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Unworthy of a civilised society: Cardinal Hu .

Abortion rights
under fresh attack

Marian Brain

THE NEW Pro-Life Alliance
has stated its intention to stand
50 candidates at the forthcom-
ing general election. With the
financial backing of Moham-
med Al-Fayed, they announced
in early January that they had 20
candidates already in place.

If they are able to achieve the
target of 50, this would entitle them
to a party political broadcast. They
are likely to use this to screen a film
of a late abortion, a new version of

" the infamous ‘Silent Scream’.

This campaign is being assisted
by the increasing intervention into
political life by the Catholic Church,
which for 2000 years has stood in the
way of womens’ equality.

Over recent weeks, Cardinal Basil
Hume used a television appearance
to call abortion  a great evil’ ‘unwor-
thy of a civilised society’. )

His Scottish counterpart, Cardi-
nal Winning, who had attacked
Blair’s supposed hypocrisy on abor-
tion last autumn, was given a plat-
form by Radio 4’s Today
programme to continue to attack.
Winning claimed that Labour was
forcing those MP’s who were op-
posed to abortion to keep their views
quiet.

Such reactionary broadsides have
been given a good deal of follow-up
coverage in the press, ensuring they
reach a wide audience.

The Tories have been quick to
jump on the bandwagon. Robert
Spink MP, a junior government
minister, has urged voters not to cast
their votes for pro-choice candi-
dates. Conservative Central Office
has highlighted the fact that
‘Emily’s- List’ which exists to pro-
mote women MPs only sponsors
those with a pro-choice position.

Loser

Clare Short, talking to The Guard-
tan’s Maureen Freely on January 2,
argues that the greatest loser in this
game is the Catholic Church itself
which has alienated an entire gen-
eration of catholic women with its
antiquated views on sex and
womens’ rights. Short, who was
brought up a Catholic, has however
been the only Labour politician to
put her head at all above the parapet
and denounce this reactionary cru-
sade.

She has further argued that there
was no pressure on Labour MPs to
vote against ‘their consciences’ and
defended this policy which pro-
choice activists have long fought

against. Her partial defence of
women’s rights remains however in
contrast with the Blair clique who
have attempted to damp down the
whole row. B i

This is scarcely surprising when
Blair has moved increasingly to
claim religious, moral justifications
as the basis to differentiate him
from the Tories. When their eco-
nomic and social policies have
moved so close together, this has
been a useful, and safe basis to em-
phasise a supposed difference.

Pro-choice activists need to gear
up for the months to come. In Oc-
tober 1996 a Mori poll for the Na-
tional Abortion campaign found
that 81 per cent of people in this
country supported a women’s right
to choose.

Thatsituation has been achieved
through long years of battling by the
pro-choice movement and does not
give us the basis for complacency in
the face of this new threat.

The National Abortion Cam-
paign is organising a series of speak-

“ers training days for pro-choice

activists around the country. They
will take place In Liverpool and Bir-
mingham on January 18.

For further details contact NAC
on 0171 923 4976 '
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Release Roisin
McAliskey!

ROISIN McAliskey, daughter
of Bernadette McAliskey has
been held in custody since
November 20 1996 on suspi-
cion of involvement in the
Osnabruck barrack bomb-
ings. On January 3,1997 she
was again remanded in cus-
tody.

Roisin is five months pregnant
and is suffering from a chronic asth-
matic condition as well as serious
complications of a digestive and

muscular nature related to the preg- -

nancy. Her health has deteriorated
rapidly while in detention because -
of her treatment by the British
authorities. Both police and prison
doctors have confirmed that her
pregnancy is at risk.

During Roisin’s imprisonment she
has been treated in ways that would
create hardship to anyone let alone
a woman with a difficult pregnancy.

Notorious

Following her arrest she was
taken to the notorious Castlereagh
Interrogation Centre and subjected
to intense questioning for 15 hours
per day. She suffered from sleep
deprivation and her family doctor
and relatives were denied access. Af-

“ter six days of interrogation by the
Royal Ulster Constabulary no
charges were brought.

On November 25 the German
authorities issued an extradition
warrant. The RUC denied the exist-
ence of this warrant for more than
24 hours and continued to question
Roisin illegally. On November 26
she was transferred to London and
her solicitor and family were only
notified afterwards.

A prison doctor examined Ms
McAliskey at Charing Cross police
station and advised she should be
transferred to an obstetric facility.
Instead she was taken to Bow
Street Magistrates’ Court and then
remanded to Holloway women'’s
prison. She was placed in solitary
confinement.

A pre-arranged family visit at the
police station had been cancelled
and no provision was made fora .
visit at the court. Her father and sis-
ter were allowed a visit on Novem-
ber 28 — her first for over a week.
Her partner Sean, however, was de-

nied access on the basis that he was

not a family member.
On November 30 immediately af-
ter a visit from her partner, Roisin

was transferred without warning to
Belmarsh prison —an all-male
prison with no facilities for women
prisoners. She remained in solitary
confinement in a filthy cell with no
heat. Her family and solicitor were
not informed of the transfer for two
days.

On December 2 she was again
seen by a prison doctor who was se-
riously concerned by her condition.
He stated that she had no nutri-
tional reserves to sustain the preg-
nancy. She required full-time
medical supervision.

The following day Ms McAliskey
was violently ill while being taken to
court in a prison van. Despite this
an application for bail on medical
and humanitarian grounds was re-
fused and she was returned to Bel-
marsh. '

She had been given nothing to
eat all that day and had no food or
drink until 6.30am the following
morning. During the early hours of
the morning she had severe stom-
ach cramps and activated the panic
button in her cell which met with
no response for over an hour..

On December-5 Eamon O Cuiv,
member of the Irish parliament,
was denied access to Roisin for a
pre-arranged visit. Her mother and
partner were also denied access.
Later that day she was taken to a

. hospital where her pregnancy was

confirmed and then transferred
back to Holloway. Officials there
were not expecting her and her pos-
sessions were still at Belmarsh.

Doctor

A family visit was eventually per-
mitted on December 6 and an inde-
pendent doctor examined her and
recommended a proper hospital ex-
amination. Despite this, she re-
mained at Holloway where she is
subject to regular strip searches.

She was again refused bail on
December |3, despite a doctor’s re-
port submitted to the court saying
she was in an advanced state of star-
vation and sureties of £200,000. At
court appearances on December 20
and January 3 she was again re-
manded. Roisin remains in custody
more than six weeks after her ar-
rest. Loud protests are needed.
Contact: Roisin McAliskey
Justice Group, Conway Mill,
5-7 Conway street, Belfast,
BT 13 2DE Tel/Fax 01232
238524

Newham anti-racists under attack

Simon Deville

Over recent weeks, there
has been a concerted local
campaign against Newham
Monitoring Project, calling
on the local council to with-
draw funding. For the 16
years of NMPs existence it
has continued its 24-hour
emergency service, case-
work and its campaigning in
the community against police
harassment, racist attacks,
and fascism.

Some of those involved in the
campaign pose no surprises —the
Tory candidate in a recent by-elec-
tion and the local paper the Ne-
wham Recorder. The Recorder has
always claimed that NMP was ‘stir-
ring up racial tension and took par-
ticular offence at any campaigns
against police racism. The local To-
ries have previously stood as ‘Con-
servatives Against Labour’s Unfair

Ethnic Policies

What gave this campaign new im-
petus is the involvement of a small
but vocal right wing split from NMP
itself. Half a dozen people led by
Unmesh Desai, one of NMP’s found-
ing members, declared the launch of
2 new organisations: the NMP Re-
form Group, and the Katherine
Road Traders and Residents Associa-
tion. These two front organisations
fused to form a third group calling it-
self, ironically, Newham Unity.

This group is now organising to
get council funding instead of NMP.
They would clearly be very different
from NMP — far less involved in cam-
paigning. They criticised NMP in-
volvement in a picket of Forest Gate
police after the death of Ibrahima
Sey in custody.

Leading anti-racist A. Sivanandan
chagged how, in the early 1980s, the
growing militancy amongst black
youth was headed off by the crea-
tion of a 'race relations industry,’

Learning from the experience of the

States, a layer of middle class pro-
fessionals were created with the
task of teaching the white power
structures to accept black people —
and teaching black people to accept
the white power structures.

Newham Monitoring Project has
been one of the few organisations
to successful resist this trend. De-
spite being primarily funded by Ne-
wham council, NMP has always
maintained its political inde-
pendence.

Blairites

At the root of the right wing split
are two central issues — the political
ambitions of some within Blair’s
New Labour and the business inter-
ests of a local property-letting agent.

A few years ago it might still have
been possible to build a political ca-
reer inside the Labour Party on the
basis of consistent anti-racist activ-
ity, today such a background would
be a liability.

- At the Annual General Meeting of

NMP, the right proposed two coun-
cil race officers for the management
committee. NMP had previously
been clear about conflict of interests
between a role as a ‘race profes-
sional ' for the council and involve-
ment with-NMP. Having failed to
gain any support for this move, Un-
mesh and his grouping then left
NMP.

The Traders and Residents Asso-
ciation includes one of the councils
race officers, Sultan Mohammed and
some of his business partners. Mo-
hammed has investments in a local
property letting agents. NMP has al-
ways opposed the rehousing victims
of racial attacks in privately-rented
accommodation, which amounts to
profiteering from racism. Moham-
med has unsuccessfully pushed for
the council to oppose NMPs posi-
tion.

Since the split from NMP, how-
ever, a victim of racist attacks has al-
leged that Mohammed whilst acting
as a council officer, privately offered

to rehouse them in a property with
his company, Shore Properties. Mo-
hammed is currently under investiga-
tion by the council.

Despite the corruption allega-
tions'surrounding the ‘Newham
Unity’ group, and despite the fact
that there are no specific charges
made against NMP, the council has
ordered an investigation into Ne-
wham Monitoring Project.

This is clearly an attempt to find a
justification for withdrawing support
or trying to impose tighter strings.
The Labour group would much pre-
fer to see resources going to their

_ political allies and avoid the embar-

rassing exposures of police racism
that NMP has so consistently pro-
duced over the years..

NMP has launched a campaign to
defend its political independence
and to resist any further funding
cuts.
To contact the Defence Cam-
paign: phone 0181-555-8151.
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1997 looks set to be a crucial year
in politics - here in Britain,
across Europe and on a world-
wide level.

The world economy goes into the
new year in a fragile state despite the
many measures by governments
and bosses to drive down living
standards and increase productivity

across the globe. A new recession in -

the United States — which is not
beyond the bounds of possibility -
would send the whole situation into
a tail spin. '

1997 will see the continuation of
the crisis in the Russia which at the
close of the previous year has led to
the miners taking strike action and
to an unstable political situation de-
spite the fact that Yeltsin remains
formally in control. Lebed’s dis-
missal from power certainly doesn’t
seem to have done him any harm
and he is clearly gearing up for the
succession battle

The disastrous situation in the
Central Lake region of Africa con-
" tinues to demonstrate the barbarous
legacy of imperialism and the fail-
ure of the neo-colonialists to bring
peace or dignity to the peoples of the
area.

The so called ‘peace process’ in
the Middle East will continue to fail
the Palestinian people with Netan-
yahu pledging to increase Jewish
settlement in the occupied- territo-
ries and the PLO doing lmle 10 op-
pose this.

The election of a Blair govern-
ment is unlikely to make much dif-
ference to the situation in Ireland as
New Labour will continue a bi-par-
tisan approach and accommodate to
the unionists. The struggle for self-
determination for the Irish people
has not been aided by the approach

Andrew Wiard

They will just keep on battling: public sector workers will press demands on Labour on pay and the welfare state

“the Sinn Fein leadership, fighting

for a seat at talks which will en-
shrine partition.

Dramatic struggles will break out
across the globe like the huge strikes
against the regime in South Korea
or the combative protests against
budget cuts in Australia. The task
will be to build lasting organisation
from these flash points that it able
to carry on the battle against inter-
national capital more consistently

Socialist Outlook will be covering
these and other processes that are of
interest to our readers, bringing you
information about the ruling class
offensive and the resistances to it,
ideas on how the struggle can be
developed and lessons from other
activists.

The European March for Jobs
can begin to link together militants
across Europe in the run up to the

Inter-governmental Conference to
agree the Maastricht Treaty in June
1997.

The recent victory of the French
lorry drivers and the blockade of
Greek farmers demonstrate yet
again that the governments of
Europe are not having an easy time
in imposing the massive cuts they
need to meet the convergence crite-
ria. :

Europe-wide
The campaign will also give to

- opportunity to cement continental-

wide links between other groups
such as unemployed organisations,
who have been inspired by the re-
cent French events or those fighting
racist laws.

Socialist Outlook through its in-
volvement with the Fourth Interna-
tional can bring detailed news and

One wheel on his wagon

JOHN MAJOR'’S rickety
government is suffering
blows by the minute and
‘may not stay the course
through until May.

No sooner had the world
begun to gear up after the
Christmas break than the News
of the World was making
allegations that Jerry Hayes, MP
for Harlow has been involved in
an illegal gay relationship.

Though Conservative Central
Office refused to support Mr
Hayes, who denied that his
relationship with the then 18

year-old was anything other than
) platonic, this will be the source
of irritation rather than
nightmares for the Tory
leadership.

Hayes has been open about
his support for gay rights —
voting for the gay male age of
consent to be reduced to 16 and
acting as vice-chair of the cross
parliamentary group on AIDS.

A rather more serious
headache has been triggered by
senior Tory MP Hugh Dykes
announcement that he is to join
Labour and Liberal democrat
talks on constitutional reform, at
the same as the Prime Minister
was denouncing them as
‘profoundly dangerous’.

Major, launching what looks
set to be another expensive,
gruesome, and ineffective poster
campaign has really been
upstaged by his rivals.

. The package of constitutional
reform package being trailed in
the press is much more
newsworthy than another tired
out PR campaign from the
past-sell-by date Prime Minister.

More importantly the
proposals could allow Blair a
radical face while carrying
through reactionary policies in
the economic sphere.

Scrap Lords

Of course, abolition of voting
for hereditary peers is
completely inadequate — the
whole rotten second chamber
should be scrapped at once. But
this, together with a Freedom of
Information Act, and the
introduction of a Bill of Rights
are important moves.

The decision to hold two
referenda in Scotland is a
complete outrage — but there
can be little doubt that during
the firsPterm of a Labour
government a Scottish Assembly
with tax raising powers will be in
place.

A huge majority of the

Scottish population are already
in favour and this percentage is
likely to grow rather than fall
under Labour. This alone would
be the most significant change to
the British constitution for
centuries and one which we
whole heartedly support.
Socialist Outlook agrees with
Labour’s calt for an immediate
election it is clear that the

- Tories have no legitimate

mandate. We doubt that when
Blair’s office say they will do
everything in their power to get
an election called they had
anything more daring in mind
than breaking with the ludicrous
practice of pairing.

Certainly we have heard no
calls for anyone outside
Parliament to do anything —
other than stop Major winning
the Personality of the Year poll!
No demonstrations, no lobbies,
certainly no strikes.

Our readers and supporters
will be greeting the New Year
and trying to force and election
in different style — involved in
promoting struggle where ever
we can. 1997 will certainly be a
year of change — let’s make an
extra effort to make sure that as
much as possible is in our favour.

analysis of the resistance across the
continent and bring the lessons
from those campaigns to our readers
here.

In Britain the General Election
will most likely see the election of a
Labour government after the long
winter of Tory rule. But Blair’s New
Labour is not promising an end to
the unrelenting attacks the working
class and its allies have suffered un-
der the Tories.

Far from it! Attacks on the Wel-
fare state, already cut to the bone,
will continue. Anti-trade union
laws will remain in place to shackle
our ability to fight back against the
bosses.

And not content with his victo-
ries over Clause 4 and the manifesto
Blair will set out to destroy the his-
toric link between the party and the
unions, giving himself a freer rein
for more reactionary attacks.

Despite the fact that Blair will
continue these and other attacks on
working people, Socialist OQutlook
will campaign for a vote for Labour.
We believe that the election of a
labour government is in the inter-
ests of workers not because of what

A new year of struggle

-it will do but because it will raise
people’s expectations and begin to
rebuild a confidence which has been
lacking since the defeat of the min-
ers strike. We will seek to organise
where ever we can to place demands
on Labour both in the run up to the
election and after Blair is in govern-
ment.

We are committed to preparing
the best possible conditions for the
fight back. The Broad Lefts confer-
ence in early February can be an
important step in better equipping
the left in the unions to work to-
gether.

The campaign to build the Euro-
pean March for jobs in Britain can
bring together young unemployed
activists fighting the vicious JSA
with those fighting to.defend the
welfare state and those fighting for
rights at work.

While we will continue to work
in the Socialist Campaign Group
Network and the Keep the Link
campaign to strengthen the left in
the Labour Party, we are pledged to
work with activists working in the
anti-racist movement, in defence of
women’s’ rights, the environmental
movement and in other campaigns
committed to forging a better soci-
ety.

We think that we will be able to
meet all these goals more effectively
by changing our schedule of publi-
cation.

Through producing a monthly
paper rather than a fortightly we
are able to reduce a whole number
of overheads and so increase our
coverage by over 25%. This we be-
lieve will allow us to produce a pa-
per which is more useful to our
readers.

A monthly gives us the flexibility
we believe we need at this crucial
time to deal with complex issues in
more depth than has been possible
in recent months.

We hope you agree and will con-
tinue to give us your support in the
battle for socialism and internation-
alism.

______..._______.._I
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'Emergemy Appedl

I The severe winter weather has taken a heavy toll on the

I Socialist Outlook office. As many of us celebrated the
New Year, the water tank on our top floor sprang a leak,

I bringing a serious flood on the floors below. Files,
records, flooring and equipment have all been severely
damaged, including new computer equipment and

I software for work on this newspaper.

I We have only managed to produce this issue under I

makeshift arrangements, and will need to raise substantial
additional cash for immediate repairs and replacements of
items damaged beyond repair, while we negotiate with our l

I insurers.

This is a vital time for the work of Socialist Outlook, and l
we urge readers and supporters to assist us in restoring our

office to proper fighting trim.

Please rush any donations, large or small (though prefer-
I ably largel) payable to Socialist Outlook, to us at PO Box I

1109, London N4 2UU
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- How not to fight the
Job Seekers Allowance

or Three *
Strikes that
shouldn’t be

supported

Stalingrad O'Neill
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By Keith Sinclair

THE INTRODUCTION of
the Job Seekers Allowance
(JSA) has led to a number of
campaigns being set up fo
oppose the JSA and the
workfare scheme Project
Work. Groups have been
set up in a number of areas.

All these groups share a
common opposition to both
the JSA and to Project Work.
However there has been an
important debate amongst
members of the various
anti-JSA groups.

The debate centres
around the idea of “Three
Strikes and You're Out”,

What does “Three
Strikes” involve?

A leaflet from Counter-Informa-
tion explains that Job Centre Staff
found guilty of harassing ¢laimants
or cutting their benefits will receive
a warning letter - as does their man-
ager — that is STRIKE 1.

A repeat offence brings final writ-
ten warnings — STRIKE 2.

A third anti-claimant crime by
the same individual means photos
of them and their manager will be

fly-posted. And a claimant’s demo
will confront the culprits in their
offices: this is STRIKE 3.

The policy is posed in slighty
different ways by different groups,
but the common thread is clear: Job
Centre workers are seen as part of
the problem rather than potential al-
lies in the fight against the JSA.

For éxample, a leaflet from the
Tameside Unemployed Group re-
fers to ‘dole officials’, never once
calling job centre employees work-
ers, far less mentioning that the vast
majority of job centre workers op-
pose the JSA.

The main union involved, the
CPSA, has a policy of opposition to
the imposition of the JSA.

What sort of
campaign is needed?
Anti-JSA campaigns need to in-

volve the employed and the unem-
ployed. As part of this, there is a

There. has; been no question of
seeing CPSA members as being ‘the
problem’: rather the aim has been to
build a united front which demon-
strates the sort of alliance we want
to build.

The “Three Strikes’ policy cuts
across attempts to win over job cen-
tre workers to actively oppose the
JSA. Left activists in the CPSA are
put on the defensive, as manage-

ment and right-wing union officials -

combine to suggest that all anti-JSA

activities are targeted at CPSA
members.

“Three strikes’ makes it more dif-
ficult to win over job centre workers
and is, in reality, a gift to manage-
ment and the right-wing leadership

needs to be built, This will not be
easy. The good formal anti-JSA pol-

icy doesn’t mean that all job centre -

workers (or all CPSA leaders) fully
support that policy.

The activity of unemployed
groups needs to be built up.

There is a need for sustained
work around the job centres, aimed
at building active opposition to JSA
by claimants. This should involve
leafleting, petitioning, occupations
etc., which are co-ordinated with
the job centre unions. The tactic of

M

Tories fiddle jobless

' figures

Claimants and civil service workers demand “Jobs Not JSA”

THE TORIES were jubilantly claiming just be-
fore Christmas that the unemployment figures
were now below 2 million for the first time in
six years. Indeed the November drop of 95,000
is the biggest single fall in the monthly official
figures for more than 25 years. '

There has been no celebrating amongst the un-
employed as it is clear that the new figures do not
represent an increase in people with jobs. There
are in fact 800,000 fewer people at work than in
1980.

The Tories fiddling of the figures Nwell
known with more than 30 changes to the way ‘un-
employment’ is calculated since Thatcher took of-
fice in 1979.

A Labour’s deputy leader John Prescott, respond-

ing to the Government’s annoucement, pointed
out that “Much of the drop in figures can only be
explained by people being driven off the benefit
register and off the records all together’.

This is indeed the case with more and more
people being denied any means of support at all.
Incapacity Benefit, the Asylum Bill, Project Work

.and the Job Seekers Allowance are combining to

create a layer of non-people with no official exist-
ence — and no money!
The situation will get worse as the JSA in par-

ticular progresses and more fall foul at new stages.

It is a crime that Prescott and the Labour
Front bench are happy to denounce the Tories
but will not commit themselves to scrap this vis-
cous legislation.

peaceful occupation is useful, as it
enables both claimants and job cen-

RS
Support for “Three
Strikes’ is often

S PO SR

tre workers to hear the arguments
against JSA.

One of the noticeable trends is
that support for “Three Strikes’ is
low in areas where CPSA activists
are involved in broad-based cam-
paigns against the JSA or Project
Work. Often the links have been
built over a period of years, particu-
larly through Trades Councils like
Hull and Nottingham, where CPSA
activists are centrally involved.

Three strikes and
Project Work

If ‘Three Strikes’ is not helpful in
fighting the JSA then it is totally
irrelevant to any real fight against
the workfare scheme ‘Project
Work’, which has been piloted in
Hull and Medway.

“Three Strikes’ focuses on the re-
lation between the individual job
centre worker and the individual
unemployed person.

But any fight against Prdject
Work has to operate on a far wider
terrain. In particular, there is a
need for campaigners to target any
organisation which is likely become
a provider of placements for Project
Work. This particularly involves a
fight to get Labour councils to re-
fuse to become Project Work

providers or to offer placements.
But it also involves a fight to win
over charity workers and trade un-
" ionists in colleges- Project Work
cannot be fought solely at job cen-
tres, nor can it be successfully

which has been advocated . .
by some unemployed need to involve job centre workers of the CPSA. Manager{lent have hnked Wlth a refusal fought solely by unemployed work-
Y o P . ¥ in publicly opposing the JSA. An been k?ep to a'tter‘npt to 11n1‘< CP,SA to fight to put crs.
activists. The policy has example of the sort of unity that can left activists with :I‘hree Strikes’, as . What's behind Three
tended to be associated with  bebuiltis shown by the Hull Trades g}gfy k*;:“t” the P‘])ahcylmall;es itmore  pressure on the Strikes?
, L . : . : ifficult to win Employment Serv- ?
: the organisation g(;)(l)lriml campaign sgainst Project ice workers to active opposition to Labour Party and It’s clear that the main advocates
{ Groundswell’, although it is The campaign was initiated by ~ J54- union leaderships t0  of Three Strikes’ tend tobe from an
] no longer the national the Trades Council following a mo- Job centre workers and the un- fight the JSA and anarchist background. However
policy of that group. tion being sent in by the CPSA Em- employed have the same fundamen- . anaichists and syndicalists who op-
ployment Service branch. tal interests. Therefore, an alliance ~ Project Work. erate within the existing trade un-

ions and Trades Councils are often
opposed to ‘Three Strikes’. Support
for ‘Three Strikes’ is often linked
with a refusal to fight to put pres-

. sure on the Labour Party and union

leaderships to fight the JSA and
Project Work. . :

In a similar vein, it is often as-
sumed that the Labour and Conser-
vative Parties have the same -
position on these issues. But it is
not as simple as that. Labour is
opposed to Project Work, so it is
essential that campaigners use that
formal opposition to help win over
local councils to refuse to be in-
volved. In the same way, many local
Labour activists wish to see the re-
peal of the JSA.

John Prescott’s constituency La-

‘bour Party is for the abolition of the

JSA. The point here is not to sow
illusions in Labour; rather it is to
recognise that there are going to be
big battles with a Blair government
on the issues of benefits and work-
fare programmes.

Any policy that cuts across build-
ing the maximum possible unity in -
action against the Tories is a wrong
policy. Supporters of ‘Three
Strikes’ should think again, and
help build a united struggle against
JSA and workfare. )
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Union Broad Lefts seek new
ways to work together

Fred Leplat,
Campaign for a
Fighting and
Democratic UNISON

AN UNPRECEDENTED co-
ordination between |2 trade
union left organisation is be-
ing established. These union
left caucuses come from a va-
riety of industries and serv-
ices as well as different
political traditions. A confer-
ence to strengthen this co-or-
dination will take place on
the | February 1997.

This initiative should be sup-
ported by every socialist who

wants to see our unions being cam-
paigning organisations. At the mo-
ment, too many decisions of our
national leaderships are the subject
of scrutiny by lawyers and campaign-
ing too often reduced to promoting
Unity credit cards.

For far to long each union left has
been through necessity concerned
with the affairs of their own respec-
tive union, yet we face common
problems across the unions.

The lack of co-ordinated re-
sponse by the left in the union has al-
lowed the ‘new realist’ leadership of
the TUC to drag the whole move-
ment to the right .

Over the last 17 years, unemploy-
ment, privatisation, cuts in services
and the anti-union laws have bat-

tered the unions.

Activists at rank and file level
have had to face the full onslaught
while the ‘new realist’ leaders failed
to organise any concerted fightback
and increasingly adapted to this situ-
ation.

Organising a union left wing
across the whole of the movement
is not a new idea.

But in the recent past such organ-
isations have been more the prop-
erty of a particular political
organisation rather than a genuine
attempt to bring together in one
room militants with different tradi-
tions. This may be one reason that
such efforts have rapidly floundered
in the past.

However the decision of |12 genu-

ine union lefts such as the Socialist
Teachers Alliance, the Print & Me-
dia Broad Left , the Communica-
tions Workers Broad Left, or the
Equity Left Alliance have been meet-
ing together and have decided to
hold a conference on February |
1997 is a major step forward.

In the context of the likely elec-
tion of a Blair led Labour Govern-
ment, the left in the unions needs to
discuss common problems and seek
through this to develop a coherent
militant response across the trade
union movement.

The most immediate aspirations
of union members, as embodied by
their conference policies, can only
be met if a majority Labour govern-
ment is elected and if such a gov-

ernment is then forced carry out
these policies.

For UNISON members, this
would be an ending to all forms of
privatisation, a minimum wage at
£4.26p, adequate funding for the
welfare state and the repeal of anti-
union laws and the Asylum & Immi-
gration law.

Campaigning for these policies
during and after the election would
eventually have to be backed indus-
trial action.

The task of this conference is to
start planning a strategy for the un-
ions to fightback against the old free-
market Tories and the New Labour
freemarketeers and which would
have at its heart the interests of
workers and union members.

Will new realists
lose their grip?

Neil Murray

OVER THE LAST few years
the level of strikes has been the
lowest for a century. While the
figures picked up slightly in
1996, this was not a qualitative
shift and a long way short of the
levels of the 1970s.

Unlike bourgeois and social-
democratic commentators who see
a high level of strikes as a thing of
the past, Marxists recognise that the
contradiction inherent to capital-
ism between the interests of the em-
ployers and their state and the
working class means that class
struggle is inevitable.

The question is not if, but when,
around what issues and in what
form this will take place. While
Marxists do not claim to be able to
predict the exact development of
events, they can point to general
tendencies.

The reasons for the downturn are
not hard to discover. The defeats
inflicted on key sectors of the class
by the Tories with the connivance
of the bureaucracy allowed them to
make changes which consolidated
these gains.

The anti-union laws have made
it harder to take action, while job
losses and the use of short-term and
temporary contracts have led to an
insecurity which undermines the
confidence to fight.

The trade union leaderships re-
fusal to challenge any of this; their
shift to the right and their stressing
of the ‘need’ for restraint to ensure
the election of a Labour govern-
ment has been a major contribu-
tion.

Those struggles which have bro-
ken out in recent years, tenacious
and inspiring as they have often
been, have highlighted the prob-
lems that exist.

While the anti-union laws have
madeit difficult to take legal, offi-
cial strike action, they have also
served as a screen for union bureau-
crats..

Thus, while the Liverpool dock-
workers have fought heroically for
over ayear against their sacking and

the casualisation of port labour, and
have received enormous levels of
support internationally, they have
been isolated by the fact that every
other port in Britain has already
been casualised.

The TGWU has hidden behind
the anti-union laws in refusing to
make the dispute official but has
also refused to even do what it could
within the law. It has pressurised
the dockers into accepting sell-out
deals. Similarly, UNISON has done
little to support the Hillingdon hos-
pital workers, also out for over a
year.

Postal and rail workers- ac-
counted for a high proportion of the
strike figures over recent years,
both official and unofficial. Rail
workers had a series of successful
disputes in 1996, but the break up
of the rail network into separate
companies means they now have to
fight company by company for
separate agreements, with the anti-
union laws restricting who can give
Support.

Frustration

Postal workers frustration at
continued management attacks
haveled to repeated local walk-outs,
leading up to the national strikes
over plans to introduce team work-
ing.

They had to contend with a un-
ion leadership hell-bent on foster-
ing a ‘good relationship’ with
management. Unofficial strikes
have been repeatedly denounced,
ostensibly to protect the unions
funds, and joint General Secretary
Alan Johnson did his utmost first to
prevent the national strike happen-
ing at all, and then to end it.

While Johnson was not com-
pletely successful, facing the occa-
sional revolt from the CWU
executive, he did finally manage to
sell a deal which at best postpones
the dispute until such time as the
union-management ‘working party’
on team working reports, leaving
branches to fight victimisations on
their owng

The recent further education
strike was an important develop-

ment, bringing together all the un-
ions involved in a one-day strike,
and further action may ensue, but it
is not enough in itself.

Years of defeatand retreat cannot
be simply reversed overnight, they
have brought about changes which
are not just superficial. The level of
unionisation fallen considerably
and organisation within unionised
workplaces has also suffered. The
number of shop stewards has fallen
drastically, workplace organisation
is weak and many union branches
have difficulty functioning.

So what is set 1o change? The
general election will probably see a
Labour government come to power,
but Blair will not only keep the
Tories’ anti-union laws intact, but
may add new ones.

There will be no loosening of pay
restrictions, no assault on unem-
ployment and the continued de-
struction of the welfare state. If a
minimum wage ever emerges from
joint commissions with the bosses,
it will be set at a level more to do
with inter-capitalist rivalry than
providing a living income.

Nevertheless, there are factors
which counterbalance this if La-
bour is elected. Despite Blair’s at-
tempts to make the opposite clear,
the working class will expect some
reversal of the damage done by the
Tories over 18 years. Frustration
could explode in a variety of ways.

Despite —and, in part, because of
- their subservience to Blair’s
moves closer to Tory leaders, the
Trade Union leaders expect some
pay back. They need something to
show the members who they told
the election of a Labour govern-
ment is their only hope.

The bureaucrats will not be will-
ing to lead a fight against a Labour
government, but if Blair fails to de-
liver they will find it difficult to
hold back their members.

Blair will undoubtedly enjoy a
‘honeymoon’ period, during which
he will attempt to undermine the
party-union link. How long this
honeymoon will be is a matter of
conjecture.

If pay restrictions remain, the
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low pay commission drags out, wel-
fare provision continues to deterio-
rate, Or a major section comes into
conflict with the anti-union laws,
this situation could rapidly change.

Conflict

Given Blair’s programme, the ar-
eas of potential conflict are clear —
not least to Blair himself who has
been busy making plans to attempt
to ensure he can carry out his pro-
gramme unhindered. Blair’s prior-
ity is the same as the Tories, even if
it differs in some of the details, im-
proving the profitability and there-
fore competitiveness of British
capitalism.

To do so he has to continue their
attacks. Socialists do not, however,
sit back and wait for the good times
to come or simply assume that an

astal wrkéfs on the march: frustration eventually led to walk-outs
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upsurge will automatically lead to a
long-term growth in the strength of
the Left. There are too many exam-
ples in history which show other-
wise. But it does create the
conditions in which this is possible,
given the correct intervention by
socialists.

Socialists have to lend material
and political support to those dis-
putes which do break out, arguing
how to take them forward and what
the lessons of them are for workers
in general. While calling for a La-
bour vote, we need to explain what
its programme will mean and build
support for key demands, such as
repeal of the anti-union laws.

We have to rebuild the structures
of the unions and argue for policies
which can provide a real lead in a
fightback.

e e e e s e e o iy |

| Conference of left trade union organisations | |

1 Organise

Saturday February 1
1Tam-4pm

University of London Union
Malet St, London WC1

Details from Will Reese, 116 Rosslyn Ave
Coundon, Coventry, CV6 1GN
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Houdini

Dorrell leaves

Labour
floundering

New Labour heads

for a new health -

fiasco

Harry Sloan
HEALTH Secretary Stephen

. Dorrell is on the edge of a his-

toric exercise in escapology.

With the aid of Labour’s Chris
Smith and his dim-witted Blairite
advisors he seems set not only to
neutralise the NHS as an electoral
issue, buteven to turn the tables and
put Labour under pressure.

More remarkably still, Dorrell
has achieved this result without re-
lenting in the Tory “scorched
earth” strategy which is preparing a
major NHS cash crunch for an in-

coming Labour government.

This is the reality behind the
Budget settlement, which appears
to pump additional cash into health
services while in reality pushing
health authorities and Trusts to-
wards new cutbacks.

Dorrell has cynically turned the
tables on Labour, challenging
Smith to promise more money for
the NHS, safe in the knowledge that
no such pledge will be forthcoming
from a party terrified of appearing
to embrace any policy of increased
public spending.

In fact £1 billion of the £1.6 bil-
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Taking the message to the politicians:

nurses from South West London staged an impromptu ‘operation’

in Parliament square to highlight the dire shortage of beds and cash as a result of Tory cuts.

lion “extra” money for the NHS un-
veiled last November will be gob-
bled up at once by rising prices:
Kenneth Clarke’s claim of a much
bigger real-terms increase rested on
the vain assumption that inflation
will run at just 2%.

Another £200m has been cut
from the NHS capital programme,

worsening the £2.4 billion backlog-
in maintenance and the total stand- .
still on hospital building. And over -

£300m extra will be required simply
to keep pace with growing numbers
of elderly patients and the advances
in new technology.

Nightmare on
Downing Street:
housing cash cut
to the bone

Veronica Fagan

FOR THOSE concerned with
homelessness and poor hous-
ing last year’s Budget meant
their worst nightmares com-
ing true.

Chancellor, Kenneth Clarke, an-
nounced new Housing Benefit Regu-
lations designed to cut £130 million
from the overall bill. From October
1997 all single people under 60 will
only be entitled to benefit for the as-
sessed cost of shared accommoda-
tion. Under a separate regulation
rent officers will also have increasing
powers to cut back rents.

One immediate consequence has
been private landlords organisations
already issuing advice to members
not to let to people claiming housing
benefit.

Not only could this mean more
jobless people becoming homeless
but also increasing numbers of low-
paid-workers as well. Those that
have the option will be thrown back
on the family.

A new report by the homeless or-
ganisation, ‘Crisis’ shows a dramatic
fall in the average life expectancy of
those sleeping rough. Between 1991
and 1995 it fell by five years from 47
to 42. The average in the population
as a whole is 76.

As if all this were not enough
grants for building new properties
have been severely slashed. The cut
in government grant to the Housing
Corporation saw a gigantic fall from
£1.06 billion this year to £650 mil-
lion for 1997/8.

This means a reduction in the ap-
proved development programme
for housing associations of 38.9% —
the biggest percentage cut to date
and far worse than was expected.
The Housing Corporation staffing
budget was also cut even though be-
fore the announcement staff were
already working massive amounts of
overtime to keep pace with work
levels.

Credit approvals - the amounts
which local authorities may borrow
to finance new housing - fell by
£253m to £499m.

Only £70 million has been com-
mitted to the Estates’ Renewal Chal-
lenge fund over the next three
years. Just before Christmas the gov-
ernment announced the levels of
Housing Investment Programme
(HIP) allocated to different councils.
Investment across London was cut
by 35% and five London councils
lost more than 50%. The North
East of England saw a reduction of
30%.4.

While Labour’s spokesperson

Nick Raynsford has been scathing in
his attacks on the Housing Minister,
David Curry, for his failure to de-
fend housing against the Chancellor,
the New Labour programme prom-
ises very little.

‘Labour will increase investment
in social housing.’ Raynsford
pledges. ‘We will do so both by the
phased release of capital receipts
and by increasing private investment
through partnership’.

But in housing as in other areas
-of social need Labour pledges no
new resources.

Such lack of commitment ex-
poses both Raynsford’s attacks on
the changes in Housing Benefit and
Blair’s condemnation of the Tory
changes in homeless legislation as
empty rhetoric. )

As John Perry, Policy Director of
the Chartered Institute of Housing,
explains “Ironically the | billion cut
(in the Housing Investment pro-
gramme) is equal to the likely
amount Labour would spend on
housing in any one year through re-
leasing capital receipts from the
sales of council houses.

“If Gordon Brown will not take
action on the cuts then his party’s
cherished capital receipts policy will
only take us back to square one”.

From Clarke’s trumpeted £1.6
billion, therefore, just under £100m
amounts to “new money” — and
this falls far short of the deficits
already predicted for health
authorities this year.

Uneven

To make matters worse, the
money is being distributed un-
evenly across the country, accord-
ing to a fiddled formula which
somehow gives the biggest percent-
age allocation to the health author-
ity covering Tories’ darling
borough of Westminster, while
leaving more deprived districts in
London and across the country
starved of cash.

Dorrell has even produced an ex-
tra hand-out of £6 million to delay
high-profile hospital cuts and clo-
sures in Merton Sutton and
Wandsworth, where Tory marginal
seats are at stake. Elsewhere, health
authorities are being urged behind
the scenes to borrow money against
nextyear’s allocations to defer high-
profile cuts until after the general
election.

Butas more Trusts resort to ban-
ning non-emergency admissions
and search for other cost reductions
to balance their books, and yet an-
other winter cold snap and flu epi-
demic expose the pitiful inadequacy
of hospital bed provision and staff-
ing levels, there are harder times
ahead.

Unless Labour wins the election
and pumps in extra money, NHS
spending is set to fall in real terms
in 1998/9 and stand still the year
after.

Chris Smith’s eloquent silence
on these vital issues has been cou-
pled with his ideological capitula-
tion to the Tory market reforms.

After collapsing on earlier pro-
posals to sweep away the internal
market, abandoning suggestions of
scrapping Trust boards, and em-
bracing the disastrous Tory Private
Finance Initiative as a means to
build new (privately-owned) NHS
hospitals, Labour has now come full
circle and embraced the basic prin-
ciple of GP fundholding, although
this would be carried out through
‘commissioning groups’ of GPs
rather than individual practices.

The half-baked Labour propos-
als represent the worst of all op-
tions. They will antagonise the
most self interested and determined
advocates of GP Fundholding —
the GPs who revel in the inequali-
ties of the two-tier system — while
ignoring professional and other
support staff working in primary
care, and press-ganging other un-

willing GPs into commissioning
groups.

And by accepting the framework
of the market system with its “pur-
chaser-provider split”, Labour
would create an additional network
of purchasing bodies, and increase
the administrative costs and bu-
reaucracy of the front-line Trusts.

This is an even greater nonsense
when we remember that Labour’s
sole pledge of extra cash for NHS
services hinged on cutting bureauc-
racy.

“I reject utterly
Stephen Dorrell’s
attempts to pretend
there are no real
disagreements
between us and the
Tories on health
policy, and that in
some mysterious way
he can gain credibility
by claiming to be like
Labour”. (Labour’s
Chris Smith,
December 1996)

Labour’s capitulation to the no- -
tion of the market comes as its con-
tradications and inequalities are
increasingly discredited.

The last few months have seen
health authorities grappling with
the wasteful charade of services
fragmented between competing
cash-strapped Trusts, and increas-
ing pressure to merge Trusts into
larger units.

In South West London, South
Derbyshire and Lincolnshire,
health unions have expressly called
for the merger of Trusts to cut bu-
reaucracy and avert cuts in patient
care: in Oxfordshire, health bosses
facing a £7m shortfall have taken
the initiative and proposed a sweep-
ing package of mergers to halve the
number of Trusts.

With raré exceptions, therefore,
despite Smith’s spluttering, inco-
herent attempts to deny it, Labour
policy has become a pale echo of
existing Tory government policy.

Unless a further rapid U-turn is
executed, we seem set for an even
more embarrassing repetition of the
1992 ‘Jennifer’s Ear’ fiasco, leading
to a second successive election in
which the NHS is ignored as an
electoral asset by a clueless Labour
leadership.
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Labour spurns offer of Social Contract 11

Terry Conway

JOHN Edmonds, leader of
the GMB, has been slapped
down by the Labour leader-
ship for claiming that a new
understanding might be pos-
sible between Labour and
the trade unions.

They have rejected outright the
suggestion for a national ‘social part-
nership”forum involving employers
and the TUC.

One of Labour’s employment
spokespeople, Stephen ‘Fish shop’
Byers brushed aside Edmonds’ pro-
posal — which involves a new tri-par-
tite structure to discuss jobs,
training, low pay and the European
Social Chapter ~ saying it would
mean ‘turning the clock back’.

The Labour leadership are more
interested in discussing constitu-
tional change with the Liberal
Democrats, and are determined to
prove that the unions should not ex-
pect anything from them when they
come to office.

The TUC had commissioned a
special text from Lord Mc Carthy,
another one of Labour’s army of em-
ployment spokespeople, on its ap-
proach to a new Labour
government. Mc Carthy points out
that public sector pay is likely to be
areal hot potato for Blair after a
four year pay freeze under the To-
ries. .

The public sector pay review bod-
ies are due to report in February
and settlements are due in April. But
the whole process is routinely de-

layed: many NHS Trusts still have
not settled last year’s pay review.
The issue will be up and running as a
flashpoint during and after the elec-
tion.

Despite Labour’s best efforts,
trade unionists do still hope that
things will be different with a new
government.

Open door

McCarthy made it clear that
there would be no movement at the
level of pay, but seemed to leave
the door open for the type of pro-
posals'made by Edmonds.

Now these too have been re-
jected as Labour steals the Tory ide-
ology of anti-unionism as well as
their economic policy. -

Peter Hain, Shadow Employ-

ment Minister, has been ploughing a
slightly different furrow. He has
pointed out that few workers have
any confidences in the Tories fiddled
unemployment figures and warns
that job insecurity is an increasing
concern for many.

The massive rise in short term
contracts in all sectors of the work-
force, combined with the increas-
ingly authoritarian management
style which is part of ‘new manage-
ment techniques’ mean that fear of
the sack is an increasing feature of
peoples’ lives at work.

Based on this, Hain goes on to ar-
gue for locally agreed deals between
unions and management in which
promises of job security would be
exchanged for low pay claims.

Such as strategy, an incomes pol-

icy at local level, has the advantage |
of not directly involving Labour in its
dirty work.

This way, the union leaders them-
selves would be encoureaged to
play on the lack of confidence of
their members, to esnure they
avoid conflict with the bosses and
avert industrial action which would
embarrass the new government.

However while such deals have
already been embraced by the trade
union tops, precisely because they
are localised they cannot ensure the
industrial peace that Blair so desper-
ately wants.

Especially where national pay bar-
gaining exists, the possibility that
conflict will occur remains strong.
Socialists will do everything to en-
sure that this occurs.

As Blair seeks to sever Labour’s union roots

Fight to keep the link!

Pete Firmin

Blair has made it clear for some
time that the trade unions can
expect ‘no favours’ from a La-
bour government. Now a serious
attack on the unions’ involve-
ment in Party policy-making is
planned.

Looking back at the defeat of the

1979 Labour government, their
concern is not the pay restraints and
cuts, but that the Party, and in par-
ticular the unions, revolted against
these policies. Their priority is to
remove this ability.
"~ Measures taken up until now
have merely laid the basis for this
major assault. The ditching of
Clause IV was partly to prepare the
ideological ground. -

The extension of ‘One Member
One Vote’ ballots to policy issues
like the draft manifesto encourages
party members to see themselves as
individuals, not part of a
collectivity. Conference has been
downgraded, with more time for
presentations from the Shadow
Cabinet members and less to discus-
sion of motions.

Regional and women’s confer-
ence have been sidelined, and the
toothless policy forum has been
lauded as the real place where dis-

‘cussion takes place.

But this is tinkering around the
_ problem. Blair wants to see the end
of the ability of the unions (and con-
stituency members) to affect party
policy. o do this there has to be
fundamental and, if possible, irre-
versible, change.

Simple

A straightforward proposal to
scrap the Party-union link, while
having the merit of simplicity,
would be problematic. While union
leaders are reluctant (to say the
least) to fight with Blair, a proposal
remove any input into the Party
whatsoever would probably pro-
voke resistance.

This constitutional change
would need to be ratified by
conference. The unions still have
50% of the votes —it would only need
asmall proportion of constituencies
to join virtually the all unions to
ensure an embarrassing defeat.

State funding of political parties
would circumvent the current fi-
nancial reliance of the Party on the

Andrew Wiard

Still ‘modernising’ away: Blair

unions (which still provide 50% of
funding, despite the large donations
from some businessmen), but there
is no certainty that such a proposal
would get passed.

Crucially it is in Blair’s interest
to keep the unions attached to the
party, even with no say in policy, in
order to attempt to maintain the
loyalty-of the union leaders.

An alternative line of attack has
developed, now said to have the sup-
port of Blair and his clique. The
Labour Co-ordinating Committee
has often been influential in the ‘re-
form’ of Party procedures. Their
proposals amount to keeping the
link but gutting it of any real con-
tent. _

Conference would be made up of
a mixture of Plenary sessions and
seminar groups. The plenary ses-
sions would allow the top table to
present their policy themes and
shape the news for that day. General
Committees would be abolished

- and replaced by a small steering

committee to co-ordinate the run-
ning of the constituency party.
The local branch would become
the primary means of organisation
- running elections, socials, fund
raising ang recruitment. The Na-
tional Executive would not be a pol-
icy-making body, “policy would be
the preserve of individual members
[via OMOV] and Labour’s Parlia-
mentary Committee [the Cabinet or

Shadow cabinet]”. The NEC'’s role
would be a purely organisational
one.

No one other than the leadership
would have any input in policy
making -beyond purely passive
‘take-it-or-leave-it’ participation in
OMOV ballots. '

The unions would remain at-
tached to the party — positions on
the NEC for instance -but there
would be no votes on policy for
them to affect. Affiliation to local
parties would be meaningless and
conference sidelined.

‘Modernising’

These proposals will be ‘sold’ as
modernising the Party, giving the
membership greater rights as
against the trade union ‘barons’ and
avoiding confrontation at confer-
ence in front of the media.

They need to be recognised for
what they are —a destruction of de-
mocracy in any meaningful sense
andin particular of any union input.
Far from increasing anyone’s par-
ticipation in policy making other
than the front bench, they make
party members into rubber stamps
and election canvassers.

Does it matter? Hasn’t Blair re-

- moved any semblance of socialist

policy and reduced party democracy
to a sham anyway? These proposals
are qualitatively different.

‘While the current structures ex-
ist it would be possible to reverse
some of the changes which have
taken place over party functioning.
These proposals would destroy that
ability.

They would mark an important
change in the nature of the Labour
Party. The Party has never been a
socialist party since its formation,
but rather a social democratic one.

Voice

The particular nature of its struc-
tures however has allowed the work-
ing class to raise its voice — and
sometimes even be heard .

Such new structures would turn
the Labour Party into something
like the European continental
model of a social democratic party,
where, although the unions are
linked to the party, there is no
mechanism for them to influence
policy.

They are primarily treated as a

transmission belt for the Party’s
policy into the working class, while
the link is used as an excuse by un-
ion bureaucrats to demand the loy-
alty of their members to ‘their’
party.

Blair will probably attempt to in-
troduce these proposals — or some
variant of them -later this year
while still basking in the glory of an
election victory and before any seri-
ous conflict develops with the un-
ions. That is why socialists are
organising now against these plans.

While most union leaders have
declared that they are opposed to a
dilution of the union-Party link and
will fight any proposals to scrap it,
they cannot bs relied on.

‘At last year's Labour Party con-
ference none of them were prepared
to have a confrontation with Blair
on the issue, despite the furore over
Stephen Byers’ comments -at the
TUC. These proposals could also
give them the excuse to argue that
they are not about the link butabout
the rights of individual party mem-

bers.
The ‘Keep The Link’ campaign

" has been collecting signatures in de-

fence of the link and trying to get
the issue on the agenda of every
affiliated union Conferences. Local
campaigns have been set up in some
areas and a broadsheet is being pro-
duced demolishing the LCC’s pro-
posals. ]

This is a vital issue for all trades

unionists as well as Labour Party
members. Resolutions should be
put wherever possible opposing
these plans and winning affiliation
to the campaign. Delegates to con-
ferences must be mandated to sup-
port retention of the link n s
current form. -
I The Keep The Lmk cam-
paign can be contacted at 138
Crampton St London SEl7
3AE for copies of the broad-
sheet and affiliation. The next
open meeting of the campaign
is on Sunday, 2nd February
lla.m.-1p.m. at the Lucas
Arms, Grays Inn Rd (Near
Kings Cross).
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