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Organise for
Livingstone!
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'MILLBAN

Stalingrad O’Neill

Livingstone speak-
ing on the demon-
stration for Rail
Safety on November
6: he is the only
candidate to have
opposed pivatisation
of rail and tube.
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@ EDITORIAL, p3
@ Mayoral race, p5
With the politics of New Labour increas-
ingly exposed, the coming year must be a

time for the left to build the fight, and
organise a systematic challenge to the
politics of Blairism, wherever they can be
found.

In this context the London mayoral battle
has become a touchstone for many
Labour activists across the country.

Labour’s leaders are still conducting their
own gloomy post-mortem on the disas-
trous electoral consequences of stitching

&.up the electoral college for the Welsh
Assembly leadership, and imposing Alun
Michael as Tony’s chosen one.

But even as they do so, Millbank droids
are lining up yet another shambolic and
highly visible attempt to foist an unpopular

candidate on an unwilling membership
and public.

A successful challenge to this new gerry-
mandering exercise could begin to stop
the rot, and help regain control of the
trade union and labour movement.

Let's organise to get Ken selected and
elected: let’'s make it a militant millen-
nium and a Happy New Year for the left!
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'UNISON already has more
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UNISON fails
to warm to
lndependent
Prentice

As the nominations period comestoa
close on Navember 26, Roger Bannister,
left candidate for General Secretary of

nations from a wide variety o
across the country '

His opponent, Dave Prentic
the natural heir of retiring Gen
tary Bickerstaffe, but whereas
nominations from {2 of the |

ported Bannister by 72 vot : :
On the very few occasions where there
have been hustings, Banmster has then won‘
the nomination. =+ © :
Prentice’s campaign has been a negatave, ,
one, trying to paint Bannisterasan ..
“extremist”, but it is not clear that sucha
tactic is reaping any fruit. It is true th ;

opposing ',the Single gtact:is agreement
yased on

tevelhng

ger Banmste . were a}sn in
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the demonstration - despite :
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less isolate
believe: -

Prentic ,
‘pendent”
iavours =

~apparel
about to m_ & an offer but wouidnt do so

No polncnes pleasel

In the meantime as far as London Region is
concerned, the UNISON bureaucracy
seems less worried about its support for
Bannister, and more about its support for
Livingstone. '

The editor of the Regional bulletin Lon-
don Calling has asked all Labour’s Mayoral
candidates to write a piece for publication
- but only Livingstone was forthcoming.
Pressure was then exerted that the article
should not be printed: so much for moving
the debate onto policy!!

NEXT ISSUE

THIS ISSUE of Socialist Qutlook has

a final copy date of November 22.
Because of the Christmas and New
Year break, our next issue will be
produced on the weekend of January
15-16. Any feature articles or letters
for publication should be forwarded

to us by January 8, at PO Box 1109, 1§
London N4 2UU, or by e-mail to us

at outlook@gn.apc.org.

Website

Visit the Outlook site on www.labour-
net.org.uk/so

By a rall worker

THE LEFT press has been good
in its response to the scandal of
rail safety. Socialists have given
voice to the outrage felt by mil-
lions of people at the neglect and
greed, which led to the Padding-
ton rail collision. Privatisation
stands exposed, as does New
Labour’s cop-out: “Public Pri-
vate Partnership” for the London =
Underground.

The Third Way is evidently a
cul-de-sac from which Blair,

Mandelson and friends cannot =
extricate themselves — or us —

without turmoil and upheaval.

I am a Labour Party member,
trade union representative and
health and safety representative.
The members I represent main-
tain the West Coast mainline
from just north of Wigan to just
north of Lancaster. Threats
against our reps have become
two-a-penny since rail mainte-
nance was privatised in April
1996.

Safety checks

My bosses recently lost an
Industrial Tribunal case after
they tried to prevent me attend-
ing a Health and Safety course.
They are also trying to prevent
me carrying out 3-monthly safety
inspections, despite warnings
that they may be about to break
the law. They have arbitrarily
changed the way track patrols to
detect faults are done, despite
protests.

Southall, Paddington, Watford,
Wansford Junction: just four
“accidents” among many in
recent years. So far the privatised
companies have been lucky -
even if the victims haven’t. But
now the game is up.

Anyone with any decency or
intelligence is now clear: privati-
sation compromises the safety of
staff and travelling public.

At such a moment, Railtrack plc
and its cronies in the 100-plus
contracted companies are vulner-
able. A recent Guardian poll
showed 70 per cent of people
wanting renationalisation. Yet
Transport Minister Prescott
seems to be allowing the cowboys
to buy time until the outrage
blows over.

Almost everyone agrees on renationalisation apart from Blair

Obviously Mr Prescott is seri-
ous about partnership (even. if
very few others are) with the likes
of Jarvis, whose shares rose 29p
in the wake of the Paddington
crash — at the prospect of getting
a lion’s share of the repair con-
tract no doubt.

What credibility can honest
members of the Labour Party and
trade union movement retain in
the face of such inertia — indeed
we may even say of betrayal of
confidence?

Companies like Tarmac, which
got involved in the Tory rail sell-
off in order to make a qulck
killing, have also got involved in
a situation where they may con-
tribute to real killings. This firm
is not exactly a by-word for safety
outside the railways.

Recent statistics show that it
has had to pay out more in com-
pensation because of workers
killed or injured in its service
than have other companies of the
same type. This is not a record to
inspire confidence from staff or
passengers.

Rail’s crisis is not unique how-
ever. The RMT is still handling
the terrible sea disaster which
befell 44 of our members on the
bulk carrier MV Derbyshire in
the Thatcherite 1980s.

We must not lose “the big pic-

ture”. The dogmatic drive for
profit at any price proceeds apace
worldwide.

Yet terrible as the disasters are,
the transport crisis presents
socialists, and especially Marx-
ists, with one of our greatest ever
opportunmes The prlvatlsauon
of rail was in the 1980s an inte-
gral part of the Ridley strategy
devised by monopoly capital in
the late seventies.

Competition

The hidden agenda was to nul-
lify or reduce any form of compe-
tition to the dominant
international car and petroleum
manufacturing industries. It is
not for nothing that Mrs
Thatcher trumpeted the “great
car-owning economy”. To her,
the world had to be made safe for
the car-petrol combines and their
hangers-on.

Yet now road gridlock and air
pollutlon are leading to global
warming, and many other prob-
lems have paralysed this hidden
agenda. Millions have got wise to
it all. Thus the manifestly avoid-
able disasters on the railways as
well as the carnage on the roads
and at sea become weapons in our
armories against our class ene-
mies.

In Volume One of Capital Karl
Marx puts his finger on the prob-

lems we still face today:

“Note 55: Reynolds Newspaper
21 Jan 1866: Every week this
same paper brings a whole list of
fresh railway catastrophes under
the sensational heading of “Fear-
ful and Fatal ccidents”
“Appalling Tragedies”, etc.”

And further “in London three
railwaymen — a guard, an engine
driver and a signal man are up
before a coroner’s jury. A tremen-
dous railway accident has
despatched hundreds of passen-
gers into the next world.

“The negligence of the railway
workers is the cause of the mis-
fortune. They declare with one
voice before the jury that ten or
twelve years before, their labour
lasted only 8 hours a day.

“During the last five or six
years, they say, it has been
screwed up to 14,18,29 hours, and
when the pressure of holiday
travellers is especially severe
when excursion trains are put on,
their labour often lasts for 40 or
50 hours without a break. They
are ordinary men, not Cyclops.
At a certain point, their labour
power ran out. Torpor seized
them. Their brains stopped
thinking, their eyes stopped see-
ing.

“The thoroughly ‘respectable
British Juryman’ replied with a
verdict that sent them to the
Assizes on a charge of
manslaughter; in a mild rider the
jury expressed the pious hope
that the capitalist railway mag-
nates would in future be more
extravagant in the necessary
number of ‘labour powers’ and
more ‘abstemious’, more ‘self-
denying’, more ‘thrifty’ in the
extortion of paid labour power”.

Does this sound familiar? The
“capltalxst railway magnates” are
back again today. They cut staff,
connive at increasing hours
worked, cut corners to meet ‘tar-
gets’ and impress their share-
holders. And they do it with an
‘acceptable risk’ also — risk to oth-
ers, not themselves.

It is our task now to stop them,
forever. We workers must take
everything from them — without
compensation — and run things
right for the benefit of everyone.

Guards’ safety dispute - it's
time for the RMT to lead action

For three weeks the RMT
dithered. Despite attempts by
some Executive members to have
the issues discussed, the Rail
union failed to act to defend
Guards under threat from
changes in rail safety rules. Now
the rank and file RMT Train
Crew Grades Conference has
been recalled. It must be allowed
to plot a firm course of action to
defend its members.

In October, the courts decided
to ban the national strike called
by the RMT.

This was an attack not just on
RMT Guards but on the Union
and the whole trade union move-
ment.

Instead of launching a cam-
paign to defend the grade and to
oppose this use of the anti-union
laws the RMT leadership waited,
ostensibly for the full written
decision of the judge. In fact, it is

clear that Vernon Hince, the
RMT officer in charge, wanted to
ensure that the heat went out of
the dispute.

This has been his approach all
along. But like many of the other
false starts in this campaign the
membership has had other ideas.
Pressure from Branches has
forced the Executive to recall the
rank and file Grades Conference.

The Conference should be
allowed to discuss how we could
rebuild our campaign, what new
demands can be made and how a
resolution of our dispute can be
had with each individual train

operating company.

In particular we should be
launching an offensive to
demand guarantees from every
TOC that a full primary safety
role for Guards be maintained,
whatever the Rule Book says.

Failure to produce the appro-

priate guarantees should immedi-
ately lead to reopening the strike
ballot process with each TOC
separately.

This time round we should be
preparing in advance to refuse to
accept that judges have any right
to overturn democratic decisions
to take action.

It is time the Union leadershi
took heed of RMT Annual Gen-
eral Meeting decisions and stood
up for the membership irrespec-
tive of the legal framework.

From Tolpuddle onwards it has
always been necessary to refuse to
accept unjust laws.

In the context of the Ladbroke
Grove tragedy it is vital that the
RMT is seen to be leading the
fight for rail safety and it is
absurd that the TOCs have been
able to posture as defending
safety rules against union restric-
tive practices.

As part of the Guards safety
campaign the RMT should
launch a people s tribunal on rail
safety, in comunctxon with the
other rail unions if possible, with
key independent working class
representatives sitting in judge-
ment on the state of the railways,
to which rail workers and others
can give evidence.

Official government Inquiries
may be underway but only an
independent workers’ enquiry
can truly get to the heart of the
problem.

Privatisation has been able to
eat away at the jobs and condi-
tions of rail workers. The Train
Crew grades have shown they can
defend themselves better than
most, but now face a serious
threat.

The strength of feeling is out
there — the RMT must be pre-
pared to give a clear lead.




" Time for unions

new rights to union recogaition in the work-
place: but they are now in the past.

Union chiefs are already struggling to jus-
tify Labour’s support for privatisation of Air
Traffic Control and the London Under-
ground, the costly nonsense of the Private
Finance Initiative in the NHS and education,

But ministers are sticking up two fingers —

. the cash starvation of key public services,
Brown’s insulting 75p per week increase for
pensicners, the imposition of student fees —
and a host of other unacceptable measures.

- New Labour

F ANYONE still cherished the illusion
that the New Labour government was
merely biding its time or playing its
hand cautiously before moving to radi-
cal, progressive reforms, Gordon
Brown’s vicious “Pre Budget” and the right
wing package of legislation in the Queen’s
Speech should have put them straight.

Clearly what distinguishes this government
from previous right wing Labour govern-
ments is the extent to which it is fully com-
mitted to using its massive majority to
implement what until recently was seen as a
Tory agenda.

Sat on a war-chest variously estimated at
between £7 billion and £20 billion of govern-
ment surplus, Brown has decided to leave the
NHS and other public services to struggle.
His one gesture towards the poorest pension-
ers was the proposal for free TV licenses for
pensioners aged over 75 — who are already
losing the equivalent of £25 per week as a
result of the Tory government’s decision to
link pensions to prices rather than average
wages.

The claimed “fairness” consists in even-
handed cuts — on the one hand cutting taxes
on big business and the rich, on the other
cutting the value of pensions, axing the stu-
dent grants and slashing benefits for the poor
and disabled.

New Labour has outstripped the Tories in
devising new ways and more draconian regu-
lation to press-gang the unemployed -
including single parents and people with dis-
abilities — into low-paid jobs or laughable
“training” schemes: but there is more to
come.

Brown chose his pre-Budget speech to sug-
gest that unemployed people suspected of
“moonlighting” may be called upon to sign
on-every day for their benefit.

Of course there is no sign of any compara-
ble enthusiasm to get tough with high-flying
tax-evaders who as company directors and
top bosses defraud the Inland Revenue of
hundreds of millions each year.

As Guardian economics editor Larry Elliott
pointed out, Brown’s statement was “heavy
on enterprise and light on fairness”.

e went on: “In political terms,

the aim seems to be to turn

Labour into a British version of

the [US] Democrats,

unashamedly pro-business. but
leavened by redistribution and the promise
of full employment.”

It was no accident that Brown’s announce-
ment of £100m worth of tax breaks for the
wealthiest company bosses came within
hours of the government ruthlessly forcing
through its brutal cuts in incapacity benefit,
slashing back payments for disabled people
with income as low as £4,250 a year (£85 per
week) — cuts from which previous Tory gov-
ernments had recoiled.

But New Labour is seeking other, perhaps
even more Dickensian; ways to “get tough”
with the poor. Jack Straw’s savage application
of the new Asylum laws will further impov-
erish refugees, while new jails are being built
to bang up even more asylum seekers.

One plan unveiled in the Queen’s Speech
was that unemployed offenders who fail to
comply with community sentences could
have their benefits cut for four weeks —a
knee-jerk policy which could simply push
them back into crime.

And ministers have kow-towed to reac-
tionary public prejudice against people with
mental illness: trading on stereotype views of
mental illness sufferers as potentially danger-
ous and violent, Health Secretary Alan Mil-
burn plans to change the Mental Health Act
to enable the compulsory treatment of

and demanding even more.
Make no mistake: union bureaucrats are
still key to Blair’s control of the Labour

patients in the community, offering no guar-
antees of patients rights.

Few of Labour’s right wing policies are bal-
anced by even a hint of liberalism or progres-
sive reform: the much-vaunted Freedom of
Information Bill is so restricted in applica-
tion that it has generated a storm of hostile
comment from campaigners.

Police powers are to be further increased
with a new anti-terrorism bill, while even the
police are wary of Jack Straw’s plan for them
to carry out mandatory drugs tests on all
500,000 people arrested each year. The right
to trial by jury will also be curtailed — and it
doesn’t take a genius to work out whether
this will have most effect on richer or poorer
defendants.

The only gestures towards a more liberal
regime are in the proposal to reduce the age
of consent for gay sex to 16 and the long-
awaited abolition of Section 28.

Whether it be on matters of economic or
social policy, the government’s drift is con-
sistent — it has stepped into the shoes and
taken on the mantle of the Tories, adorned
(as is “one nation” Toryism) with the empty
rhetoric of “partnership”, and “social jus-
tice”. .

Since it came to office, New Labour has
openly set out to establish itself as the natu-
ral party for big business.

While brazenly stealing many traditionally
Tory policies, Blair and Brown have been

able to exploit
the demoralisa-
tion and disori-
entation of the
Tory Party.

Tory weakness
has been com-

pounded by
William Hague’s
increasingly

extreme line of
opposition to the §
Euro, which iso-
lates the Conser-
vatives from key
sections of their
former business

backers.
But Labour’s [
arrogant  disre-

gard for the aspirations of its core supporters
also rests on demoralisation and disorienta-
tion in another quarter.

The trade union leaders, whose political
funds bankrolled Blair and whose block votes
helped him seize control of the party, scrap
Clause 4 and push through his abolition of
internal democracy, have done nothing to
protest as New Labour turns its back on
unions and union members.

A few scraps have been contemptuously
thrown in their direction — the minimum
wage (albeit at a pitiful level), the minimal
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Party.
Predictions that the
electoral college voting
on the London mayor
may possibly turn up a
victory for Dobson
1 rely on the determina-
tion of union bosses to
suppress democracy in
their own ranks -
whether (as in the
Welsh Assembly
stitch-up, with such
disastrous conse-
quences) by casting old
fashioned block votes
as directed by Mill-
bank, or, as with MSE
1 conniving to ensure
that their members’
§] votes are excluded.
1 If New Labour is
.#%| allowed to press ahead
4 towards Blair’s goal of
a US-style Democratic
Party, the union lead-
ers will - by commission or omission — have
played the crucial role in politically gagging
the organisations they claim to represent.
They must be challenged at every level.
With the London mayoral battle as a touch-
stone for many Labour activists across the
country and the politics of New Labour
increasingly exposed, the coming year must
be a time for the left to redouble its effort to
stop the rot, build the fight, and organise a
systematic challenge to the politics of
Blairism wherever they can be found.

Ao on 18

Millbank creates
another fine mess

THE SAGA of the first ever con-
test for London Mayor is reaching
epic proportions. Ken Livingstone
has finally made it onto the short-
list but the deadline for Labour’s
electoral college has been
extended until February — almost
tripping over the election itself.

Even the Tories, forced to rerun
their contest after Archer’s with-
drawal over yet more sleaze will
have selected their second candi-
date before New Labour has cho-
sen its first.

Tony Blair launched a vitriolic —
and at times almost incoherent —
attack on Livingstone just after the
shortlist was agreed. Despite their
best endeavours to vilify Living-
stone and his record at the GLC,
the London electorate refuse to
be dissuaded from supporting a
candidate who opposes Tube pri-
vatisation.

It is this popular support — and
the clear indication from the polls
that it would be maintained even

~if Livingstone were to stand as an
independent — that forced the
Blairites to concede him a place
on the shortlist.

Of course they dressed it up —
claiming that chivalrous Dobson
had insisted that Ken should be
allowed on. Well, of course he did

& - but why? Precisely because he
would have looked completely
foolish .if Livingstone had been
excluded, stood as an indepen-
dent and won.

At this point, the outcome of the
electoral college itself is not clear.
Millbank clearly think they need
more time to win. On the other
hand on the lengthened timetable,
it may be more difficult for them
to keep up the exclusion of key

trade unions — for not paying 1998

subscriptions in time.

Nor does their cry that they
want to focus the discussion on
policies ring very true. They are
not winning the key battle on
transport — and even if the mem-
ory of Paddington fades a little it is
difficult to see what further
manoeuvres they can try to win
further ground here.

They can't try to use the Gen-
eral Election manifesto which is
broad enough to encompass Liv-
ingstone’s suggested — and Lon-
don'’s preferred option.

Margaret Hodge's attack on Liv-
ingstone for tokenism in his poli-
cies for women rings more than a
little hollow from the woman who
single handedly demolished nurs-
ery provision in Islington when
she was council leader — while
herself hiring a nanny.

The Labour loyalists led by
Michael Cashman, have tried a
clumsy attempt to pin the blame
on Livingstone for the introduc-
tion of Section 28, saying that it
was his “extremism” that led the
Tories to introduce this legislation.
But this seems instead to have
reminded many lesbians and gay

Milbank’s skillful repackaging of
Frank Dobson has already begun
men that Livingstone was pre-
pared to support them when few
others — and certainly not the
party leadership — were.

From this point of view, not to
mention the sickening and repres-
sive statements on crime coming
from the front bench, and with
the tube as the number one issue,
it is wrong of Livingstone to sug-
gest that there are no differences
with the leadership on any other
matters.

Further, his written submission
to the reconvened panel on
November 18, was like too many
of his previous statements,
ambivalent — in this case about

what he meant by saying he
would stand on the Manifesto
agreed by the Labour Party.

Of course it is right that there
needs to be a major battle over
that manifesto; that Labour Party
members and trade union levy

‘payers in London should be

demanding the widest possible
consultation — and the extension
of the deadline to allow maximum
possible debate.

But the lesson of Blair’s leader-
ship indicates that while the left
have been successful sometimes in
having our people elected we
have not succeeded — even when
we have a majority at the base —
in imposing our policies.

And given that this issue will go
to a Policy Forum on which the
Blairites have a clear majority it
seems unlikely that this could be
any different.

In this context it is important
that those who were making plans
to stand socialist candidates for
the Assembly election continue to
do so.

Of course this must go hand in
hand with the key task of mobilis-
ing the biggest possible vote for
Livingstone within the electoral”
college. And of course we must
also fight to ensure that responses
to the consultation on the Mani-
festo take a clear line opposed to
PFI/PPP as well as arguing for pro-

- gressive policies throughout.
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Home news/ Scotland

crisis looms

for cash-

strapped

NHS

Harry

Sloan

Unlike Frank Dobson, new Health Secretary Alan Milburn
doesn’t even look like Father Christmas: and health workers
know to their cost that he does not come bearing gifts.
Estimates vary on the exact size of the growing mountain of
cash deficits confronting NHS Trusts and health authorities. A
recent poll by NHS financial managers conservatively estimated
that — partly under the impact of pay pressures, millennium
costs and the European working time directive — the national

shortfall could be £200 million.

This appeared suspiciously low when compared with a survey
by London Health Emergency of fewer than half of the capital’s

Trusts, which revealed deficits of £62m — sug-
gesting that the capital's NHS alone is over
£100m in the red — and the revelation that
one London health authority, Merton, Sutton
& Wandsworth is closing wards as it struggles
with a £20m deficit:

Stephen Thornton of the NHS Confedera-
tion representing Trusts and health authorities
guessed that the eventual figure may be as
high as £400m, while the Guardian headlined
a warning of a £1 billion deficit by next April.

However large the shortfall, the pressures
are mounting as the NHS — with staff and ser-
vices stretched to the limit — heads into the
winter period which traditionally brings a
peak in demand for emergency admissions.

After years of bed cuts, more beds have
already begun to close through a combination
of cash problems and staff shortages. When
the first cold night of the autumn struck early
in October, hospitals in many parts of the
country immediately ran out of beds to admit
emergency patients.

Even the usually Millbank-friendly Guardian
has strayed “off message” to urge Labour to
come up with another winter emergency
package of extra cash to avert embarrassing
problems in the NHS.

Milburn has tried to shrug off the cash crisis:

but he faces a massive credibility gap not only
with health workers and the wider public, but
even with NHS chiefs.

A recent opinion poll of over 200 NHS
managers for the Health Service Journal found
that three quarters of them did not expect to
get the resources, staff or training they
require to deliver the growing list of govern-
ment “priorities”.

The poll also revealed a dramatic contrast
between their priorities as NHS managers,
and what they perceived to be government
priorities: for example 77% of managers
thought staff shortages to be a major issue,
but only 23% of them thought ministers had
the same view.

Perhaps the most ridiculous contrast is
between the tiny handful (7%) of managers
who regard the government’s much-touted
“NHS Direct” phone advice line as important,
compared with the 63% who recognise that
it is a service avidly promoted by ministers at
every opportunity.

There are also signs that the interests of
GPs seeking to balance the books of the
newly-created Primary Care Groups can run
sharply counter to those of NHS hospital
Trusts, and potentially threaten their financial
viability.

And as cash pressures mount, with PCGs
running into deficit on their drug budgets,
some GPs are openly debating economies
that would save money by prescribing sec-
ond-choice drugs for patients.

It didn’t have to be like this: the instant
access to cash for the Kosova bombing cam-
paign and rumours of a £12 billion Treasury
pre-election “war chest” are a reminder that
the government has choices — and the
resources — to pay the health workers, stop
the cuts and cut the waiting lists.

Isn’t it time the left turned up the heat to
help make them do so?

Stalingrad O'Neill

Over 400 socialists attended a
weekend of discussions organ-
ised by the Scottish Socialist
Party on November 6-7. The
conference attracted a wide spec-
trum of the left.in Scotland, not
just SSP members, but also
Labour, SNP and unaligned.
The range of speakers was very
impressive and reflects the

‘increasing standing the SSP

holds within Scotland and by
repute internationally.

The weekend itself comprised
a series of plenary sessions and
workshop discussions which
began to explore in detail
responses to some of the com-
plex issues facing Scottish social-
ists and trade unionists.

Everyone I spoke to agreed that
the conference had been a suc-
cess and had helped consolidate
the leading role of the SSP
within the Scottish left.

The weekend was the first
major discussion forum of the
SSP since the Scottish and Euro-
pean Elections. The first session
on Friday was a rally with
Tommy Sheridan MSP, Dennis
Canavan MSPE Margo Macdon-
ald SNP MSP the Anwar Chokar
Family Justice Campaign and

others. This was followed on Sat- -

urday morning by a discussion
on Socialism & Nationalism
which included Labour MSP
John McAllion.

These sessions drove home the
point that in Scotland socialists
in different parties — SNB
Labour and SSP - have more in
common than divides them, and
that they can unite in common
cause on many issues inside as
well as outside Hollyrood.

John McAllion made the point
that the Cuban Revolution was
both nationalist and socialist.
The need was to build democ-
racy in Scotland. There were
socialists in the LP although not
in great numbers. The left was
defeated by an establishment
coup, not the voters.

Privatisation is not just a threat hanging over the London tube and air traffic
fighting new steps to privatise care of the elderly. Meanwhile the government has maintained its constipated silence in response to the
Royal Commission on long term care of the elderly, which recommended an end to means-tested charges for nursing care.

400 Scots debate at
Socialism 2000

real life after deselection

PR had given voters freedom to
vote for parties and candidates
they wanted: two- party politics
is finished. Socialists in the
Labour Party must fight now,
the argument to wait until after
the next General or Scottish
Election no longer applies.

If after 2 years of fighting the
leadership the left find they have
been defeated then they must
draw the lessons and leave. His
son is in the SSP

Several hours were spent in a
plenary and workshops on Ire-
land. Sinn Fein, the Socialist
Party, Women’s Coalition and
the Progressive Unionist Party
were on the platform, and Social-
ist Democracy also led a work-
shop. )

The largest workshop was led
by Billy Hutchison of the Pro-
gressive Unionist Party. It was
the first time many had had an
opportunity to discuss with the
PUP and many were interested
to hear how a current leader of

LN
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the UVF could
still claim to be
a socialist.

His hatred of
the leaders of
‘big house
Unionism’ was
clear, and he
expressed admi-
ration for and
claimed to have
copied methods
of community
organisation
from Sinn Fein,
to have his fam-
ily at integrated
schools and to
be promoting
anti  sectarian
and anti fascist
policies within
the PUP Many
questions
remain.

The issue of
PFI is critical in

Rallying the left: Dennis Canavan proves there can be Scotland. Edin-

burgh Royal

Infirmary (RIE)
has been “PFI’d”, and come
under enormous criticism not
least from the Scottish Parlia-
ment and the controller of
Audit.

Glasgow is about to enter a dis-
astrous PFI deal for all its
schools as well as effectively try-
ing to dispose of its stock of
100,000 houses. The SSP is
involved at community, trade
union and political level against
all PFI schemes and the UNI-
SON secretary from RIE and
others discussed approaches to
this.

Social Partnership schemes are
attempts to incorporate union
leaders and stewards into
restructuring proposals. Some
lessons on the effects and dan-
gers as well as limited successes
in opposing these were dis-
cussed, however further meet-
ings on both topics are necessary
and will be organised

The final session on the Satur-
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control. Birmingham campaigners are among those

day was on international social-
ism, and speakers included Ken
Coates, the Danish Red Green
Alliance and Alain Krivine of
the Ligue Communiste Revolu-
tionaire, French Section of the
Fourth International.

Ken Coates spoke of the need
to build a comprehensive peace
movement. He argued that a
cold war is restarting and we
need to start a movement across
Europe - hold a conference of the
left.

The Danish Red Green alliance
have S seats in a 179 seat parlia-
ment with similar votes to SSP
and Greens in Scotland but a
fairer PR system. They feel that
the EU cannot be reformed, it
must be dismantled and we
should work for a democratic
alternative of European coun-
tries co-operating together. We
should form an alliance to com-
bat Neo Liberalism.

Krivine was the best received
speaker of the day. He analysed
the state of the European left,
decline of European Social
Democracy, the failure (with
exceptions) of Communist par-
ties and the beginning of a
recomposition on the left with
space to build a broad party.

We need to co-ordinate - organ-
ising internationally is key task
facing revolutionaries, he
argued, to warm applause.

The final session on ‘do you

‘need to be Red to be Green’

reflects the fact that the SSP has
been active on anti motorway,
anti hunt, and anti GM foods
campaigns as well as local cam-
paigns against toxic dumps.

The Greens and the SSP essen-
tially agree on most issues
although there is a distinctly pro
science strand of some SSP
members. Discussions on GM
foods in particular are always
lively.

The conference closed with the
Internationale, with general
agreement that it had been a suc-
cess and a resolve to make the
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Hotline for Ken

Ken Livingstone's campaign for the Labour
nomination now has a central London
office:

Phone 020 74362702

Fax; 020 74367167

if you are a supporter of Ken Living-
stone’'s campaign and would hke«to heip
out don't hesitate to get in touch!

Ken Livingstone has quite
rightly made the future of Lon-
don Underground the foremost
issue of his Mayoral campaign.
The fight is now on to get a Lon-
don Labour Manifesto that
reflects the wishes of Londoners.

The catalogue of failings that
became the Ladbroke Grove dis-
aster has highlighted why Rail-
track cannot be allowed to take
over the tube.

The government’s Public Pri-
vate Partnership is, in the words
of the three rail unions united
campaign, Listen to London,
“an expensive folly that will fail
to meet the needs of Tube users”.
This is why 66 per cent of tube
users believe that the Under-
ground should be adequately
supported by public funding and
not given away to-private compa-
nies. N

It is hard to find out who actu-
ally supports tube privatisation,
. apart from Blair, Brown, Prescott

and the fat cats who will get the
cream of the profits. Even the
Parliamentary Transport Select
Committee, majority New
Labour, was forced to recognise,
“that the Treasury rules have
forced the adoption of PPP
which is rather a convoluted
compromise, when other finan-
cial solutions might have been
more effective.”

Which is a polite way of saying
that handing the tube over to
Railtrack and others will cost
over £8 billion more than merely
borrowing the money for invest-
ment directly. Throwing away all
this money does not even
remove the current uncertainty
over funding it was meant to
resolve.

#

But at least the service will
improve. No such luck. Whilst
the Select Committee has
warned that fares will have to
rise and service levels decrease to
pay for Railtrack’s profits, we
can already see Railtrack’s record
on the mainline railways. Delays
have risen, broken rails are up by
21 per cent, and other standards
of maintenance have fallen, lead-
ing to passenger complaints
reaching record levels. The only
thing that continues to improve
is the value of Railtrack shares.

At a recent hustings meecting
for the Mayoral candidate selec-
tion, organised by the rail
unions, Glenda Jackson tried to
defend the government position.
She at least had the bottle to turn
up whilst Frank Dobson hid
round the corner in “a private
meeting with supporters”. She
made two claims — firstly that
there was no other option for
raising investment, and secondly
that the tube was not being pri-
vatised at all.

On the first point it is true that
the government interpretation of
its own Treasury rules makes
other options impossible. But, of
course, it could always change its
rules. In fact, it has already done
so with the decision to issue
bonds to fund the Channel Tun-
nel Rail Link.

And the second point got a
clear response from the six hun-
dred tube workers. Whatever the
government says about who ulti-
mately owns the tube, their jobs
will be transferred to the private
sector. And the experience of
mainline rail workers shows
what will be in store for them - a
consistent drive to maximise

Listen to Lond
stop Tube sell

Andrew Wiard

profits by cutting wages, jobs
and conditions.

This is why the rail union lead-
ers campaign of polite lobbying
of the government has to be
combined with a more forthright
campaign based on the rank and
file tube workers themselves,
and why all socialists should be
supporting their Campaign
Against Tube Privatisation.
Clearly, the unions’ Listen to
London campaign is right to call
on the government to “think
again”. The determination of
Labour’s Manifesto for London
must be made a central part of

Tube workers have been saying it loud and clear for ages!

that campaign.

But it would be wrong to put all
our eggs in that basket. Even
were Ken Livingstone to be suc-
cessful in winning the Labour
nomination and even if London
Labour members vote to make a
halt to tube privatisation part of
their manifesto there is no guar-

‘antee that this will be be the

position that goes forward into
the election. Tube workers have
to maintain their independent
political campaigning and also
prepare for industrial action, if
necessary, to force the govern-
ment to back down.

MSF leaders step up their witch-hunt
against London left — and Livingstone

Terry Conway

ONE OF the manoeuvres in the
desperate battle to prevent Ken
Livingstone becoming Mayor of
London has been the debarring
of four unions from the electoral
college set up on October 12.

And, what a surprise, MSE
RMT, ASLEF and BECTU were
all thought likely to cast their
votes for Ken.

The exclusions were suppos-

“edly for late payment of affilia-
tion fees — a fair enough reason
you might think. Well certainly
that was what you were supposed
to believe: but the reality is a lit-
tle more complex.

‘Firstly it is absolutely common
practice for affiliation fees to be
paid late. In any event in the case
of MSE, by the time it was
excluded from the electoral col-
lege on October 21 both its 1998
(in July 1999) and 1999 (in Octo-
ber 1999) fees had been paid.
The cheque sent in July had not
been returned, and the union
had been treated in all others
ways as an affiliated union.

Secondly there is a complete
difference between the way indi-
vidual members have been
treated and the attitude taken to
trade union levy payers.

&. Margaret McDonagh, General
Secretary of the Labour Party,
wrote to CLP Secretaries
recently urging them to assist
the party in chasing up members
in subscription arrears and

John Harris

No votes for MSF: Roger Lyo
extending the deadline for doing
so until November 5.

She argued that this needed to
be done so that the widest num-
ber of members could have their
say. Indeed the electoral college
was treated as an opportunity to
get in back subscriptions -
including from 1998 — from indi-
vidual members.

This has rightly been taken up
by both the RMT and activists in
MSF to highlight the fact that
their exclusion should be over-
turned.

Within MSE the late payment
has been used in a despicable
way by General Secretary Roger
Lyons and the National Execu-
tive Committee to refuel their
long standing witch-hunt against
the left in London region.

The first most MSF members
knew about what was going on
was when their General Secre-
tary proclaimed in the media
that they had been deprived of

their -votes — not because of
unfair rules imposed by the
Labour Party, but incompetence
from Regional Council Secretary
Hugh McGrillen!

This public abuse continued
for days, and was followed by a
circular to the London member-
ship — probably costing around
£5000 - again denouncing lay
officers.

This was done without any
attempt either to find out the
real facts of the situation - or,
even more importantly to get
the votes back. For a union that
claims to have such influence
with the government and party,
the priorities were clear. Not to
defend the rights of members but
rather to attack the left.

Legal advice

In the meantime the London
Region Management Committee
of MSF had agreed to seek legal
advice as to whether the Labour
Party’s decision to exclude them
could be challenged. It was made
clear at the meeting that no
union funds would be used and
that at this stage no action be
taken.

After seeking a written opinion
from a barrister, it seemed to the
Regional Secretary that there
was a very strong likelihood that
the decision could be challenged
— but only if he acted quickly —
before ballot.papers were issued.

At this stage, after informal
consultations with as many peo-

ple as possible, he asked his
solicitors to write to the Labour
Party stating that the decision
should be rescinded .

At this point the MSF leader-
ship who had effectively been
silent for nearly two weeks
sprang into action — not to add
their weight to the plea to restore
democracy - but to throw further
vitriol on the head of McGrillen.

Despite the fact that written
assurances were given by both
Hugh and the Regional Presi-
dent, Susan Michie, that no
union funds were involved, the
National Executive Committee
on November 13 suspended the
three principal officers of the
Regional Council, froze its funds
and launched an investigation
into the preceding actions.

While they claim they want the
matter dealt with speedily it is
more than a little convenient
that all this may well mean that
the three suspended members
are ineligible to stand for office
at next year’s AGM.

London Regional Council of
MSF on November 20 over-
whelmingly passed a vote of con-
fidence in all its officers, called
for the suspensions to be lifted
and, most importantly called on
the NEC to concentrate on- get-
ting back the votes of our mem-
bers.

In the meantime, six individual
members are pursuing action in
the courts to see if the decision to
exclude can be overturned.







