to stitch up a truly mega merger

- of two of the country’s least democratic,
 most bureaucratised- unions into a hugef

new body.
Elsewhere, too, union leaders taking

stock of the dire results created by new
realism are turning not to radical recruit- -
ment campaigns or class struggle poli-

tics, but bureaucratic mergers,
redundancies among officials, asset-
stripping closures of union offices and
substituting tribunals and court cases for
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Civil service unions’ November 5 strrke showed potentral for trghtmg market testing

SOCIALIST OUTLOOK No. 56, February 51994, Page 7

R
N PR SO
D o O, SRR
e, B R
SR ] Lo’ > At
S At

2
S

N
e

---------

Calpt)
......

T,
A

Synchromsmg struggles of health workers councll workers and others can bust public sector pa y freeze

disputes and negotiation.

But the questioning by union
leaders of Labour’s right wing
consensus politics, and the public
voicing of anger at the party’s
toothless opposition, opens up a
vital space for debate in the un-
10ns at a point where more work-
ers are considering the
possibilities of struggle.

Wage claims

While Labour’s front bench
haggles pathetically with the To-
ries on who would have imposed
the higher income tax, the mes-
sage for union members at shop
tfloor level is that tax hikes this
year and next make wage claims
far more important than the infla-
tion ﬁgu;;s might suggest.

- This in tum helps focus atten-
t10n on the Tory move to impose
a two-year pay freeze on five million
public sector workers — and creates im-
proved conditions for a fight. Major’s
government escaped trouble in imposing
its 1.5% public sector pay limit last year

Now the demand for the TUC to call a

Day of Action on April 11 against the pay
- freeze has already found an echo in some
“public sector unions, despite the predict-

able pessimism of some union leaders
that it could ‘expose our weakness :

Lobby TUC

The TUC General Council on Apnl 13

which will decide on this Day of Action
should be lobbled to press for strlkes on

that day.

The possﬂntlmes for actlon to combat

~and defeat the pay freeze would be also
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TUC failed to bu:ld on backing for miners

improved by moves to synchronise pay
claims from different sections of public
sector workers — health workers, local
government, civil service, teachers, fire
fighters and so on. This is already being
proposed by the left within UNISON.
Unions must also reject cynical Tory
efforts to split the opposition to the pay

freeze through making selective conces-

sions to nurses and other high profile
sections covered by Pay Review Bodies.
The old slogan ‘We’re all a special case’
should be used to exploit the gains of any
section breaking through the freeze.

But public sector unions must also
combat the damaging economic consen-
sus view, according to which public
spending must be restrained or cut, and
therefore services can only be provided
at the expense of the jobs and conditions
of public sector workers. |

The full-scale Tory offensive against
the welfare state, target-
ing the sick, single moth-
ers, the unemployed, the
homeless, pensioners,
students and the poor in
general, also raises the

need for union action to
defend hard-won rights
and services.

Unions have done little
to alert members to the
scale of the Tory on-
slaught, while Labour’s
mealy-mouthed opposi-
tion has been constrained
by the morbid fear of
pledging radical policies
or any expansion of pub-
lic spending.

Central to defence of
the welfare state is the po-
litical fight in the labour

suicidal line of economic
consensus, and spell out

movement to reject the

%

........

‘}‘.

an alternative approach centred
on economic expansion, full em-
ployment, and increased spending
on welfare and public services,
financed by a system of proges-
sive taxation. A programme of
useful public works, including
housing, transport and infrastruc-
ture renewal should be the means
to create tens of thousands of new
jobs.

These popular demands fall
short of a socialist programme,
but run flatly counter to the bare-

toothed market forces of capital-
ism which dictate Tory policy and
have intimidated Labour’s leaders
into total incoherence.

They also link in to the need tc
fight a new wave of privatisation,

B Wwhich is now threatening British
48  Rail, Royal Mail, British Coal,
civil servants (‘market testing’),
health and local government staff.
Again Labour, hung up on its conces-
sions to the ideology of the free market,
has been shown incapable of categori-
cally defending the principle of a nation-
alised railway system. In building mass
campaigns and industrial action to beat

back privatisation, public sector workers

need to combat consensus politics.
Offensive

The stakes are high. The Tories have
responded to their crisis by forging ahead
with a brutally reactionary offensive
against welfare and public services,
while employers continue their war of
attrition against union strength from be-
hind barricades of repressive legislation.

But this also forces the unions to some
form of self-defence. The latest anti-un-
ion laws contain a deadly attack on the
soft underbelly of the unions: the check-
off system of collecting union dues.

The TUC calculates that this could
result in a membership loss of 20% from
affiliated unions when it takes effect in
October. UNISON has warned that even
a 5 per cent loss of membership would
cut its income by £5 million a year.

To retain the members, unions have to
contact them and persuade them to ‘sign
up’ by September.

Those unions which can be seen to be
acting most energetically to defend their
members, and those which are most suc-
cessful in mobilising them will be the
best at retaining them.

Full time officials cannot do this job:
a key layer of stewards and branch offi-
cers must be mobilised. Strong cam-
paigning against the Tories and
employers can be the cornerstone of a
revival of union strength — from the shop
floor upwards.

And socialists can build strong support
if they throw themselves into this activ-

ity.
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Mandela
(centre

Communist
'f Party leader
Joe Slovo in
background
(lefl)

MG .

foreground),
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The South African Workers
Organisation of Socialist
Action (WOSA) was formed
in 1990. It brought together
many long-standing militants
from the Trotskyist tradition
with a newer layer of
members from the liberation
struggle who were
disillusioned with the =
ANC-SACP (Communist
Party’s) soft-pedalling of
hasic working-class
demands and backroom
compromises with the
apartheid National Party.

Here, NEVILLE ALEXANDER,

WOSA'’s national
chairperson, speaks to
Socialist Cutlook.

“The mass workers’
party is an idea whose
time has come. Sixty
per cent of a random
sample of black people

recently believed that a

mass workers’ party is

necessary and desirable
.in South Africa”. .. .. .. .
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the current situation in South Africa
and the likely short-term develop-
ments?

NA. WE STRESS that the settlement
presently being negotiated is a ‘his-
toric compromise’ between the more
strategically conscious section of the
white capitalist class and the leaders

of the ANC.

Its purpose is to stabilise and de-racial-
ise capitalism in South Africa in order to
more effectively exploit the African mar-
ket, throughout Southern and Central Af-
rica. ~
The ruling National Party have opted
for this strategy for a number of reasons.
The mass actions of black people, par-
ticularly through the mass trade union
movement they built in the late “70s and
through the 1980s, were wreaking havoc
upon the economy.

The more conscious ruling class ele-
ments-realised the ttme was ripe for a
settlement, with the end of the ‘80s seeing
a slight downturn in the liberation strug-
gle in South Africa combining with the
ANC back-pedalling — and then collapse
of the bureaucratic Soviet regime and the
general trumpeting of the global triumph
of market forces.

However, as revolutionary soctalists,
we also siress that the settlement. coming
as 1s does in the depths of giobal capitalist
recession and with the tacit agreement of
the ANC leaders not to thizaten the com-
manding heights of white-dominated
capital, cannot satisfy the real demands of
the black working class for decent hous-
ing. education, welfare services and jobs.

Therefore the ciass struggle in South
Africa wiil not only continue, but will
intenstfy and the conscicusness of the
black masses will increasingly sharpen
and shift from race to class.

The debate that we are now helping to
initiate around the need for a mass work-
ers’ party is an indication of this.

At the moment, however, socialist
revolution her is very unlikely in the short
to medium term. But the influence of
socialist demands and organisations wili
increase, and at least here we believe
there is a glimmer of hope.

Ultimately here, as throughout the
world, the possibility of successful and
sustained socialist revolution depends on
the global situation, and the strength both
of the left and of the workers movement
internattonally.

S0. What is WOSA's position on

the forthcoming elections?

NA. THE LIKELY outcome, an

- ANC-National Party dominated gov-

ernment of National Unity, will ef-
fectively be a white veto on changes
in state and business structures.

But we also recognise that one-person
one-vote elections are a fundamental ad-
vance, won as a result of the mass pres-
sure of the liberation movement. To
denounce and boycott them is to margi-
nalise yourself. .

We are hoping to put up a workers’ list
in participation with other socialist

‘groups and independent union and civic

militants. How extensive this list will be
depends on the degree of unity we can
achieve with these other comrades 1n the
available time, but steps have been taken
and limited progress has been made.

S0. Can you tell me about WOSA’s

belief in the need for the formation

of a mass workers party in South -
Africa?

NA. YES. THE fundamental goal ot

WOSA is to make a practical contri-
pbution to the founding of a mass
workers’ party that i1s truly and seri-
ously for workers’ interests and
workers’ government, and 1S demo-
cratic both in its internal and external
practices. Far more like the Brazilian
Workers’ Party (PT) than the British
Labour Party 1n other words!

We cannot build such a party on our
own, we believe, and we hope that uiti-
mately its membership will come to-
gether from many areas; from
independent socialists in the unions, the
civics and some now in the ANC, from
currents in the South African Communist
Party and from other socialist groups.

The mass workers’ party is an idea
whose time has come. The present situ-
ation is ripe for a sharpening of the class
consciousness of the black masses, with
their increasing expectation for radical
social change (and the increasing visibili-
ity of a small black middle-class) com-
bined with the inability of capitalism to
satisfy their demands.

I believe the chances of a mass work-
ers’ party becoming deep rooted, and
even of being elected 1n the short to me-
dium term, are strong. Sixty per cent of a

. random sample of black people recently
-+« believed that a mass -workers’ party is "
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necessary and destrable in South Africa.

This reflects, and indeed increased the
pressure from the rank and file of these
organisations on their leaders to engage
in the mass workers’ party debate, and to

work with us in a general non-sectarian

fashion. |

The next step in the process we hope
will result in the formation of the mass
workers’ party is the convening of a con-
ference in February where a steering
committee will be elected, the purpose of
which will be to further promote the mass
workers’ party idea, and hopefully organ-
ise around a workers’ list for the elec-
tions.

This workers’ list will stand on a basic
socialist programme, but there 1s no fixed
blueprint for the mass workers’ party. It
must evolve as more forces are drawn
into the project, but obviously we will
fight for our politics within this party the
same way revolutionary socialists in the
Brazilian PT do.

This can be seen as a high risk strategy,
but we believe 1t carries forward the pos-
sibility of real living workers’ power and
democracy, and ensures we won’t be
marginalised into a ‘pure’ sectarian
ghetto.

SO. You mentioned WOSA’s under-

standing of the need for interna-
tionalism. What international links
does WOSA have, if any?

NA. WOSA is not formally affiliated
to any interpational orgamsation, but
it does have strong mnformal links
with the Fourth International and
more formal links may come, but
only when our membership 1s ready.

We are very wary of being ensnared 11
the scholastic and often petty arguments
that come within ‘international align-
ments at such an early stage 1n our life as
an organisation. :

But as I have said, we do have an acute
understanding of the international char-
acter of socialism, and WOSA does see
it as one of our task s to contribute towards
a real living international socialist move-
ment, and I would stress that 1s should be
a movement rather than an attempt at an
international socialist party.

Yes, we need to unite internationally
around certain transitional demands and
the transitional method, and strong re-
gional links between revolutionary so-
cialist organisations are both practical
and culturally appropriate.
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