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' Browned-off campaigners tell Chancellor:
"Listen to us, not bankers and hosses"

NEW LABOUR may Fave done nothing to
“improve the lot of the poorest, but the
government has been a boon for big
business. Profits are high, and taxes low.
~ As Chancellor Gordon Brown draws up his
Budget speech, major building societies, led by
the Halifax, are looking for ways to hand out up
to £10 billion in “spare” cash to their
shareholders. '

The government, too, is awash with cash:

°

Brown has been paying back billions in debts.
There is plenty of scope for action on March 17
to repair our crumbling NHS and education
system, boost pensions and benefits, tackle the
housing crisis and invest in public transport.

Instead Brown seems set to stand firm on his
line of austerity, making more “tough choices”
at the expense of those in greatest need.

But there are already signs this government
can be forced to back down. There have been

!

concessions to anger over cuts in lone parent
benefit, and hints that benefits for the disabled
may be reprieved.

And now we have seen ministers fall over
themselves in the rush to appease the right wing
so-called “countryside lobby”.

If they are willing to listen to them, we must
make them listen to us!

BUDGET DAY LOBBY: 1.15pm, St
Stephen’s entrance, House of Commons.
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Bolton Seven

should not have
been charged

Mark Findlay Lord Chancellor, Lord Irvine.

SEVEN gay men from Bolton Irvine is a member of the Labour . T R TR . i T
have avoided imprisonment
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government and should be dis- e S

( for thi nflict with de-
. after being convicted of vari- n;lsseedd this co My | £
ous offences including gross clared government polcy” | & -y
d P ¢ This is the first such conviction o
indecency, age of consen for several years, including under - _.

R R RCR)

the last government with its notori- e |
ously reactionary home secretary, | m—
Michael Howard!
For a long time, many gay organi-
- sations have been trying to establish
liaison with the police. This has bro-

and buggery offences.
However some of the men
were given suspended prison sen-
tences. -
Others received probatlon and
commumty service orders.

Saylng no to th'o Euro: marchers unite in Amsterdam last summer. Cardiﬂ is the next key fargel.

They were convicted after video- N
‘tapes of their sexual activities were

sent to the police. The gross inde-

ken down in Manchester as a result
of this case.
The lessons of this are to some

EMU: a step closer

*

chance that it can be defeated when it
comes up. | ~ -

That will depend, however, on the
effectiveness of the campaign between
now and when that decision has to be
taken.

An important mean of raising con-
sciousness against the EU in Britain is
to build for the demonstration in Car-
diff on June 14, at the last major EU

event before EMU is introduced.
- The demonstration has been called
by a broad committee based in Car-
diff. The European marches across
Europe will be mobilising for it. |

It will be an opportunity to con-
tinue the tradition of international or- -
ganisation and solidarity begun in
Amsterdam last June and continued
at the mass demonstration at the EU
jobs summit in Luxembourg in No-
vember.

The demonstration is an opportu-
nity, on the basis of an international

cency law dates from the 19th cen-
tury, as does the buggery law,
although ‘updated’ by the 1967 Act.

Oscar Wilde was convicted under
more or less the same law. This law
forbids sexual acts between men if
there are more than two persons -
present. .

In addition, three of the men
were convicted under the age of
consent laws because one of the
other men was aged |7 and a half.
As a result, their names will be
added to the National Sex Offend-
ers Registry as “Paedophiles”.

Already they have been harasse’d,
and their homes firebombed. Yet no
action would have been taken if the
men had been engaged in identical
heterosexual acts.

The prosecution under the age of
consent law for sex with a man aged
just under eighteen flies in the face -

of Labour’s :;?“'i?_‘sm comfmit- government, and indeed some deci-
ments to equaiise the age of con- sions (such as over application of the

SENE o 1967 Act in Northern Ireland) have -
It appears that the conviction and

. extent being learnt. The gay com-
munity cannot expect the police to
take their side. The history of har-

“assment is too long.

The ingrained homophobaa isre-
. flected in the continued raids on gay |
men using toilets and on gay' clubs. -
~ Another blow to the cammunity
came on February |7 when the

European Court of Justice ruled
against Lisa Grant in her case against
her employer, South West Trains.
She was claiming a travel pass for
her partner, Jill Persey. |

The Court had been expected to
" rule for her after the Advocate Gen-
eral had given a preliminary oplmon
in her favour.
- Gay community organlsatlons
such as Stonewall have for a long
time expgessed great hopes that
European bodies would be more fa-
vourable than the previous Tory

~Alan Thornett

ANOTHER important step has
been taken towards the intro-
duction of the job-cutting sin-
gle European Currancy on
January 1st 1999. Eleven of the
fifteen member states now
claim that they have met the
criteria and wish to join in the
first wave. |
The countries which have failed
to meet the criteria or are not ap-
plying to join in the first wave are
just Greece, Denmark, Sweden and
Britain. The applications for those
applying to go into the first wave
will now be examined by the EU,
and the final list decided at an
EMU Council of the EU to be held
in Brussels on May 1,2 and 3.
Most have met the criteria by
- massive attacks on the welfare state
and the working class. This has
~ met huge resistance in a number of

Spain and Italy. The Italian Gov-
ernment introduced a special EMU
tax to reduce government debt in
preparation for the application.
Not that qualifying for EMU
will be the end of austerity drives.
It is one thing establishing the sin-

- gle currency, it is another to keep it
stable in a turbulent world eco-

‘nomic situation.

- Maintaining its stability will in-
volve the strict application of the
Stability Pact - including the con-
tinued maintainence of govern-

ment borrowing below 3% of GDP,
w1th all that involves. -

60% against

~ In Britain the fight to defeat the
single currency in any furturé elec-
tion needs to go forward apace.
Opinion polls curerently put the
no vote at about 60%.
That has to be maintained and

been favourable. : : - extended before the government  demonstration, to take the issue back
; . eed : countries, most notably in France. , 1 €. govel ‘ | ’ SSuc b
* ::2:0', :SP“':;;:: ;fr e cu':'?;;:e Ea'r ~ (Information from www.plane- There has also beeg substantia]  Machine begins to crank up for a  into the unions and the Labour Party
T o RERT tout.com and http: Out- ... . TOHE . * S ‘
bara Mills. and en dosors by the . Ol.; ¢ o mo::::).//www \ opposition in Belgium, Germany, yes vote. There is, howeyeﬂr,' areal and to extend the debate.'
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Dover anti-fascists under attack

*

Simon Deville

THE NATIONAL Front’s sec-
ond demonstration against -

around 200 anti-fascists, mainly
orgamsed by Anti Fascist Ac-
tion and the Anti Nazi League.

Police made it clear from the be-

anti-fascists managed to drive back
the police lines to within a few yards
of the fascists, at which point more
police and dogs were brought in.

Half-way along the marine pa- | »

rade anti-fascist had surrounded
the fascists, with the pohce in-
between.

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

‘Romany asylum seekers in Do-
ver on 1 March. The 30 fascists
who turned up were met by a
militant demonstration of

ginning that they were determined
that the fascists would march. -
- When the fascists first assembled,

The police then started driving .
the anti-fascists back to allow the
NF march to inch forward.

At this point the police appeared ...........................................

 to panic, randomly arresting anti- i .

fascist demonstrators. In all, O O i b

around 25 were arrested, most S . 4-

charged with obstrucuon, with aa N

few charged with minor publxc or- b
der offences.

At the time of writing it appears .
that most, if not all, those charged
are due to appear in court on 1
April. |

“The whole confrontation was :
provoked by police determined to
ensure that the fascists could
march. Given the minor nature of
all the charges it seems bizarre that
police are bothering to press
charges. It is clearly an attempt to
criminalise anti-fascists.

- With council elections coming -
up this May, fascists will be at-

~ tempting to organise in a number of

areas across the country. All anti-

fascists must assert that fascists VICTIMISED: the trial of the
‘'have no right to demonstrate or or-  “Campsfield 9” detained asylum
ganise. We must assertour rightde- sggkers on trial for riot and violient
fend our communities agamSt disorder at Campsfield House near
fascist thugs.  Oxford has been put back to June 1.
Show your opposition to the fit- yome Office ministers appear to
ting up of anti-fascists at the court paue jntervened to ensure that the

hearing on 1 April. most serious charges would he
* 9.30 am, Dover Maglstrates levelled at the nine. ~

- Court, Pencaster Road, Dover.
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THE THREAT of a shooting

~ war against Iraq has passed for

the time being following the
deal struck by UN Secretary
General Kofi Annan. .
At the level of logic, military ac-
tion never seemed the most likely

option. But then what happened

over these last weeks has seemed
more like the sort of bad B-movie
Ronald Reagan used to star in than
anything else.

- After all, one of the dynamics in

the situation seemed to involve the

possibility of the President of the
United States, the most powerful
man in the world, being indicted -
for lymg about his sex life, and en-
couraging others to do so.
- The build-up of military hard-
ware and forces in the Gulf region,
the glut of supposedly serious me-
dia coverage emphasising the bar-

~baric nature of Saddam’s regime,

and the siren cries of the military
industrial complex demanding to
“test out their new weaponry and
drive up the price of oil, could so
easily have led to a situation which
in the end excluded an escape
route.

Behind the hype and the hys-

teria, the United States and its al-

lies have important strategic
interests at stake in the Gulf. How-

ever much pressure he was under,

eclaim

s inconceivable that an Amencan
President would follow a path con-
trary to the political, military and

economic needs of his class.

Clinton may have wanted to di-
vert attention from the sex scan-
dals: but the notion that he has

~ become an unwilling prisoner of

the Republican Party is a myth.
This lie has been peddled by those

who have illusions, or want to sow
them amongst others, that the
President is an honourable man
whose record in office must be de-
fended and his “legacy” carried

through. -
Whatever the truth about the
Levinsky affair, Bill Clinton

- would not be the first powerful

man to have used his position to
aquire sexual favours from young
women in hisemploy. Noris he the
first powerful man to use the cover
of ‘liberalism’ viciously to attack
working people with more impu-
nity than the overt right wing.

- Sadaam Hussein was a conven-

ient target for the United States to

We have again witnessed the old story of a
British Labour leader slavishly following in
‘the footsteps of his American master.

Starvation: the
continuation of
the Gulf war by
1er means

demonstrate its self-proclaimed
role as world cop. The flexing of
the muscles may have receded, but
no long-term solution in the inter-
ests of American imperialism has
yet been achieved.

America will find another op-
portunity, under more favourable
circumstances in the months and
years to come to stamp her domi-

nance on the region.
The alliance that the US put to-
gether during the Gulf war lay in

tatters at the beginning of this ad-

venture, and there was little hope
of gluing it back together as so
many shifts had taken place in the
intervening period.

With the American build-up,
both the Palestinians and the Jor-

danians had to ban pro-Saddam

demonstrations. Many of the Arab
states are more worried about in-
ternal opposition today and were
thus more constrained against
throwing their hats into the

American camp.

It was hard to remember that

Andrew Wiard |

~ opinion less convinced of the wis-
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Protests were built agamst the war drive despite Blatr s craven Ime

Tony Blair was supposedly com-
‘mitted to carving out a new and
central role for Britain as part of
the leadership of the European un-
ion. Instead we again witnessed the
old story of a British Labour leader

- slavishly following in the footsteps

of his American master.

The opposition within the Par-
liamentary Labour Party was not
able to build on its recent strides
forward over lone parent benefits
and attacks on the disabled, but
was again reduced to the commit-
ted stalwarts.

Fortunately the anti-war move-
ment did not wait for parliamen-
tary leadership. With public

OVER and above the defeats
inflicted by the Tories and
the reactionary character of
the trade union leaderships,
the anti-union laws are

probably the single most im-

portant factor holding back
the class struggle.

At the end of March a major
conference against the anti-union
laws takes place. Such an initiative is
long overdue.

'Every dispute which has broken
out in recent years has been ham-
pered by these laws and the restric-
tions they place on solidarity action.

Many more have not taken place
because of the hoops which have to
be jumped through before action is
‘allowed’. Whereas previously ac-
tion would have been almost in-
stantaneous, the laws now
prescribe long balloting and notice
periods which make it easier for
bosses to prepare for any action
and for union bureaucrats to fend
off action by protracted negotia-
tions.

Indeed, one of the major effects
of the anti-union laws has been to

| provide a smokescreen which un-
ion leaders can hide behind as an

- excuse for not acting in the inter-

ests of their members.
Most union leaderships, and es-
pecially the TUC, have refused to

~ campaign against the anti-union

laws, let alone challenge them by
supporting, or even refusing to dis-
tance themselves from, action by

their members which falls foul of
the laws.

No questlon |

They are not prepared to ques-
tion the Labour government'’s re-
tention of the laws, preferring to
concentrate solely on improving the
law on union recognition, as if rec-
ognition could somehow be sepa-
rated from the ability to use it
effectively.

There has not been any system-
atic campaign against.the laws. The
Free Trade Unions Campaign, .
launched last year, showed the sup-
port that exists on the issue and the

- possibilities for a n effective cam-

paign.

This has been somewhat over-
taken by the initiative to call the ‘R-
-eclaim Our Rights’ conference. This
has won the support of wide sec-

‘tions of the movement, including

dom of military action than during the
Gulf War, sizeable protests were
swiftly organised across Britain. The
left was generally able to set aside its.
usual pettiness and work in a united
and co-ordinated fashion to protest
this dangerous madness. |

This time at least the question of
sanctions was to the fore on protestors’
lips. If a shooting war has been
averted, the war of attrition against the
Iraqi people which has cost so many
lives since the Gulf War is iust as
criminal. .

The best way to ensure that a fur-
ther imperialist assault in the Gulf is

. -prevented is to build, from here on in,

a substantial campaign to stop the war

of starvation against the Iraqi people.

Our Rights!

several national unions, many re-
gions and countless branches and
trades councils. However, other
parts of the movement, which
might have been expected to sup-
_port, have been more sceptical.

This is because the initiative for the -

conference comes from the Social-
ist Labour Party. |

_The SLP's sectarian image, born
out of its refusal to support any La-
bour candidates in the general elec-

tion and to work with other forces

in socialist alliances, solidarity work
and other areas, is hot without
foundation. However, it appears to
be adopting a relatively healthy ap-
proach to the building of this con-
ference, holding open planning
meetings for organisations sponsor-
ing the conference, and inviting a
broad range of speakers.

_ing is to ensure the broadest par-

ticipation in the conference, to

~ exert the maximum pressure to en-

sure an inclusive campaign is built.
The other, legitimate, concern

about the conference is that it is

planned to be more of a rally than

~ the launch of a campaign which

could turn the tide in the trade un-
ion movement. There are so many

- speakers invited that there will be
~ next to no room for discussion

from the floor of the way forward,

- and no provision is made for reso-

What is important is that the SLP '

‘does not succumb to the tempta-
tion to use the conferenceasa

- ‘party building' event rather than to
launch an effective campaign. Such
a campaign is well overdue, and it
could be ruined if one organisation
were to come to see it as its per-
sonal property. »

One way to prevent this happen-

lutions on the nature of the cam-
paign which needs to be buiilt.

It is not enough to have a state-
ment of basic aims to repeal the
anti-union laws, to secure the intro-

duction of new laws which enshrine
the right to take action and for un-

ions to write their own constitu-
tions, and to support workers and
unions threatened by the anti-union
laws. -
A lot more needs to be done -
propaganda material made avail-
able, a campaign of resolutions in
each union and to the TUC, a cam-
paign in the Labour Party to raise

the issue of repeal, demonstra-
tions, lobbies etc. The danger is
that the conference will be said
“to have launched the campaign
and then very little will happen,
although a national demonstra-
tion is apparently planned for
the autumn. .
~ There will need to be an at-
tempt on March 28 to turn this
around. There is also a proposal
from the organisers to repeat
‘the conference on a regional ba-
sis, this should be supported as a
widening of the campaign, but
should also be used to discuss
more concretely the type of
campaign which needs to be
built. |
The Reclaim our Rights con-
ference should be supported,
and every effort made to make
it into an effective, broad,
democratic campaign which can
force the movement to get rid
of the anti-union laws.

Il National Conference, |
Reclaim Our Rights, Repeal
the Anti-Trade Union Laws,
Sat 28 March, 11a.m.-4p.m.
at Central Hall, Westmin-

- ster, London.
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.4 TRADE UNIONS

demonstratlon

and WOW activists from Liv-
erpool were among 200 sup-
porters who attended the
national dockers’ conference
on Saturday February 28 at
Conway Hall London.

" The tremendous solidarity of.the
dockers, which had carried them
through 28 months of bitter dispute,
was there in full force. They had
been defeated not by the port em-
ployers but by their own union.

They made it clear that they do
not intend to fade away after the
defeat of the strike but to continue
the struggle in support of those still

~ in dispute.

The conference adopted a reso-
lution which called on the support
groups to continue and for a second
Social Justice demonstration to be
held in London on May 30.

The resolution also called for in-
creased support for the strikes
which are continuing: Magnet,
Hillingdon Hospital and Critchley
Labels.

The issue which was madequately |

addressed was that of the situation
inside the TGWU itself. One of the
docks speakers rightly stressed that
it was time for the rank-and -file of
the TGWU to reclaim their union,

but there was no attempt to address
" the issue in any systematic way or

to begin the organisation of a ﬁght-
back within the union.

A carworker shop steward from
Rover's Cowley plant called on the

* dock stewards to use their authority
to help reorganise the left in the un- .

onand bld 2 ralenge o Geners)  Ar mct'of defoat: 'nm Morris%;

Secretary Bill Morris.

‘called for May 30

| A deleg ation of 20 dockers

Such a fight-back is urgently
needed w:thln the TGWU. Morris
has not only ensured the defeat of
the docks strike but has used it to
strengthen the hold of the right and

of the full-time officials within the

union.

This has been strongly reﬂected
in the recent elections for the
TGWU executive committee,
where a number of those who have
supported the dockers most
strongly have been voted out after
campaigns by the right-wing.

The steps taken by the confer- -
ence, however, were extremelyim-
portant and provide the basis for

the lessons of the docks dispute to

be used to strengthen all those cur-

“rently in struggle.

........
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Crltchley strike:

solidarity can wm'

THE CRITCHLEY Labels
| strike is still strong after a year
on the picket lines. 21 of the 31

original strikers are still pick-.

eting the South Wales label
printing plant demandmg re-
instatement and union recog-

nition.

Critchley Labels was formerly
BT’s in-house label printing op-
eration, including printing the la-

bels which you see on telephone

boxes throughout the land.

~ In 1993 BT, in line with its
strategy of concentrating on its
- | core (proﬁt—makmg) business -
- | sold the factory and the cxcluswe
: contract to Critchley Labels.
A Despuctheusualassurances~
" | concerning pay and conditions,
| Critchley quickly moved to cut
| both. Branch officials were made

C :.'mdundant. Finally the CWU was .
| derecognised, and branch mem-

| bers took strike action for which
- | they were then sacked in Febru-

| ary 1997.-

The CWU has orgamsed finan-
cial and picket line support; Tele-

1 com members are payinga 2p levy

and there have been several major

rallies and demonstrations.

The strikers — mainly women —

| have become confident and popu-

lar speakers at mecungs across the
land. The next major event will
be a demonstration 24 March at
the Critchley plant in Stroud,

Gloucestershlre

The problem however is how to-
win. The CWU has pursued the
line of demanding that BT re-
employ the strikers on the basis of
honouring its 1993 commit-

ments. Despite sympathetic

noises BT has only re-employed
“one striker, while offering some

others agency work on worse

terms and conditions than they
had previously enloyed at the fac-

tory.

On the initiative of Broad Left |

NEC members the union has also

used the issue to initiate a cam-
paign outside the TUC to change
‘the law on recognition and Other

' TUnghts

rospective.

The CWU leadership has how-
ever so far studiously avoided the
issue of solidarity action which
could win the dispute. The un-
ion’s London Engineering Coun-
cil and several branches have
adopted this policy.

80% of Critchley’s production

goes to BT. A boycottof Cmchley -

products by CWU members in
BT could quickly bring the com-

pany back to the negotiating ta-

ble.

THE FIRST General Secretary

the Communications Workers
Union out of the merger of the
BT-dominated NCU and the
Post Office-dominated UCW in
1996 takes place this month.

" There are four declared candi-
dates. Three of them, the current
joint General Secretaries Derek
Hodgsonand Tony Young, and Pe-

wingers, distinguished only in that
they come from different sections
of the union.

Hodgson, an old style rlght wing
UCW bureaucrat is the only one
with a serious chance of winning
since he is backed by the majority

- UCW component bureaucracy on

the ‘buggins turn’ principle.
- Billy Hayes, a national postal of-
ficial who is being backed by the

'CWU Broad Left, is the candidate
- standing against the consensus.

The basis of his “Unity 98" cam-
paign is outlined in a pamphlet

tions which is currentdy the main
employer attack on CWU members
in both Post and Telecommunica-
tions.

a campal gn for the shorter working
week. He is also supporting calls
for more union democracy and for

single currency.

Billy has been nominated by
over thirty branches from across
the union, and is the only candi-
date capable of rising above sec-
nonahsm and appealing to activists

Membershlp back
|'witchunted steward

CWU General Secretary Election

Vote Bllly Hayes'

election since the formation of

ter Morris are all Blairite right

. w d : i o'
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against the flexible working condi-

This needs to be developed into -

a left programme for the Labour
~ Party, including opposition to the

. Butimportant t.hough tlns is, it
. wxll not get our members in
Critchley their jobs back; given
Blair’s atutude and the fact that
no legxslauon would be makc ret-

Desplte havmg recogmt:on |
withdrawn by British Gas
management, victimised
UNISON steward Bernie
Hynes has again been re-
elected as a staff represen-
tative, with 90 per cent of
those balloted indicating
supportin a secret work-
‘place ballot.

Management have shown their

.todmeBmchSecretuyd\atthey
still refuse to recognise the repre-

- | sentative chosen by the members.
| Bernie’s Industrial Tribunal has
| started. The tribunal took evidence
s frmnonlytwowmmtmt-

nesses, who are supported bya

barnswrandsolncltor.md has now. -
" | been extended to a second day on

23 March 1998, when Bernie and

N the third management witness will

give evidence.

 Evidence given already, some of
which has been contradicted else-

where by one management wit-

ness, suggests that the decision on

derecognition was made at na-

“tional level involving at least one

director of the company on or bef-

ore 14 October 1997.
The Area Service Centre Man-

ager also gave an explanation that
he had himself not chosen an Adolf

contempt for this result by replying

- nal application over the dlsciplinary

There is a chance to lay the basis for a campaigning left in the cwu

and members across the union.
The campalgn in the Postal con-
stituency is having some success in
challenging the mistaken and apo-

litical belief that the General Secre-

tary election does not matter
compared with left control of the
chalrpersonshlp of the Postal In-
dustry Commuittee.

'Former GS Alan Johnson, now

an MP, constantly sabotaged the
1996 Royal Mail strikes against the
introduction of flexibility.

Hitler outfit to wear at a Christmas
party in the canteen; his defence is
that it was chosen for him by one
of the other management wit-
nesses.

Bernie has been unsuccessful in

his campaign to obtain specialist le-

‘gal representation at regional level

or permission to put forward his
own witnesses.
Management instigated a disci-

.plmary action against Bernie for us-
~ ing company facilities to

communicate with union mem- |
bers. He has appealed against this

bylackofsupportforhtsappeal
from the Regional Officer, and

UNISON Legal Affairs department
appears to have ruled out any'sup-
ponforafurtherlndmmlTribu- -

action itself.

Lotter

‘Dave johnson, the Deputy Head
of Energy at UNISON HQ, (who
pears to be an avid Socialist Out-

" Jook reader), has relaunched his at-

tacks on Bernie, describing himas
both “mischievous ” and “dishon-
est” for publishing a letter to him
from management which refers'to
prior conversations about Bernie.
Dave johnson is currently re-

- ceiving praise for a ground-

breaking pay agreement in Bntlsh
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" ment regards him as him as a su-

~ dures have now been exhausted,

" on the grounds that Bernie pub-
disciplinary but has been hampered
‘to UNISON members.

-~ members should be seeninthe .
" context of the drive to make. the
industry “competitive ", and of
. global multinational strategies to
- drive down pay and condmonsfor

'by members based at Leicester,

The campaign can overcome.

its false start when Hayes and

* his supporters attempted todoa
deal with the right wing Cleri-
cal leadership. Hayes has a very
real chance to win and turn the
union leadership away from its
course of pro-business “part-
nership”.

- It could also lay the basis for
building a campaigning and
democratic orgamsed left
across the whole union.

Gas Tradmg, replacing forty years
of hard won pay structure with
performance related pay. Clearly,
the national media and manage-

per salesman of management ideas
and proposals to the UNISON
membership in Gas. Hopefully, the
BGT members will reject the
agreement in their current baliot

onthedeal. .
The internal company proce-

with derecognition being upheld -
lished criticisms of local mmagers :
The current onslaught: on Gas

'I'hisstrategyhasbeerrre]ected

but this has not been enough to
prevent some national defeats in
ballot results. Some members are
becoming demoralised. |

The approach of the current un-
ion leadership will only resultin
further loss of morale — members
should follow the Leicester lead
and fight back against the seli-outs
being negotiated.
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HOME NEWS

Bitter pill for low-waged, while waiting lists soar to new heights

9

John Lister
- THE DECISION to jack up

prescription charges by an-

other 15p to a massive £5.80 is
just the latest of a non-stop se-

ries of retreats on the NH‘S
since Tony Blair’s right wing

- crew were elected.

- For over ten years successive

Labour shadow health ministers

correctly denounced the massive

increases in prescription charges
forced through by the Thatcher
and Major governments as a “tax
on the sick”: it was the Tories
which jacked it up from 20p in
1979 to the hefty £5.65 figure 18
years later, a 28-fold increase far
outstripping inflation. |

Frank Dobson once even fa-.

mously pledged a Labour govern-

ment would cut and phase out the

prescription charge (as Harold

- Wilson’s Labour government did
— for four years — in 1964).

- Now, though 80% of prescrip-

tions are issued free, meaning .hat

the charges result in only a mar-

ginal £300 million contribution to
‘the £40,000 million NHS budget,
ministers know that the increased
charge weighs down most heavily
on low-paid workers — those most
likely to suffer ill-health as a result

of social deprivation.
- For New Labour, as with the

Tories, raising the prescription

charge is an ideological rather than

a financial move. It is yet another

example of the new bosses’ govern-
ment showing its eagerness to take
“tough choices” which further dis-
advantage the poor and the sick in
order to minimise the tax burden
- on the wealthy.
But the increased fee might not
be the end of this process: there are
- dark hints that one of the outcomes
 of the financial reéview of the NHS |
now being carried out could be the
imposition of means-tested
charges for the contraceptive pill,
~ and possibly the imposition of new

prescription charges on “wealthy

pensioners”.

This descent into policies asbad

A Rescue Plan for
the NHS

- Conference

~ SATURDAY March 14
. 12no0on - 4.30
UI.U Malet St, London
- B We1
Called by Welfaro State
| - Network -‘ |

Speakers include Tony Benn
‘MP, Jeremy Corbyn MP,
Geoﬂ Martin (London conve-
nor UNISON), John Lister
(London Health Emergency)

Details from WSN c/o Cam-
den People’s Centre, 183
Queen’s Crescent London
NWS 4DS. 0171-639-5068

or worse-than the Tories would fit
together logically with Labour’s
longer-term plans for the NHS
mapped out in the White Paper
(ominously entitled The New

~ NHS) published before Christmas.

- While claiming to scrap the

- Tory internal market, Labour

plans to retain most of its compo-

nent parts, including the “pur-

chaser/provider split” which in

- itself massively increased bureauc-

racy. Self-governing Trusts, which
Labour had promised to abolish,

.. will remain as a centrepiece of a

new network of quangos which

“will not only contain the Tories’

smaller, less democratic health

-authorities but a new system of

more “local”, but completely unac-
countable purchasing bodies, “Pr1-

-~ mary Care Groups”, each covering

a population of around 100,000
and dominated by GPs.

Doctors’ orders
All GPsewill be included 1n the

new “Primary Care Groups”
- (PCGs), not just those who had

previously opted to act as fund-
holders under the Tory reforms.
They will gain increasing influ-
ence in decisions on the purchas-
ing of care for their local resident
population, working initially
within a framework drawn up by
the health authority.

The new system does not offer

existing GP fundholders the scope
to retain unspent “surplus” cash in

the way they were encouraged 10

under the Tory market.

But is does offer encouragement
for empire-building GPs, leving
them in the driving seat in the

“new NHS”.

The catch is that by imposing
this new system Labour would for

the first time impose cash limitson

primary care services, which have

" until now been demand-led. |
~The reality is that many GPs

will — as now — be unwilling or un-
able to allocate the time and energy
to these wider responsibilities: the
PCGs will swiftly be taken over by

~ a new managerial bureaucracy act-

ing on their behallf.
Decisions will be taken behind

closed doors, with no wider in-

volvement of the public, and with
only token participation by com-
munity nurses and soc1al service

staff. |

Though the long-term implica-
tions are that PCGs will be forced
into making “tough decisions” on
cuts to balance their books, the
new system has even more serious
implications for hospital services
and up to a million NHS staff.

By placing the control of budg-
ets firmly in the domain of GPs
and “primary care”, and giving
hospital consultants and profes-
sionals no direct voice in planning
or purchasing decisions, the White
Paper is opening up a damaging di-
vision in the NHS - and pointing
the way to substantial cuts as the
burden of “efficiency savings” is

dumped squarely onto the hospita’l
sector.

There should be no doubt that
bigger cuts are on the way. NHS
Finance Director Colin Reeves ad-
mitted at the end of last year that
the combined deficits of health
authorities and Trusts amounted

to £46O million, which had to -;b‘e
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cleared — £190m by next month,
and the remainder by April 1999.

This is why health authorities are

planning wholesale cutbacks in
“elective” services and the “ration-
ing” of care to exclude many serv-
ices from the NHS altogether.

Ono out of three is not good eoouyh!

‘The service is already lagging

far behind rising demand, as the
latest waiting lists confirm. Far
from cutting NHS waiting lists by
100,000, nine months of Labour
government has increased them by
more than thatamount, with worse
to come. There is a huge increase

in numbers waiting over a year for

treatment, with the Patient’s Char-
ter maximum wait of 18 months al-

ready certain to be w1dely

breached.

London retreat

To compound the misery, La-
bour’s promise to reexamine the

planned Tory hospital closures in

London has also proved a largely

‘empty gesture. While Bart’s Hos-

pital has won a partial reprieveasa

specialist cancer and cardiac unit,

the closure of acute services at

Guy’s and at Queen Mary’s Roe-
hampton have received a rubber
stamp of approval. '

Though the independent re-
view found that Londoners had

fewer acute hospital beds available

per head than the rest of England,
and urgently needs more beds for
mental health sufferers there are
no government plans to reopen
closed beds or expand in-patient
care: instead ruinously expensive
privately-financed hospital

“schemes will axe hundreds more

beds in central and south east Lon-
don.

But while ministers backpedal
furiously on Labour’s pledges,
seeking to cut back the NHS 1o
meet the inadequate cash limits
embraced by Gordon Brown, there
are growing signs of community-
led revolr at local level.

- Protests at hospital cuts and clo-
sures have mobilised demonstra-
tions of 1,000 in Watford, 6,500 in
Canterbury and a staggering 2,500
in the sleepy little Oxfordshire
market town of Wallingford.
There are vigorous campaigns in
Manchester, in Worcestershlre
and elsewhere. |

The March 14 conference called
by the Welfare State Network of-

fers campaigners and health union
activists an opportunity to share
‘experience, and work through a

programme of positive demands to
unite in the fight to rescue the

- NHS from the ravages of private fi-
nance and Tory cash limits.

Blrmmgham anti-cuts campalgn

keeps on

Bob Whitehead

rolhng

tion.

The existence of the Commumty

cialist Campaign Group.

.Conference noted the sectarian -

left and single issue activists can

i M o i A

THE MOST successful Bir-

| mingham Community Confer-
.| ence yet was held on
February 7. .~ |
Sixty five attended a hvely, upbeat
‘and confident discussion centred -
around “Europe, EMU and the Wel-

fare State”. Alan Simpson and Lynn

‘|- Jones, from the Socialist Campaign -
| Group of MPs, Derek Robinson ald
other speakers combined with ample
plenary discussion to chart a way out "~ -
of the despair with New Labour. :

- The overwhelming view, con-
firmed in resolutions passed; was
that the specific capitalist project of
EMU was the main driving force of
attacks on jobs and public services.

We therefore had to mobilise
against it. but on an internationalist
basis. The resolutions passed com-
mitted the planning group to build
support for the Cardiff demonstra-

" lum seekers, the Romany Commu-

. Conference was vital in helping'the
Euromarch through Blrmmghamqlast

~ June, but its other main activity has
" been the production of a local four

page bulletin, Public Service, with-a

~_print run that has recently grown:to-

1000. The resolution passed invited

~ all interested to write for and dismb- |

ute it on a wider basis. - X
The conference committed n;self

.....

shortages - ethnlc minorities, asy-

nity, single mothers, the elderl)rand

. disabled. Detention centres and.pris- |

ons should not be used for refugees.
The 1996 Immigration and Asylum
Act should be repealed.

We called on all Councillors and
MPs to oppose welfare cuts by all
means at their disposal. We also
adopted the “Peoples Charter for
Health” drawn up by the Dudley So-

role of the Campaign to Defend the

Welfare State and called for a united

Budget lobby between it and the -
- Welfare State Network on March

\7. ~ ,
- An lnterestmg feature of the con- -
ference’s recent work has been a de-

bate with the right wing who control

Erdington Labour Party, in the pages
of the Sutton Coalfield Observer.

What started off with an attack by .

~a Councillor on one of our street

generating a great deal of interest.
Another letter — as agreed by the -
conference — was duly dispatched
and printed in the Observer the fol-
lowing Friday.

The strength of the Community
Conference has been its inclusive na-
ture. It is centred on a campaign

. over welfare that all sections of the

unite on. It was interesting to see
a big turn out from the Commu-
nist Party of Britain for this con-
ference, but on the other hand
sad to witness the usual boycott
" by some groups who prefer to go
it alone. | |
. One weakness was that there
‘was little time to'consider the
threat » "a renewed Gulf war and
‘the need to link the millions being
spent there with the millions be-

. - ing cut from welfare.
stalls has opened out into a long run-
ning weekly saga which seems to be

However. what started as an

experimental, temporary organi-
-sation four years ago seems to
keep rolling along.

It now needs to turn itself into
a mass campalgn if its aims are to
be realised.

Judging by the public reaction
to our publicity and activities the
mass mood is slowly moving to-
wards such a possibility.
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 Liverpool Dockers
— defeated but :
unbowed

Neil Murray

' INJANUARY the Liverpool docks dis-

pute ended. For 28 months the dockers
fought heroically to get their jobs back,
provxdmg an inspiration to other strug-
gles in Britain and to dockworkers
worldmde
They were defeated primarily because the
leadership of their union, the Transport and

" General Workers’ Union (TGWU) consis-

tently undermined their struggle. This, to-
gether with their own failure to develop an
adequate strategy to defeat the leadership,
left them feeling there was no way forward.

The dispute began in September 1995
when dockworkers working for Torside
docks company were sacked for refusing to
break a negotiated agreement and work a
ship at short notice without overtime pay-
ments.

The Torside workers picketed the main
Seaforth container terminal and other dock-

" workers refused to cross. All the dockers

were then sacked by the Mersey Docks and
Harbour Company (MDHC).

In previous dockers’ struggles in Britain
it was almost automatic that workers in other
ports walked out in support, at least until the

union bureaucracy had managed to restore

contro! of the situaton.

This time things were different. Thatcher
had scrapped the National Dock Labour
Scheme (NDLS), which had been a mile-
stone in ending casual labour on the docks.
The scrapping of the NDLS destroyed the
stewards organisation and left few ports even
unionised.

Legal straitjacket

The straitjacket of the Tory anti-union .

laws meant that the Liverpool dockers’ ac-
tion was ‘illegal’ because they had not bal-
loted before taking action. Solidarity action
by other workers, including portworkers,

would be unlawful because they were em-

ployed by other companies.

The TGWU limited its ‘support’ to pay-
ing money into a hardship fund, hiding be-
hind the restrictions of the anti-union laws.
This lack of official support made it easier
for other union leaders to oppose support for
the dockers. Worse, Morris appears to have

“seen his job throughout the dispute as one of

attempting to get a deal with MDHC over
the heads of the dockers. =
Wherever the dispute was raised the dock-

- ers got support from other workers. Support
groups were set up in most towns, raising the -
political issues of the dlspute as well as

money.
Demonstrations were held in Liverpool
and London. The radical environmental

grouping, Reclaim the Streets became in-

volved bringing a new dynamic to the dis-
pute. After one of the demonstrations the

- group occupled the MDHC headquarters
- building ensuring high profile media cover-
- age.

The dockers formed solid links with em-
battled strikers from Magnet and Hilling-
don hospital. They spread the word about
the other disputes and even donated part of
their hirdship fund to the Hlllmgdon work-
ers!

As with many other recent disputes, a
women’s support group, Women of the Wa-

" terfront, was established. .

WoW provided speakers at many meet-
ings, both in Britain and internauonally,

and their banner became a regular on dem- -

onstrations. Given the hardship faced by the

 dockers and their families, this support, and

that of the dockers' children, was crucial.

Yet much more was needed if MDHC was

going to be forced to back down and rein-

state them. The dockers found a ready audi-
ence amongst port workers internationally.
Starting in December 1995 with a picket

~ of U.S. docks, the Liverpool workers gath

ered support across the world. Dockers in-
ternationally recognised the merits of
Liverpool case and the similarities with
their own situation. The casualisation of
dock labour is an international issue.
International days of action were held
with action ranging from extended meetings
to discuss the situation to 24-hour stoppages.
Many refused to unload ships which had

been loaded by scabs in Liverpool.

“The highlight was the story of the Nep-
tune Jade, which sailed in vain from conti-

‘nent to continent in search of a port where

dockers would offload it. Dockworkers in
the USA are currently facing court action
over their boycotting of the Neptune Jade,
and the Liverpool dockers are returmng
their support.

“Flylng plckets”

Dockers from Liverpool flew around the
world for pickets and meetings and leaders
of dockers from Japan, the U.S.A. and else-
where became regular visitors to Liverpool.

This amazing international solidarity, on
a scale previously unheard of, had several by
products. Dockworkers in some places, in-
spired by the Liverpool example, won their
own unionisation and recognition disputes.

K’virtual ‘dockworkers international’ was
set up within the International Transport
Federation (ITF). The Liverpool dockers
became committed internationalists. They
took up broader issues such as the question
of human rights in Turkey and the threat of
war against Iraq.

As a result of this international sohdanty
MDHC made several ‘final offers’ to buy out
the dockers. They came under pressure from
big shipping companies to settle or lose their
trade.

The dockers stuck to their principles. The
response to any offer was to be made by a
mass meeting of the dockers, not postal bal-
lots which pick people off as individuals.
Weekly mass meetings were held from the
beginning.

The struggle was to get their jobs returned
under the previous conditions. That meant

all jobs, those employed by MDHC and
those employed by Torside. |

Not surprisingly, the employers did not
like these principles. Nor did Bill Morris.
Several times he went behind the dockers’

backs to do a deal with MDHC and bounce

them into acceptance. Each time they re-
jected Morris’s deals.
The dockers’ attitude to the TGWU lead-

~ ership swung between strident criticism and

a refusal to speak out, both from loyalty and
the fear of losing what litde support they
were getting.

For much of the strike they rejected fight-
ing to make the dispute official because they
wanted to retain control of their own strug-
gle. This meant that Morris was able to with-
hold more tangible support while

attempting to sell them out.
The crunch in terms of the TGWU came
at the union’s biennial delegate conference

last summer. There was uproar when the

chair declared the executive’s statement on
the dockers’ dispute carried. Half the confer-

then clearly de- [

The best tribute to the dockers would be a ﬁghting rank
and file organisation in the TGWU which would seriously
challenge the cowardlce of its leaders.
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ence refused to
leave until the
chair conceded a
re-vote which was [ ;

feated. Thescale of
support for the
dockers, once
given a focus, was
clear.

Morris and the
executive still re-
fused to carry out
conference policy
to campaign
through the ITF
for solidarity ac-
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MDHC to get the

dockers jobs back.
He re-opened

negotiations with MDHC without reference
‘to the dockers, or even the executive. Before

the dockers knew of this, ballot papers went
out to be returned in a few days. The papers
stated that the deal would be declared ac-
cepted even if a majority voted ‘no’, if they
were a minority of those eligible to vote!

The stewards called a mass meeting and
won ‘overwhelming rejection of the deal.
This verdict was repeated in the postal bal-
lot. | |

The dockers and their supporters in the
TGWU organised resolutions to the General

"Executive Committee condemning Morris

and calling for the conference policy to be
implemented. For the first time they organ-
ised a lobby of the executive.

Then the chair ruled the resolutions out

- of order and a challenge to this was defeated.
- The stewards began to realise they lacked a

response to the TGWU leadership’s at-
tempts to sell them out.

Earlier they had sought a way out by put-
ting forward the idea of a Labour Supply Or-
ganisation which would provide the MDHC
with dock labour.

This had many flaws, and would have let

the MDHC off the hook on reinstatement.
The idea was opposed by many supporters
in Britain and internationally. However the
issue was dropped because the MDHC were-
n’tinterested.

The dockers had hoped that the election
of a Labour government, owning shares in
MDHC, might see some pressure to settle.

However, ministers avoided meeting the

stewards and Morris made little effort to
push the issue. With notable exceptions
among local and Left MPs and the rank and
file, the dockers met a blank wall with the
Labour Party.

With no prospect of new developments in
Britain and support among dockers interna-
tonally beginning to wane, the stewards saw
no way forward. In January they proposed
the acceptance of a slightly improved ver-
sion of the offer rejected last year.

It would be the height of arrogance to
claim that another strategy would definitely
have won, but no sustained attempt was
made to tackle the lack of support from the

- TGWU.

Morris’s claim that his concern was to

‘orotect the fabric of the union’ was always hol-
low. -

Even remaining within the strict limits of the
anti-union laws, Morris and the TGWU leader-
ship could have done a lot more. Appeals could
have encouraged contributions to the hardship
fund or even levies. The union paper, the TGWU
Record, had next to no coverage of the dockers
dispute. |

Morris did little to get media coverage for the
dispute. His most fervent intervention was to de-

- nounce John Pilger and Jimmy McGovern who
~ attempted to break the media blackout and were

critical of the TGWU.

‘The TGWU could have built a campaign
against the anti-union laws, but Morris has not
even criticised the Labour government for fail-

| mg to repeal them.

Butin the end what value the ‘fabric of the un-
ion’ if it doesn’t exist to support members de-

fending their jobs and working conditions? If
Morris and the TGWU had made a stand by

| makmg the dockers’ strike official and cam-

paigning widely for support, this could have led
to the defeat of the anti--union laws. The law pro-
vided a convenient smokescreen for Morris.

“Broad Left” failure

The TGWU Broad Left (BL) was no help. A
secretive body almost exclusively concerned
with winning union posts, it has had a majority

~of the TGWU executive for many years. You

wouldn’t notice as it has never used this to fur-
ther members struggles or challenge the i ght—
ward drift of the Labour Party.

The BL reportedly could not even decide on
the eve of TGWU conference which side to sup-
portin the debate on the dockers. At the Decem-
ber Executive they were also divided.

The dockers stewards began to challenge the
TGWU leadership’s stranglehold late in 1997,
when Morris’s attempt to bounce a deal on them
made his role patently obvious. The campaign of
resolutions and lobby of the Executive were an
attempt to deal with the problem, but the stew-
ards had no answers when the resolutions were
blocked.

The only answer would have been to mounta
massive offensive within the TGWU. The dock-
ers needed to call their supporters within the un-
ion together independently of the Broad Left.

Their failure to do so meant ultimately that
not only did they not win, but that other strug-
gles will face the same problem in the future.

As well as saluting the dockers for the heroic
and tenacious struggle they put up, reviving the
spirit of international solidarity, we have to learn
the lessons of their struggle.

The best tribute to the dockers would be a
fighting rank and file organisation in the TGWU
which -would seriously challenge the cowardice
of 1ts leaders. -
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All Change on the Left 7

‘Labourism in crisis

As part of the debate on the
way forward for the left and

how to build an effective
movement to challenge
Blairism, we publish this
contribution from MARTIN
WICKS of the Socialist

Perspectives Group.

THE CRISIS in and in rela-
tion to New Labour, resulting
from the actions of the govern-
ment is unprecedented. |
We have seen the votes of 47
MPs against cuts in single parent

benefit and the expulsion of MEPs -

Coates and Kerr. These are epi-

sodes which indicate the deepen-

ing of this crisis.
Blair is not prepared to compro-
mise on his political programme.
He will press- ahead with the
‘reform’ of the welfare state and

privatisation. He is prepared to -

break up the party in his effort to
turn New Labour into the ‘party of
business’. In his conference speech
he spoke of the ‘historic mistake’ of
the splitin the ranks of radicals. In
other words the split from Liberal-
ism was a mistake! |

They cannot maintain their
mass base of support by destroying
‘the reforms that social democracy
introduced in the post-war years.
Although we await the results of a
- series of key government reviews,
the direction is clear.

One potentially explosive issue
is that of union recognition. They
could renege even on their com-
mitment to ballots for union recog-
nition. The CBI wants the target of
over 50 per cent for the legal right
to recognition to be a majority of
the entire workforce rather than
those who vote. |

There is the problem as to defi-
nition of ‘workplace’, since many
firms have divided into ‘separate’
companies for tax or industrial rea-
sons. If the government concedes
on thisit would be a real kick in the

teeth for the TUC which has

placed all its hopes on leglslatxon
on recognition rights.

Whether or not there will be a
big split, or a more protracted pro-
cess of fracturing of the party re-
mains to be seen. We should not
underestimate the cowardice of the
trades union leaders who are criti-
cal of Blair but:are not prepared to
do open battle with him. |

The question of a new party of

the working class is posed not in-

the distant future but as something
which could emerge over the next
few years.

The election of the Labour gov-
ernment, far from ‘making no dif-
ference’, has accelerated the crisis
of Labourism, as those who argued
for the return of Labour predicted.
The reality of the programme of
Blair is gradually dawning on peo-
ple.

Threat

Not only does ‘reform’ of the
welfare state threaten those at the
bottom, but the government has
begun to carry out what can only be
described as a neo-liberal pro-
gramme. They have swallowed far
more of the Thatcherite poison
than many people imagined.

The ‘honeymoon period’ is be-
ginning to break. The phrase we
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Police break up protest by d:sabled people. oppasition to. cuts in welfare has been Ied by service users, not the prostrate public sector unions

hear a lot of now is ‘we didn’t elect
Labour to carry out Tory policies’.
It says a great deal that old right
wing social democrats are way to

 the left of the Blairites.

The key practical .question fac-

- ing socialists today, is how to mo-

bilise resistance against the

government’s attacks on the work-
ing class and the poor? After two

“decades of d€Teats it would foolish

to expect an automatic and wide
upsurge in the class struggle.

" In building resistance we face a
political battle within the unions
against those who are seeking to
block a mass movement against
Blair’s policies. Virtually the en-
tire apparatus of the unions is pre-
senting an obstacle to building
resmance |

~ We face therefore, bxg political
and institutional obstacles within

the labour movement to mobilis- -

ing against the political course of
the government. The struggle
within the unions has to be
stepped up.

We need to strive for a complete
break with the social partnership
agenda, including ‘public sector-
private sector partnership’.This
agenda is underpinned by an ac-
ceptance, to one degree or another,
of neo-liberalism.

We are told that we live in a
‘global economy’ which we have to

adapt to0. In order for ‘us’ to com-

pete we have to form a social part-

nership with the employers in

order to ‘out-perform’ foreign
campanies. This means tying the
unions to the bosses coat-tails for it
involves accepting productivity
and profitability as the key criteria.

Moreover, it tells workers that
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they have the same interests as the
employers in Britain, and are com-
peting with foreign workers and

- their bosses. This nationalist poi-
son disarms the working class, es-

pectally in dealing with the multi-
national companies.

Public Sector Alliance

Across the public sector jobs
and services are being cut as a re-
sult of the government’s adherence

to the Tory spending limits, and

their refusal to tax big business and
the rich. Labour Councils are con-
tinuing the cuts which took place
under the last government. These

cuts usually have the worst impact

on the poor and the disadvantaged.

We see training for the disabled
being under threat, schools being
closed in the poorest areas and so
on. Workers and service users are
left to resist the cuts, isolated in
their localities. |

There is an obvious need for na-
tional action to be organised by the
unions, demanding an increase in
funding to the public sector, and a
return to progressive taxation in
order to raise the necessary mo-
nies. However, they have singu-
larly failed to organise any national
campaign.

In the short term the unions are
not going to organise such action.
We need, therefore, to popularise

the idea of a public sector alliance

which unites workers and service
users in action against the cuts,
and campaigns agalnst privatisa-
tion.

- This should include organisa-
tions such as those of the disabled,

tenants organisations: all those re-

sisting cuts. Of course, in many
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cases some .of these organisations
are pursuing a line of ‘don’t cut-

our services’. We need to build a
campaign on the basis of uniting
all groups under attack, and this
requires opposition to all cuts, rais-
ing the issue of breaking with the
Tory spending limits, and i increas-

~ ing public sector funding.

A Socialist Alliance?

Given the offensive which we
face, and the weakening of our or-
ganisations, there is a crucial need
to co-ordinate the efforts of all
those forces throughout the labour
movement who want to build resis-
tance to thde government’s anti-
working clas; programme. I am in
favour of us joining the Network of
Socialist Alliances in order to
strive for such co-ordination.

The Alliance was set up with
the involvement of the Militant.
For them it was a counter-balance
to the SLP. However, it is not their
creature, and the indications are
that they have not really decided
what to do in it.

Whilst they have set up some lo-
cal Alliances, they have not de-
voted much resources to it on the
national level.

They will certainly be discuss-
ing what to do now, given the fact

that the Network is attracting the

involvement of broader forces
(leave aside the odd sect like the
CPGB).

Although the Alliance is at a
very early stage of its development
it could become a focus for break-
ing with the sectarianism which
has dominated the British left for
far too long; for building practical
collaboration between left organi-
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sations striving to bu11d resistance
to Blair’s agenda. We should test
out the possibilities by participat-
ing in it.

We should propose that the Al-
l1ances organise a conference
sometime in the autumn on the
theme of building resistance to
Blair’s neo-liberal anti-working
class programme. -

It should concentrate on a small
number of themes connected with
the attacks of the government, on
which there is broad agreement
amongst - left organisations, and

which also connects with the or-
~ ganisations of those resisting these

attacks; e.g. single parents, dis-
abled etc. . | |

I would propose four areas:

B defending the welfare state
and opposing means testing and
‘workfare’

B defending public sector jobs

and services, and opposing privati- °

sation
" |l opposing the ‘social partner-
ship agenda’ in the trades unions
M stopping the environmental
degradation caused by the ‘car
economy’ and big business
The purpose of this would be to
strive to build a practical cam-
patgning unity amongst all those

opposed to the direction of the gov-
ernment and prepared to build a

fightback.
The principle on which we base
this approach is simply the strug-

- gletoachieve the broadest possible

unity of the working class and the

~ oppressed to defend their interests
- against government attacks.

* This is a shortened version of
an article from Socialist Per-
spectives No 7
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