50 Years of IMF:
Enough is Enough!

KEN LIVINGSTONE on why he
stood down - page 6
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| THE MAN at the back of this photograph is Richard Edmonds, national organiser of the British National Party. On July 17 he was I.
convicted for his part in a racist attack which left a man scarred for life. Yet the court let him walk free. (Full story page 2).
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Nazi leader
Edmonds let off

BRITISH Natlonal Party
organiser Richard ..
Edmonds walked free from The attack in a pub was

a court [ast Friday despite clearly led and supervised by

being convicted for his - Edmonds. The convictions - o \ | y -
of Big Stick!

- years for smashmg a beer |
| glass into Browne’s face
scarring him for life.

part in a savage attack on - - g4y that violence against
~ayoung black man which  plack people is not only in-
left the victim scarred for  spired, but directly organ-

life. ised and carried out by the
- At Southwark Crown Court,  BNP and its top leadership.
the judge Christopher Hardy, Edmonds claimed in coutrt

that he was trying to “re-
strain” his members during
the attack, an obvious at-
tempt to pretend that Ed-
monds, as BNP national

sentenced Edmonds to three
months for his part in an at-
tack on hote! worker Steven
Browne and his white girl-
friend Jenny Bone.

By Keith Sinclair | e
(Secretary, Hull S,
‘Trades Council) .

organiser, is “respectable” . . | - T

Release as opposed to some of his TtIt{Ek?tg(i ‘Its ;51‘;:1“% fﬁ%‘l"’d‘i% | _ . :

; more excitable young mem- attaCks 10T 1S sto. |

e s Edmonts Loy iy 5 conference on Fun i,

for over 11 weeks. he was | The jury didn’t believe a Employmentvwn‘,h Tory min- o 4}

immediately released. word of it. But the judge, in ister, David Hunt and CBI - v
Two other members of the  ©ffect, just gave Edmonds a leader Howard Davies as

ticking off ~ something that
“almost certainly would not
have happened to a hlack
person convicted of a violent
crime in a Crown court.

guest speakers.
The TGWU executive has
- voted to boycott the conference
and the GMB are reported to be
unhappy with the TUC deci-
sion.
These latest moves follow
the unanimous decision of dele-

BNP got prison sentences for
the attack. Stephen 0’Shea
got 12 months for punching
and kKicking Browne; Simon
Biggs got four and a half

. .
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gates at the TUC Trades Coun-

2 o~ cils conference earlier this R
re J e C | S ~ month to oppose the invitations .

to Hunt and Davies to speak. Monks’s fmger-waggmg won't beat back the bosses’ offensive

derisory offer

By Paul Wozny

(Hampshire UNISON)

UNISON last Thursday re-
jected the first-ever joint
pay offer for manual and
white collar local govern-

ment workers.

The employers’ offer is for a
22 month deal, to take effect
from July 1 for white collar
staff and September 1 for man-
ual workers (the traditional set-
tlement dates for the two
sectors). ’

The pay offer is derisory,
amounting to one per cent plus
a flat rate increase of £75 for
the first year and the same
again for the second year, to

take effect from August 1

1995.

- Even UNISON s feeble Lo-
cal Government Commlttee
could not stomach this offer.

- Now a period of “‘consult-

ation’’ will take place among

-the membership before any ac-

tion 1s proposed
UNISON is Britain’s largest

union, .claiming close to 1.5 -
million members. The largest -

and most powerful sector is lo-
~ cal government, with over
- 800,000 members, both man-
. ual and white-collar.

The “gomg -rate’’ in the
| public sector is 2.9 per cent.
' Even non-teaching staff in
' sixth form colleges (also cov-

N - ered by UNISON) were offered

- 2.95 per cent plus a lump sum
- of £250.
UNISON’s leadership is
- clearly to blame for the der-
~ isory offer. Officially they
were calling for a “‘substantial
flat-rate settlement’.

Yet throughout the negotiat-

. > .

ing process they refused to
name a figure, making it im-
possible to mobilise support
for a pay campaign.

Management knew UNI- |

SON’s leadership didn’t want
a fight. Rumours abound of
Walworth Road apparatchiks
putting on pressure. Appar-
ently, Labour Party bosses see
a local government dispute as
electorally damaging.

In the past, NALGO led the
local government pay claim.
They at least went through the
motions of organising a pay
campaign.

‘Recommended’

Of course, in recent time,
with the exception of the highly
successful 1989 pay strikes
campaign, they would *‘reluc-

tantly recommend’ accep-

tance of whatever management

- offered.

This time union leaders

~ were so keen to prevent action
- they refused toeven go through L
the motions of a pay campaign,

resulting in an offer so low
even they dare not acceptit. -
"~ Now the left in UNISON
must fight for a programme of
industrial action to secure a de-

_cent pay. settlement. We must - |
also fight to ensure that UNI- - . |
SON actually adqpts a flat-rate -

figure to put on its claim, one

which would aid the most low-

paid. |
The negotiations have been

led by UNISON’s national Lo-

cal Government Committee.
Nominations are now open to
elect a new committee, and the
left should organise candidates
to stand. Our members cannot
afford to keep these losers in
office.

Pressing ahead

However, the TUC leader-
ship is pressing ahead with the
conference. John Monks said at
the Trades Council conference,
‘If T had a big stick, I would use
it, but I don’t’.

It is a scandal that the TUC
can spend £50,000 or our
money inviting the repre-
sentatives of a Tory government
to speak; this is the same gov-
ernment that has created much
of the current unemployment.

Fortunately support for an al-

ternative to the policies of John

Monks is growing. There will
be a demonstration outside
Congress House on the morning
of the conference.

Trades councils

The ‘Big Stick’ demonstra-
tion already has the support of
the NUM, Women Against Pit
Closures, Mike Mansfield QC,
Paul Foot and a growing num-
ber of trades councils.

Camden Trades Council are
co-ordinating the arrangements.
All trade union organisations
should pass resolutions con-

demning the invitation to the
Tories and the CBI.

Everyone who can should
assemble outside Congress
House, Great Russell Street at
8.30am on Tuesday July 5.

H To add your name to the
growing list of demo sponsors
or for further details ring 071
387 8440/8436.

B Alternative Conference
organised by Greater London
Association of Trade Councils
10am at Conway Hall, Red
Lion Square, London WCI1.

We proudly announce our

Ly
<

" )

3

RESIDENTIAL school with en-suite rooms, within
200 yards of LECTURES and WORKSHOPS, as
well as the vital BAR, CRECHE, and FREE SPORTS
facilities. £80 waged, £30 unwaged £20/£7.50
deposit secures a place. Write to

Socialist Outlook, PO Box 1109, London N4 2UU.

SUMMER SCHOOL 1994

Aberystwyth August 25-29

FIVE DAYS of study,
discussion and fun.

Plenary sessions will draw
lessons from
@ ITALY: Mussolini's march -
from soc1al democracy to
fascism
@ Revolution and |
counter-revolution in SPAIN
® Germany: the fight for
the united front.
@ Fascism TODAY.
® RACISM in Fortress
"Europe
Plus workshops, and
additional themes:
® Marxism and the
National Question.
@ Women’s Liberation.
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THE TORIES’ drubbing in the

Euro-elections showed the depths

of their unpopularity; sections of
the middle class and better off sec-
tions of the working class are feel-
ing the effects of recession, the
attack on the welfare state and job
insecurity, and abandoning the

Tories 1n droves. |
But make no mistake about it: La-

bour’s victory was a victory by de-

Jault, a protest vote against the

gavernment, and not a positive vote
in favour of anything. There was pre-
cious little in Labour’s campaign to
vote for. This is Labour’s Achilles
heel and its obvious weakness.
Back-slapping congratulations at
Walworth Road don’t add up to a real
conviction that Labour can win a gen-

‘eral election.

Crusade

[f Labour is going to wage a cru-
sade to actually throw out the Tories

it has to have an alternative set of

policies for tull employment, defence
of the welfare state and trade union
rights - in other words, a programme

to rollback the effects of 15 year of Wil it be back to the future? Neither Beckett nor Prescott offered any real left wing alternative to John Smith

Thatcherism.

Instead of preparing this, the La-
bour leadership election is preparing
the opposite. .

Those in power in the Labour Party
are preparing to anoint Tony Blair in
the hope that image and style will
carry them through, and that the To-
ries will just remain unpopular until
the general election. |

Last week’s televised Panorama
debate between the three main candi-
dates showed they had agreed in ad-
vance not to display any differences
among themselves on policy.

The argument that there are no sig-
nificant or detectable political differ-
ences between Blair, Beckett and
Prescott 1s a very strong one — a
nuance here, an inflection there. But
this surface appearance is not the
whole story.

Whatever the formal policy differ-
ences between them, the election of
Blair ~ one of the key ‘modernisers’
in the party —would signify a political

REGULAR readers of Social-
ist Outlook will know of the
recent death of Bob Smith
at the tragically early age

of 46. Bob was a passion-
ate supporter of revolution-
ary socialism, and a most
frequent contributor to our

newspaper.

His funeral in Birmingham
was attended by more than
250 people from the local {a-
bour and anti-racist move-
ments, and more than 100
attended a subsequent memo-

rial meeting. |

That is an indication of the
esteem in which Bob was

- held for his anti-racist work

and, in the last year of his
life, his tireless effort in sup-
port of the Asian strikers at
Burnsalls.

To honour Bob’s memory
Socialist Outlook has launched
a Memorial Fund. Part of the
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shift. |
Blair had been the most explicit

*about the need to break Labour’s

links with the unions; only last Thurs-
day he was telling the TGWU that it
would be wrong to repeal much of the
Tories’ anti-union legisiation.

Blair most perfectly represents the
trend which wants to break Labour
from being a social democratic party
based on the workers movement. So-
cialist Outlook’s position is therefore
for the defeat of Tony Blair.

Pitch for the left

Last week Margaret Beckett made
a pitch for left and trade union votes
by arguing that all Tory union legis-
lation might have to be scrapped. At
a future stage Prescott could do the
same.

Given the transferable vote sys-
tem, and the lack of any really signifi-
cant political differences between

Prescott and Beckett, it doesn’t much

matter who people vote for as their

I Bob Smith Memorial Fund

money raised from the fund,
it was announced last week,
will be used to produce a vol-
ume of writings on the strug-
gle against racism and |
fascism which will be a per-
manent memorial to Bob.
Every contributor to the
fund will get a free copy of
the book, which will be pub-
lished in the early autumn.

first choice in the election —so long
as they don’t transfer to Blair as their
second choice.

As reported opposite, Socialist
Outlook fought hard for a left candi-
date to be put up at the Socialist Cam-
paign Group Network conference lat
weekend. This resulted in Ken Liv-
ingstone’s initial decision to stand.

Whether or not a left candidate
stood any chance of winning was not
the point; the point was to have a
campaigning focus for a left alterna-
tive to the ‘new realists’ and ‘mod-
ernisers’.

This was shown to be the case. As
Livingstone explains in the interview
on page 6, his ‘shining moment’ in
the media gave him air-time to pub-
licise the case for radical policies
such as cutting military spending and
progressive taxation of the rich.

Even now, whether or not there is
a candidate backed by the Socialist
Campaign Group, the election in the
unions and the Labour Party gives

sold enthusiastically.

Fund.
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New book will honour Bob’s memo

We ask every supporter of
the paper, and every reader to
send a donation to this fund.

Send as much as you can e
fo: PO Box 1109, London N4 ;
2UU. Cheqgues should be
made out to Socialist Outiook ¢
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socialists the opportunity to argue the
policies that Labour should be fight-
ing for.

Key to those 1s defence of the wel-
fare state; serious action against un-
employment including a 35-hour
week with no loss of pay; restoration
of the right to strike and all other trade
union rights; and a national minimum
wage.

Struggles

Most of all socialists should de-
mand of all the candidates in the lead-
ership election that they come out in
support of workers in struggle.

The real chalienge to the Tories’
attacks 1s being taken up by the rail
workers, by postal workers fighting
privatisation, by college lecturers and
others. |

Where do Prescott and Beckett,
both backed by different sections of
the left, and doubtless glad to have
that support, stand on that question?

The rest of the money, un-
apologetically, will be used
to develop resources for the
work of Socialist Outlook, the
paper which Bob not only sup-
ported and wrote for, hut also
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~ Tory red light halts S|gnalllng
workers’ offer

ADE UNION NEWS

By Greg Tucker

(RMT Southem
District secretary)

AFTER A SERIES of de-
feats for rail workers, suc-
cessful strike action by
signalling grades has opened
up a new wave of struggle on

the railways.

With their dispute continu-
ing, and the rejection by ASLEF
conference of the BR pay
award, government privatisa-
tion plans have been thrown in
to further disarray.

One of the least vociferous
groups of rail workers, signal-
ling grades nevertheless com-
mand a crucial position. As they
proved during their one-day

strike last Wednesday, without

their co-operation not a single
train can move.
Despite this strength, thelr

By Terry Smith

THE CAMPAIGN to save
Guy’s Hospital from closure,
which began with a burst of
energy and huge local sup-
port, has been hi-jacked by
the right wing and is in danger
of becoming completely

stranded.

Five whole months after
Health Secretary Bottomley an-
nounced her decision that Guy’s
should close, the campaign still
has not produced any coherent
or centralised newsletter or

-campaign leaflets.

" The broader the official cam-
paign has become, the slower it
has moved in building popular
support.

A cross-party committee
dominated by Guy’s consultants
and ‘their City chums, but also
including Liberal Democrat MP
Simon Hughes and Tory MP
Roger Sims has focused on rais-

lack of voice has allowed them
to slip back in the pay league.

A discussion lasting years

has seen British Rail drag their
feet on rewarding increased

productivity — with staffing lev-

els down nearly half in ten

~ years. Signalling workers still

oversee the same level of train

movements. -
So when Railtrack came into

existence two months ago, the

" RMT believed the time had

come to press the claim for an
11 per cent pay increase to re-
store differentials.

Effective

After a brief but effective

propaganda campaign, led for
the first time by national execu-
tive members and not left to

full-time officials, the vote

to compromise
with a 5.7 per cent
offer - a small step
forward, just
enough to keep
talks going. At
which point some- |
thing magical [§
happened —the of- &
fer disappeared.
Despite denials
it is clear that the
government at the
highest levels has @&
vetoed the offer.
Instead Railtrack
claim that no offer
was ever made,
and are demand-
ing further productivity in-
creases , and even more job
losses — as the price for a deal.
The RMT is clear on its re-
sponse: unless the 5.7 per cent

among signalling grades, on an

80 per cent turnout, was 4-1 in

favour of trike action. |
Railtrack immediately tried

is put back on the table and in-

creased the strikes will con-

tinue.

ing up to £150,000 — to finance
“an ‘independent’ report by City

sconsultants KPMG, in order to

present a ‘respectable’ case to
Bottomley for the retention of
the Guy’s site.

Any such alternative plan
would be aimed not at galvanis-
ing public opinion and local re-
sistance, but at laying the basis
for a legal wrangle in a potential
call for a judicial review of the
closure plan. This in turn would
cost another £500,000: yet a
similar legal challenge over the
closure of Bart’s Hospital was

‘recently thrown out by the

courts.

Fees

The latest Guy’s ‘campaign’
proposals involve paying fees of
£7,500 a month to an additional
business consultant, plus retain-
ing professional Public Rela-
tions consultants and even
paying out for a team of archl-
tects.

While every penny of cam-

Having seen the successful

.........

July 5 demonstration key to progress

| Guy’s hospltal flght

v
A
g
3
2

Standng frmformorecash RMT’s Knapp

campaign waged by RMT’s sig-
nalling grades, ASLEF have
now thrown their hat into the

ring.

ASLEF’s national confer-
ence overturned the executive’s

It is clear that the Tories have
decided to pick a fight with rail
workers. It will not be easy for
them to back down.

While Major and company
may not be finally able to win,
they have been helped by La-
bour’s craven attitude over the
strikes. None of the three La-
bour leadership candidates has
been prepared forthrightly to
back the strikers.

Prescott, an RMT-sponsored
MP, has made only a general
defence of the right to strike.
Blair would not even go that far.

The signalling dispute is only
a symptom of the chaos caused
in the run-up to rail privatisa-
tion.

Yet it represents the best ef-
fort so far to halt that privatisa-
tion and stop the government’s
clamp-down on public sector
pay. The rail workers deserve

acceptance of BR’s 2.5 per cent
pay offer and demanded a ballot
for an increase in line with sig-
nalling staff.
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nght wmg clamp on campalgnmg has lsolated Guy S staff |

paign funds is being funnelled
straight into the wallets of these
over-paid city slickers, not a
brass farthing has gone towards

- building up the kind of mass

popular anger and action by
health workers that could politi-

cally frighten Bottomley’s Tory

colleagues.

The official publicity for the
July 5 lobby of Parliament and
5.30pm demonstration in sup-
port of Guy’s has been restricted
to a primitive single-sided AS

.
.

The one-day
strikes against the
BBC called by the
National Union of
Journalists and the
BECTU

have been

than one level. Not
only has the
response been
close to 100
percent, but 600

" new members
have joined the
NUJ in order to
take part!

broadcasting union

successful on more

leaflet.

This was produced by a local
resource centre, and paid for by
UNISON, whose conference
voted to support a day of action
on Guy’s, but whose London
Head of Health, Godfrey East-
wood, is notorious for his con-
sistent refusal to mobilise in
defence of NHS jobs and serv-
ices in the capital.

To make matters worse, the
most dynamic force in the early
stages of the campaign has also
been stopped in its tracks.

Right winger

Southwark Community

Health Council mobilised re-
peated vigorous public meetings
of 100-plus local people, but ali
this has now been effectively
neutered by the election to its
chair of right wing Labourite
Sally Keeble, former leader of
Southwark council.

The public meetings and
stunts which catapulted the
campaign again and again into
the headlines have since ground
to a halt.

A measure of the bankruptcy
of the Guy’s campaign came in
its complete failure to capitalise
on the dramatic gesture of the

wholehearted support - both in-

dustrially and politically.

hi-jacked

neighbouring Lewisham Hospi-
tal Trust, whose top manage-
ment this month became the
first since Trusts were estab-
lished publicly to break ranks
and attack the inadequacy of
funding and local planning.

By writing to staff at the hard-
pressed Lewisham hospital, at-
tacking the lack of proper
planning or resources for local
health care, the chair (Professor
Lessof), chief executive and
medical director at Lewisham
Hospital will have infuriated Vir-
ginia Bottomley and exposed the
docility and cowardice of their
colleagues in other Trusts.

The Lewisham protest arises
from a fresh package of £2m
cuts, which they say would mean
another 25 jobs to be axed, after
repeated cutbacks in the last
fouryears. The Trust chiefs warn
that

“If we continue to face further
financial pressures beyond this
year with a static or declining

income, then the quality and

quantity of the services we pro-
vide to our local populatlon are
bound to suffer.”

~ Instead of lending support
and identifying with this com-
plaint, Guy’s campaigners kept
ominously silent.

This will reinforce underlying

concerns at Lewisham that
some Guy’s consultants might
try to salvage their own hospi-
tal’s financial fortunes by
snatching contract income from
Lewisham Hospital.

A big turn-out for the July 5

demonstration, which assem-

bles outside Guy’'s at 5.30pm
could help to turn the tide, and

- re-assert that popular support
and mass action are the key to

victory.
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By _C.hris Brboks

THE SOCIALIST Cam-

paign Group Supporters
Network mobilised 350 La-
bour Party activists to its
Manchester conference on
June 11 which marked a sig-

nificant step forward for the

Labour left.

- The important decision by
Ken Livingstone to stand for
narty leader was a direct result
cf the conference. For the four
fctlowing days there was a hard
i1t candidacy in the media and
a soclalist perspective being put
forward. |

- Livingstone later withdrew
in order to secure the candidacy
of Margaret Beckett.

At the conference a valuable
debate was conducted on the
need for a Socialist Campaign
Group member to stand in the
upcoming leadership contest.

Alan Simpson MP, introduc-
ing the conference, explained

the confusion within the parlia-

ocialists an
ir ba

mentary group abeut fhe pohcy
to follow in the leadershlp elec-

tion.

Soc:ahst Outlook $ Steve
French was quoted on,the front
page of the daily Morning Star
moving the resolution calling
for a candidate.

“It is a question of no candi-
date, no say. If we are to have a
significant part in the debate,
we must have a candidate. We
can’t just censor ourselves be-
fore the first round” explained
the expelled former Lambeth
councillor.

His position was over-
whelmingly adopted by the
conference, the first time a de-
cision of this type has been
shaped by rank-and-file left
wing supporters rather than
taken by MPs alone.

An alternative position in the
discussion was offered by those
supporters of Labour Briefing
and Socialist Organiser who
call for prioritising ‘soft-left’
candidates Beckett (currently
party leader), and Prescott (who
led an assault against trade un-
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A concentration
of Campsfields?

' By Chris Brooks

IN THE wake of the riot at

the Campstield

immigration detention
centre, the Prison Service
has announced plans to
eencenirate all 700 asvium
seekers in the UK into just
2% fagitities by the end of
senfa u{ser

2 %qiy, ihe tive new
ES witl De wilhin nris-
G “4in seekers are nol
34 criminais. |
“’ ;-imm governments sur-
reviy %msds 00 Immigraiion
u Coe without inde-
pEngEn ;er'ai sgieguaras or
*“ 1 iNg lerntn ot their
s ?.«: #n. triggering wide-

“%’wer strikes and fhe

$HrEay
1 :s; - at Campstieln
?ML

'ﬂﬁ:"-u

A ?J?“f I'..

C’H"

3 ‘sation at the
REG rz Lo, Gxford, ;acaiiiy is
8X§1§&z:’i%i§ an nage eighi of
the Licrelon!supplementin
th g,}«.--‘-.-.-.,.,rf? OU?/UCK.

Asylum seekers from 41
separate holding places will
be concentrated at
Campsfield and prisons at
Rachester, Kent (200 places);
Birmingham (65); Holloway,
London (30); Haslar, |
Portsmouth (165); and the
new private prison at Doncas-
fer (30).

Claude Woraes. of the
Joint Counctl for the Welfare
of immigranis, said

“YWe depiare {ne underiy-
g thinking which signais the
iong-term use ol nrison for
those asyium seekers who
have not been convicied of
any criminas offence.”

Coneeniraied into these
brufal new cenires, asyium
seekers will need ihe xind of
sgligarity that the Campaign
io Close Campsiield has
piven, |

Arii-racist grganisations
anid local biack communiiies

must turn every cne of these
carceniraticn centres into a
new ‘Campsfieid’ - maximis-
irtg the opposition {o the rac-
ist British state.
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A landmark for the left as 350 activists help shape policies of Socialist Campazgn Group MPs

ion involvement in the selection
of party leader at last year’s
party conference).

The conference also marked
a political advance in the La-
bour left. A series of lively pol-
icy workshops were held on the
welfare state, arms conversion,

full employment and trade un-

ion rights.
“An important boost was

By Alan Thornett

THE SOCIALIST Trade Union
Movement (SMTUC) steering
committee, meeting on June
18, adopted two major cam-
paigning priorities in line with

the decisions of the SMTUC

February conference.

't was decided to give strong
zacking to the decision by the
~ambeth Trades Council to
launchamajoriabour movement
canference at the end of the year
" defence of the right to strike.

This priority was decided be-
cause of the new situation cre-
zied by the recent court decision

- ¢na proposed national NATFHE
“*ke where the tUdGB set dGWﬂ

anditions for the nogding of a
;:’*sta Canot {accuracy of mern-
hers’ names and addresses 1o
’-:-;%ihin 10 people!} which are ai-
most impossibie forany union to
meet. |

‘f Was xS0 gecided, i iine

; trie recent decisions of the

une 11 Socialist Campaign
usaup Network conference, to
¢rganise a major conference in
the spring of next year, together

with other organisations, in de-

fence of the welfare state.

A speaker fromthe United Ac-

given to centrahsmg the activ-
ity of local Network groups
when the conference backed the
call of the Socialist Movement
Trade Union Committee for a
broadly-based conference in
defence of welfare rights.

The growing questioning of
universal benefits by Labour’s
right wing is a crucial questlon
for the left to take up.

SMTUC to campai
on right to strike,
welfare state

tion against Unemploymeni
Campaign in France wili be in-
vited to an SMTUC meeting in an
attempt to capitalise on that or-
ganisation’s cail for a turopean-
wide campaign in defence of the

35-hour week.

French demo

The French campaign recentiy
crganised a five-ieg march
acress France demanding a 35-
nour week with no ioss of pay 1o
fight unemploymeni, whicn cui-
minated in a 40,000-strong Paris

~ demonstration on May 28.

Aturther decision was to back
the lobby of the TUC July 5 con-
ference (see article page 2) in
protest at the presenca of the CBi
and government ministers.

The conference represents a
positive step forward at a time
when local groups ofthe Social-
ist Campaign Group Network
are being set up in more and
more cities.

B Contact the Socialist
Campaign Group Network at
3, Blades House, London,
SE1I 2NU.

Baz‘r/mg agamsr iega/ strafz‘facker "JA TFHE smkers

- nounced that

The mee‘ungg atwhnich officers
were {0 be re-giected, had o deal
with a situation created by four
of the outgeing officers, who aii-
vecause of dis-
agreements with the SMTUC's

February conference decisions,
‘::mv woulid not stand for re-eiec-
ten,

They alse announced in a iet-
ter to atfiliates that they had split
oif the 'Unshackle the Unions’
campaign, and wouid run it s
their own. This was condemned

by the meeting, since ‘Unshackle

fite Unions’ has aiways been an
integral part of the SMTUC,
which launched and built it,

Al the end of the meeting a

new executive of nine people

was elected.
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‘Socialist

-$0: Why did you decide

In the wake of
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‘We put down a marker

- to Blair’ - lemgstone

the call fromthe |

A

o
3

Socialist
Campaign Group

AN Al AT
-‘.--:' s "

el
ey

Supporters
Network (SCGN)

Conference to

the Socialist

Campaign Group

(SCG) to stand a

A
iy
:

candidate in the

o

AT
'n::::‘ : o
Labour .
IRETE:

leadership
contest,

Outiook’s Helen

Shaw spoke to
KEN
LIVINGSTONE

to try to stand?

KL: | thought we were in a
different position after
SCGN activists conference
in Manchester. When 350 people vote
by at least ten to one, some said
twenty to one, for the SCG to stand |
thought the least we should deswould
be to announce that we were going to

try to get the nominations.

| wasn't greatly optimistic that it
would be possible but | thought at least
we ought to try and and seize the op-
portunity while doing that, because of
the media attention, to raise the issues
of taxation, military spending and capi-

tal flows out of the City of London. It

was a chance to push the issues and to
try and firm up the other candidates.

S0: When you stood down, some
on the left were critical because
they believed you should have

waited until the deadline and then

made political capital out of the
undemocratic »amination rules.
But now it seems that Margaret
Beckett needed the nominations.

Is that why you withdrew when you
did?

KL: It became clear that if | etood | '
was going to take away votes whlch

would stop Beckett.

There was a poo! of people on the
left, 17 from the SCG, who were sup-
porting Becketl. Any erosion of those
yotes — she only had to lose eight — and
she wouldn’t have been able to stand.

My worry was that people might
nave nut in nominations for me and not
been allowed to change their nomina-
tiongs if the Campaign group withdrew.
it was getting verv close.

The SCG might not have taken a deci-
sion iate on the Wednesday night and
then you had tess than 24 hours to
track down people get them to with-
draw nominations and put them in
again. It seemed a recipe for disaster. |
think the SCG would have got a lot of
oditm in the movement if we'd ended
up not having me and net having Beck-
ett as well. |

S0: You’_re stupporting Beckett

If anything we’ve ended up

. | with a greater degree of unity
- - 17 members for Beckett,
another five for Prescott, and
five either nominated Denzil

..........
-------

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘

along with many of the SCG MPs
but others on the left perceive no
real difference between her and
Prescott. Can you explain why?
What the differences are if there

- are any?

KL: [ think there are differences. Mar-
garet Beckett was a member of the
Campaign Group since its inception
in 1982-83 until the Benn leadership
challenge to Kinnock in 1988.

She also indicated quite clearly that
she wasn't happy with the OMOV pro-

posals at last year’s Party conference - |

and she has kept her links open to
members of the SCG.
We are not rebuffed by her, she is

Lfvmgstone “l z‘hmk there are dffferences between Beckett and Preseon‘

SO: It was good for the left that
those things were said...

" KL: | think it is also a stage in the

struggle for the heart and soul of the

next Labour government.

We've put down a marker to Blair
and any of the other candidates saying
how are you going to pay for your pro-
gramme? There can be no excuse for
them getting in and saying ‘we hadn't
anticipated the problems’ or ‘there’s go-
ing to be a crisis’.

We actually spelt out how to raise
over £20 billion to start to pay for our
programme, but it involves taking on
the City of London, the military and the
rich.

“We actually spelt out how to raise over £20 billion to start
to pay for our programme, but it involves taking on the City
of London, the military and the rich”

open to conversation in away that many

in the shadow cabinet are not. And she
s the one who has taken up the issue
of secondary picketing. it is ciear that

whilst they're aquite close together Beck-

ett is slightly to the leit of Prescott.
cqually | don’t think we should judge
Margaret Beckett any more harshly
than we judge Tony Benn. Once you
take the decision to take a place on the
front bench you're bound by coliective
responstbility. She took that decision,
Tony Benn’s taken it in the past.
Peopie outside always think it would
he better if they resigned and fought
courageously from the back benches
but —and this comes out in Tony
Benn’s diaries— he thought he was

achieving a iot by being part of the lead-

ership team and Beckett’s felt the same

thing.

S0: The policies you put forward
in the brief time you were stand-
ing...

KL: A shining few momentst

SO: What can the left do now to

make those policy issues part of
the debate? What should the SCG

MPs do?

KL: We should never expect more
than the SCG can deliver. They didn't
unanimously support Eric Heffer in
1983, people like Tony Banks voted
for Neit Kinnock and so on. in 1983,
with the leadership challenge we lost
a number of members of the SCG and
not all who stayed then voted for

Benn/Hefter.

Two years ago when Bernpig Grant
and myself stood only half of the group
supported us. They had all sorts of odd
reasons for what they did. Tony Banks
said he had to support Bryan Gould be-
cause it was an adjacent constituency
in the East End!

ihe SCG has never been a disci-
plined group in which everybody votes
in the same way particularty when you
come to issues of candidacies. i don't

think this time round was any ditferent.

Davies or didn’t nominate
anyone. So if Beckett does
well | think we will get a lot
of the credit.

When Benn stood in 1988

people said it was hopeless,
and it was, but it was a
chance of reassuring people
in the party that there was
still socialism on the agenda.
Bernie and myself were told
we’d been humiliated and it
was a waste of time that we
stood two years ago.

But if we hadn’t stood and
been eliminated under the ri-
diculous 20 per cent rule, it
wouldn’t have been reduced
to 12.5 percent, and Tony
Blair would have been

| elected unopposed — be-
cause neither Beckett nor

Prescott would get the 54
needed any more than Bernie
and | could.

The fact you had this n-
diculous situation of the La-
bour machine persuading Blair support-
ers to nominate Prescott just to make
sure there was a challenge does bring
us back once again to raising the issue
of the very undemocratic nomination
rule. | don’t see any reason why we
need more than the five per cent we
used to have.

SO: You referred to the SCG'N con-
ference. Do you welcome the de-
velopment of the network?

KL: | think its important because its
very easy for Members of Parliament
to end up cut adrift from anything
happening outside and just becoming
parliamentarians. We used to have
very active constituencies but for
most of us now our constituencies
are much less active than they were

even where we’ve got left MPs.

The SCGN is a forum we can consult
outside parliament. The SCG would
never agree to be bound by it but it
does act as a spur and a pressure. |
think it had that effect this time.

If the activists conference hadn't
called for a contest | wouldn’t have
made the effort to get the nominations
and wouldn’t have had the high profile
for those few days. And [ think it was a
reminder to members of the SCG that
tﬁey are not just there on their own.

| think the leadership issue heiped 0
make it a much larger conference than

nreviously. Suddenly there was a fight
on and people rallied round.

Whiat's alsc been amazing is the iet-
ters and phone calls that have flowed in
during the last week. The number of ist-
ters 've had from pecple saying if you
get elacted leader 'll rejoin the party is
particularly depressing. | have to say i
all these people were still in we would
be a 1of better ofi.

SO: Exactly.

KL: But it shows that there is stiil a
great core of people who want to
fight.
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THE TREATMENT
of Grbavica, the
suburb of
Sarajevo
gcciipied by Serb
Cheinik forces, is
as uncertain as
the future of the
city a whole. The
suburd remains
an inglorious
symbol of the
collective
traumas suffere
by the city durin
two years of
siege and
bombardment.

Despite the
partial pull-back
of Serbian forces,
Sarajevo is still
besieged and just
as divided as the
Cypriot town of
Nicosia or Berlin
was in the past.
Here we publish
an account of the
suffering of
Grbavica by three
Sarajevan
citizens, M.
Kristic, A. Hafner
and A. Pandzo.

"WELCOME to the Serbian
Republic’ are the first words
which greet you as you enter
Sarajevo’s occupied suburb,

Grbavica.

You are greeted with the flag
of that ‘republic’, which hangs
on a half-burned-out sky-
scraper, and by hidden Serb po-
lice who follow your steps with
binoculars.

As you enter, you are allo-
cated one of those policemen as
your private guard, whose task
IS to control harmless meetings
of families separated by the di-
vision of the city.

Young women are immedi-
ately propositioned: ‘“Baby are
you Serbian”? Negative re-
sponses elicit rude disapproval
from the gathered soldiers.

A /'.'“s:" Y
ANt &
S0

Getting out of Grbavica is
very difficult for the local popu-
lation. People in the main part
of the city never know when
they will get to visit a friend or
relative who is captured on the
other stde of the river Miljacka.

Bureaucratic procedures are
so insistent that people are kept
waiting for hours on the bridge
connecting the two parts of the
city. While you are waiting for
the announced visit, it takes so
long you can get sunburned.

A young boy was once asked:
“*Where did you get so tanned?”’
He answered, “‘On the bridge of
Brotherhood and Unity, while |
was waiting for my mother to
come from Grbavica”.

The atmosphere is Grbavica
is permanently threatening: you
have to have official papers to
justify every step that you take,
and non-Serbs feel something
terrible could happen at any mo-
ment.

Gambling

One of the first to visit
Grbavica as the seige slacked
asked his cousin, “Do you still
gamble?” The cousin’s reply
was, ““Yes [ do, but a gamble
with my own life”’.

At the beginning of June
1992, the Serb Chetniks just
walked into Grbavica, without a
single shot being fired. The
Serbs emptied the shopping
centre and robbed it.

At first the Serb occupiers
were ordinary reservists, and
the treatment of civilians was
not too bad. But then the forces

of Arkan and Seselj (Serb fas-
cists and war criminals) started
to arrive and even ethnic Serbs
became afraid.

When the reservists left, a

- gang of drunkards began to

plunder everyone, including
Serbs.

As soon as the reserve army
left Grbavica, killings of Mus-

- lims and Croats became com-

monplace. The first massacres
were conducted in the houses
around the Flamingo coffee bar,

- near the front line with the Bos-

nian army.

Firing line

Ethnic Serbs were moved out
of this area, but non-Serbs had
heavy machine guns put in their
apartments and were immedi-
ately put in the firing line.

Hundreds of non-Serb Bosni-

“ans were killed in this way, and.

the area has become a mass
graveyard. The Serb Chetniks
conducted constant house
searches and interrogations; no
non-Serb was able to avoid
these. Even some Serbs had
problems.

According to a Bosnian
woman, searches by Chetnik
women soldiers were equally
harsh. She says: “The only
thing of value left in my flat
after the male Chetniks
searched were my sheepskin
coat and a few decorative items.
Those were all my dear memo-
ries. For men, those things have
no value at all.

“However, after the first
woman Chetnik entered my flat,

there was nothing left for the
second one to rob. So she did to
me what was worse than any
robbery. She cut my hair with a
shaving machine. Thus, instead

of hair, I had only a few scars

and wounds on my head”’.

In addition to searches were
stronger forms of intimidation -
proclamations on the walls say-
ing it was necessary for non-
Serbs to leave Grbavica. The
proclamations told of detention
centres where non-Serbs should
assemble if they did not want to
[eave. But in reality few people
are allowed to leave.

0

- Croats of the ninth. They al-
ways fear the late night
knock on the door, and peo-
ple over 18 years old are
forced into work units.

The situation for women is
especially terrifying. Many
young women have testified
to the activities of ‘Batko’,
one of Arkan’s men, a noto-
rious rapist and torturer.

One young woman says,
“It was most difficult when

Batko was coming and threaten-
ing he would kill me. He was
coming every day. Sometime he
was in a good temper and he was
offering me cigarettes. Some-
times he would simply come
and cut me with a knife.”

Because of the continued di-

vision of the city, all the facts
are not known. But whether
Bogsnia is in the news or not
“Welcome to the Serbian re-
public” remains the terrifying
sign on the bridge of brother-
hood and unity —and the suffer-
ing of Grbavica continues.
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