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A YEAR AGO the whole labour
movement celebrated the demise of
John Major’s vicious Tory govern-
ment and the end of almost 20
years of brutal attacks on th- work-
ing class.

Tony Blair's government swept to
office with Labour’s biggest ever

majority, leaving the rump Tory oppo-

sition splintered and demoralised.

Wealthy few
celebrations, while wo

joln

The new Labour team could literally
do anything they wanted: and what
they wanted to do was ... implement
Tory policies!

They have been ruthless, and con-
sistent. They have offered “fairness”
only to the rich and the ruling class,
while the “firmness” consists of
attacking the working class move-
ment that created the Labour Party

and put them in office.

12 months on we have student
fees, but no moves for a minimum
wage, no rights to union recoghnition,
no let-up in the cuts in health and
local government, and no reprieve
for the asylum seekers and
refugees. Nobody expected the Blair
team to offer us socialism, but it
didn’t have to be this bad!

£500 a plate
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One welcome result is that there
have been signs of a revival of
anger, activity and militancy in the
labour movement. The few illusions
in Blair have quickly begun to be
dispelled.

Fighting back for our rights is the
best hope of winning real gains after
12 months of frustration and
betrayal.
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Hillingdon strikers
approach victory

Magnet strikers vote
to end dispute

D HJ v »,
.. . 4 > T - e . . . .
T e T T N T T e gt e

.
T —r

that a settlement in their favour
1s almost certain.

Having been refused support
for continuing the strike from
their own UNISON branch, the
Hillingdon women had their
branch membership revoked
under the cover of a union rule
that says that members who have
been unemployed for over 2
years do not have an automatic
right to remain in the branch.

This victory is a testament to a
courageous struggle that could
have been ended years ago if the
national leadership of UNISON
had put in half as much time and
energy into supporting their dis-
pute as it did in trying to prevent
the strikers even speaking at var-

Privatised Tameside care workers
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action. It also shows that the cur-

- rent UNISON leadership is inca-

pable of leading such a
™y struggle. g, ~
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say “Enough is enough”!

Adam Hartman

TAMESIDE Care Group workers
are on strike against attacks on
their pay and conditions.

Almost 300 UNISON and GMB
members, employed by the com-
pany in 11 residential care homes
and one nursing home, voted on
March 30 by an overwhelming
majority to go on strike, in
response to receiving notice that
they were to be issued with new
contracts. |

Tameside Care Group proposes
to cut basic pay by up to £2.08 per
hour, cut paid annual leave by a
week, abolish sick pay and reduce
the enhanced rate for Bank Holi-

days. The strikers have until May

»
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Day to sign the new contracts or
be dismissed.

These attacks follow a five year
pay freeze, previous cuts in sick
pay and maternity leave and the
ending of enhanced rates for
overtime and weekends.

In 1992, the staff took a pay cut,
by up to 35 per cent in some
cases, only two years after the
homes were transferred from
local- authority ownership with
guarantees to staff that local gov-
ernment pay and conditions
would be protected.

Tameside Enterprises Ltd and
later Tameside Care Group were

‘set up by the Council as “non-
- profit making” trusts , to run

their elderly people’s homes in a
“hands-off” arrangement. The
trusts have used repeated finan-
cial difficulties to pressurise staff
into accepting pay cuts. How-
ever, despite again claiming diffi-
culties the Group made £750,000

last year. |

Bankers

According to a report in Titbune
( February 6 1998) the Group is
believed to have come under pres-
sure from the Royal Bank of Scot-
land to cut staff costs, presumably
to safeguard the bank’s profits on
capital loaned to the Trust. If
true, this illustrates the damaging
impact of private finance on
employment conditions and
patient care in health and social
services.

Management has accused staff
of neglecting the needs of resi-
dents by taking strike action.
The strikers reply that care can-

- not be provided on the cheap, and

that as permanent staff they are
more committed to the residents
and understand their needs better

because in Britain alone, tens of
thousands of mainly women do

strikers and
the deal was put to a secret
ballot without one.

340 workers were sacked
from Magnet kitchens in Dar-
lington after going on strike
for a minor pay rise. Since
then they have organised a
picket throughout the dispute
facing physical attacks and
intimidation.

Magnet, along with the
numerous other long-running
trade union disputes (Critch-
ley Labels, Hillingdon, Liver-
pool Dockers), was always
going to be extremely difficult
in a period where the wider
labour movement has been
SO passive.

Without a militant trade

the same work for free in the
home. The skill is not recognised
because it stems from women’s
supposedly “natural” role as car-
ers.

The strikers have issued a hard-
ship appeal. To donate, send
cheques payable to “UNISON
Tameside Branch” at UNISON,
29 Booth Street, Ashton under
Lyne, OL6 7LB. Also write let-
ters of protest to Alan Firth,
Managing Director, Tameside
Care Group, Enterprise House,
Grange Road South, Hyde SK14
SNY, sending copies to UNISON
at the above address, or phone the
Group’s Head Office on 0161-368
9099.

@ In neighbouring Manchester,
hundreds of care workers are bal-
loting for industrial action, possi-
bly including strikes, against
plans by Manchester Care to cut
pay from £120 to £90 for 25 hours
work. |
Manchester Care took over 18

“homes = fromManchester City

Council in 1991. The company

doesn’t stop with privatisation.

Ongoing attacks need an ongoing

fightback.

strikers
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- union movement that can

mobilise support for such dis-
putes it is no surprise that
many of the strikers felt
unable to see any strategy
that could win back their
jobs. ~

At the same time, disputes

such as Magnet have proved

an inspiration for working
class militants across the
country and have exposed the
myth of ‘partnership’ between

- bosses and workers that is

currently being peddled by
union leaderships.

lan Crammond, secretary of
the strike committee, told
Soclalist Outlook ‘If the trade
union leaders would get their
heads out of the sand and
stand up for the people they
are supposed to, we wouldn’t
be in this situation in the first
place.

“If they stood up for ordi-
nary workers and not the
flashy suits and Tony Blair we
wouldn’t have had to go on
strike.”

Camden

threatened

with mass
sackings

As the Camden libraries dispute
enters its 10th week, Camden's
Labour council is becoming more
open with its threats to sack all
the strikers and recruit a scab
workforce. Up until now | | of
Camden’s 13 libraries have been
shut throughout the dispute.
A demonstration of around 500
| took place at the end of April and
the strikers’ supporters include
Maureen Lipman, Michael Foot,

Dorris Lessing, Michael Palin and
numerous other well known radi-
| cais from Hampstead and High-
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; Al than the agency workers now in ' "7 plans to close two ICNWA

| . their place. : : NN Whilst the council are unlikely
( ,_5 - : h . homes, using the excuse of immi- "

-’ n The strikers - ave received SUP-  pent financial crisis — sounds ISENGARASMICIANERELEIIF-E

5 - port from the residents and their familiar? R prior to the local eiections it is

s : relauves, with one 90 year old These. disputes highlight the clez;r that tf;e cozncii are digging

| joini ' in DO in their heels, and may even be
: - g)‘:l; :v‘firllezommg the picket line ¢, "} privatisation is just the NSNS
| s : start of a whole series of attacks l p; N

{ : sle b In reality, care assistants do a for workers in public services ors from the Labour group in

’ Sactinine Pre A48 nase difficult job involving high levels The struggle to defend pui:lic order to defeat the workforce.

‘ : 95 nost anc of skill and responsibility. Yet in services and the pay and condi- It is also clear that the strikers
| e 5, ITC : JuUtlog capitalist society this work is not tions of those who work in them will need to spread the dispute in
; 50 Be N9 1 ondon N2 properly - rewarded, not least order to guarantee a victory in

their fight against restructuring
and down-grading of posts.
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AS THE GOOD ship Euro pre-

pares to set sail on the choppy
world financial waters, an

-unseemly fight has erupted on the

bridge as to who should be the
captain.

The key factor in maintaining
the single currency will be the
authonty and tight-fisted mone-
tarist commitment of the Euro-
pean Central Bank,
continent-wide quango whose six
board members will be appointed
for an 8-year term, and who will

not be subject to the control of

any elected government or the
European Parliament.

Control of the ECB is therefore
a vital issue, and the German gov-
ernment has been pressing hard
for Wim Duisenberg, a Dutch
banker, to take the top slot as

president, with Bundesbank fat

cat Otmar Issing as his deputy.
This has triggered a major row

with the French government,

which has insisted that Bank of

EDITORIAL

France boss Jean Claude Trichet
should get the job.
The Dutch-German stitch-up

has apparently broken a secret
deal struck by Helmut Kohl and

Francois Mitterrand in which the

bank would be in Frankfurt, but
its first presxdent would be
French.

Repeated efforts to resolve this
angry bust-up have failed — even
Tony “Mr Peace Process” Blair

“has been unable to soothe French

feelings, while Duisenberg ‘sup-
porters have rallied all the main

- political parties in the Nether-

lands in the run-up to their gen-
eral election, with the Finance
Minister warning that “If he does

not get the job it would be even
worse for us than losing to Ger-

Vote Labour —
~ but fight on to

stop the cuts

Neil Murray
IT IS NOT just the Tories who
attacked local government for 18
years. The Labour government has
continued with this, only making
cosmetic changes, like releasing
some of the money from the sale
of council housing.

Privatisation of services contin-
ues under another name - ‘Best
Value’ - as does capping of Coun-
cil budgets. Cuts in services have
continued wtthout respite since
Labour wonr the general election.

The govermment has spelled out
its plans for local government.
Directly elected mayors on the
mode! of that being put to a refer-
endum in London - essentially
unaccountabiée - will be
mﬁy ntroduced

c e "C Councﬂ

TECFE Te s That capping
"egur=s e —an ‘selling point’
or oo ¢ e London council
aac:ms*owbwdneyhave
«ecx —e Zpurct tax (and photos
of ove ~ Sar  “vo mention of the

% T peer e government’s

simply
voting
Labour will

record number of seats. and while
resistance to the government has

“not yet built up, there will hardly

be a wave of enthusiasm to rush
out and vote on june 7th., |

Nevertheless, Socialist Outlook
calls on its readers to vote Labour
as a class vote. Labour, despite
Blair’s best efforts, still represents
the aspirations of the working
class for better local services and
conditions.

However, simply voting Labour
wiil not change anything. It needs
to be linked to a building of anti-
cuts campaigns which can hah
these attacks.

Where candidates to the left of
Labour are standing, and have a
real base we call for a vote
for them. Some are the
product of serious local
campaigns, some are
respected Councillors
who have now left the
Labour Party. |
We do not call for a blanket
vote for left-of-Labour candidates,
since we consider some of them
to be ill-judged and without a
base, seeking merely to ‘fly a flag’
for a sectarian cause.

The main task for socialists
remains one of building a serious,
mass political opposition to
Blairism within the labour move-
ment, tapping the growing vein of
working class resentment and
resistance.

many in the World Cup”.

This is just one expression of
the tensions that are being care-
fully covered over as the main
players drive on towards the sin-
gle currency.

Missed target

Last month’s announcement

‘that eleven EU countries had

qualified to join European Mone-
tary Union was rather soured by
the publication of figures show-
ing that six of them - including
Germany and the Netherlands -
had failed to meet the target of
reducing government debt to a
maximum of 60%
Domestic Product.-

In the case of Italy and
Belgium, despite fran-
tic fiddling and mas-
saging of figures,
the debt figure - at
118% of GDP this
year — is almost
double the target
set by the Maas-
tricht Treaty, and far
worse than the 107% N
notched up by Greece -
the only EU country ruled out
of applying.

These problems have not gone
unnoticed, and there is growing

opposition to Italy joining the

new currency, especially in the
Netherlands, where the govern-
ment has threatened to vote
against it unless there is a tough

WIE'S to lobs,

of Gross

Is still time to
sink the Euro,
before it drowns
more jobs and
welfare services
In its wake

| Services and

Democracy?!
I MARCH through Cardiff June 13 ASSEMBLE 1.30pm I

new austerity budget, and among
conservative German bosses, fear-
ful that the new currency would
be weaker than their beloved
deutschmark.

Duisenberg has nailed his
colours to the mast, warning that
countries entering EMU will

have to take further steps to cut

public sector debt - policies
which seem likely to trigger new
cuts in welfare spending.

The complications of imposing
a single currency are underlined -
by a new survey showxng enor-
mous variations in levels of
poverty across the EU member
states Parts of Greece, Spain and
- Italy receive less than 20%
of the annual income
of the - richest
regions. The EU
“poverty  belt”
includes the
whole of Portu-
gal except Lis-
 bon. Average per
capita income in
Britain (£11,400) is
less than the £12,000
EU average. |

Any new austerity package
would further widen these gaps —
and with this price tag, as French

Conimunist Party leader Robert

Hue said in April, the Euro would -
benefit only the bankers and
financiers. Far from a step
towards internationalism, the
Euro will intensify national rival-

EURO DEMONSTRATION §
CARDYFF JUNE 13 '08 I

EWRO WRTHDYSTIAD
ERDYDD F HEHEFIII 'O8

ries and conflicts, and leave no
democratic levers of control over
the European economy.

Opinion polls in Britain show

that support for the Euro is

largely confined to those on the
£50,000-plus income bracket.
Even the Guardian’s chief cheer-
leader for the Euro, Mark Atkin-
son, has warned that in many
prospective member countries it
is seen as “something which has

been thrust on them from above

by the financial markets and
political elites.”

Tied to Maastricht

Nevertheless Tony Blair has
declared his ambition to press
forward with the launch of the
single currency, while Gordon
Brown’s economic policy is
already tied in to the Maastricht
criteria and the demands of a
future European Central Bank.
He must be stopped. |

This is why it is so important to
build a major protest demonstra-

‘tion to challenge the single cur-

rency and Maastricht austerity at
the EU summit in Cardiff on

- June 13.

Much of the British left is now
committed to support this initia-
tive, with the promise of strong
support: from other European

“countries. There is still time to

sink the Euro, before it drowns
more jobs and welfare services in
i1ts wake.

-
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Cooper’s Field (behmd Cardlff Castle) RALLY W|th mterna-

tlonal speakers

Details Euro Summit Demonstratlon Commlttee CCTUS 131 Crwys Rd, I

Cardlff CF2 4NH, Wales or ring 01222 302324 fax 01222 302325
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 Labour Party ‘back left NEC slate

Pete Firmin

DISCUSSIONS among the Left and ,’

‘Centre Left’ in the Labour Party
have produced an initial slate for

the constituency section of the

National Executive Committee.

While this slate is in many ways a
good one, the same cannot be said
for the process by which it has
been arrived at. For a slate to
command maximum support, it
needs to be debated by as large a
forum as possible.

Instead, this was essentially sewn
up by a few individuals. Later, a
very limited participation was per-

- mitted by representatives of the
wider left, but more to secure

their support than to offer any real
say in either the platform or the

~ candidates.

Thus candidates put forward by
the Network of Socialist Campaign
Groups were simply passed over
with no discussion. A candidate in
the 1997 general election, Nick
Holden, and Maria Exall, CWU
National Executive member, were

apparently regarded as too left

wing for the slate. So was ex-MP
Mildred Gordon, currently cam-
paigning strongly among pension-
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ers.
Attempts to improve a polltlcally
weak platform were similarly

brushed aside on the grounds that

the proposed changes were not
acceptable to Labour Reform. Sec-
tions of the Left, in particular the
Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy, used Labour Reform
as a smokescreen to avoid arguing
their own politics.

Similarly ignored were arguments
for a slate based on candidates
with a strong base in different
regions, in favour of a slate
which very much has the look
of the ‘London Left.’

Labour Reform put forward
two right wingers, Terry
Thomas and Michael Cash-
man at stages of the discus-
sion, and were prepared to
ignore the protests of some on
the Left about their track record.
However, neither appeared to be
willing to stand on a slate with
people well to their left. -

Anni Marjoram of the Labour

“Women's Action Committee was

also accepted on to the slate,
despite reservations expressed
because of her role in the Morning
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NHS staff defeat wage cuts: but the key is strong, recognised unions

least 3 of

Star dlspute (defendmg manage-
ment’s right to manage”), but has
now withdrawn under pressure.
While these withdrawals are wel-
come, their effect, together with
that of the refusal to countenance
other candidates, has been that =

~ this ‘alliance’ has only 6 people

seeking nomination for 6 places (at

Kathy Jamison
(Scotland)

Christine Shawcroft (London)
Liz Davies (London)
Mark Seddon (Southern)
Pete Wilsman (London)
Andy Howell (W. Midlands)

whom must
be women). Given the difficulties
of securing nomination, this makes
it possible that the slate will have
less people on it than there are

Paul Wozny
- DELEGATES met in London on

- April 18 as the practical fol-

low up to successful Reclaim
Our Rights Conference on
March 28.

In practical terms the con-
ference was intended to unify

different campaigns: Reclaim

Our Rights, dominated by
members of the Socialist
Labour Party (SLP); the Cam-
paign for Free Trade Unions,
dominated by supporters of
Workers Liberty and the
Communication Workers
Union’s trade union rlghts
campaign.

Also Invited, but refusing to
attend were the Liaison Com-
mittee for the Defence of
Trade Unions (LCDTU), domi-
nated by old-time Stalinists.

TUC retreat on recognition

A SPECIAL meeting of the
TUC General Council was called
on April 20 to discuss the dis-
pute with Downing Street over
the interpretation of Labour’s
election pledge to legahse the
nght of workers to union recog-
nition where a majority in a
workplace vote for it.
But the result was to offer fur-

~ ther compromises beyond the

original TUC position.

Blair has lent heavily towards
the CBI proposals, which were
originally to require the partici-
pation in the ballot of a majority

of those eligible to vote, and now

call for 40% of those eligible to
vote — an almost equally impos-
sible figure to achieve under the

condmons the ballots will take

place.
Having already backed off of

- the original TUC position of

requring a simple majority (51%
of those voting in the ballot) the
special meeting agreed to accept
that a minimum of 30% of those
eligible to vote should vote yes,
as well as and some form of
exemption for “small firms”.

Crucial

The debate over the detail is of
‘crucial importance if what goes
into the government White
Paper “Fairness at Work” 1n the
next few weeks is to have any

positive effect in the workplace.
For the TUC and the trade

union leaders it is a crucial
issue; union recognition was the
one thing they thought they
were going to get out of New
Labour.

The was reflected at the recent
STUC conference in Perth,
which rejected the TUC for-

- mula, and where John Monks

was criticised by UNISON chief
Rodney Bickerstaffe for the con-
cessions which have been made.

For Blair, however, the most
important thing is his relation-
ship with the employers. He will
not allow the TUC or its views
to get in the way of that, particu-
larly if no serious pressure 1s
being mounted to force him to
do so.

places.

The best response to this
method of deciding the slate is to
build a Left which is open and
democratic throughout the elec-
tion campaign.

At this stage the crucial thing is
to secure nominations. Previously
candidates had only to secure the
nomination of their own Con-
stituency Party. Although the
changes made at last year's
conference under ‘Partner-
ship in Power’ left the
details suitably vague,
the leadership have
introduced additional
hurdles this time.

-Candidates have to
get not only the nomi-
nation of their own
CLP, but also those of
two others in other
regions of the Labour
Party. Given that-MPs are no

longer allowed to stand, this
makes it much harder for lesser-
known rank and file candidates. It
means that unless a candidate is in
their CLP, activists should only
nominate cand:dates from outside
their region.

Tade union rights:
campaigns unite

The secretary of the LCDTU
sent an insulting letter to the
unification conference.

The key decision on April 18
was to finally set the date for
the proposed national |
demonstration. May 1, 1999,
which is a Saturday, was
agreed. Although some may
be disappointed at yet
another postponement, it
gives us plenty of time to
organise what should be one
of the most important labour
movement demonstration

~ Britain has yet seen.

Building a powerful and
united national campaign will
be an enormous challenge
for the traditionally fractious
British left. If next year’s

march is successful, the suc-

cess will be determined by
the work done now.

Momentum is the key to
that success. A whole range
of local, regional and
national events, meetings,
etc, will be required. Effective
intervention into this years
round of trade union confer-
ences will be an important
part of that process.

Unfortunately, proposals for
activities which could have
helped this were not allowed
to be put to the vote. Bob

Crow, Assistant General Sec-

retary of the RMT and Chair

of the new campaign referred

these proposals to the new

-steering committee. Even the

decision on the new name for
the campaign was referred to
that committee, leaving the
campaign without an identity.
The officers are Bob Crow

the Chair, and the joint sec-

The candidates proposed are:
Kathy Jamison, member of the
Scottish Party Executive; Christine
Shawcroft, former Tower Hamlets

Councillor (kicked off the panel of

candidates for opposing cuts) and
member of the London Regional -
Executive; Liz Davies, former
Islington Councillor prevented
from standmg as a candidate in the
general election; Mark Seddon,

- editor of Tribune; Pete Wilsman,

member of the Conference

~ Arrangements Committee; and

Andy Howell, Labour Reform
member.

Nominations have to be in by
june 5, which leaves little time in
those branches and CLPs closed
down for council elections.

Once nominations close, it will
be an immense task to publicise
the candidates and get out the
vote. The ballot papers will be
sent out at the end of July, and |
activists should begin now to plan
meetings with the candidates.

The election campaign has to be
used to build resistance to the
government’s policies and the
leadership’s continued erosion of -
democracy in the Party. |

retaries John Hendy QC and
Lol Duffy. Also include are two
representatives from the
three groups merging into the
new campaign, with two
places reserved for the
LCDTU, if they change thelr
minds.
Representatives of those
national unions which have o
affiliated are also included. \
The new committee is |
‘interim’, because there will
be a recall national confer-
ence of the new campaign in
July. There is general agree-

‘ment that the affiliated

national unions should be
represented on any national
committee. The leaderships of
those unions now affiliated
are clearly ardent supporters
of the campaigns.

Problems could emerge lf
supporters succeed in winning
other unions, with less

_friendly leaderships. If the

campaign is marginal, those
unions will send a token sup-
porter to the national commit-
tee. If the campaign takes off,
Blair will put pressure on the
union leaders to apply the

| brakes.

Care will have to be taken
to ensure that these bureau-
crats are allowed representa-
tion, but not a stranglehold
over the development of the
campaign.

The support of union confer-
ences and general secre-
taries will be useful, but the
work of rank and file trade
union activists will change
the campaign from a ‘good
idea’ to an effective move-
ment for change.
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Stop scapegoatlng the
- Campstield 9

abour’s

Bill MacKelth at the hands of the UK government. Two of

THE PROTESTS that erupted inside those charged have now been officially
Campsfield immigration detention centre granted full refugee status (a rarity indeed,

on August 2 1997 put detention policy in for some 1,000 individuals in a year), and

the dock once more, and triggered two ©L€ is free on bail.

developments that have now come to the Labour ministers are involved in the
fore. trial. Immigration minister Michael

The first was the commlssmnmg of two O’.Brian mada remarks prejudicial to a fair
reports, one by the Asylum Rights Cam- trial immediately after the protest. A

‘paign, the other by the government — from phone call “right from the top” of the
its own Chief Inspector of Prisons.

Home Office, according to a police officer

The second development was a show trial 3t Banbury police station, urged

- staged to intimidate refugees and nip any reluctant police to pursue charges. A spe-

future protests by detainees in the bud . cial incident room was set up. One esti-

" Nine young West African refugees have mate of the cost of the prosecutlon is £2
‘been selected to be scapegoats for the million.

The bringing of charges is a “first” for

protest that nailed the failure of the UK’s
any British government in such circum-

detention policy on that day in August.

50-100 detainees of many different Stances. After the protest at Campstield on .

nationalities and both sexes protested at JP“?"‘ 1994, during which damage of a
yet another sudden, arbitrary and violent similar order was done, no charges were

‘removal to prison, in this case of two brought against any pt'otesting detainees._
detainees. During the pretest, placards Labour seems determired to be tougher

were hastily made up said ‘Prisoners of than Tory immigration minister Charles

Conscience”, and Freedom for all”. They Wardle and his cohorts.
appeared on our TV screens. These seven men and two boys should

The nine are charged with riot and vio- 1Ot be in the dock. The BmlSh govern-
lent assembly. Their trial opens at Oxford €Nt on the other hand_, Sho';lld, be tried
Crown Court on Monday June 1 and will for its denial of human rights in breach of

last weeks, maybe two months. Eight of the ~conventions to which the UK is a signa-

nine have been in prison since August.,, tOTY-

after months (up to 17 in one case) in The many authormes for such a charge,
detention. including the United Nations High Com-

Six of the nine are from Nigeria and mission for Refugees’ UK representatives,

sought refuge in the UK from the Abacha have now been joined by David Rams-
regime: two of these are Ogonis from lands botham, HM Chief Inspector of Prisons.
devastated by Shell. The others are from His report ( which can be obtained free
Gambia, Ghana and Lﬂ:cnz. from Home Office, 50 Queen Anne’s Gate
Three of the nine have artermpred suicide. London SW’T‘} flays the government.
Two of the nine are mimn - lacs of 16 last P""J?S 1L s 201 supn_smg they refused to
August; one of them is now i= & se=owe psy- months, until forced to
chiatric unit, driven sick bv e gme—- TT RETENOTET S m&: we. T mt:tmnt...na
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os~arees Cheding Abdul Onibiyo. Further, it 1s the government, not Group
WEs 21z 4 which runs Campsfield, that is responsi-
@ Vorcay 1 June Mass Lobby of ble for a regime that is “unsafe for
OnForz Crown Court. 8.30am St detainees”. There 1s “too much secrecy
Adszates associated with immigration detention”.
@ t.-ooe Behind Barbed Wire: a Immigration detainees should not be held
-eport of the proceedings of the con- in prisons alongside criminals and those
fzrence Peld in Lille, France, last on remand. |
w=ar on e growth of immigration In this context Ramsbotham states; “In
et in different countries in my view, money would be better spent on
Ewnc:n: COpoes £3.40 from c/o 60 expanding Immigration Service places, if
Ziarendon Street, Oxford 0X2 legislation still requires such numbers to
be detained, than requiring the prison.ser-
vice to continue to hold 100 many ’(empha-
sis added). |

In fact the 1971 Immigration Act does
not require the government to detain, it
empowers immigration officials to decide
to detain in individual cases. But the point

. Ca—osfield 9 Defence
~oaxen Campaign to Close Camps-
@2 -~ 0 60 Great Clarendon Street,
ore 002 6AX. 01865

:'&:‘13 01865 726804 01865
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detained is up to the govern-

The message 1s
loud enough and s
clear to all but

Labour’s
- ministers, Stuck -
~on Tory policies
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is made: how many ‘people are

ment of the day, and it could be

- fewer.

It beggars belief that the immi-
gration minister can claim that

the Ramsbotham report vindicates govern-
“ment policy on detention. Such misrepre-

sentation, and other remarks by Michael
O’Brien that give the lie to the claim that a

serious review of asylum and detention :
policy is going on.

Michael O’Brien should resign: the effect
of his public statements can only be to pre-
vent a thoroughgomg review.

At the time when the government is sup-

posedly considering such matters as part of
its review, it recently planted “rumours’ in
the press that an amnesty was in the offing
for asylum seekers whose applications have
dragged on for years: the government
promptly issued a statement denying such

“misreporting”. Hey presto - a key
demand of refugees and campaigners goes
out the window, without debate.

‘So, some, even a surpnsmg amount of’
ammunition for campaigners i1n Rams-
botham. But the ex-army general’s report

is bound to have limitations. One is the

rousing defence of private companies
whose work is inflicting misery - Group 4,
and Wakenhurst, which runs Tinsley near
Gatwick, subject of another Ramsbotham

report. They are “doing a good job”.

Apart from not questioning their ghastly
trade, Ramsbotham fails to credit or pur-
sue the many reports by detainees ot
racism in Group 4 guards. By
contrast, some detainees’
reported statements are (4
thoughtfully “corrected”,
presumably with informa-
zoz provided bv Group 4
iz2 lzmmigran

be subject to more regimentation, with

clear rules and regulations, incentives (and
punishments); “it should be stated control
rests with staff”.

It will be no surprise if these latter rec-

ommendations are the only ones that Mike
(O’Brien and the Labour Front Bench take
heed of.

In all the furore over the Ramsbotham
report, the Asylum Rights Campaign’s
report sank almost withouf trace. The
Home Office erected a ‘wall of silence’ to
keep -out the authors, Sue Lukes and
Leonora Lloyd, but there are quotations

from Group 4, official and anonymous,

from detainees past and present. from visi-
tors, lawyers, and some utterly craven and
racist ‘members of the Home Office-
appointed Official Visitors’ Committee,
The ARC report endorses “Providing

- protection”, an anti-detention statement
authored by JUSTICE, the Immigration

Law Practitioners Association, and the

Asylum Rights Campaign (which however -

fails to call for the closure of immigration
detention centres). This useful report
should have been published months ago
when it was completed, not sat on by ARC.

Government policy is based on the belief
that polmc1ans can only lose votes by

point out that you can win

elected to government
in France last year

_‘--ﬂ.z.:'_fﬁ:.j: .;.y: srate- di
—=z-s iz oicroap 4 and vindicates Arectton. £ church
I——zzmo soinoas in new wave of churc

nad onlv been three children
received at the centre since it had
opened’ are reported unchallenged,
when they contradict what i1s on public
record. Twenty-seven children have been
taken into care from Campsfield by the
nearby Bicester Social Services office; for
example.

Ramsbotham’s 94 recommendations
include the important one that detainees
should be given reasons for their detention
in writing, and suggest changes to the com-

plaint procedure and to mental health

COVer. -
However, the “secure-hostel” regime of
detention centres which does allow some

free-association, should be replaced by one

that is more prison-like. Despite the fact
that, inside, Campsfield currently “only

operates with the consent of the

detainees”, detainees should from now on

government
policy

occupations is currently
under way’ by sans papiers
1n towns in France, and also by

refugees in Germany. which with
the UK has the worst record of immaigra-
tion detentions in Europe - more people
detained but not so long as here.

To make real progress, to have an 1mpact
on governments, campaigners against
detention have to take the argument fur-
ther into trade unions and link up with
other movements — in Europe and 1n the
UK - for an end to detentions, and to all
miscarriages of justice, for cancellation of
all debts allegedly owed by poor peoples to
international banks, for an end to arms
exports to dictators.

This last was the theme of last Saturday S

demonstration outside Campsfield — the
51st monthly demo since that refugee
prison opened.

being just to refugees and other
it ~ migrants. It i1s up to others to

.b egsars votes with just and anti-
belief that the ‘racist  policies. The
Tnll{EH R UIBIE Gl Socialist - Parry  was
can claim that the

Ramsbotham report maklng gestures 1n that
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‘negative.

Blun

| o
Keith Sinclair (Hull NUT
delegate - personal |
capacity)

THE PRESS attacks on “mili-
tant” teachers ‘howling’ at David

Blunkett at Easter’s NUT confer-
ence obscured the real signifi-

cance of the Education Secretary_

of State’s reception.
A year ago Blunkett was given a

~ standing ovation by at least half
the delegates at the conference,

whilst this year an attempt by
some of the platform to engineer

‘a repeat performance fell ﬂat as a

pancake.
This lack of enthusiasm by del-

egates reflects a real problem for

the lcadershxp of Britain’s largest
teaching union. Members are
increasingly cynical about
Labour’s attitude towards educa-
tion. =~

The NUT leadershtp has for

years adopted a policy of waiting

for Labour. The idea was pro-
moted that the incoming Labour
government would represent the
answer to the problems created
by years of Tory misrule. How-
ever, despite certain positive
steps, the overall balance sheet is
Not only have New
Labour failed to reverse Tory
education policies, in certain
cases they have introduced poli-
cies that are worse.

The union’s attitude towards
Education Action Zones was a
key dividing line in the confer-

ence. Education Action Zones .

Union anger at tube prlvatlsatton

Prescott runs off the ralls

by Greg Tucker (RMT

National Executive,
personal capacity)

EVEN BEFORE the Genera]

Election it was obvious to most
rail workers that New Labour was

‘not going to be rushing to re-

nationalise the railways.
But frustration at lack of

progress has now turned to anger

at John Prescott’s announcement
that the government will be pri-

vatising most of London Under- ~

ground.

To add insult to injury, his
plans are deliberately focussed on
attacking his fellow trade union
members in the RMT. Indeed, at

his ‘behest LUL management

have drawn up their strategy for
the privatisation which has as its
first stage, plans to smash the
RMT organisation on LUL,
which they admit is the only
force trying to stop Prescott’s

~1ssue of retain-

G \lN}lAI‘I\’I‘ CDlJ’I‘IANlI(

(EAZs) are to be introduced in
deprived areas as part of Labour’s
attack on social exclusion.

Labour is correct to identify the

need for urgent action to be taken

in depressed areas but their solu-

tion is totally wrong. The pro-
posed zones will be run by an
Education Action Forum which

‘will include business interests.

Labour has stated publicly that
they hope at least one of the early
zones will be led by private busi-
ness.

This has led to Amertcan com-
panies such as Edison trying to
enter the English education sys-
tem in order to make a profit out
of kids and teachers. Edison have
submitted a bid for an area in
Tameside.

The union has urged
NUT local branches to
negotiate certain
conditions with
LEAs to enable
the NUT to go
along with
EAZs. The

ing pawand con- |
ditions is
highlighted here
along with the need
for local education
authorities to take the “lead
role”.

The problem is that once EAZs
are here they will spread and
attacks on pay and parucularly
conditions will appear in the
tuture. The sad reality is that a

plan.

‘The RMT is to respond in kind.
At a mass rally on April 30

- Jimmy Knapp will announce that

all LUL members will be balloted

'durmg May for industria} action
against (the effécts of) pnvausa-

tion.

To rub home the message LUL
Northern Line Guards will be
holding their third day of indus-
trial action the following day, in
furtherance of their dispute over

the introduction of One Person -
Operation.

On the main rail network things
go from bad to worse. Whilst a
small handful of ex-BR managers
are becoming overnight million-

alres, the full weight of privatisa-

tion is falling on passengers and
rail workers alike. As services
deteriorate rail workers are facmg
Pay cuts, job losses and the impo-
sition of worse conditions.

It 1s becoming evident that

- 0.

pressure from
delegates and
members meant the
leadership had to
criticise Labour on a ElCEtE ity
wide range of
Issues

lunkett leaves
eachers
pressed

few years down the line an EAZ
forum could ‘change pay and con-
ditions. -

The left narrowly lost the con- |

ference vote on complete opposi-
tion to EAZs. |
campaign against them will go

‘Despite the anger of teachers
overthe stagmg of this year’s pay

” mcrease, the issue of pay was not

a major issue at conference. This
was due to the national executive
proposing that a spec1a1 one day

-conference be held in September
“to consider our pay claim includ- |
ing proposals for salary restruc-

turing.
For the last few years, the left
has correctly focused on the need

for action over pay. The need for

action remains but there
is also a need to
quickly
through = and
agree proposals
on restructur-

scales. The
any talk of a

real fight on pay
will be submerged

| changes in the struc-
fure.

Just before conference, both the

NUT and the NASUWT

“announced large ballot majorities

for non-strike industrial action
over workload issues. There is
some confusion as to exactly what

-thlst there are some wmners,

some other rail companies are
close to financial collapse. In par-
ticular, for rail infrastructure
workers (track and signal mainte-
nance etc), this has meant
increased uncertainty as con-

- tracts pass hands between differ-

ent companies.
The RMT answer has been to
present a single national claim to

all the infrastructure companies,

demanding a major restructuring
of terms and conditions on our
terms, alongside a sxgmﬁcant pay
increase.

Faced with little serious
response from the companies,
ballots are now to take place i in all
eleven key companies across the
country. Along with LUL, June
could now see effecttvel a
nation-wide rail dispute.

As an indication of the workers’

mood signal maintenance work-

ers at Euston are set to start

However, the

discuss

ing of the pay

into the minutiae of

~action on May 1 on a

- 200 jobs
" RMT members are in

| takmg whatever action
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-Scwnnﬁc tests confirm no trace of soczalzsm or radzcalmn in David Blunkett

this will entail. However, the bali-

lot victory, albeit on a turn-out of

only 28 per cent, does give the
opportunity to hold school union

- meetings to decide what members
will decide to do.
actions are key here so that indi-

~viduals are not isolated. |

Collective

Towards the end of conference,
the tabloids screamed about the

demands of teachers for a four
day week. This was a blatant mis- -

representation of a debate which
was about the left trying to step
up the workload action by means
of a Contract Week in the
Autumn term. |

"NUT conference has excellent

policy on the need for a national

contract. Unfortunately, there is
no sign of the current national
leadership doing anything to lead
a real fight on this issue.
Throughout the conference, the

leadership faced two ways. On the

one hand, they were insistent,
especially General Secretary
Doug McAvoy, that this was a

week long stoppage over
local issues.

And on South West
Trains, Guards are being
balloted over the intro-
duction of Driver Only
Operation. With around
threatened

no mood to allow the
management to roll over
them. A series of mass
meetings have been
held and the Guards are
determined that they
will protect their jobs,

is necessary.
Having had the indus-
trial agenda set for them over
recent years by government
attacks, core rail workers are now
saymg enough is enough and try-

ing to respond with their own

demands. The task facing the

Letting train crews

TV ooﬁcc-c---------n--............;.......,.. LR R S S P LR P O

" government “we could do busi-

ness with”. On the other hand,
the pressure from delegates and
members meant the leadership
had to criticise Labour on a wide
.range of issues such as the nam-
ing and shaming of allegedly
“failing” schools. -

‘These tensions are llkely to con-
tinue. The leadership is going to -
be unable to satisfy the demands-
of members and keep a cosy rela-
nonshlp with the government. It
is the job of the left in the union

- to push forward members’

demands to ensure real pressure
is put on Blunkett and Blair and
their supporters running local
councils. -

The Socialist Teachers’ Alhance |
1S organising an 1mportant con-
ference on EAZs in London on 9
May. This conference will be used
as a springboard to launch a
national campaign including a
national march in one of the EAZ
areas, possibly Tameside.
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S ain: Prescott

RMT is how to umfy this broad
'feelmg and shape it into a forceful

campaign of action over the sum-
mer. |

The rally and lobby of arha-

‘ment on April 30 is only the first
. step in this campaxgn.




Alan Thornett

NEARLY 400 activists attended
the fourth international “assizes”
of the European marches held in
Brussels on April 18 /19. The
conference was called to report
the ongoing work of the Euro-
marches and plan future activity.

Delegations were present from
most countries of the EU and
beyond (Poland for example),
with the biggest from France Bel-

. gium Germany and Italy. There

was a - delegation of 17 from

Britain, which included members

of the demonstration organising
committee in Cardiff. .
The two main reports were from

France and Germany where the

Euromarches have had a major
impact since they were completed
at . the mass demonstration in

Hitting
back at

the G¥
bankers

AS FAMINE again raises its
ugly head in Africa, the
world’s richest nations are
poised to meet in Birming-
ham at the G8 summit.
Many of their bankers are
concerned not to relieve
poverty and hunger, but to
recover debts from bankrupt
African countries. Estimates
suggest external debts of
African countries add ed up
to over $200 billion in 1995
- more than double the 1985

figure.

Plans for “recovery” drawn
up by the World Bank and
the IMF assume that African
countries can sustain an
external debt equivaient to
twice their annual export
earnings - incurring massive
interest charges, and impos-
ing new austerity on workers

| and peasants to line the cof-

fers of Western bankers.

An alternative view wili be
spelled out at the People’s
Summit, coordinated by the
New Economics Foundation
to coincide with the G8 Sum-
mit on May 15-17.

Discussions on Friday 15th

| will include an African and
| Caribbean People’s Summit,

a debate on Sustainable
Employment, and a session
looking at Crimes Against
the People.

Saturday will see a People’s
Forum on Globalisation, a

| Jubilee 2000 Coalition rally
on cancelling the debt, and a |

P8 Summit, with eight of the
poorest countries.

Details from 0121 616
2000, or People’'s Summit
website
http://www.gn.apc.org.peop-
lessummit98.

Amsterdam last June.

In France the marches and the
“coalition they assembled have

played a key role in the mass
occupations and other protests
against unemployment and social
exclusion for most of this year. In
Germany there have been a series
of protests and demonstrations
involving over 250 towns and
cities and collectively involving
over 300,000 people.

The conference supported a
range of initiatives across Europe
over the coming period but it
focused on two as its key priori-

ties: first the Cardiff demonstra-

tion in June this year and
secondly a mass demonstration in
Cologne in June 1999 when the
EU is under the German presi-
dency. .

" This will be the next ma;or
event of the Euromarches and is
aimed to match the size of the
Amsterdam demonstration last

year. Marches are planned to it

from across Europe as they were
to Amsterdam. |

At the same time the conference
-appealed to national campaigns
to organise delegations to Cardiff,

Reclaim

THE EUROPEAN Union has
become an agent of neoliberal
policies, designed to serve the
interests of transnational corpora-
tions (TNCs). The EU promotes
globalisation strategies for frag-
menting our resistance and for
throwing us all into greater com-
petition with each other.

The EU’s central project is the
‘single market’, a European ‘free’
trade zone. Officially this aims to

‘make production more efficient, to
- make European industry more

‘competitive’ against foreign rivals,
and so to protect employment,
here. |

In reality, this project frees capital

" from local or national constraints,
- helps capital to become integrated

globally, especially across the
Atlantic Ocean, and intensifies
competition amongst countries to
attract investment.

The Single Market creates a buy-

- ers’ market for the cheapest

wages, the most ‘productive’
workforce, and the lowest envi-
ronmental standards. As GNP rises

overall, most of us lose out in this

competition; social inequalities
deepen between the regions and
within them.

In the name of ‘international

- competitiveness’, the EU has

imposed many harmful policies:

* EMU with its convergence cri-
teria, requiring massive budget
cuts (whose first targets are social
welfare programmes), and requir-
ing higher productivity in order to
keep down inflation;

* further deregulation, privatisa-
tion, job insecurity, and exploita-
tion of labour, with Britain leading
the way for the rest of Europe;
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Fune’ 1997: tens of thoysands matched against Maastricht austerity in Amsterdam. Now for Cardiff!

and a number immediately

pledged to do so in particular the
campaigns in: France Belgium,

Germany and Greece.

This along with the other net-
works which have agreed to
organise across Europe for

* Massive investment in transport
infrastructure, especially the Trans-
European Network (TEN), which
underlies the recent motorway
developments in Britain; |

* R&D subsidies for information
technology, which helped the
TNCs to displace and discipline
labour, as well as for agriculture
biotechnology, which intensifies

" competitive pressures on farmers
‘and dependence upon’ ‘genetic
fixes'.

The EU has also promoted
neoliberal globalisation beyond
Europe. The EU has been a lead-
ing proponent of the MAI )Multi-
lateral Agreement on Investment),
which would provide legal
enforcement of global deregula-
tion, e.g. by guaranteeing compa-
nies equal access to markets
world-wide.

Rather than protect us from
TNCs, the EU has imposed neolib-
eral globalisation on their behalf. -
Reclaim Europe was established to
catalise a network or resistance to
that assault. |

Qur aims stand in contrast with
nationalists who oppose European
Integration as a threat to ‘national
sovereignty’. For us, the main
threat is the neoliberal policies,
regardless of which state pro-
motes them. .

The EMU convergence criteria
have been imposed on us for many
years, and we will continue to suf-
fer the effects, regard!ess of
whether Britain officially joins
EMU. |

In June 1998 the EU ministers
will meet in Cardiff to promote
these neoliberal policies. In
response, we are planning a

'Souahsi

Cardiff such as the European

‘Network of the Unemployed

(ENU), will ensure that the
demonstration have a truly inter-
national character.

The conference overall was a
big success, possibly the most

counter-summit, as the sequel to
the event held in Amsterdam in

Jjune 1977.

The counter summit will bring
together grou ps campaigning on

rope!

successful yet, certainly the most

 focused on campaigning. Most

importantly it demonstrated the
ongoing strength of the Euro-
march campaign and the role it
an play in uniting the struggles

-across Europe.

Labour, environmentalist, anti-
racist, feminist and other issues -
from all over Europe. All groups
and activists are invited to partucn-
pate. |
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l'eacher

Get your copy of Socialist

‘Teacher now from John Yan-
dell, 96 Carysfort Rd, Lon- |
don N16 9AD

690 4611 e-mail
john@lsocteas demon. co.uk

‘tel 0171 690 4308 fax 0171 Jii
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Green paper on welfare reform

Field fenced 1
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- John Lister
FEARS that junior minister “Mad
Frankie” Field would be unleashed to
mount a full-scale axe attack on social
‘security and the welfare state have been
somewhat exaggerated, according to the
relatively tame formulations in the new
government Green Paper.

It appears that Field has been unable to
persuade his New Labour colleagues of the
viability of embarking on a root and

- branch demolition of state- funded ser-

vices.

There is little hint in the document of
Field’s deep, public affection for the priva-
tised pension schemes forced upon the
~ people of Chile in the aftermath of the bru-

“tal military coup of 1973 which smashed
the trade unions and working class politi-
cal parties. Perhaps his fellow ministers
are saving this for a later stage in the evo-
lution of the Blair government.

The relative blandness of the Green
Paper should not however imply that it has
anything progressive to offer working peo-
- ple. It represents a wholesale ideological
retreat not simply from “socialism” - of
which Field, Blair and co have never been
supporters — but from any notion of redis-
tr’ibuting wealth, and from any policy of
progressive taxation.

Thatcher’s gap

It begins by drawing attention to the
widening gap between rich and poor under
the Thatcher government: “Between 1979

the population saw income.rises in excess
of SO percent; but the incomes of those in
the bottom fifth barely rose in real terms.”

The increased inequality “has been par-
ticularly marked among pensioners,”
while children are also suffering: “nearly 3
million children are growing up in work-
“less households”™.

But these developments are d1scussed
almost as if the effects have been acciden-
tal, rather than the outcome of deliberate
and cynical Tory policies: of tax cuts for
the rich; wage cuts for the poor; creating a
pool of unemployment to drive down
wages and weakén union resistance;
and the conscious decision taken
by Thatcher’s government to
axe the link between the
state pension and average
earnings — thus rapidly
devaluing 1it.

Of course we can imme-
diately see- why the Green
Paper does not draw atten-
tion to these policies -
because New Labour  has
already declared its determina-
tion to preserve almost all of them
1ntact!

Gordon Brown’s pledge not to increase
taxes on the rich for the lifetime of the
government effectively rules out any
attempt to redistribute wealth and narrow
the gap between rich and poor.

The Green Paper echoes previous state-
ments by government ministers that New
Labour has no intention of restoring the
link between pensions and earnings. And
the “New Deal” schemes to press-gang the

‘unemployed into subsidised jobs are just a_
new way of using unemployment to hold -

down wages.

Of course the rhet fth G P: |
course the rhetoric of the Green rodtd ~ hundreds of thousands of people are work-

ing for lousy, cheapskate employers despite
the fact that they are worse off than they would

is one of moral concern for “inequality”
and “social exclusion”. But it has no tangi-
ble perspective on how these problems are
~ to be tackled.

An old-fashioned Labour view might be

all the

Green Paper
can offer is CINTUAAA people have the right
phrases and the

endless ritual

references to

education and
training

W
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that a decent minimum wage might make
a significant contribution to those at the
bottom of the pay scales, a first small step
towards closing the gap. But we already

- know that the government is looking to fix

the minimum wage at a pitifully low level
— perhaps £3.50 an hour, with a host of
exemptions to allow some of the worst

skinflint employers to escape any extra

COSts. | -
A trade union view.would be that organ-

ised workers could be given a chance to
and 1994/95, households in the top fifth of =+fight for wage increases if the Labour gov-
ernment would simply sweep away the bat-
" tery of anti-union laws brought in by the

Tories and give a legal right to recognition:
but again it is clear that for New Labour
this simple option is “unthinkable”. ]

With progressive taxation, a decent min-
imum wag« and the option of trade union
action all effectively ruled out, all the

- Green Paper can offer is empty phrases

expressing concern and endless ritual ref-
erences to education and training as the
way to bridge the gap between abject
poverty and the prosperity of Blan‘ $ new-
found City slicker friends:

“This third way will take us into-

“the third stage of welfare. The
welfare system will become
pro-active, preventmg

poverty by ensuring that

education, training and
support. We will-widen
the exits from welfare
dependency by offering
tailor-made help for
individuals.”
This will no doubt be of
tremendous comfort to Britain’s
poor pensioners, who are offered pre-
cisely nothing by the Green Paper.
But such abstract nonsense flies in the
face of the daily reality of millions of
unemployed and low-paid workers, for

whom there simply are not enough decent
jobs to go round, regardless of how many |

qualifications they may have.

Worse off

In‘deed, while ministers set out to foster -
the Tory myth of the work-shy, feckless

unemployed wilfully deciding to live on

lavish state hand-outs, the Green Paper

tacitly admits that the opposite is the case:

be on the dole! - |
“Prior to the implementation of the

NEWD A

- realities of low-paid workers 1n

packet gives people indepen-

‘packet is. Elsewhere we

guarantec of a life on a low

reforms announced in the Budget, 740,000 |

people lost 70p for every £1 they earned
because of benefit withdrawal. 130,000
families gained less than 10p for every
extra £1 earned. ... Almost one in seven
people who moved from welfare to work
said they were worse off in work than
unemployed.” (Chapter one para 16) |

The government answer of course —
which they have picked up and continued

from the Tories — is to offer a range of ben--

efits to low-paid workers which effectively
subsidise the lowest-paying employers. Pay
packets insufficient to cover the cost of
renting or buying accommodation can be
increased by Housing Benefit and Council

Tax Benefit, while the employers pocket

the difference.

Threshold

Brown’s latest Budget handed more
incentives for employers to keep wages

low, not least by raising to £81 per week

the threshold at which earnings require
employers to pay National Insurance con-
tributions: workers below this ﬁgure will

"now cost even less to employ'

The Green Paper persists in ignoring the
Britain. We are told that “A pay

dence and status in the
community, and the
chance to insure against
risk and save for retlre-
ment.” |
But of course this
depends how big the pay !

read that “For many people
the absence of paid work is a °

income”: but for mtlhons, paid
work IS a life on low income — and many
pensioners are still suffering as a result of
spending their entire working lives on low
rates of pay. |

Comfortably insulated from reality, Field

draws up schemas through which low-paid
‘workers are expected to find extra cash for

savings (“we will also encourage people on

low incomes to save more through Indi-
~vidual Savings Accounts”), or for addi-
tional pension schemes to supplement the -
~ dwindling state pension (“we will intro-
~duce low cost

Stakeholder Pension’
schemes which will give low paid workers
the chance to save for a decent private sec-

ond pension™).

A similarly cynical approach means that
the Green Paper stands as a new threat to

millions, paid
work IS a life on
low income - and
many pensioners are
suffering as a result
of spending their

lives on low

pay

‘people with disabilities, which again

begins with acceptance of the Tory legacy -
Incapacity Benefit, which introduced a
controversial new All Work Test in an
effort to reduce the numbers recewmg
benefits. |
Field, too, seems concerned above all that
too many people are “passing” the test and
being ruled eligible for benefits. |
‘The problem. with the Test says the

o Green Paper is that “it writes off as unfit

to work people who might, with some
assistance, be able to return to work,

or nothing test ...”. Despite this, there
is not even a passing question raised
over those unfortunate individuals who
are deemed to “fail” the test and lose
benefit, despite being clearly disabled
and unable to work. _.

The Green Paper accepts the ruthless
All Work Test, and also appears to

“insufficient evidence to support the
benefit claim”. Over 20% of awards
made for life have allegedly been made
to “people whose condition might have
been expected to improve”. (Chap 6,
para 15)

rehearse the feeble New Labour argu-

students, and for the New Deal.

‘Throughout the Green Paper, there 1s an

overwhelming whiff of victim-blaming, an

overtly moralistic, patronising advocacy of

the “work ethic” which makes clear the
government s refusal to take any radlcal
action. -

One clear,example of victim-blaming
comes in a section dealing with reducing
teenage pregnancies. We are told that -

“there is good evidence to show that edu-
cation is the best defence against early
pregnancy”: however this is not practical

education on contraception, but New

Labour’s vague and "abstract education.

“Young women with a good education —

and thereby something to lose — are less
likely to become pregnant early.”
Pensioners are implicitly reproached for

not having saved enough, and for living on

in excessively large numbers: “in 1953

there were 4.6 people of working age for

every pensioner: Today there are 3.4 and by
2040 the ration will have dropped to just
2.4, even allowing for the equalisation of

“the retirement age” — (in which Labour is

again endorsing the Tory plan to make
women work five years longer).

bomb” is little more than a
minor squib in Britain.
According to Interna-
tional Monetary Fund
projections the “contri-
bution gap”
'security funds for pen-
 sions in Britain s
“likely to be no more
than 0.1% of Gross
Domestic Product. There

for dracoman policies to deal
with it.

Field’s recipe is little more than a mani-
festo for inequality, a commitment to long-

term poverty for the low- pald
It is significant that in its attempts to

give the poltcy statement a gloss of histor-

ical overview, the Green Paper should list

the development of insurance-based wel- .

fare services, but omit the model of the

 National Health Service, which was set up
fifty years ago to provide comprehensive

services on the basis of need, free at point
of use and funded from general taxation.

- Rather than boosting privatised insur-
ance systems, a genuinely radical policy

‘would expand the NHS model, and look to

progressive taxation as ways to ensure the
future provxslon and 1mprovement of wel-
fare services. B
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perhaps in a new occupation. It is an all |

¢ accept on face value a report which sug-
gested that two thirds of claims for Dis-
abled Living Allowance had presented

Other sections of the Green Paper

“ments for charging fees to university

In fact the “demographic time

in social

is no crisis —~ and no need
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