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TORY cuts imposed on council budgets have triggered an angry

fightback throughout the country.

In NEWCASTLE, 6,000 council workers and 2,000 teachers staged a 24-hour
strike on February 1 in protest at a £20m cuts package. 12,000 marched

through the city.
Thousands have also been on the streets in demunstrations and lobbies in

TAUNTON, OXFORD, BIRMINGHAM, COVENTRY and other towns and cities, as
the scale of the cuts in education, social services, fire and other key council

services hits home.
But what are Labour councillors doing? With a few honourable exceptions,

- :
instead of leading this popular revolt against Tory policies, many have been
actually drawing up packages of cuts.

The old argument that Labour’s “caring” cuts are less painful than Tory cuts
has been wheeled out again, but with less credibility than ever.

& s
f g h t f The timid councillors doing the Tories’ dirty work reflect the wretched right
I 0 r l o s wing politics of Tony Blair’s front bench. Instead of leading the opposition they
are leading the retreat.
It has been left to the unions to express the growing tide of anger, as they

=
B have in Newcastle. They must demand that Labour counciliors vote and
campaign against the cuts; that Labour councils defy Tory spending limits; and
| that the party leadership commit a Labour govemment to reverse the Tory cuts.
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By Terry Conway

A SMALL but important
step forward was taken by
the anti-racist movement at
the National Assembly
Against Racism which took
- place on February 4.

Around 700 people at the
conference (which took place in
plenary sessions and did not
take resolutions) heard a host of
speakers.

These included Labour MPs
Gordon, Shore, Grant, Abbot,
Cohen and Livingstone, MEP
Pauline Green and TUC leader
John Monks, who said that the
TUC would shortly be calling
another march against racism,
this time in the North.

Of the MPs, only Livingstone
called for the repeal of all immi-
gration laws, and none attacked
the Labour leadership’s bi-par-
tisanship on these questions.

There were speakers from or-
ganisations such as the Asian
Chamber of Commerce and the
Churches Commission for Ra-
cial Justice. |

But the tenor of the day was
set by the moving testimonies
from those at the sharp end of
racist policing; those campaign-
ing around deaths in custody
and those raising the failure of
the police to pursue people in-
volved in brutal racist attacks.

Anti-deportation campaigns
were also given a voice, and the
testimony of Ivory Coast activ-
ist and former detainee at the
Campsfield immigration prison,
Francis Dickson-Braoua, whois
due to be deported on February
5, was particularly poignant.

........
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Anti-racist struggle needs black leadership

The lessons of Auschwitz
were on the lips of many, and a
refreshing number put forward
a class analysis of the rise of
fascism. Dave Landau of the
Jewish Socialist Group raised
the lessons of Cable Street,
while Ken Livingstone argued
that divisions on the German
left aided Hitler’s rise to power.

Charter

The conference saw the
launch of an anti-racist charter
for the new millennium, drafted
by Tower Hamlets Anti-Racist

Committee (THARC), which

will be the focus of a recall con-
ference.

While the Assembly did not
adopt or formally consider this
document, it was the focus for
many contributions from the
platform and in the limited ses-
sion for speakers from the floor.

The need to build unity
across the different sections of
the black community — African,
Caribbean and Asian — and for
black leadership of the move-
ment was a key theme for many.

There were some attempts to
draw lessons from the split 1n
the Anti-Racist Alliance,
through warning against self
proclaimed leaders, and recog-
nising the importance of giving
a voice to those like the family
campaigns who are actually
confronting racism in practice.

Black nationalism and sepa-
ratism were fairly muted, and
the need to win the labour
movement to the anti-racist
struggle was given prominence.

Many of those who argued
for legislation outlawing racial
harassment, such as Harry Co-
hen MP, at the same time
pointed out that one could not

pointed out that one could not
rely on the law and supported

- the right to self-defence.

Azim Hadjee from NUCPS,
while welcoming the concept of
a charter, said that his organisa-
tion was not convinced that cre-
ating a new offence was the way

~ forward. .

A key strand of opinion,
most clearly motivated from the
platform by the Newham Moni-
toring Project, argued that the
existing charter was too detailed
and what was needed was a se-
ries of much more limited prin-
ciples.

He cited No Platform, Self-
Defence, and the necessity to
confront racist ideas and prac-
tice in what ever context they
occurred, as vital to this.

Socialist Outlook supporters
were heartened by the day’s
proceedings. We have long ar-
gued for unity in the anti-rac-
ist/anti-fascist movement and
believe this task is becoming
daily more urgent as the racists
grow in confidence.

Dangers

The present charter rests too
much on reliance on the state to
be an adequate vehicle for this
process, but we are aware of the
dangers of those on the far left
who want to make agreement
with every dot and commaof their
ideas a precondition for action.

We will be participating in
the forthcoming discussions
around the charter. |

While we argue for the most

extensive and democratic de-

bate, we will also be working
locally and nationally to pro-
mote unity in action against the

rise of racism and fascism.

Campsfield

on Sea?

HASLAR prison in Gosport
is one of several new
‘detention centres’ for
asylum seekers, the best

known of which is at

Campsfield, Oxfordshire.

It is being used to hold more
than 100 migrants - mainly refu-
gees fleeing brutal regimes.
None of these people have com-
mitted crimes, yet they are im-
prisoned without trial, with very
little access to ouside support.

Saturday 28 January saw
the campaign to free the
Haslar detainees hold its first
public demonstration.
Portsmouth Trades Council
has set up the campaign in or-
der to fight this disgrace.

Last week the Home Office
obtained an exclusion order al-
lowing the police to herd pro-
testors onto a small piece of
grass, some distance from the
prisgn entrance. This scene
snitcmises what the racist
laws of the new ‘Fortress
Europe’ are all about.
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More Arabs face
police harassment

By Robert Race

In apparent coordination

with Israeli intelligence, the
British authorities have ar-
rested under the Prevention
of Terrorism Act several Pal-
estinians who have lived for

many years in London.
Although most have been re-
leased without charge, two -
Nadia Zekra and Jawad Botmeh
— have been charged with con-
spiracy to cause explosions. The

evidence presented against
- them is entirely circumstantial.

Police continue to harass Pal-
estinians living in London,
manv of whom have been inter-
rogaied about the explosions,
and about their political views.

Police have also contacted

employers seeking information
about Palestinian workers. This
harassment has been supported

by the racism of the gutter press

towards Arabs, Middle Eastern-
ers, and Muslims.

There have been many pre-
vious attacks on the rights of
Arabs in Britain. |

During the 1991 Gulf War,
dozens of Palestinians and Iraqis
were held in prison and threat-
ened with deportation. Algerian
refugees are among the scores of
alleged ‘illegal immigrants’ held
at Campsfield and other detention
centres, while dissidents from
Saudi Arabia and Bahrain are cur-
rently threatened with deporta-
tion after pressure on the British
government from these regimes.

In response to this harass-
ment, a new campaign has been

established. Called Action for

the Rights of Arabs in Britain, it
aims to oppose and publicise the
criminalisation of Arabs, to sup-
port the victims of such victim-
isation and their families, and to
ensure their freedom of speech.

It plans to issue a Rights
Guide in Arabic and English, to

expose the use of immigration

and security laws against politi-

cal refugees, and to organise a

‘Hotline’ of lawyers who will
offer support.

B Members of the campaign
will picket Bow Street Mag-
istrates Court at the next re-
mand hearing for Jawad and
Nadia - 10.30 am, Thursday
16 February. Further infor-
mation from Action for the
Rights of Arabsin Britain, 25
Horsell Road, London N5. -

South
Wales
unites
against
racism

By Ed George

2,000 people braved
torrential rain in Cardift
on January 28 to
demonstrate against

racism in Sottth Wales.

The march was led by
the family of Mohan Singh
Kutlar who died in Decem-
her after being found in a
pool of hlood outside his
shop in Neath. Three men
have been charged with
his murder.

The march was one of
the biggest ever mobhilisa-
tions against racism in
Wales.

This kind of unity in ac-
tion against racism 1s
needed now more than
ever. Although Mohan's
death is the first racist mur-
der in recent times, it did
occur in a climate of in-
creasingly well-organised
activity by racists.

The South Wales valleys
now experience some of
the worst housing, lowest
wages and highest unem-
ployment anywhere in Brit-
ain. This is the breeding
ground of racism.

Wales ARA has moni-
tored a dramatic rise in the
number of racist attacks
across South Waies. There
have also heen a number
of physical attacks and
death threats made
against leading anti-racist
activists in Cardiff.

We must now build upon
the unity achieved in the
demonstration and put
pressure on the Wales La-
bour Party and TUC to mo-
hilise the greatest
numbers against racism
and fascism in Wales.

This will send a clear
message — what hap-
pened to Mohan Kullar
must never be allowed {o
happen again.

NO
PLATFORM

Protest against visit to

London of ltalian

fascist leader
Gianfranco Fini

WEDS FEB 15
- 430pm
Chatham House

St James Square,

~ London SW!
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Timid
echo of
the
classical
bourgeois
democratic
demands

THE CHAMPAGNE corks
were clearly popping in the
offices of the Observer and
the Guardian after Tony
Blair’s latest keynote speech
in his campaign to scrap
Clause IV of Labour’s con-

stitution.

Under the euphoric and com-
pletely misleading headline
‘Blair puts faith in clear-cut so-
cialism’, the Observer (January
29) welcomed him aboard as a
fully committed liberal who has
publicly jettisoned any pretence
of socialist politics.

Barely able to contain his en-
thusiasm, political editor An-
thony Bevins drooled over
every weasel word, declaring
that:

“Tony Blair yesterday of-
fered his party a crystallised
version of socialist values ...”

Of course on closer examina-
tion the “personal statement of
faith that could yet form the ba-
sis for a revised Clause Four”
proves to be a forthright renun-

suaded to act not for profit but
in the public interest:
“We need both dynamic mar-

kets and strong public services;

and both public and private sec-
tors should be properly respon-
sible to the public good.”

What is the ‘public good’? If
it is different from healthy prof-
its, whois toimpose iton Blair’s
cherished entrepreneurs?
Canute-like, Blair appears to
imagine he can stem the tide of
capitalist profit-seeking.

Missing completely from
Blair’s blinkered world view 1s
any understanding that the ex-
ploitation of labour s central to
the drive for profit. His idea of
reform is restricted to making
capitalism more democratic.

O
.......

even while he strips it of any
meaningful content. His aims
and values are quite explicitly
restricted to those of liberal
(bourgeois) democracy.

His rallying call is the ideal-
istic notion of °‘social justice’
within a capitalist ‘mixed econ-
omy’. It 1s hard to see this as a
slogan for mass mobilisation.
“What do we want?”” “A mixed
economy with social justice!”
“When do we want 1t?” “As
soon as the entrepreneurs
agree!”

His speech argues that social-

then.

Far from looking forward to
the next century, Blair’s mini-
malistic political aspirations are
a pathetic, timid echo of the
democratic demands which fu-
elled the great bourgeois revo-
lutions — and which have led not
to socialism but to capitalist
states and governments.

While Blair invokes 200-
year old slogans in his quest to
ditch any call for nationalisa-
tion, we should recall that one of
the early blows struck by the
French revolution in 1789 was
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There 1s no collective social ex-
pression of the needs of both
classes.

The property and interests of
the wealthy are protected by the
state, which is a capitalist state,
its laws, its police and armed
forces, its judiciary, its civil
service and its machinery of
government.

In case Tony Blair hasn’t no-
ticed, far from sharing any com-
mon ‘society’, the interests of
the exploited, the working class,
are counterposed to those of the
capitalists who exploit them.
They will always be counter-
posed.

The trade unions and Labour
Party were set up as part of the
fight to challenge that exploita-
tion. Clause IV, for all its limi-
tations, represents the aspiration
for a fundamental change of
system, an aspiration to genuine

ciation of any aspiration to re- o . . soqal.lst values. Th1§ 1S why
move and replace capitalism - - Blair is so opposed to it.
now or even in the indefinite - .

future.

Anachronism

Clause IV, argued Blair
means the “anachronism of a
command economy, common
ownership with no boundaries.”

“Not a mixed economy of
public and private sector. But
common ownership of industry,
retail and finance. Now that just
does not make sense — either on
the grounds of socialist princi-
ple or economic reality.”

So 1n the name of ‘socialist
principle’, Blair insists on the
need to retain not only capital-
ism (politely termed the ‘mixed
economy’) — but also capital-
ists:

“We believe in success. We
believe in enterprise. A just so-
ciety cannot exist without its
public servants and private en-
trepreneurs.”

Poor Tony cannot imagine a
‘Just society’ without its Robert
Maxwells, its Rupert Mur-
doghs, its Cedric Browns and
‘other such pillars of ‘social jus-
tice’.

Of course an unjust society
also needs exactly the same per-
sonnel: Blair gives no hint as to
how he imagines their embar-
rassing excesses could be re-
strained. His vision is of a
fantasy world in which the lion
ltes down with the lamb, and
capitalism 1s somehow per-
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The French revolution struck a devastating blow against clericalism and obscurantism

Relying again and again on
the idealistic notion of ‘social
justice’ within a capitalist soci-
ety, Blair insists that it repre-
sents a ‘left of centre view’
“That a nation must be governed
not for a small elite, but for the
broad majority of people.”

But when the small elite own
the vast majority of the wealth
and means of production, retail
and finance, the reality 1s that
they will continue to call the
shots over the ‘broad majority’
who are forced to work for the
means of subsistence.

Property relations

The exploitation of workers
under capitalism 1s not en-
shrined in explicit laws which
declare them unequal, but in the
economic system, the property
relations of capitalist society.

For Labour to renounce any
intention to confront this root of
exploitation would be to deprive
millions of the hopetthat even-
tually the capitalist system
would be replaced by some-
thing better.

Blair has of course cynically
retained the word ‘socialism’,

ism 1s built not on social owner-
ship, enabling genuine plan-
ning, or on production for need
rather than profit, but on the
“commitment to freedom,
equality, democracy and soli-

darity.”

To hear this passed off as ‘so-
cialism’ is a sick joke.

Two centuries ago, French
revolutionaries took to the
streets under the banner of ‘Lib-
erty, Fraternity, Equality’. They
were rather more convincing in
their fight than Mr Blair.

To get their demands they
had to overturn the old order,
execute the King, and challenge
the power of the Church (of
which Mr Blair 200 years later
1s st1ll a devout adherent).

This was much more radical
than anything on offer from La-
bour: but it was not a socialist,
but a bourgeois revolution. By
removing the roadblock of ab-
solutist rule, 1t laid a framework
for capitalist development.

In England, a simtlar process,
establishing the power of Parlia-
ment, took place earlter, in
1640, and culminated with the
beheading of Charles 1. Just as
well Mr Blair was not in charge

the nationalisation of church
property!

The new, rising capitalist
class which dertved the princi-
pal benefits of the new regime
are today the enemies of any
extension of democracy. They
saw the end of absolutism sim-
ply as a means to strengthen
their power and enrich them-
selves.

We now see their system in
world-wide crisis and decay.
Unemployment, poverty, brutal
exploitation, mass starvation,

environmental destruction, ra-

cism and a succession of vicious
wars spell out the bankruptcy of
a system which produces only
for profit and in which the mar-
ket is the new absolute ruler.

- ‘Social justice’

Tony Blair tries to persuade
us that the system can be tamed,
planned, and redirected to de-
liver ‘social justice’. Socialism,
he insists, is no more than ‘a
belief about society’.

This concept of ‘society’ is
an empty abstraction, an illu-
sion. We live in a class society.

That’s what capitalism means.

Preemptive betrayai

In seeking to slam the door on
this hope of something better,
Tony Blair 1s breaking new
ground in only one respect: in-
stead of seeking election on
radical policies and then betray-
ing later, he seeks to get the
betrayal over before the elec-
tion, and run for office offering
nothing more as a platform than
the fact that he 1s not John Ma-
jor.
Almost 100 years ago, Rosa
Luxemburg, leading revolu-
tionary in the German social
democratic party, fought the
ideas of an early Tony Blair. Her
words ring terribly true today:

“The final goal of socialism
constitutes the only decisive
factor distinguishing the social-
democratic movement from
bourgeois democracy and from
bourgeois radicalism, the only
factor transforming the entire
labour movement from a vain
effort to repair the capitalist or-
der into a class struggle against
this order, for the suppression of
this order.”

For genuine socialists in to-
day’s unions and in the Labour
Party the fight for socialist poli-
tics begins with the battle to de-
fend Clause IV, but must lead on
from that to the development of
a fighting programme going
well beyond the illusory quest
for ‘social justice’ under capi-
talism.
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- Job-seekers Allowance:

wage-cutters’ charter

By Terry Smith

DRACONIAN new ele-
ments of the Tory Jobseekers
Allowance (JSA) are emerg-
ing each week as Peter
Lilley’s moves to scrap the
dole grinds its way through
Parliament.

Not only will tens of thou-
sands of unemployed be imme-
diately denied benefit under the
new scheme, but thousands
more each month would be
ruled ineligible under brutal

new restrictions.
Claimants will be forced to

enrol in a laughably-named
‘Jobsearch Plan’, in which they
declare the lowest wage for
which they would be willing to
work. |

This opens up a Dutch auc-
tion in which cheapskate em-
ployers looking to push down
wages take their pick of the ap-
plicants with the lowest expec-
tations.

But it also offers another pre-
text on which claimants who de-
clare more sensible aspirations
can be denied benefit. Those

“asking for too a high a wage will

certainly be deemed as not
genuinely seeking work.
To make matters worse, the

Jobsearch Plan would also re-
quire an unemployed person to

be able to work at just 24 hours

notice — in a new step towards
to complete casualisation of la-
bour.

Disqualified

Failure to meet this deadline
— even 1f this is because they
cannot find care for children or
elderly dependents at home —
would result in the claimant be-
ing disqualified from Jobseek-
ers Allowance.

Stringent conditions will also
be imposed on the number of
times claimants are forced to ap-

proach local employers, scour
newspaper ads and visit local
Job Centres seeking work.

Benefit staff, working to
tough new targets for savings to
be made through detecting
‘fraud’, will be pressurised into
the most callous reading of
these tight rules.

Already most claimants face
a reduced rate of benefit be-
cause they are assumed to have
lost their jobs through their own
fault.

But the JSA will not have a
reduced rate: many will lose out
on benefit altogether.

Amud this carnage — and the
imposition this April of the new

system of Incapacity Benefit de-
signed to strip benefits from
250,000 people with long term
sickness and disability — La-
bour’s front bench remains elo-
quently silent.

Some of the Tory proposals
are horribly close to the plans
dreamed up by Labour’s own
Commussion for Social Justice.

The unions must do more
than whinge at the injustice of
the JSA: they must join forces to
fight the Tory offensive, de-
manding a Labour government
reverse these savage attacks, in-
crease benefits and implement a
minimum wage.

NHS cuts: some victories No return to

for the good guys

By John Lister |

WHILE Virginia Bottomley
wrestles with a tide of statis-
tics showing that her market-
led policies are bringing
chaos to the NHS, some im-
portant victories are being
notched up by campaigners.

The most glaring weakness of
the market system is its failure to
recruit and train sufficient doc-
tors and nursing staff to keep
vital services going.

Nurse and midwife training
has been drastically cut back,
prompting serious staff short-
ages in parts of London, while

- early February has seen casualty

units in various parts of the coun-

try forced to desperate measures
for iack of junior doctors.

Now figures produced by in-
ner London health authorities re-
inforce the long-standing claims
by campaigners such as London
Health Emergency that the clo-
sure of 1,000 acute hospital beds
in the capital every year for the
past decade has reduced many
key hospitals to state of crisis.

Even before the closure of
A&E services at Barts hospital,
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Bottomley

the nearest hospitals (Homerton
and the Royal London) which are
expected to take the strain were
running with their beds consis-
tently around or even over 100
percent full.

The new report adds weight to
the growing demand for a halt to
further hospital closures, which
are generating a new wave of agi-
tation across London.

A conference on February 18

GMB splits
Newcastle fight

HE MAY he strong on
rhetoric for social justice
and a founder of the Cam-
paign to Defend the Wel-
fare State, hut where does
GMB leader John Ed-
monds really stand on the
tight for council jobs and

services?

The question has added
weight following the GMB's in-
struction to its local govern-
‘ment members in Newcastle to

cross UNISON picket lines on
the February 1 Day of Action.

Newcastie’s Lahour coun-
cil is threatening to axe 200
teachers, 40 social workers,
six homes for the elderly,
three day centres and 50 per-
cent of meals on wheels.

But instead of joining UNI-
SON in halloting and cam-
paigning for action,
Edmonds’ union did nothing.

Tony Blair would be
pleased.

on the state of London’s heaith
services sponsored by the Eve-
ning Standard has already at-
tracted over 1,500 applicants for
just 850 tickets.

Elsewhere, too, pressure is
being intensified to block further
hospital cuts. After the success in
defending London’s Central Mid-
dlesex Hospital, amassive outcry
in Hertfordshire has apparently
persuaded health chiefs to shelve
plans to close two of the county’s
four A&E units.

No new closure proposals are
now expected until after the next
election. A similar retreat by
health chiefs in the North West
has lifted the threat to ‘rational-
ise’ acute hospital services in the
Morecambe Bay area.

And protestors in Birmingham
are celebrating the reprieve of

- services after South Birmingham

heaith authority retreated from
imposing £1.5m cuts on the local
Community Trust.

Forthe firsttime inyears, there
IS confidence among health cam-
paigners that some of the cuts
can be fought and defeated. But
the fight must still be waged.

In London, efforts will now be
focused on halting the threatened
run-down of Guy’s Hospital.

By Harry Sloan

WITH SCHOOLS facing a
cut in real spending power
and 120,000 extra children
entering the education sys-
tem, there 1s no sign of the
‘peace 1n the®classroom’
promised by Gillian

Shephard.

Thousands of teaching posts
are at risk, bringing the threat of
class sizes rising to all-time re-
cord levels — many will be 40
and above, making a nonsense

the 11 Plus!

By Ann Hudson

SATs — government-im-
posed tests in English, Maths
and Science for 7, 11 and 14
year olds - were successfully
boycotted by the NUT for
two years.

- Suddenly, in December the
NUT leadership met with Gil-
lian Shephard and announced its
intention to end the boycott.

NUT activists believe that the
leadership has lost its fighting
spirit because it has decided to
embrace the ‘new realist’ orien-
tation of the Labour Party lead-
ership. |

With Tony Blair sending his
son to a (non-union)Grant
Maintained school, and David
Blunkett indicating that Labour
will do little to undo the damage
Tory policy has inflicted on edu-
cation, this is bad news for Brit-
ain’s youth.

Grant Maintained Schools
and SATs are all part of an at-
tack on the notion of equal op-
portunities and comprehensive
education itself.

Many NUT members were
deeply disappointed by the re-

—
New storm over education cuts

of any talk of quality in educa-
tion, and turning the national
curriculum into a sham.

Though morale has been
knocked back after the surren-
der on SATSs tests, unions have
begun to resist.

Ballots

In Oxford both NUT and
NAS/UWT are balloting on
one-day strike action to lobby
the crucial County Council
meeting on February 14.

Strong pressure for action has
come from angry parents, many

sult of the leadership’s lightning
ballot in early January. Half the
membership voted, with 3 to 1
voting to end the boycott and
cooperate in the government’s
Review.

The ballot was timed in such
a way that members had little
time to organise meetings and
discuss the real issues, and
worded in such a way that many
thought a ‘yes’ vote would
mean continued union protec-
tion against excessive workload
and the continuation of a cam-
paign against SATs.

There was abarrage of propa-
ganda for a yes vote - enough
glossy leaflets for three times
the union’s membership.

Despite the reverse, NUT as-
sociations and divisions all over
the country are actively cam-
paigning against the tests.

The campaign is supported
by the London Associations for
the Teaching of English and the
growing network of Parents
against the SATs.

We need to look to the exam-
ple of Scotland where parents
supported the anti-SATs cam-
paign, and won by withdrawing
their ¢hildren from the tests.

of whom joined the 3,000-
strong march through Oxford
last month, and thousands more
of whom have since been at-
tending a series of packed local
meetings across the county.

At least one school’s gover-
nors have adopted a deficit
budget, while others have joined
the call for schools to be closed to
back the lobby on February 14.

Elsewhere NUT ballots for
one-day stoppages are also be-
ing held in Northamptonshire,
Leicestershire and Islington in
London.




by Harry Sloan

COUNCIL services are fac-
ing the worst spending
cuts for 30 years as they
fall victim to a three-way
squeeze from the Tory gov-

ernment.

M The level of central sup-
port grant to councils is being
slashed by 0.4 percent in
cash terms, while inflationary
pressures demand an in-
crease of up to 3 percent to
stay level.

M As if that cut were not
enough, most councils also
face tough ‘capping’ restric-
tions limiting the amount they
can raise from the council

ax. After years of ruthless
clampdown in London, this is
having the heaviest impact
this year on the shire coun-
ties, triggering anguished
squeals of protest from Tories
as well as Labour and Liberal
councillors.

B To put the boot in, minis-
ters have disregarded warn-

3-way

ings from Education Secretary
Gillian Shephard that as many
as 10,000 teaching jobs could
be axed if the teachers pay
award, expected to be 2.9 per-
cent, is not fully funded by the
government.

Council cash pays for 60
percent of school budgets,
most of it on pay. As Mrs
Shephard pointed outin a
leaked letter to cabinet col-
leagues: “If teachers’ pay
went up by 2-3 percent,
schools would need to find re-
sources equivalent to the loss
of 7,000- 10,000 teaching
posts to fund it. This further
tightening of staffing ratios
would mean class sizes would
shoot up.”

Main target

Education, taking the larg-
est share of council spending,
has been the main target for
cuts, triggering a growing re-
volt by school governors reluc-
tant to impose sackings, and
adopting varying tactics from
setting (illegal) deficit budg-
ets to threatening mass resig-

By Bob Whitehead

BIRMINGHAM Commu-
nity Conference has taken
the lead the defence of local
services and jobs.
Following the Labour
Group’s meek acceptance of a
£45 million cut in the govern-
ment grant, it organised a lobby
of a group meeting, with 150
people. Both events generated
substantial press coverage. Both

Birmingham’s
community fights back

were built with posters, leaflets
and street stalls.

And now March 25th has
been namedws the day for acity
centre demonstration with the
theme of defending public serv-
ices and jobs.

The Community Conference
will seek to mnvolve the RMT,
who are campaigning against
rail privatisation.

The shock of the savage cuts
ordered by central government
seems to have generated a new
mood of resistance, at last!
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nation to force the blame
back onto councils.

But social services — nota-
bly services for the elderly,
fire services and other impor-
tant support services are also
facing brutal cuts.

The scale of the actual
shortfall facing each council
varies widely, but Oxfordshire
faces a shortfall of up to
£23m this year, Taunton
£20m, Birmingham £41m and
Newcastle £20m over three
years.

But while Birmingham’s
right wing Labour council
leader Theresa Stewart has
looked unashamedly to axing
600 jobs (hoping for voluntary
redundancies), other councils
have opted to defy Tory spend-
ing limits.

Shropshire’s Lib-Lab coun-
cil has adopted a deficit
budget — with the backing of
local Tory MP John Biffen.
Now what would Tony Blair
have to say ahout that?

@ IN SCOTLAND, a sepa-
rate budget squeeze threatens
cuts of up to £230 million.

There is alot of talk of industrial
action. But we cannot shake off
the years of defeatism over-
night.

Confidence needs to be care-
fully built and organised. In par-
ticular, many sectors are
cautious about going into action
on their own.

The role of the Community
Conference is to overcome this
by uniting the different areas in
common activity. So far, the
strategy seems to be working.

By a postal worker

A TWO DAY walk out by
15,000 London postal work-
ers put the brake on manage-
ment’s offensive against
conditions, jobs and union
organisation.

When management sus-
pended all 150 delivery staff at
North West District Office Cam-
den on January 19 all district of-
fices in London - bar one - struck
in response. The next morning
most delivery offices in London
were out too.

With millions of mail items
held up management quickly
backed down promisingto lift the

uspensions and take no further
Isciplinary action.

The dispute stems from the
introduction of the Computer-
Assisted Delivery Revision Sys-
tem which involves a massi

Victory for Postal
orker solidarity

increase in workers’ workload.

In early January around 650
workers walked out whenaunion
member was suspended for re-
fusing to get into a dangerously
overloaded van.

They returned to work only
afterimmense pressure from un-
ion officials and promises of le-
gal action and improved health
and safety.

In a single week 50 workers
were suspended for alleged
“slow working”. Hundreds of
casuals were brought in to take
over deliveries.

After a further one hour strike
delivery staff were instructed to
sign a declaration waiving their
right to strike. Refusal was met
with suspension. and then the
spreading industrial action.

None of the key issues were
resolved in the back to work
agreement — which only went
through after pressure from the
national leadership on their

membership. |

A major opportunity for the
whole workforce to go on the
offensive over CADR, job losses
and new duties was rejected by a
leadership more concerned
about the union’s bank balance
and its good relations with Royal
Mail management.

For postal workers the les-
sons are clear — there will be
more fights over jobs and condi-
tions. General Secretary Alan
Johnson and the national leader-
ship will not lead a fight.

We have to build an alternative
leadership in the union which has
the respect and support of the
membership.

For all workers and the labour
movement as a whole, the postal
workers’ action shows how soli-
darity action can win, and that
faced with widespread strikes the
anti-union laws are not worth the
paper they are written on.

Tory squeeze on jobs

s

L

0
R

o

EEOOOK

e
et

Welfare State Network

Working Conference
J Job Seekers Allowance (1 Incapacity Benefit

) Benefits for Youth and Students
1 Workshops and discussion

SATURDAY
Februury !8

University
Union
Malet St London

Speakers include: @ TONY BENN MP @ ALAN SIMP-
SON MP @ JILL MOUNTFORD (Welfare State Network)
® SARAH WELLINGS (NUS) @ KEVIN SEXTON (NUS)
@ JOHN LISTER (London Health Emergency)
Credentials/details ring 071-639-5068
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Socialism key in fight against oppression

Don’t let Blair play

THOSE WHO wish to aban-
don Clause IV argue that it
says nothing about the kind
of equalities that a modern
Labour Party should have at
the centre of its concerns.

True enough, and it could be
scarcely be argued that the La-
bour Party of 1918 would have
considered adding the objec-
 tives of equality for women,
black people, lesbians and gay
men, and the disabled, had they
been suggested.

But the reasoning of “mod-
ern Labour” 1s thoroughly falla-
~cious. Socialists have always
understood that genuine equal-
ity for those many who suffer
from oppression in society can
only be achieved by a funda-
mental change in society itself.

Liberals — even some Tories
— can support such individual
measures as an equal age of
consent for gay men, or equal
pay for women, or rights of ac-
cess for the disabled, or con-
demning of racist violence.

Campaigning for all these is
vital in itself. But while society
as a whole is unequal because of
the underlying economic sys-

Add
Clause IV

to UNISON
Rule Book!

THE CAMPAIGN for a
Fighting and Democratic
UNISON is urging
branches to submit the
following Model Resolu-
tion for this year’s con-

ference.

It would add in to the un-
1on’s rule book the formula
which was in the old NUPE
Rule book and similar to
Ciause V.

It shouid have been in

the UNISON Rules agreed
at the first conference.

“Add new point 4.6 in

section B

“To secure for the work-
ers by hand or by brain the
full fruits of thetr industry
and the most equitable dis-
| tribution thereof that may
be possible upon the basis
of the commaon ownership
of the'means of produc-
tion, distribution and ex-
change, and the hest
obtainabte system of popu-
lar administration and con-
trol ot each industry and
service.”
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tem, it 1s impossible that funda-
mental equality can be won.

Hence the socialist commit-
ment contained within Clause
IV 1s not counter-posed to the
fight for an equal, fair and just
society. On the contrary, to
achieve these goals demands a
Lombined struggle in both
'spheres. |

The capitalist market oper-
ates on the basis that the few
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profit from the labours of the
many. Some exploit, and the
rest of us are exploited.
Inequality 1s basic is capital-
ism. That inequality occurs in
social existence too, and not by
accident. For example, the in-
equality of women, and of les-
bians and gay men, is rooted in
the privileged- position occu-

pied by the patriarchal (male-

dominated) family system.

Women are the home-mak-
ing, child-rearing, pin-money-
earning, sex-object majority.

Lesbians and gays, whose

~ acceptance as genuine equals

would undermine the domina-
tion of the much-promoted (if
increasingly mythical) “Persil
family”, continue to be mar-
ginal, second-class citizens, at

best tolerated providing we stay

out of sight.
Divided
.Discrimination and oppres-
sion designed to keep us in our
places also serves to reproduce
a divided and docile workforce,

as likely to blame fellow work-
ers, “Europe”, or those of an-

‘other race for our woes as to pin

the blame where it really lies.

An economic system which

seeks to achieve equality, how-
ever, 18 also a society where
these oppressions have no
place.

Clause IV, certainly, does

not 1n itself address these ques-

tions. But it does create a frame-
work in which the struggle for
equality for ALL sections of so-
ciety has its rightful and logical
place.

The modernisers will seek to

tinker with the system. They
will propose some fine phrases.
But until and unless Labour is
willing to tackle the fundamen-
tals questions of the way soci-
ety operates — in 1995 just as it
did in 1918 — it will only treat
the symptoms and never deal
with the causes of oppression.

Socialists always argue for
Labour to state its support for
equality, and justice, loud and
clear.

It should start by promoting
the wide range of equality poli-
cies it already has. It should
throw its support behind the
struggles against racism,
against sexism, for lesbian and
gay and disabled rights.

But far from representing a
different approach from the vi-
sion of Clause IV, this really
represents the same fundamen-
tals.

If we mean to win equality
for all who are denied it in capi-
talist society, it can only be as
part of the struggle to win “the
full fruits of their industry and
the most equitable distribution
thereof that may be possible
upon the basts of common own-
ership” for (and by) the work-
ers.

Clause IV can block
the road to ruin

By Eileen Gersh

ALL OVER the country people
are fighting against govern-
ment road-building pro-

grammes.

All kinds of people are in-
volved; young and old, well-off
and poor. If your home is being
demolished to make a road,
you’re not going to take it lying
down, unless your’re lying in
front of a bulldozer.

The names of these battle-
fields ~ Twyford Down, Oaklees
Wood, “Wanstonia”, Stanworth

- Woods - are becoming well

known.

What has this to do with
Clause 1V? Well, in whose inter-
ests are these roads being built?
This is not just a perverse idea of
the Tory government, that they
wili ease traffic problems and ac-
commodate more cars and lor-
ries.

Someone - not the car own-
ers- benefits from the roads pro-
gramme. The car manufacturer
keep turning out cars and per-
suading people that driving con-
ditions will be improved by new

roads, (when in fact they will be
made worse)

When it is clear they have
over-produced they to complain
that they can’t sell off their stock.
The car industry is a powerful
lobby, and it is backed up by
another arm of heavy industry,
the road construction busi-

nesses and quarrying compa-

nies, which hack out huge
chunks of countryside for their
materials.

Like the roads, these quarries
destroy areas of natural beauty
and scientific interest. Add to
these the petroleum industry,
which fuels the vehicles and road
building machines.

Of course the Tory Party, the
party of capitalism, listens to and
serves powerful lobbyists: these

are the kind of people from
whom the party receives its
funds.

It is much less responsive to
the people who are victimised by
the road-building programmes —
those who are left homeless
without adequate compensation:
those whose health is ruined by
asthma triggered by the toxic
emissions of vehicles; those
whose scientific or aesthetic pur-
suits are interrupted or wiped
out; victims of road accidents.

What is the way to stop this
depredation? To properly restrict
the activities of big business
would require innumerable spe-
cific laws prohibiting various
types of action on their part, laws
without loopholes that they could
dodge through.

There would have to be regu-
latory bodies to appeal to that
were representative of all the
people, not like the present quan-
gos, appointed by the govern-
ment, and therefore sympathetic
to big business.

All this is unimaginable isn't
it? It was recognition of the prob-
lems of fighting for change in a
myriad of individual laws that led
women and their supporters in

the United States to demand an
amendment to the constitution,
the Equal Rights Amendment.

S0 that’s where Clause IV
comes in, as apart of the Labour
Party constitution. The compa-
nies that are involved in the road
lobby should be owned and con-
trolled by the people, with boards
not appointed by the government
but elected.

Then they could be held re-

“sponsible and recalled if neces-

sary. It’s obvious, anyway, that a
nationwide system, like trans-
port, must be planned on a na-
tionwide scale, not privatised
and given over to numbers of
different companies,each under
independent control.

A good national system of
public transport, buses and
trains, would greatly reduce the
need for car travel and provide a
cleaner, healthier environment,
saving some of the beauty for the
future generations.

Retention and improvement
of nationalised British Rail
should therefore be one of La-
bour’s high priorities.

That is the one of the reasons
we say: No more privatisations!
Retain Clause IV.
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CIau elV flght

By Dave Packer

THE CAMPAIGN To De-
fend Clause IV has devel-
oped a spontaneous
momentum amongst grass-
roots activists across the la-

bour movement.

This was confirmed at the
campaign’s national steering

committee meeting held on

January 28th in Manchester
Town Hall. |

Many trade unionists were
amongst the 60 people present.

John Nicholson introduced
the meeting with a report which
showed the growing number of
commitments and resolutions
backing the Defend Clause IV
Campaign.

Blair has been forced to
launch his own campaign, him-
self heading the bandwagon in
the constituencies, while
Prescott sets to work on the un-

10n bureaucrats.

Over half the Party’s MEPs
the Socialist Campaign Group
of left MPs and many others
from the so-called soft left, sup-
porters of Tribune, CLPD, and
the political centre have come 1n
behind the campaign to defend
the Clause.

Abusive

The growing anxiety in the
Blair camp is illustrated by the
abusive tone of Peter Mandel-
son and other right wing 1de-
ologues. Blair was forced to
apologise for a press statement
made by Mandelson which re-
ferred to their opponents as
‘muddled and infantile’.

Blair’s hopes lie in a combi-
nation of media backing, bu-
reaucratic mis-leadership,
manipulation of delegations to
the Special Conference and in-
dividual balloting (OMOYV) of
members.

Even if he succeeds in carry-

ing the day for the right wing
offensive against socialist poli-
cies and values, and this1s by no
means a forgone conclusion, his
will be a Pyrrhic victory.

The right wing will not only
have angered the great majority
of grass roots activists in the
party and the untons, it will have
significantly revived and rebuilt
the links amongst the left in the
movement.

The revival of the left was a
theme of Lord Monkswell’s
speech on behalf of the Cam-
paign Group at the Steering
Committee meeting.

He stressed that we we have
already changed the terms of the
debate. It’s not about loyalty or
confidence in the leader, he
said, but about Labour’s princi-
ples.

A series of reports from the
campaign in the trade unions
was briefly introduced. Com-
rades were reminded that we
won on Clause IV at the last
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Labour conference, and that the
groundswell of support for the
present campaign showed that
the Labour Party was not dead
for the left.

We can expect a serious in-
crease in constituency support
at the special conference, but
crucially we must hold on in the
unions.

The meeting concluded with
a discussion on the special con-
ference. It was generally agreed
that it was no longer possible to
get this conference, deliberately

.
GO

timed to pre-empt most of the
union conferences, called off.

Therefore, we must raise de-
mands to make 1t as repre-
sentative and democratic as
possible.

The left are not afraid of a
genuinely open and democratic
debate, unlike Blair and the
right wing, who plan to have
only one item on the agenda —
the leadership’s (still unpub-
lished) redraft of Clause IV, and
one vote, for or against the re-
draft!

Blair's ‘Bambinos’
crated for slaughter

Lyons tamed as fight

REPORTS to the Clause IV
campaign steering committee
showed the scope of activity
in more than a dozen unions.

@ Aflavour of these reports is
shown by an incident in the white
collar union MSF. A press state-
ment put out by MSF General
Secretary Roger Lyons in sup-
port of a Blair redrafting of the
Clause was withdrawn within 24
hours.

This humiliating public retrac-
tion was due to an explosion of
protest from the membership
across the country.

The rank and file ‘Left United’
is now on the offensive in MSF,

- and is calling for a recali confer-

ence and trying to win as many
regions as possible — five have
been won so far, but eight are
needed for a majority. In the Lon-
don Region there was a unani-
mous vote to retain Clause |V
together with a call for Lyons’
resignation.

@ A similar press statement
by shop workers’ union USDAW
was also retracted for the same
reasons.

Here, as in other unions, the
broad left is mobilising support
for retention. Already there are
several resolutions — some from
traditional middle of the road
branches — in defence of the
Clause on the agenda of the US-
DAW conference, one of the few

union conferences which take

waged In unions

meeting, but were both re-
fused on spurious grounds
— apparently the CLP had
not asked in advance, and
the Trades Council was not
recognised as an official
part of the trade union
movement!

@® In the telecoms union
NCU, the broad left, whichis
affiliated to the campaign,
feels confident that it can
keep its NEC in line, but
needs a big campaign at
grass roots level.

Bridling under msults fram Blatr
team: T&GWU leader Bill Morris

place before the special confer-
ence, and where Blair is an in-
vited speaker.

® The rail union RMT wili

' continue to support Clause 1V, a

position that has been reinforced
partly by government plans o
privatise the railways, and partly
by the campaigning work of Rail
Workers in Defence of Clause V.

Despite statements by the La-
bour leadership, there are real
dangers of a Blair climbdown on
Rail nationalisation.

A speaker from the RMT’s
North East Regional Council
gave an iliuminating insight into
the social composition of the
Blair roadshow.

He described how his local
CLP and the Trades Council had
requested tickets to the Blair
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@® The London district of
the Fire Brigades Union
has already affiliated to the
campaign and donated
£250.

@ In the TGWU, several re-
gions have also come out for
retention, although the Midland
Region 5 will be a tougher nut to
crack.

® Meanwhile the leadership
of the GMB have made it clear
that if there is no commitment
from Blair to renationalise water,
they will vote for the retention of
Clause IV.

® The delegate from public
sector union UNISON reported
that they had a good chance of
winning a majority of the Affili-
ated Political Fund committees.
London and the Midlands were
assured, but again he stressed
the need for a campaign in the

| rank and file.
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TONY Blair has given us a
taster of how decisions are

“going to be taken in New
Labour - by unelected full

time officials.

The Brighton Young Labour
conference was an exercise in
how to prevent discussion.

Even before the weekend
had got underway left delega-
tions were being ruled out of
order. The left-inclined RMT
were prevented from taking

- part on a technicality.

Student groups ~ bastions
of Blairism — were allowed to
affiliate twice; once as Young
Labour Groups, once as stu-
dent groups.

This gave them twice as
many delegates.

When the Clause Four vote

was called, the result by show
of hands was too close to

call. But by the time of the
card vote this had miracu-
lously turned into a 4 to 1 ma-
jority in favour of Blair.

Diane Jeuda marched the
whole USDAW delegation into
her bedroom to let them know
that anyone who voted for the
retention of Clause Four had
no future in the union.

The TGWU abstained on
the vote, and many left unions
were not present, including
the NUM, FBU and BECTU.

Given these circumstances
the Clause Four result is not
so disheartening.

A truly democratic confer-
ence would have come up
with a ditferent resuit.







