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THE STRUGGLE over
Clause Four has been
one of the most
important political fights
in the labour movement
for years. The outcome
on April 29 will set the
parameters for the next
stage of the fight.

Either Blair can be pushed
back and a blow struck for
socialism: or the scene will
be set for further attacks by
the right.

Blair is already saying that

breaking the trade union link

is his next target.

It has been a hard fought
battle. Any difficulties
involved in the debate have
not been because of any

inherent strength in the

 politics of Tony Blair, or any

weakness in the campaign to
defend the clause.

From a political point of
view the campaign has
struck a resonant chord from
the outset. Collective
ownership has rarely been as
popular in the general public
in Britain as it is at the
present time.

Paradoxically it has been
the degree of hatred of the
Tories within the labour
movement and way beyond
which has created the
biggest obstacles. Blair has
presented it as a vote of
confidence. Many LP
members think that if they
oppose the revision they will
strengthen the Tories.

This view is profoundly
mistaken.

- The way to boost the
Tories is to support Blair and
get rid of Clause 4. But it
has been hard to win this
argument after 16 years of
Tory rule and the social
consequences involved, and
with an undemocratic
campaign with the whole of
the media and the apparatus

of the party strongly

supporting Blair.

It is this desire to get rid
of the Tories at any cost that
is behind the overwhelming
constituency ballots for
Blair's new clause and
means he is likely to win
around 70 per cent of the
constituency vote at the
special conference.

The unions have put up
more resistance to Blair's
formula. Some are already in

CHIAPAS: EYEWITNESS
~ REPORT: p11

conflict with Blair’s right wing

~ policies.

And it will be the unions
which are forced to confront
the consequences of a right
wing Labour government

seeking to maintain the

capitalist market at the
expense of jobs and living
standards. Whatever the
outcome on April 29, that
fight will go on. Stand firm

for socialism!
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NUT conference swings
behind anti-cuts fi

by Keith Sinclair The successful motion  education cuts.
commits the NUT to calling a Sue Lister, Chair of FACE, R 5
(Delegqte Hull special one day salaries con-  spoke to a packed fringe meet-
- NUT) and Roy ference in the Autumntermto  ing organiséd as a recall meet-
Leach (NUT plan a serious pay campaign  ing of the Oxford Conference
for the first time in years. on Pay and Conditions.

Exec), both in a
personal capacity

A NUMBER of highly sig-
nificant gains were regis-
tered by the left at NUT
conference, held over the

Easter week-end.

The background to the
conference has been contin-
ued attacks on education ac-
companied by local action
against cuts in areas such as
Oxford and Nottingham.

A key factor in the run-up
to the conference was the
emergence of organised
groups of governors and par-
ents who have been willing to
stand alongside teachers.

‘The most important of
these groups has been Fight
Against Cuts in Education
(FACE)

Pay

Conference agreed a left

Class size

There were major debates

on the issue of class size at all

three of the teaching unions
conferences held over Easter.
The most surprising thing be-

~ ing that all three have agreed

to take some form of action
over the problem of increas-
ing class sizes.

Following a heated debate,
NUT conference passed a left
motion committing the union
to ballot for a one day strike in
the summer term.

The attack on education 1s
a national attack and a na-

tional strike will provide an

appropriate national re-
Sponse.

The NUT leadership
fought to defeat the strike call
and the left will have to work
very hard to overcome the
sabotaging actions of the ex-
ecutive and Doug McAvoy.

The disgraceful refusal of
the NUT leadership to back

the FACE demonstration in

March was attacked from the
conference floor, and policy
was passed ‘‘welcoming the
formation of organisations
like FACE”'.

This conference endorse-
ment should enable the num-
ber of NUT branches
affiliated to rocket over the
next few months.

Teachers, parents and gov-
ernors need to be building
now for the FACE conference
on June 10th and for the pro-
posed national demonstration
on September 30th.

There were two important
developments within the
NUT left. Unfortunately, one
was positive and the other

negative.

The welcome develop-
ment was the better working
relationship between the So-
cialist Teachers Alliance
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The effect of this was seen
at NUT conference with the
SWP refusing to participate in
the STA.

In one sadly memorable
phrase, leading SWP teacher
Shaun Docherty stated at an
open left meeting, “‘I will not
be influenced by the outcome
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Mass protests against eduéaﬁa

Blunkett affair: no
victimisations!

THE ARRIVAL of Labour's shadow Education Secre-

tary David Biunkett at the NUT conference provided

motion on pay. This was in Local actionshouldalsobe ., =" " e of this meeting". | much of the early media interest.
response to years of used to build support for the ( ) an 1¢ Lampaign 10t The meeting had defeated Teachers are angry at the right wing drift of the Labour
poor pay awards from the  forthcoming national strike. ~ © Democratic and Fighting ;5 (actical proposal from the [EIVAELDEIR TS ENTULRORICICI VA CEIRURGT:

Teachers Pay and Conditions
Review Body. The national
- leadership of the union have
consistently and correctly
condemned the Pay Review
Body and its pay awards but
the executive have done noth-
ing to attempt to mobilise
teachers for a pay campaign.

The emergence of FACE
over the last few months is of

central imgportance to the new

position facing those who
work in education.

FACE has successfully
brough together parents, gov-
ernors and teachers in a na-
tional united response to

Notts sets
FACE against
school cuts

By Sal Morawetz

NOTTINGHAMSHIRE'S
thriving FACE group sym-
bolises the power of the
campaign. |

We have well experienced
trade union activists, angry

teachers, school surveyors,

riled parents who've never pre-
viously been ‘political’, hacked
off governors, schoalkids and
‘more! |

Holding -regular fortnightly
crganising meetings of 30-plus
people we sent five coaches to
the national demonstration;
have held four large public
meetings in Nottingham and
Mansfield; run regular city-
centre campaign stalls, col-
lected over 10,000 signatures

county.

Perhaps .our active support
of the NUT’s day of action was
more important, marching
alongside teachers to join a
rally of 3,000 outside the
County Hall. |

Our group makes the links
between these education cuts

and the Tory attacks on vuiner-
able people cared for through

social services and the working

class generally through the NHS.

Therefore we play a key role

in building the Notts Welfare

State Network demonstration
on June 3 in Nottingham.
On May 20 a union-spon-

sored Notts FACE conference -
will have practical workshops
‘and discuss how to continue

building the pressure.
B For information phone

Union (CDFU). |

Joint meetings were held,
joint slates agreed and tactical
agreements reached on a

‘whole range of matters.

Socialist Qutlook support-
ers in the NUT fully support
this development, and will
continue to work to bring the
organised left together.

The unwelcome develop-

ment was the trajectory of the

teacher comrades of the So-
cialist Workers Party (SWP).
The SWP have been mem-
bers of the STA for a decade.
Their organisation has now
made a serious sectarian turn
(see book review page 13).

question and every avenue

SWP. There are clearly differ- -

ences within the SWP on this

needs to be kept open for the
involvement of those SWP
teachers who understand the

- continued need for left unity.
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The NUT General Secre-
tary, Doug McAvoy, has at-
tacked the decisions of NUT
conference, stating that confer-
ence was unrepresentative of
classroom teachers — as if he
had taught a lesson for decades!

Socialist Outlook teachers
will be working with all those
who wish to see the NUT con-
ference policies turned into
reality.

5
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campaigns against cuts. His attacks on teachers and op-
position to strike action add even greater insult.

Unfortunately the way in which the Socialist Workers
Party chose to approach Blunkett's visit enabled the me-
dia to turn him into a martyr and gave the right wing a
golden opportunity to attack the leit.

They have done so. The union leadership and the me-
dia have hoth tried to whip up a witch-hunting atmos-
phere. The suggestion from union president John Bills
that governors should take disciplinary ction against NUT
members is a disgrace.

Despite our disagreements with the SWP, we have no
hesitation in opposing any attempts to victimise those all
gedly involved.

And the role of the press. scenting a last-ditch hope of
restoring Tory fortunes before the council elections, has
been scandalous. Reporters hounded and chased confer-
ence delegates around and out of the conference hall.
and some have been pursued to their homes after conter-

eEnce.
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Sal on (0115) 9626298 or
Sarah-Laugh on (0115)
9654428. Sal Morawetz, a UNI-
SON steward and FACE organ-
ising committee member,
writes in a personal capacity.

SUE LISTER, national chair of FACE (right) and Jill
Mountford (abave), Secretary of the Welfare State
Network, were among the platform speakers at the April 8
conference of the Network. Over 200 attended the
conference, held in London, which centred on fighting
culs in the NHS, education and pensions.

for a petition; help to set up
school and area-based FACE
meetings and distributed let-
ters, information packs and
bulletins to every school in the
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‘Behind the
~witch-hunt of
NUT left wing

- HELL hath no fury like a

beleagured union bureau-
crat. And few bureaucrats
have been as battered as
NUT General Secretary
Doug McAvoy, who has
effectively declared war on
the majority of his own un-
ion conference.

On Sunday April 23 the
Sunday Times carried "a
witch-hunting (and seriously
inaccurate) article on newly-
elected NUT Executive mem-
ber and Oxfordshire district
secretary Roy Leach, whois a
supporter of Socialist Out-
look. |

This was no random deci-
sion.

McAvoy — whose salary is
more than three times that of
most teachers, and whose ex-
penses, at £18,000 a year, are
more than many of his mem-

- bers are paid — had called in

the Murdoch press to do his
dirty work after suffering a
succession of bruising policy
defeats at conference.

The journalists involved
said that McAvoy had been
phoning their paper every day
since the Blackpool confer-
ence, demanding that they run
an attack on some-of the left
wingers who had the nerve to
win a majority on the key is-
sues debated there.

Worse, McAvoy had ar-
ranged for NUT Head Office
to supply the hacks with a
dossier of information on Roy
Leach, revealing that NUT of-
ficials keep a ‘black list’ of
left wingers whom they
clearly regard as fair game for
abuse in the media and possi-
ble victimisation at work.

Prejudice

In other words the interests
of NUT members are being
subordinated to McAvoy’s
political prejudices, and the
democratic decisions of
elected delegates at the un-
ion’s conference are regarded
not as policy to be imple-
mented, but as fair game for
public attack from the union’s
highest-paid employee.

But McAvoy’s vicious
witch-hunt against the left is a
mark of incrgasing despera-
tion. He hopes the Tory press
will bail him out after his own
supporters lamentably failed
to defeat the left in democratic
debate.

The harsh fact he cannot
escape is that the decisions of
this year’s NUT conference,
like the call for strike ballots
against rising class sizes from

the traditionally right wing
Association of Teachers and
Lecturers, and the controver-
sial call to send home surplus
children from over-sized
classes adopted by the nor-
mally conservative
NAS/UWT, were the result
not of . ‘infiltration’ by the
hard left, but a genuine na-
tion-wide radicalisation in de-
fence of education against
Tory cuts. |

Itis not the hard left, but the
Tories who have triggered
this politicisation of educa-
tion by slashing £1 billion
from school spending. The
question which McAvoy can-

not answer is how should the

unions respond.
Interestingly neither of the

“other teaching unions which

had voted for action saw their
General Secretaries indulge in
anything like McAvoy’s vitri-
olic attack on the decision. .

Parents

They know that the mass
local demonstrations, public
meetings and lobbies that
have mobilised parents, gov-
ernors and school students
across the country and
brought 15,000 onto the
March 25 FACE demonstra-
tion in London were not com-
prised of extreme leftists but
simply people angered at
Tory cuts.

The thousands of teachers
who have staged protest

strikes in Oxfordshire, Not-

tinghamshire, Leicestershire,
Sheffield and other areas
voted freely to do so in ballots
because they are angry at the
cuts — and because, often for
the first time, they feel the
impetus of genuine, massive,
public support: they are fight-
ing not for wages but for the
quality of education.

Instead of drawing any
strength from this unique
movement of parents and
governors, brought together
in the Fight Against Cuts in
Education (FACE), McAvoy
has consistently denounced
and opposed it. He sent out
circulars urging NUT
branches not to participate in
the FACE demonstration,
hinting (without any founda-
tion) that it was a ‘front’ for
the SWP.

In reality FACE represents
a genuine popular movement,
spanning class and party po-
litical divisions: i, far more

than McAvoy, speaks for the

anger of middle England.
Even when it was obvious

that the march would be very
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What we think

large and that many NUT
branches were actively sup-

porting it, McAvoy rejected

invitations to participate, sug-
gesting, ludicrously, that the
demo ‘might lead to vio-
lence’. -

Having done nothing but
sabotage prospects of unity
with parents and governors,
McAvoy then had the gall to
claim at conference that the
proposal for NUT action on
class sizes might alienate them!

The problem is that McA-

voy’s chosen allies are not the

parents, governors and teach-
ers fighting for education, but
Labour’s front bench, who

--have done and said nothing to

build that fight.
McAvoy has clearly been

working hand in glove with

Tony Blair’s rightward-mov-
ing leadership team, despite
the fact that the NUT is not
affiliated to the Labour Party,
has no voice in its policies,
and Blair has delighted in

flouting NUT policy, not least

by sending his son to an opted
out, anti-union school.

Alliance

The political alliance with
‘New Labour’ was clearly
why McAvoy engineered the

abandonment of the NUT's

boycott of the SATS tests.
And McAvoy shares the
Blair/Blunkett hostility to the
very notion of industrial ac-
tion — on anything, at any

time, by anyone. Blunkett,

who has offered no policies to
resolve the crisis in education

funding, and has made a cru-

sade out of opposing strikes.

That view is not shared by
most NUT conference dele-
gates, many of whom were
clearly buoyed up by the con-
fidence that a radical stand in
defence of the quality of edu-
cation would win strong pub-
lic support.

‘Extremists’

McAvoy chose to exploit
the ill-judged tactics of a
handful of SWP delegates
lobbying Blunkett in an at-
tempt to attack all left wing
delegates and suggest that the
union was being ‘taken over
by extremists’.

In fact McAvoy well
knows that the SWP influence
at the conference was negli-
gible. The main body of sup-
port for left motions came
from the Socialist Teachers
Alliance.

But in comparison to
McAvoy’s right wing stance
almost anyone prepared to de-

~ ist Outlook, and an

‘the STA. But he has

~ McAvoy to such an-

fend education can
be regarded as ‘ex-
treme’.

Roy Leach is a
supporter of Social-

active member of

been for years.
What has stirred

ger is that Roy led
one. of the first of
this year’s protest
strikes, and has also been a
founding member of the
FACE steering committee,
showing that it is possible to
link with parents and win sup-

port.

As a new member of the
NUT’s NEC Roy will also be

THE HISTORIC white- .
wash of the Tory Party in
the Scottish council elec-
tions was wrongly hailed
as a victory for ‘Tony
Blair's Party’.

In fact the Tory failure to

‘win control of a single one

of the councils they had
hoped to gerrymander was
much more due to growing
hostility to their policies
than public enthusiasm for
Blair’s selection of sound-
hites and evasions.

This was also underlined
by the strengthened show-
ing of the Scottish national-

- ists, who cashed in on the

anger at Major’s remote
and arrogant government
imposing reactionary poli-
cies without any shred of a
poputar mandate north of
the border. -

Further sweeping Labour
gains are also being pre-
dicted in the English coun-
cil elections on May 4 -
again on the basis of the
most ambiguous and eva-
sive policies from Blair’s
team.

By focusing the full brunt
of Labour’s wrath on the To-
ries for increasing taxes,
and on Tory councils for
charging higher levels of
council tax than Labour
councils, Blair's team are
cutting off any possibility of

~a Labour government re-

Can they really all be extremists? McAvoy

in a position to refute many of
McAvoy’s brazen lies about
FACE, and join a strength
ened left. o
It’s not the majority of
delegates who are out of step,
but McAvoy. The proximity
of his face to Tony Blair’s

backside appears to obscure

Major’s palis ar
driving voters o Blair

versing the cuts that are
devastating education, so-
cial services and other key
council services.

Labour councils elected
on this basis, like some
Blairite Labour councils
which are already attacking
the jobs and conditions of
their workforce through
competitive tendering and
imposing a combination of
cuts and new charges in so-
cial services, will offer a
foretaste in miniature of
life under a Labour govern-
ment.

Some union members.
are waking up to this dan-
ger, and are beginning to
fight now for policies that
they want to see-imple-
mented by Labour in gov-

........

his view of reality.

NUT members must de-
mand that McAvoy and his
caucus of witch- hunters stop
attacking and victimising his
own members and start doing

- what he’s paid so lavishly to

do - defending the policies of
the unton.

"ernment. |

The Scottish TUC, in vot-
ing unanimously for rena-
tionalisation of public
utilities, and an extension
of industrial common own-
ership, also went on to
stipulate £4 an hour as its
target for a minimum
wage. UNISON delegates,
fearful that Blair witl con-
tinue Major’s onslaught on
the public sector, voted
down his revised Clause
Four.

Three teaching unions,
who have heen offered
nothing by Blair, have de-
fied Blunkett and decided
to ballot on industrial ac-
tion to fight cuts.

The political battle lines
are being drawn now: but
the decisive batties cannot
be won in this situation of
‘phony war’, when the top
of almost everyone’s
agenda is wiping out the
Tories.

- A labour movement that
has seen the defeat of the
Tory government will be
much more confident to chal-
lenge the pink Toryism of
Blair’s half-baked policies.

That’s why, regardless
of the decision on Clause
Four on April 29, socialists
urge a Labour vote on May
4, and a redoublied fight for
the policies we need from
Labour in locai and na-
tional government.

f
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Brightlingsea:

THE SMALL Essex port of Bright-
lingsea has been turned into a police
state after judges ruled that the rights
of exporters of live animals must be
upheld against popular local protests.
200 police were drafted in, and in-
voked the Public Order Act to crush the

protests of local residents who had been
blocking slaughter wagons carrying
sheep.

A similar crackdown has also taken
place in Dover, where harbour chiefs
have been told by a court judgement they
have no right to turn away a legal trade

e

a whole town under the cosh

......

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

in live animals.
This heavy-handed use of the state to

ride roughshod over popular mass pro-
test is a stark warning to the labour
movement of the powers already vested
in the police before they were supple-
mented by the Criminal Justice Act.

Sinn Feln
launches new
ampaign In
Britain

By Arthur Haynes

Sinn Fein has announced a
new ‘peace initiative’,

aimed at winning support

in Britain.

The campaign was 1in-
troduced by a Martin
McGuiness speaking tour,
culminating in the Bloody
Sunday rally in Manches-
ter, which mobilised 1500
people. |

Representatives of the
city’s Labour Council wel-
comed Martin to the city,
and both the Bolton and
Manchestef TUCs decided
to organise fact-finding
delegations to the North of
Ireland this summer.

Sinn Fein repre-
sentatives are increasingly
worried by the stalemate
approcach of the British
government and the British
Labour leadership support
for Tory and Unionist in-
transigence.

The most recent meeting
of the network supporting
the initiative decided to fo-

~ cus on the bipartisan policy

of the present Labour lead-

ership.

Supporters will be doing
as many meetings as possi-
ble with Party members
and trade unionists, to win
support for Irish national

self-determination .and

peace through Bnhsh with-
drawal.

Gerry Adams w1ll do
four major meetings in
June in Glasgow, Man-

chester, Birmingham and -

London, to be followed by
two councillors in each
area doing meetings for the
next week. N
It was also decided to
lobby for the removal of
the Emergency Powers
Act, to mobilise against the
renewal of the Prevention

of Terrorism Act and to

concentraté¢ on the civil
rights issues.

The initiative is sup-
ported by the Troops Out
Movement, the Irish in

Britain. Representation

Group, the Labour Party
Irish Society, the Labour

Committee on Ireland, the
Connolly Association, the
Federation of Irish Socie-
ties, the Haldane Society of
Socialist Lawyers, Women
and Ireland, Wolfe Tone
Society and the Colin
Roach Centre - among oth-
ers. |
The campaign will be
centred in part on mobilis-
ing the labour movement
and the Irish community in
Britain.

It is clear that there can
be no military solution to
the problem; only a social-

ist solution can mobilise

the working class to de-
stroy the partitionist states
on both sides of the border.

Sinn Fein has so far cho-
sen the wrong alliances 10

defeat British imperialism.

In that sense, the cease-
fire is likely to achieve no
more than previous cease-
fires. This however does
not diminish the grave re-
sponsibility on socialists in
Britain to get the troops out
and support seif-determi-
nation.

Raghbir
ust stay!

The campaign against
the deportation of Ragh-
bir Singh gathers pace
with a demonstration in

Birmingham on April 29.

He has never been con-
victed of any crime, never
charged with any offence
and no evidence has been
presented against him. De-
spite this the Secretary of
State has issued a notice to
serve a deportation order.

Raghir has been editor of
the Punjabi newspaper
Awaze Qaum International
for four years. He lives with
his wife Kulwinder Kaur
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prison

- tention orderlies” are paid £4

By Aidan Day

A NEW official report has
slammed Group 4’s run-
ning of Campsfield deten-
tion centre in Kidlington,
near Oxford.

It has prompted Claude

Moraes of the Joint Council for
the Welfare of Immigrants to
call again for Campsfield to be
closed down.

itis just one of a network of
prisons set up to hold asylum

seekers as Britain’s contribu-
tion to the racist ‘Fortress

Europe’ policy.

The Chief Inspector of pris-
ons Judge Stephen Tumim’s
report on Campsfield House
says itis hardly surprising that
there have been mass protests
and hunger strikes.

Britain’s first private immi-
gration detention centre holds
200 asylum seekers in miser-
able conditions. The 59 “de-

who is a British citizen and
his two British born chil-

dren.
As editor of the paper he

“has expressed strong views

about the situation in the
Punjab opposing the poli-
cies of the indian govern-
ment.

Raghir is currently being
held at Winson Green
prison Birmingham. He is
not allowed to know the spe-
cific allegations made
against him. He is being re-
fused the right to request

ball He has no nght o! ap-

an hour and drawn largely
from the ex-forces.

“When combined with an
uncertain future, language dif-
ficulties, a perceived or real
lack of information and the fact
that some detainees appeared
to be terrified at the prospect
of being deported, the stress
increases” the judge said.

This should not come as
any surprise. Campsfield is the
shape of the future. Fortress
Europe needs its prisons and it
needs bully boys to run them.

While the governments of
western Europe want to re-
strict movement of people they
will always require repressive
institutions of control.

These will always tend to be
brutal. Putting Group 4 in
charge guarantees it.

M Telephone the Campaign
to Close Campsfield on
01865-724452.

peal.

His NUJ branch secretary
Jeremy Dear said “if the
Home Secretary believes
Raghbir is a terrorist ,let
him present the evldence In
an open court instead of
hiding behind the sinister
veil of national security”.

B Demonstrate Saturday
April 29 11.30am Black
Patch Recreation Ground
Foundry Lane, Smethick.
Rally at 1pm Summer-

field Park. |

For further info contact
Jeremy Dear on 0121 415
5866
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Council elections 1995

What kind of
policies Is
Labour
offering?

By Andy

‘Richards

ON MAY 4, much of Eng-
land and Wales goes to the

polls to elect local council-
lors. All the signs are that
the Tories will suffer an
electoral “‘meltdown’’, par-
ticularly since this 1s the
year when a large number

Defend
Preston’s left
councillors!

By Mike

Miine-Picken

THE CAMPAIGN for the lo-
cal elections in Preston
came alight in April when
right-wing councillors
used the press to launch an
attack on the left leadership

of the council.
Banner headlines on the
front page of the Lancashire

-Evening Post reported that 14
Labour councillors had issued

a press statement disassociat-
ing themselves from state-
ments of the left Leader of the
council, Valerie Wise.

The statement arose when,
during April’s council meeting,
the Conservative group leader
accused Valerie Wise of “wish-
ing to see a socialist republic in
Preston.” Wise responded to
this public red-baiting by say-
ing that she very much hoped
to see a socialist republic in
Preston, and the rest of Britain,
since it would mean an end to

unemployment, poverty and

cuts in public services.
This was too much for the
local Blair supporters, who is-

sued their statementinacalcu-

lated attempts to split Labour

~in the run-up to the elections

and wreck Labour’s chances.

Preston council is unusual,
if not unique, in having a ‘hard
left’ leadership composed of
members of the Socialist Cam-
paign Group Network.

Wise was a member of the
Greater London Council in the
mid-1980s, led by Ken Living-
stone, and was the Chair of its
pioneering Women’s Commit-
tee. She is the daughter of the
left MP for Preston, Audrey
Wise, who is hated by the left
wing locally for her enthusias-
tic campaigning for Clause
Four and socialist policies.

While many sections of the
party have moved to the right,

the Preston left has remained
dominated by the politics of
the Socialist Campaign Group.

The left won majority con-
trol of the Labour group last
May by 16 votes to 15, in what

- the press called a left “coup.”

Since then the left has sowght
to open up the council, fight cor-
ruption following the ‘Operation
Angel’ police investigation of
council officers and right-wing
councillors, and improve coun-
cil services and equal opportu-
nities.

The right-wing is discred-
ited among many rank and file
party members because many
of them are under police inves-
tigation for alieged corruption.
They have tried to attack the
council leadership and sabo-
tage the local election cam-
paign. |

The right seized control of
the Preston CLP in March, al-
though the District Labour
Party is still led by the left and
has unanimously backed
Valerie Wise’s leadership in
public.

As we go to press, it looks as
though the left could win a
stronger majority on the council.
The defence of the council lead-
ership against witchunts nation-
ally and locally is an important
task for the left after the Special
Conference and the council elec-
tions.

M The BNF is to stand in
elections to the Black-
pool borough council.
Lancashire was a centre
of Nazi activity in the
1970s, but littie had
heen seen recently. Lo-
cal anti-fascists will be
mobilising against the
BNP. Two people are un-
der police investigation
for allegations of assault-
ing a BNP canvasser.

of Tory-controlled
councils are up for
election in their en-
tirety.

In many areas the To-
ries cannot find candi-
dates; in others they are
using various aliases,
such as ‘independent’
and ‘retired newsagent’!
The Tory crisis coincides
with numerous commu-
nity campaigns against
service cuts and school gov-
erning bodies and councils are
setting illegal budgets to pro-
tect services.

So what does this mean for
Labour and why does it matter?

The Labour Party will un-.

doubtedly benefit from the
massive anger and hatred di-
rected at the Tories, although
their unwillingness to offer se-
rious alternative policies does
nothing to help the fightback.

Also 1t 1s likely that some
Tories will be saved as ‘New
Labour’ and the Liberal
Democrats cancel each other
out.

It is important howevet

‘that the left gets involved in

these elections in order to stop
the tide of Blairism in local
government. Clearly there is
little in the way of radical
policies coming from the
Leader’s office at present.

- Prosecutions

Instead of backing the
massive community cam-

paigns against the cuts, Blair

talks of prosecuting parents of
truant children and Blunkett
of closing down schools
where there are “‘bad’’ teach-
ers!

- Frank Dobson wants to
give more power to the hated
District Auditor and Jack
Straw distances the party
from its commitment to end
compulsory competitive ten-

“Instead of

backing the
massive
community
campaigns against
the cuts, Blair
talks of
prosecuting
parents of truant
children”

dering (CCT).

The ultimate low point was
Blair agreeing with Major’s
attack on the NUT. None of
this is party policy of course.

This is reflected locally in
Brighton, where the ruling
Labour Group has just com-
pleted the voluntary privatisa-
tion of a third of the council’s
services.

Now it is planning to sell
off thousands of acres of
beautiful downland, and has
recently backed away from
compulsory redundancies
only in the face of a threatened
strike by UNISON members.

These developments make
it all the more important that
socialists within the party get
involved in the election cam-
paigns either as helpers or
candidates.

There is huge potential for

left councillors linking with
the campaigns by parents and
teachers against the education
cuts, and with campaigns to
save other council services.

In Hove, where I am stand-
ing, the Tories have run the
Council as their own private
fiefdom for a generation, with
largely ineffectual opposition
from a small right-wing Labour
Group. |

 They are pushing ahead

with a plan to sell off the hous-
ing stock to a housing associa-
tion and the local Labour
Party is pledged to stop this if
it gets control in May.

Despite its genteel image,
Hove features on a number of
deprivation indices, with a
large elderly population and
higher than average unem-
ployment.

Superstores

The Tories have spent their
time handing over land to su-

perstores and failing to oppose

road developments. They have
no policies to deal with poverty
and unemployment. |

It is now highly possible
that they will pay for this by
losing control of the Council
- something which would
have seemed impossible until
now. They are not even stand-
ing candidates in five of the
thirty available seats.

The left in Hove Labour
Party has done an enormous

\\\\\\

amount of work over the last

four to five years and it is
largely the left’s initiatives
which have been the basis of

party activity. ,
It was the left which organ-

ised public meetings to op-

pose the housing transfer and

_ran a campaign against the

closure of old people’s homes
in the area. As a result a num-
ber of left candidates have
been selected as candidates i
the elections. | |

The other important element
in the Jocal political scene is that
the government has decided
that Hove and Brighton are to
merge to become a large uni-
tary authonty.

This is likely to mean mas-
sive upheaval and possible
cuts 1n services and a threat to
the jobs of perhaps hundreds
of workers in the present
Hove, Brighton and East Sus-
sex authorities.

Counter-weight

A strong’ left presence in

‘the Hove Labour group will

act as a counterweight to the
right-wing  dominated
Brighton group.

There is scope for the left
in local government and it
should be campaigning in
these elections on a platform
of no cuts in jobs and services,
no to CCT and an end to at-
tacks on party policy by our
leaders.

Fascists contest North Notts

By Stuart Brown

BNP bonehead Gary Mar-
shall is standing in the
Kirkby-in-Ashfield local

elections in May.

The town is one of a
handful in the area paying
the price for the Tories ruth-
less destruction of the local
coal industry. Unemploy-
ment is over 25 per cent,
youth unemployment even
higher.

The past 18 months has

seen a rise in racist attacks

with attempts by the fas-

~ gists to organise a number

of festivals and rallies.

In January a National So-
cialist Alliance meeting at-
tracted over 100 supporters.

'canvassing

S0 far the election cam-
paign hasn’t been going too
well for them. They've been
having problems getting sup-
porters out to canvas.

- Altheugh local opposi-
tion is strong, many people

are too scared to put Labour
posters in their windows for
fear of retaliation.

One resident was sub-

jected to a tirade and asked

what she thought. Her dog
came to the door and pis-
sed on the man’s leg.
“That’s my view too!’ the
woman replied slamming
the door.

Anti-fascist groups have
been regularly leafletting
the town.

A mass Labour Party can-
vass has been arranged for
April 29 in support of the lo-

cal candidates. The BNP
has also called for a mass
canvass on the same day.
AFA and Nottingham Anti-
Fascist Alliance will be mo-
bilising to stop them.

In Newark, ex-BNP
member, Brian Kent is also
standing as a Christian Na-
tionalist. Little is known
about him or the organisa-
tion.

The fascists may only
have a toe-hold in the area
but even a toe is too much!

It needs amputating — now!

' SNOILD2373 1I9NNOD
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Prescott’s speech failed to win over UNISON delegates: so did blackmail from Labour and UNISON bureaucrats

spoke to GEOFF
'MARTIN, Chalir of
UNISON’s London
Region APF, who
has been a
leading
campaigner in
defence of
Clause Four.

“S0: Why did UNISOR
delegates stand firm
against Blair’s text?

GM: The key sticking point
was the reference in the

GM: That’s right. We've |

already seen in London
boroughs which have gone
beyond the constraints of
compulsory competitive
tendering imposed on them
by the Tories, and have vol-
untarily tendered out serv-
ices they did not need to.

There is a feeling amongst
activists in London that we
could see the same thing from
a Labour government. We are
saying that we want this issue
dealt with before we get a gen-
eral election, before we get a
Labour government, rather
than wait till afterwards.

ercise in giving a blank

cheque to the Labour leader-

ship, and there’s no way we
can do that. There’s too much
at stake; there are already ru-
mours about a Labour govern-
ment going in hard against the
public sector in terms of fi-

I
“Blair’s clause
reads like an NHS
opt-out Trust
application, wi

all its references

to the ‘rigours of
competition’,

the event a lot of the delegates
at the special conference re-
acted against that. |

People don’t like to be
blackmailed, and they don’t
like the impression that their
views are being ignored and
that they have just to sign up
to something without having a
proper debate.

It’s quite interesting that
Tony Blair was the person
who said he wanted an open

“and honest debate on Clause

Four.
But those of us who have
engaged in it have had to run

‘the gauntlet of unattributed

slaggings-off from Labour
front-benchers under the

consultation process in the
structures at branch and re-
gional level which culminated
in the national political forum.

I don’t believe it’s right to
have one member one vote on
every individual issue. We
have representative democ-
racy: that’s what the House of
Commons is about.

We haven’t had a postal
‘ballot like some of the CLPs
who have been asking ques-

‘tions along the lines of ‘Do

you live in the modern world
Or are you some unrecon-
structed dinosaur still harking
back to the nineteenth cen-
tury?’

1t goes.

The real battle will still be
to get some real commitments
into the manifesto for the next
general election which reflect
the wishes and aspirations of
trade union members and
other ordinary working class
people. |

Take the minimum wage
for example. I just can’t un-
derstand this argument that
says we can’t put a figure on
the minimum wage until we
see the Treasury’s books.
That’s the line that I've been
given by front-bench spokes-
man Kevin Barron.

I think that’s rubbish. What
they really mean is that we
can’t campaign for a mini-

~ cloak of anonymity. If that’s
an open and honest debate,

‘enterprise’, the
market and all the

| | new clause to private enter-
| | | prise, the market and com-

- 80: What are the argu-

“ments put up by people 30: 01 codrse M2 o1

mum wage because we might

.'Q’\

petition. .

How could a public sector
union which has been ham-
mered over sixteen years on
the basis of that very philoso-
phy suddenly sign up to it, just
because it has come from the
Labour leader’s office?

The new clause also comes
in the wider context of con-
cemn that Labour is dumping
policy commitments on issues

trying to defend the Blair

clause?
GM: The argument as far as

- I'can understand it has been
that we can’t be seen to op-

pose the leader, rather than

-any attempt to address the

nuts and bolts of what the

clause does or doesn’t say.
This is more or less an ex-

rest of it. it is just
completely alien.”
R

nance. That means going in
hard on public sector pay.
There have been all sorts of
rumour and speculation on
what might happen to UNI-
SON if we weren’t seen to
support the new clause. But in

N
S

e

honest debate if everyone
agrees with him.

SO: Doesn’t it seem
strange that national offi-
cials of UNISON have left
it up to you as a lay
member to represent the
view democratically de-
cided by the union.

GM: If they choose not to
say anything it’s up to
them. I've got a very clear

mandate from the London
APF, and I'm quite happy
to speak in support of 1t if
anyone asks me.

If that means that I get
slagged off or attacked by
people close to the leader, then
so be it. That’s up to them.

What is unfortunate is that
after this decision has been
taken there has been an all-out
attack on UNISON as an un-

took place before the
wording of the clause
was published, meaning

‘that some bought a pig

in a poke.

. GM: That’s right. And an-

other question is whether
some of the Labour front-
benchers who say we
should have had a ballot
would have been prepared
to stick their hands in their
pockets and finance it for

us.

I would rather see UNI-
SON funds spent on cam-
paigning for a pay rise for
health workers at the moment
rather than conducting ballots
when we already have struc-
tures to deal with this type of
consultation.

SO: Now that UNISON is
opposing Blair, the Spe-

then forget it, really, it’s just the balloting of CLPs " upset some crap employers
- nonsense. He only wants an '

who pay people shit wages.

The problem we’ve got in
the Labour Party at the mo-
ment is that there is no policy
on almost anything: we’ve got
this huge great vacuum.

So you get speculation,
people saying ‘this is going to
be Labour’s policy’: the most
recent example in the NHS
has been this business about
stopping funds for fertility
treatment. Then ypu hear a
ringing denunciation from
Labour, saying ‘that is not our
policy’.

There has been a lot of
speculation that Labour is
looking to accept some ele-
ments of the NHS internal
market. |

The problem is that the re-
vised clause four would give
them room to do that. Blair’s
clause reads like an NHS opt-
out Trust application, with all
its references to the ‘rigours of
competition’, ‘enterprise’, the

cial Conference is likely
to be 2 much more close
run thing. What do you
seé as the issues after

April 29? /
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market and all the rest of it. It
is just completely alien.

We don’t want to see the
same drift in health that we’ve
already seen on education.
What are we going to have
next? Tony Blair sending his
kids to a private hospital?

o

democratic and unrepresenta-
tive union, which is just
entirely unhelpful.
They haven’t criticised the
AEEU, which hasn’t had a
‘ballot, but simply announced
they are backing Blair.
We had a full and exhaustive

&5
7
3
2
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GM: Certainly the Special
Conference is not the end of
the matter, whichever way
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“Clause Four hangs on union vote

must be organised for T
special conference it-
self and the events sur-
rounding it.

vote.

The left and the Cam-
paign therefore need to keep
up the pressure throughout

larly UNISON and the
TGWU hold firm, the spe-
cial conference vote is

likely to be about 60 - 40

very fluid situation with a
ot of pressure still to be
aplied by the right. A lot of
arms are still to be twisted

. By Alan Thornett

The unions have put up

. for Blair. up the backs of those with this week to hold onto the ex- Earlier in the morn-
the strongest fight in de- If other unions fike the votes in their hands. isting vote and to extend it ing the Campaign is or- .
fence of Clause Four. GMB or the MSF went for The TGWU is especially by winning the MSF vote and  ganising a meeting of e i e o
The stakes are high, es-  hq oid clause it could be vuinerable. Bill Morris at least an abstention from delegates who are sup- W A
pecially for low-paid and much tighter. equivocates more every the GMB. porting the existing
public sector workers who ~ The decision of UNISON time he goes on TV. As recently as the Scot- clause to discuss tac-
~ have lost out most heavily g hack the existing Clause As we go to press heis  tish TUC GMB leader John tics and options inside
to Tory free market poli- “was exactly the boost the ingisting that despite cur- Edmonds was joining calls the conference itself.
cles. | o campaign needed in its fi- rent NEC policy it will be for a £4 minimum wage, full The Campaign has
~ Thinking the result is in nal stages. This victory the delegation to confer- employment and renationali-  organised a tremen-
the bag, Blair has already a5 quickly cut across, ence which will decide - sation of utilities, none of dous fight over the

been touring radio studios
making it clear that his
right wing project has only
just started, pledging to

past six months in de-
fence of the clause, in
defence of socialism,
and in defence of a cru-

which is compatible with
Blair’s new clause.
At the same time the left

however, by the CWU,
whose vote went 9-1 to
Blair, and USDAW, despite
its large low-paid member-

and refuses even to say
which way he would prefer
them to cast the TGWU

‘break the union link, and ship. _ L AP»Y ) ns i’ cial reference point in

claiming that the Labour Much therefore rests on ' f WmUAMWWEE w4 | the LP constitution.

Paﬂy IS Undergong a “‘revo- those yet to decide. Whatever the out- 4 z‘-’/‘ : 3 K. i
lution”™. Both the media and the come of the special Bill Morris: preparing to eat his strong words?

In one interview he ex-
pressed admiration for Mrs
Thatcher - both of her “de-
termination” as a politician
and her stress on “enter-
prise”, |

If unions currently back-
ing Clause Four, particu-

Blair camp are making the
most of the CWU’s ballot
result, claiming this vindi-
cates their line. But many
of the unions which have
voted for Blair did not hold
ballots. |

It remains, however, a

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

conference this week-

ment for decades, and

end the campaign can be
proud of this record, proud
that it has been at the cen-
tre of the biggest political
debate in the labour move-

proud that in the course of

this it has rebuilt links and
helped to strengthen a sec-
tion of the left in both the
LP and the trade unions .
which has been prepared
to wage this fight under
very difficult conditions.

What’s so new about

Blair’s ‘New Labour’?

NEIL MURRAY takes
a long hard look at
the politics of the
party before Blair’s
arrival.

IT HAS BECOME common to
hear people on the Left say that if

the battle over Clause IV 1s lost,

the Labour Party “‘will be lost to
socialism’’. |

They claim Clause IV is the ‘so-
cialist heart’ of the Party, repre-
senting its ‘socialist roots’. The real
nature of the Labour Party is some-
what different however.

The commitment in Clause IV to
“securing the full fruits of their la-
bour for the workers’” stands in sharp
contrast to what Labour does in gov-
ernment. Even the main reforms of
what is generally considered the
most left Labour government, that of
1945, did not get close to challenging
the fundamentals of capitalism.

The introduction of the welfare
state, welcome as it was, was com-
mon currency among all the parties
of the day. After a second devastat-
ing war people were not prepared to
put up any more with the poverty and
disease of the pre-war years.

The nationalisations carried out
by that government were of bankrupt
industries essential to the infrastruc-
ture of capitalism. The boards set up
to manage them consisted of ex-
owners and others committed to en-
suring they functioned for the benefit
of capitalism as a whole. There was
not a whiff of “‘popular administra-
tion and control”’.

Other Labour governments have
done far less. What reforms they
have implemented have been within
limits acceptable to capitalism. They
have been prepared to use troops
against strikers, introduce pay re-
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Attlee’s
strictions and anti-union laws.

In their foreign policy Labour
governments have even more explic-
itly carried out the requirements of
imperialism, although sometimes
keeping it secret for fear of opposi-
tion in the Party’s ranks.

Caplitalist pollc'los

In short, every Labour government
has been a capitalist government.

Even in opposition Labour has
kept its fight against Tory govern-

‘ments within clearly defined

boundaries. While fulminating
against the worst excesses of their
policy, it has been careful to keep the
fight against them within legal, and
if possible, parliamentary channels.

From the fight of Poplar councillors
in the 1920s to the battle over rate-cap-
ping in the 1980s, the Labour leader-
ship has kept a safe distance between
the Party and popular resistance.

1945 Labour goe nment had Clause , nationalisations - bul
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Even when it has had to appear to
support such fights, as with the Gen-

eral Strike of 1926, it has used its

influence to undermine them and,
ultimately, to sell them out. Yet at
the same time these struggles have
enjoyed massive active support from
the vast majority of Party members
and supporters.

Take the miners’ strike of 1984-
85. While the Party leadership under
Kinnock did as little as possible,
Party members turned out in vast
numbers on picket lines and demon-
strations.

Only after the strike had been lost
was Kinnock able to express his true
feelings, going on the offensive against
Arthur Scargill and the left in general.

The Clause IV debate has shown
that many Party members and trades
unionists think Labour should be
committed to fundamental change in
society.
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was not a socialist government

These contradictions, between the
desires of the base of the Party and
what the Party actually does in prac-

tice, are not simply a product of peo-

ple deluding themselves, but a
contradiction built in to the very na-
ture of the Labour Party.

Hallmarks

Formed by the unions to represent
the interests of Labour in parliament,
the Labour Representation Commit-
tee bore all the hallmarks of trade
union politics from the start. Under
capitalism, the unions exist to 1m-
prove workers’ conditions within the
system. They don not challenge the
system itself.

The Labour Party expresses this
on a national scale through Parlia-
ment. While accepting and adminis-
tering capitalism it attempts to obtain
reforms within the system.

It represents the organisational in-

dependence of the working class
from the bosses’ parties. But this is a
long way from the political inde-
pendence represented by a socialist
programme capable of leading the
working class to the seizure of power
and the establishment of a socialist
society.

Before the battle was won in the
unions to establish an independent
party of Labour many trade union
leaders were happy to sit as Liberal
MPs.

Although the break to form the
Labour Representation Committee
represented a recognition of the need
for organisational independence and
for some policy differences (particu-
larly around the anti-union laws of
the day) it did not signify a program-
matic break with the rationale of
capitalism.

The establishment of the Labour
Party as an independent party of the
working class represented (and still
represents) a significant gain over such
countries as the USA, where the work-
ing class has to choose between two
explicitly capitalist parties.

But the Labour Party never was.a
socialist party in any meaningful
sense of the word.

The adoption of Clause IV by the
Party in 1918 was a recognition that
there was great sympathy in Britain
for the Bolshevik revolution and that
many workers sought such funda-
mental change here. But the leader-
ship either never had any intention of
introducing this change.

It is these contradictions in the
nature of the Labour Party which
lead revolutionary socialists to de-
scribe it as a bourgeois (i.e. capital-
ist) workers’ party. While based on
the organised working class the pro-
gramme it attempts to carry out 1is
one rooted in trade union politics -
bourgeois through and through.
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