faces.

Car workers have fought back befé — ;mdyt.heyy can ﬁghi back déain!

Nationalise
Rover & Fora!

IS

Vote Ken,
Vote LSA!

Editorial & p5

The government and the TUC who
have lectured us incessantly about
the value of “partnership” with big
business now have egg on their

BMW, which last summer was set
§ to screw over £120m from the

¢ > government as a bribe to keep

& 3 production at Rover’'s Longbridge

“ plant have decided to tear up all
the agreements they have signed
with ministers and with unions and
to pull out — axing tens of
thousands of jobs.

Their decision makes perfect sense
from the point of view of the free
market economy which Tony Blair
and co love so much. But the job

losses — and similar cuts
threatened by Ford
mean devastation for
the lives of workers.

Pleading will not change
their minds: only action
by trade unions — firm
action, designed to
prevent them carrying
through their asset-
stripping operation — can
prevent these cuts.
That’s why we say
Longbridge and other
threatened plants must
be occupied — with the
demand that they be
nationalised, without
compensation.

Feature: centre pages
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The privatisation of a city -

Leeds
for sale!

Bob Wood

Over the last few weeks,
Private Finance Initiative
(PFI) schemes worth more
than £200 million have been
announced in just one city -
Leeds.

As Leeds is in a similar
position to most other areas
of the country, the lessons of
developments here are
important for us all. Bob
Wood looks at the details and
the mounting local campaign
against the proposals

The investment of private
capital in education, health
and housing is expanding at
a surprisingly fast rate.

As far as education is con-
cerned, Leeds city council
has announced that a new
school is to be built under
PFI in the south of the city
in Morley, and two high
schools are to be either
rebuilt or completely refur-
bished. An additional four
primary schools will be
replaced under the scheme.

Which construction firm
will benefit from this £35
million programme will not
finally be decided until the
summer, but it will be either
Leeds-based John Mowlem
or London firm Laing
Hyder.

An earlier scheme involv-
ing a new building for
Cardinal Heenan High
School, costed at £12 m, is
due for completion by
September. In this case the
company benefiting from the
development is Jarvis.

In the housing sector, the
council is planning a £40-45
m PFI scheme involving the
repair and improvement of
the Swarcliffe estate in east
Leeds.

These council-based
schemes are dwarfed by pro-
posals, unveiled in late
March by Leeds Teaching
Hospitals NHS Trust for the
city’s  health  services,
amounting to a staggering
£140 million.

Almost £100 million of this
will be private finance. A
new cancer centre at St
James’s Hospital (£58 mil-
lion), and a new children’s
hospital at Leeds General
Infirmary (£19 million) are
proposed.

Other aspects of the
scheme include the revamp
of two wings at St James’s,
and the updating of two hos-
pitals in outlying areas as
“locality hospitals”.

Bed losses

Although new facilities
would be welcome in the city
this should not be at the cost
of the inevitable bed losses
that PFI entails.

It is the repercussions of
the recent Ofsted report on
Leeds Education Authority
which has produced the
biggest outcry. Following
Ofsted’s highly critical, and
almost certainly politically
motivated report, an unusual
alliance of councillors,
Labour Party activists and
trade unionists has united in
opposing the possible hiving
off of all or part of the LEA

to the private sector.

The awful example of
Islington, where from this
April education support ser-
vices will be supplied by a
Cambridge-based  private
company for the next seven
years, is uppermost in most
people’s minds.

The campaign against pri-

‘vatisation in Leeds really got

under way in early February
at a well-attended public
meeting called by an alliance
of public sector trade unions,
mainly UNISON local gov-
ernment and health
branches.

Labour MP for Leeds
North-west, Harold Best,
spoke about his experiences
as an apprentice electrician
working for a private firm
ripping off a public sector
contract, and made clear his
complete opposition to the
government’s privatisation
agenda.

He was joined on the plat-
form by Bob Crowe of the
RMT and Candy Udwin of
UNISON. This successful

meeting laid the groundwork
for a strong campaign in the

city.
The possibility of gaining
significant support from

local Labour Parties is real.
At the March meeting of the
normally supime Leeds
District Labour Party, where
any motions critical of new
Labour have been
monotonously ruled out of
order, opposition to privati-
sation was strongly argued.

Resistance

One motion called for the
city council to resist the pri-
vatisation of education ser-
vices by all means possible
while another opposed any
reduction in bed numbers as
a result of PFI in the health
service.

These and other anti-pri-
vatisation motions were
passed without dissent after
a debate which made the link
between the threat to the
LEA and the incursion of
private finance into schools,
hospitals and even Air

Traffic Control.

The deep unpopularity of
the government’s drive to
privatisation is evident from
every opinion poll on the
subject.

No respite

And yet the momentum is
maintained without respite.
Why are Blair and his team
so determined to open up
public services, especially
health and education, to the
private sector?

To those who like to divide
the world up into tidy com-
partments - local, national
and international, the
answer must come as a bit of
a surprise. For strangely
enough, the beginnings of
the answer can be found in
Seattle.

The US agenda for the
World Trade Organisation -
and the United States is as
usual backed to the hilt by its
British fawn - is to open up
across the world investment
opportunities in services for
American capital.

Potential markets in health
and education are in the
forefront of this drive to
open up markets for profit
across the globe.

The ultimate aim is to
reduce our schools and hos-
pitals to no more than local
branches of Education UK
plc or Health Inc, with head-
quarters in New York or
Chicago.

In Leeds the next step in
the campaign against this
international project will be
the annual May Day rally
and march through the city
centre on Saturday 29th
April.

This year the Trades
Council is organising the
rally, together with the
Leeds Campaign Against
Privatisation, with the slo-
gans — Free Education, Free
Health and Free Welfare -
No to Privatisation!

Perhaps it will be the
beginning of a successful
campaign to defend the wel-
fare state.

Vote for new leadership in civil service

PCS national elections:

vote Left Unity!

e

Darren Williams

Balloting will begin in ? for the
election of the National Executive
Committee of the Public and
Commercial Services union (PCS).
PCS’ 258,000 members work
mainly in the civil service, and
have faced massive attacks on
jobs, pay and conditions, under
New Labour as under the Tories.

The forthcoming elections, and
the conference that will follow in
May, are only the second chance
to hold their leadership to account
since the union was established in
March 1998, with a constitution
that stripped away many of the
democratic rights that members
enjoyed under its predecessor
unions, CPSA and PTC.

Members elect a National
Executive Committee consisting of
a president, four vice-presidents
and 40 ordinary members.

The last elections, two years ago,
delivered a majority for a coalition

of two right-wing groups, the (ex-
CPSA) Moderates and (ex-PTC)
Membership First.

These groups had presided over
a long series of defeats for civil
servants under the Tories, with
250,000 jobs lost through cut-
backs or privatisation, the intro-
duction of performance-related
pay and new management tech-
niques and the break-up of
national collective bargaining on
pay and conditions.

New Labour has stuck rigidly to
the Tories’ agenda — privatising
thousands of jobs in areas like the
Passport Agency and the
Department of National Savings,
and refusing to abandon perfor-
mance pay or to restore civil ser-
vice-wide pay and conditions.

The only difference is that its
policies have been given a sugar-
coatingsof ideological mystification,
in the form of the supposed ‘part-
nership’ between the Government

and departments on one side and
staff and their unions on the other.

The PCS leadership has enthusi-
astically endorsed this approach.
Whereas before 1997 its prede-
cessors attacked Tory policies but
did nothing to challenge them,
now it barely makes even muted
criticisms of what are essentially
the same policies.

It is currently celebrating the
apparent legitimation of this
approach by members, who have
recently voted to endorse a
national Partnership Agreement
between the Government and
unions.

Behind the warm words of this
document is a union commitment
not to challenge Government pol-
icy — whatever its impact on mem-
bers.

The 20% turnout in this ballot
suggests not enthusiasm for the
NEC’s approach, but a cynical
abstentionism prompted by the

§

increasing divergence between
members’ own experiences and the
pronouncements of their leaders.

It is essential to break through
members’ disaffection with the
union’s democratic processes, but
this can only be done if the left
demonstrates convincingly the link
between a change of political
leadership and the reversai of past
defeats in the workplace.

The main opposition to the
incumbent leadership is the Left
Unity group, which brings together
almost all socialist currents in the
union.

It contains many fine activists
who have fought determined cam-
paigns within their own depart-
ments, but it has not yet

succeeded in reaching beyond its
strongholds to provide a clear pro-
ject capable of winning all those
who oppose the right wing.

Two specific problems it faces
are the refusal of the centre-left
Unity group to agree a joint slate,
and its own expulsion of activists
in the Employment Service who
stood their own candidates in
departmenital elections, in opposi-
tion to Left Unity’s accommodation
to government policies.

But for all its weaknesses, Left
Unity is the only real alternative to
the right-wing at national level: ali
activists who want to see the back
of PCS’ current misleaders should
work hard, over the next month,
for a Left Unity victory.
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EDITORIAL

Livingstone leaves us
stuck with
plan B

NEW LABOUR continues to reel over Ken
Livingstone’s challenge to Frank Dobson
and the support he is receiving. Ken still has
a lead of 45% even after the initial wave of
support after he announced his candidacy
had subsided.

This is based on a widespread backlash
against the rightward march of Blairism and
Millbank manipulation. A Livingstone vic-
tory, which now seems unstoppable, will be
seen as a major blow against the control freak
tendency in Millbank and Blair’s right-wing
project.

But it is more than that. This candidacy has
the potential to change the landscape of
British politics and is welcomed by all those
who are frustrated and disappointed by New
Labour’s time in office. It is a situation with
huge potential for the left.

New Labour’s crisis stretches far beyond
London. They have abandoned their tradi-
tional supporters in favour of middle
England and big business. The effects of this
were felt in a series of election results over
the past year where the Labour vote collapsed
dramatically.

This, along with the Livingstone challenge,
has created a new political situation which
poses the possibility of a broad-based alter-
native to the left of Labour for the first time
in the post-war period.

In this Ken Livingstone carries with him
the aspirations of a very large number of peo-
ple who are looking for change and for an
alternative. This is true whether he recog-
nises it or not. Unfortunately he seems not
to recognise it, or has chosen not to do so.

It was clear that Ken had turned his back
on these supporters when he called on them
to stay inside the Labour Party, an appeal

which is in the direct interests of Millbank.
He has the view that he will get back into the
party himself at some point in the future.
This seems fanciful, but again it helps to hold
the line for the Blairites.

He also made it clear, as he declared his can-
didacy, that he will not form a new party.
While launching a new party immediately
would not have been the right thing to do, he
is not organising his base of support at all.
This wastes the enormous potential of his
move as well as depriving those who want to
work for him of a forum for political debate..

Instead Livingstone’s response to the mass
support he has received has been ever more
populism. He presents himself as “the best
man for the job” rather than as a political
alternative to new Labour.

But for socialists, Ken Livingstone as
mayor is not an end in itself. What is needed
is not Ken Livingstone standing as an inde-
pendent on a populist platform, but him
standing on a socialist platform. He should
have organised a socialist slate for the
Assembly to support his campaign for Mayor.

Only by doing this and organising his sup-
porters around a political alternative to new
Labour can the full potential of the current
situation be realised. And there is no doubt
that if he did so, even now, the response
would be huge. Not only would current
Labour Party members join him, but so
would others who have left in disgust at
Blair’s trajectory. Thousands who have voted
Labour in the past would become involved.

To turn his back on such a potential is a stab
in the back to all those who oppose new
Labour. It deprives the workers’ and social
movements of the real potential of the situa-
tion. It is a major climb-down for someone

Andrew Wiard

who has presented himself as a leader of the
left in various incarnations for over 20 years.

Given all of this, the London Socialist
Alliance (LLSA) has responded very positively
to the real dynamics underway. The LSA
gives full support to Ken Livingstone for
Mayor and is standing its own slate for the
Assembly.

This it takes the anti-Blairite dynamic of
the Livingstone campaign and fuses it with
the socialist perspective of the LSA. On the
ground, support for the LSA is broader than
anyone initially expected

The LSA has rightly continued to demand
that Ken Livingstone changes his mind. He
should stand on a socialist platform, with a
slate based on some form of democratic selec-
tion within the left and the wider labour and
trade union movement.

The LSA would give way, at any stage, to
such a slate. But it seems likely now that not
only will Livingstone not stand such a slate
but will in fact go it alone.

But it is not just Ken Livingstone who has
failed to rise to the challenge of building a
socialist alternative out of this situation. The
Labour left, and in particular the MPs, have
been in the best position to influence him in
the right direction. But they dramatically
failed to do so.

They seem to have lost the plot at the point
where the battle broke. Some left MPs have
gone further and are actively campaigning
for Dobson.

All this is creating great opportunities for
the LSA, and it is responding accordingly.
All those involved have a responsibility to
develop its potential to the full and to ensure
that the LSA continues after May 4.

But we have to be clear: positive as the LSA
campaign is, it is not the preferred option for
developing a fight back against Blairism.

It is sad that the person who was in the best
position to develop this dynamic — which is
in itself far bigger than him — has turned his
back on its potential.

Who’s cheering Brown?

GORDON BROWN's Budget
on March 21 tried to straddle
two stools, and wound up in

National Insurance,
which means that

free TV license
)} when they get to

danger of satisfying neither of
the contending interest
groups he wanted to keep
happy.

On the one hand, he was
determined to keep New
Labour’s big business “part-
ners” happy by handing out
even more cuts in business
taxes and avoiding any
increased taxes on top
salaries.

On the other, he has come
under pressure to funnel
some of his growing war-
chest of unspent tax surpluses
into welfare spending, to pla-
cate growing disaffection and
demoralisation among
Labour’s supporters and core
vote.

On the first objective he
broadly succeeded, with fur-
ther cuts in capital gains tax,
cuts in road tax on lorries,
and by maintaining Britain’s
astoundingly low levels of
employer National Insurance
contributions. Nor did he
antagonise the fat cats by lift-
ing the reactionary “cap” on

those earning / 75 years old.
£100,000 a year { y There have
pay no more NI been great fan-
than those on fares over
£22,000. _—Y  Brown’s
But many announce-
employers had ment of an

desperately hoped
for measures

that would bring -
down the value of
the pound and halt
the decimation of
manufacturing
industry: Brown,
like the ill-fated
Norman Lamont, =

clearly believes that in his
quest to squeeze out inflation
a growth of unemployment is
“a price worth paying”.

But as a giveaway Budget it
flopped for lack of sufficient
goodies being given away.

Children living in the most
dire levels of poverty in this
new millennium are given a
£4 weekly benefit, but pen-
sioners eking out an existence
on the miserable state pen-
sion haveto be content with
a miserly 75p increase, with a

extra £2 bil-
lion for the
NHS bud-
get this
year, and
10,000
J)extra
nurses to be
recruited.

But on closer examination
only £600m of this new
money has so far been passed
on to health authorities and
Trusts, with the remainder
tied up to be released only
subject to rigorous strings:
the 10,000 “extra” nurses
turn out to be the same
“extra” nurses as Frank
Dobson (remember him?)
promised to recruit last year.

On education, too, the
extra £1 billion promised is to
be used to ram through
Labour’s unpopular reforms,

with the first £300m allocated
directly to schools in a delib-
erate snub to elected local
education authorities.

Stop
Russia

For those on benefits, for
the long queues waiting for
affordable housing, for stu-
dents and staff in higher edu-
cation, and for the elderly
people dependent on dwin-
dling social services — now
facing another round of cuts
and increased charges — there
was barely even a mention.

Few workers will feel
inclined to celebrate the |p in
the pound tax cut handed to
them by a tight-fisted
Chancellor who is doing his
bit to make Britain a meaner,
harder place for the working
class.

As a bid to win back
Labour’s core vote it was a
half-hearted effort, and the
coming elections in May are
likely to register a vigorous
thumbs down from the elec-
torate, for whom only the
ludicrous, reactionary inepti-
tude of the Tory opposition
now acts as much of an
incentive to back New
Labour.

~ On April 19-20 the Russo-British Chamber of

2000

As Russian Premier Putin
is swept to Presidential
election victory on the
back of his barbarous war President Putin
against Chechnya, it is possible that he will
soon be visiting Britain.

Commerce have organised a major conference
Russia 2000 which is billed as the biggest
international business conference in Britain this
year. Speakers include Chubais, author of
voucher privatisation, Chernomyrdin, former
>rime Minister and now head of Russia’s gas

nonopoly, Zyuganov from the Russian

Communist Party, and ultra-right wing leader
Zhirinovsky.

The Campaign to Stop the War in Chechnya ns
calling a protest outside the Queen Elizabeth I
Conference Centre, Westminster, from 4.30-
8pm.on April 19 under the slogans:

* Stop Russia’s war in Chechnya, * Stop the |
Market Madness, * Stop Zhirinovsky.
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Labour Left
Briefing
ducks the
challenge

Veronica Fagan

In days when it is hard to find a single
Labour Party member, never mind voter,
who will even out their cross on a bit of
paper for Frank Dobson, it seems at first
sight strange that Labour Left Briefing
should fail to call for a vote for
Livingstone.

The current issue of the magazine con-
tains an editorial which ducks this key
issue — while it implies strong support for
Livingstone it does not argue that readers
should campaign or even vote for him .
Inside there are pages that rightly con-
demn the Millbank fix but fail to draw
political conclusions for the future.

Then there are a series of articles that
attack Livingstone for standing against
New Labour. There is a very positive article
from Mike Marqusee arguing for support
for the London Socialist Alliance, which
we reprint on p of this paper. But
Marqusee is clearly isolated in Briefing.

Chaos in action at a time when new
Labour is facing the biggest crisis in its
history. The roots of this lie in a series of
factors.

Some involved seriously underestimate
the particular nature of Blairism, seeing
new Labour’s betrayals as no different
from that of other right-wing Labour gov-
ernments.

For others it is impossible to conceive of
any political alternative to the Labour
Party. Still others feel that Blair has trans-
formed the party and won't be stopped
but have been thrown into confusion by
Livingstone’s demand that they stay in
new Labour and keep their heads down.

Whether Labour Left Briefing will survive
remains to be seen.

Trade unions
backing the London
Socialist Alliance

* Tower Hamlets Health Care UNISON
*East Finchley ASLEF *Hackney Joint
Borough Services Committee (TGWU,
GMB, UCATT, UNISON) elslington NUT
*Hackney NUT *Waterloo RMT
*Willesden RMT e London Fire & Civil
Defence Authority UNISON

* Hammersmith Metropolitan Line RMT
*Hackney & Tower Hamlets Benefits
Agency PCS *Holborn GMB *North &
North West London CWU e Lewisham
NUT

The following unions have
passed resolutions
supporting Livingstone:

B CWU West End Amalgamated branch
B CWU West London branch
B CWU North/North West London branch
B CWU South East London Postal
B CWU London Regional Political
Committee
M Islington UNISON branch
M RMT London District Council
B RMT Hammersmith & City Line branch
B ASLEF East Finchley branch
W MSF Wembley-Hendon 640 branch
B GMB Holborn branch

If you have further information please con-
tact Pete on 0207 624 0032 or
petfirmin@gn.apc.org

Molly Cooper

A m
RMT strike to defend Sarah

Safety before profit!

RMT train crew based at
Waterloo struck on Thursday
23rd March in defence of Sarah
Friday, sacked by South West
Trains, on trumped up charges,
for campaigning over rail safety.
Only a handful of scabs came to
work out of the one hundred and
eighty workers called out. Over
twenty members joined all day
picket lines outside the station.
Whilst services into Waterloo ran
with guards and drivers from
other depots SWT was forced to
cancel a significant number of ser-
vices.

Another strike day has been set
and the RMT is now to ballot all
train crew working for SWT. If
SWT refuse to reinstate Sarah
they face a series of strike days
which will totally shut down ser-
vices.

RMT members at Waterloo are
very angry at Sarah’s sacking.
They understand it is an attack on
all their conditions. And, despite
being forced to work on the
strike day, train crew at other
depots did what they could to
support us. Many refused to work
their rest days rather than cover

Waterloo jobs. A number of RMT
Branches have asked to be bal-
loted over their own grievances
and we are confident that we can
successfully extend the dispute.
Management have been shocked
by the level of support — a five to

_one vote for strike action. The

local manager is showing the
strain. On the eve of the first
strike he came into the guards
mess room shouting and swearing
at the workers there, only to have
to return half an hour later to
sheepishly apologise.

Support is pouring in. As well as

sizeable donations to our strike
fund from RMT Branches we have
also received significant support
from other union branches. MSF
London Region, teachers from
Ealing and various trades councils
are among the thirty or so organi-
sations who have responded in
the last two weeks. The regional
committee of the CGT from
northern France has sent a mes-
sage of support and faxed a letter
of protest to SWT (French rail
workers operate trains into
Waterloo from Lille).

Further messages of support and
donations are needed — to Sarah
Friday Reinstatement Campaign
¢/o 3 Blades House SEI| 5TW.
Fax to 020 7207 3781. (Cheques
made payable to “Waterloo
RMT")

UNISON policy stand will
make it hard for Dobbo

For the forthcoming mayoral
elections in london; -UNISON
has taken up its-own version
of the old John F Kennedy
guote “Ask not wehat your
country can do for you: ask
what you .can do.for your
country.”

instead of debating which
candidate they should
endorse, the union’s London
Affiliated. Political Fund has
voted with. no opposition to
demand of candidates where
they stand on UNISON’s
policies.

In place of the usual rubber
stamping ‘of whatever
candidate the Labour Party
sees fit to impose, which has
led to the union donating
£500 to an anti-union NHS
Trust boss running on
Labour's ‘slate for the Greater
London:Authority, UNISON
has. drawn up.a manifesto for
public services, and is inviting

“As the leading voice
for better public
services in the
capital, UNISON will
be campaigning for:
A new deal for NHS
staff

UNISON is not prepared to
stind by as waiting lists grow
and NHS staff remain under-
paid, undervalued and demor-
alised. We aim to make working
for the NHS a more attractive
proposition through the negotia-
tion of better terms and condi-

candidates to-declare. their
support for it.

This will -obviously be
extremely difficult for Frank
Dobson; since it contains
specific. opposition. to the
Private Finance Initiative
which he implemented while
Health Secretary, and the
privatisation-of the London
tube.

But it should be no problem
for Ken Livingstone, who is
already on record supporting
many of the key demands.
Other unions have also
shown interest in the
UNISON proposals which
offer a stark alternative to.the
policies of New Labour in
government.

Publication of the full text
has been delayed ~
apparently by interference
from UNISON officials ~ so
we carry the full details here.

tions of service and improve-
ments to your safety and well-
being at work.

Ending crisis
management and
under-funding in
local government

20 years of under-funding in
local government have created
excessive demands on the work-
force and a reliance on the
goodwill of staff rather than
properly funded services.
London UNISON campaigns
alongside many of our branches
against the continued privatisa-

tion and under-funding
of local authority ser-
vices.

Campaigning
for a living
wage of £5.00
per hour

London is one of the
world’s most expensive
cities to live in. And
workers’ salaries need
to reflect this. To put
an end to in-work
poverty, UNISON is
campaigning locally
and nationally for a

minimum wage of
£5.00 per hour and a
significant increase in
London Weighting.

Opposing the Private
Finance Initiative
(PFI)

As a means of funding health-
care and local government ser-
vices, the PFl is proving to be a
costly, profit-driven and unpopu-
lar quick fix solution, damaging
job security and public services
in the process. No wonder UNI-
SON and many other organisa-
tions want to see the tube kept
out of the private sector and are
united in campaigning for pub-
licly funded services and an end
to PFl and Public Private
Partnerships.

Tackling racism and
discrimination in our

services

Throughout the public services,
whether it be a matter of
employment or equal access 10
services, UNISON is solidly com-

Victim of pblice racism: UNISON member
Roger Sylvester died in north London.

mitted to fighting institutional
racism, sexism, homophobia
and all forms of discrimination.
With our record of support for
the Stephen Lawrence, Ricky
Reel and Roger Sylvester
Campaigns for Justice, UNISON
will continue to play a major
part in ensuring fighting discrim-
ination is a priority issue in all
the capital’s public services.

Affordable housing,
closer to work

The overheated housing market
and high rents mean that - even
for those on an average salary -
it is becoming impossible to live
and work in the capital. UNISON
is campaigning for the Mayor to
carry out a commitment to build
new affordable social housing
which is to be made available to
public sector workers - so the
choice to work in London is not
based solely on whether you
can afford to live here.

g -
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JOHN PILGER
(writer and TV
broadcaster)

“l SUPPORT the London
Socialist Alliance slate
because it's critical that
real socialists have our
backing. We have to stop
politics becoming some-
thing that is engineered
by Labour Party spin-
ners.”

KEN LOACH

(film director)
“ITS GREAT news that
London Socialist Alliance
candidates are standing.
Blair has taken manipula-
tion by Labour leaders to
new despicable depths,
dragging the wretched
Dobson in his wake. Now
at last there are people
who will stand up for
everyone who lives and
works in London.”

SUKHDEV
REEL, mother
of Ricky Reel

(speaking in support of
the London Socialist
Alliance)

“l SUPPORT any cause
that fights to ensure peo-
ple get justice.”

TARIQ ALI
(political
activist, writer
and TV broad-

caster)

“GIVEN THE catastrophe
New Labour has become
| think it is important to
have real socialists
standing in the London
election. | will be giving
my full support and back-
ing to the London
Socialist Alliance.”

As the London Socialist
Alliance election
campaign starts to hot
up we asked LSA
candidate GREG TUCKER
to give a personal view
of the campaign.

Thursda

Off to Notting Hill. After addressing
an RMT Branch a quick dash down
the road to an LSA public meeting.
The local candidate, Christine
Blower, is taking up issues affecting
the community.

Suresh Grover talks on police
racism. He has just come from a
meeting with Paul Boateng concern-
ing Satpal Ram. A typical LSA meet-
ing - as well as arranging local stalls
and leafleting, plans are made to
build local campaigns and take up
broader issues.

Friday

No meetings this evening — we are
allowed to rest occasionally. The
local paper, the South London Press,
has six separate articles favourably
mentioning the LSA and our candi-
dates.

Saturda

Out on our stall in Brixton. Every
week we get a better response. People
are signing up to work for the cam-
paign — over thirty this morning.
Donations are rolling in. Whilst
our stalls across London are getting
a good reception we get reports that

the Labour Party just cannot get its
members out to campaign at all.

Sunday

Over to Southall for another public
meeting. Sukdev Reel gives a mov-
ing speech about how the police
failed to deal with her son’s murder.
Local activists give their endorse-
ment to the LSA. Heckled by the
SLP - asking “How dare we support
Ken Livingstone?” The only effect
seems to be to increase the donations
supporters give at the end of the
meeting.

Monday

At the last minute I am asked to
speak at a meeting in Romford.
There are so many LSA meetings
going on, it is sometimes hard to
find enough candidates to go round.
Half the meeting is made up of
Labour Party members. A former
councillor explains how the Labour
council is attacking its workforce
and privatising services.

Tuesday

I have been invited to Tower
Hamlets UNISON to debate with
Labour. Twenty years ago I worked

there as a dustman, and was a mem-
ber of the NUPE branch.

The “dust” has now been privatised
— by the Labour candidate! In the
end he doesn’t show, and instead
they send someone who turns out to
be a Livingstone supporter.

His only argument is that we
should hang on in the Labour Party
because things might improve some
day. No one is convinced. One UNI-
SON member comes up afterwards.
to tell me, “I could never stand the
loony left — but somewhere along the
way I seem to have become one of
them!”

At the LSA organising meeting
that night it is clear that things are
going better than we expected all
across London, but we have set our-
selves a massive task. In the next
week we will be producing one and a
half million election addresses. We
have to raise the money to pay for

“them, and then get them delivered!

Wednesday

First a local meeting at Waterloo.
Plans are made to leaflet nearby
estates.

Theresa Bennett, the local candi-
date speaks and then rushes off to
join a demonstration against council
housing sell-offs in Southwark.

Mark Steel explains how he spoke
at a mass meeting of Crystal Palace
supporters with a positive response.
His campaign in Croydon is going
well — unlike Frank Dobson’s.

Last week there, twenty people had
turned up to an internal Labour
Party meeting to organise for
Dobbo: but eighteen declared they

supported Livingstone, leaving only
the local MP and Party Chair! Of the
eighteen most were happy to take
LSA literature.

Meet up with Theresa again at a
meeting to launch a Lambeth
Campaign to Defend Council
Housing. The Southwark demo was
a success. The Lambeth meeting is
packed with council tenants angry
about the threats being made by
Labour against their right to decent,
affordable housing.

Thursday

On strike at Waterloo. Our RMT -
Branch has endorsed the LSA and
we are pleased when LSA supporters.
join our picket line to help us give
out our RMT leaflets.

Despite having disrupted their
journeys into work most commuters
seem supportive. They understand
that it is South West Trains that is to
blame and support the LSA (and
RMT) demand for re-nationalisation
of the railways.

To round off a long day I get to
relax at an LSA fund-raising social
evening. Just wait until things get
really busy when the campaign
proper starts next month!

A real choice for Londoners

After twenty years
active membership
of the Labour Party
- including a stint
as editor of Labour
Left Briefing (LLB)
- Mike Marqusee
has left the Party
to campaign for
the London
Socialist Alliance.

FOR MANY years now, LLB
editorials have warned that
the changes imposed on the
Labour Party were creating a
‘crisis of representation’ in
British politics. The reality of
that crisis is now plain for
nearly all to see, not only in
the London elections, but in
the record of the New
Labour government.

In recent weeks this govern-
ment has launched reac-
tionary attacks on beggars in
the streets, people on bene-
fits and asylum seekers. It is
actively stripping away basic
democratic rights (including
trial by jury), channelling
wealth to the rich, extending
privatisation into transport
and education, and presiding
over an unprecedented col-
lapse in the NHS. Labour

stantial swathe of
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public opinion has
been travelling in

governments have done many
appalling things in the past,
but in its scale and nature, the
current regime’s systematic
opposition to the interests of
its electoral supporters is
something different, and
demands a different response
from socialjsts.

Over the Tast decade, while
the country’s political institu-
tions, including the Labour
Party, have been migrating
decisively to the right, a sub-

the opposite
direction. Up till
now, this sizeable
current of opin-
ion has lacked an
effective means
of expression at
the ballot box.
Hence, the popu-
lar support for
Ken Livingstone,
who (whether he
likes it or not),
represents to mil-
lions of people
the possibility of a
political alterna-
tive to the left of
New Labour.

Of course,
there is another
side to the Ken
groundswell: the
post-ideological anti-politics
of individual celebrity. Blair
and his friends always saw
elected big-city mayors as a
means of depoliticising the
electorate, and though events
in London have not gone
according to plan, the long-
term danger remains.

In this context, the left
needs to undertake two tasks
simultaneously. First, it should
campaign for Livingstone in

order to maximise the public
expression of discontent with
New Labour (something that
will strengthen the left both
inside and outside the party).
Second, it should try to inject
a left political agenda into that
campaign and the London
elections as a whole.

The most effective way to
do that is to take part in the
campaign organised by the
London Socialist Alliance,
which is building support for
Ken and for a left slate of
trades unionists, community
activists, and journalists for
the Greater London
Assembly.

The London elections are a
huge democratic exercise, in
some respects unprece-
dented in British history. To
offer no credible alternative
to the New Labour-Tory con-
sensus, to fail to send out an
intelligible message to the
London electorate, would be
a major failure of omission on
the part of socialists, and
would re-enforce the crisis of
representation.

If we continue to leave the
electoral field to others, the
beneficiaries of the reaction
against New Labour will be
the Lib-Dems, the SNP, Plaid
Cymru and, in the end, the
Tories and the far right.

Wherever electoral choice is
narrowed down, as it is in
Britain at the moment, the
rich benefit and the poor suf-
fer. Wherever the exercise of
the franchise becomes hollow
and ineffectual (as it would be
in London if the likes of Ken
and the LSA were absent
from the ballot), apathy and
cynicism flourish.

Dobson and the New
Labour slate have proudly
dubbed themselves the “pro-
police, pro-business” choice.
They are mounting a poi-
sonous “tough on crime,
tough on Ken” scare cam-
paign, scapegoating the poor,
dividing Londoners and play-
ing on fear and prejudice. The
LSA is working to oppose and
expose this campaign.

With the greatest respect
for those comrades who
believe, for perfectly hon-
ourable reasons, that it is
important to preserve their
party membership, | would
suggest that an abstention
from this particular public
contest is simply too high a
price to pay.

The LSA has put together a
strong list of candidates - Paul
Foot, Mark Steel, Greg
Tucker, Christine Blower, fim
Stanley, lan Page, Janine
Booth, among others - as well

as an impressive roster of
notable supporters, including
John Pilger, Mike Mansfield,
Sukhdev Reel, Imran Khan,
Suresh Grover, Paddy Joe Hill,
Ken Loach, Jeremy Hardy and
Ricky Tomlinson.

Through the media and at
scores of local meetings and
street stalls, it is making an
impact on public perceptions
of the coming elections. It is
also beginning to attract trade
union support, including
CWU, FBU and UNISON
branches.

. It will be easy for comrades
to catalogue the weaknesses
(some real, some imagined)
of the LSA, notably that the
principal, but by no means
the only, forces backing it are
the organised left groups.

But coming from LLB read-
ers, that would be a self-ful-
filling prophecy. The doors to
participation in the LSA are
wide open, and the candi-
dates’ list has not been
finalised.

The greater the number of
Labour left-wingers who join
the LSA campaign, the more
likely it is to prove effective,
electorally and politically, and
help us all begin to resolve
the crisis of representation.

(First published in Labour
Left Briefing)



The last few weeks
have seen the media
effort to foment
racist sentiments
against asylum
seekers - particularly
Roma - reach
unprecedented
depths.

While some of the
broadsheets have
begun to pull back at
little in response to
criticism from their
readership, they too
participated fully in the
initial phase.

Independent socialist
GRAHAM USHER was
so furious about these
developments that he
sent us the following
article.

THE BRITISH press is at it
again — attempting to whip
up a crude, racist backlash
with the latest in a series of
desperate ravings about asy-
lum seekers.

For example, on March 13,
the Birmingham FEvening
Mail followed up its double
page spread on “aggressive
beggars” three days before
with the headline: “Fury At
Asylum Handout!”.

On the same day the Daily
Mail, equally reliable for
reactionary rantings,
weighed in ‘with “£32,000 A
Year Asylum Seeker!” whilst
The Sun insisted that:
“Britain Has Had Enough”
as “Refugee Milks Us Of
£32,000 Per Year!”.

These lurid headlines were
all concerned with an
Algerian man and his large
family (eighteen), all of

are at it again!

whom fled their country of
origin fifteen months ago to
escape a civil war-type situa-
tion. The family now has two
council homes in inner
Birmingham.

Anyway £32,000 split eigh-
teen ways (£1,777 per person
per year) is hardly “luxury”
— any more than are mobile

New government, new Labour, same old racist hysteria

‘phones and satellite televi-
sion — another ludicrous
claim by the press!

Further the situation of the
man in question,
Mohammed Kinewa, is a
clear exception to the situa-
tion facing most asylum
seekers who, in Britain, nor-
mally face virtual intern-

ment in concentration camp-
type centres in Middlesex or
Oxfordshire. Others await
drawn-out hearings, fre-
quently surviving on little
more than £40 worth of food
tokens.

Diversion

It is always an easy option
to deflect attention away
from social issues such as
homelessness and the fact
that nearly three quarters of
a million homes currently
stand empty and neglected in
Britain.

Instead of focusing on this,
or unemployment, or
poverty, the media is satu-
rated with fanciful claims
that “Refugees are living in
luxury and milking us dry”.

To seize on this example, as
the racist tabloid press has
done, and try to make it out
as the norm, is as distorted as
it is despicable.

It is also important to point
out that, all too often, the
hypocritical British capital-
ist system and its political
rulers in the shape of Labour
and Tory governments
covertly (and sometimes not
so covertly) supporting
regimes that cause people to
flee for their lives in the first
place.

The same publications
which now Dberate one
Algerian family fleeing a life

threatening situation were
comparatively  restrained
when Margaret Thatcher
and other monsters were
recently “taking afternoon
tea” with Pinochet (a man
who headed a vicious South
American military dictator-
ship which violently over-
threw a democratically
elected, leftish government
in 1973 and is known to have
slaughtered tens of thou-
sands of its political oppo-
nents with the direct
connivance of the “demo-
cratic” USA and its shadowy
CIA).

Now Labour Home
Secretary Jack (“I hate
aggressive beggars”) Straw
has decided that the odious
Pinochet is “too sick” to face
extradition or a proper trial!

Owners

We should not take lectures
from a press which tells us
what its wealthy owners want
us to hear and read, not least
when The Sun and company
also rant on about “Gypsy
Spongers” and “Romanian
Spongers...begging and
building mansions on OUR
handouts”.

This is not informed or
objective journalism but
grossly oversimplified, dis-
torted and deeply xenopho-
bic trash, as is the hysteria
surrounding the supposedly

cist press ga“g

serious problem of “aggres-
sive begging”.
Fears

It is cynically designed to
home in on some of people’s
most basic fears when in the
streets.

Among those enlisted to
help whip up openly racist
sentiments among ordinary
working people and is the
bosses’ favourite trade
unionist — Kenneth Jackson
[I refuse to call him ‘Sir
Ken’] general secretary of the
Amalgamated Engineering
and Electrical Union (The
Sun, March 14).

This man is currently
retailing the tired old chau-
vinistic, anti-foreigner, semi-
racist rubbish so beloved of
old-guard trade union
bureaucrats, especially when
claiming to speak for the
‘labour heartlands.

Jackson does not object to
the real scandal: that finance
is free to roam the globe at
will in the search for higher
profits, while similar free-
dom of movement is denied
to labour — especially when
the worker has a black skin.

This is the reason for divi-
sive and racist immigration
controls: and these, like the
capitalist system which
breeds them, must be fought!

From Keir
Hardy to
Tony Blair

When the Labour Party
fought its first general election
its banners proclaimed

“VOTE for the LABOUR
PARTY the hope of the
WORKER.

“SOCIALISM — A system of
government that will make
poverty impossible”

Now, 100 years after that
historic meeting in
Farringdon, what have we
got? Not socialism but capital-
ism, apparently triumphant.
Why is this?

Labour has been in govern-
ment five times — in govern-
ment, but not in power.

Despite decisive majorities
in 1945 — and again in 1997, it
only tinkered with the capital-
ist system.

To Labour’s leadership,
from Ramsay MacDonald in
the 1920s to Attlee, Wilson,
Callaghan and Blair, what mat-

tered was the trappings of
ministerial office.

MacDonald openly betrayed
by not only entering but lead-
ing a so-called “national gov-
ernment”, which was actually
a Tory government.

MacDonald held the office
of Prime Minister, but it was
the Tories’ iron master,
Stanley Baldwin, who pulled
the strings.

George V approved of
MacDonald — and he enjoyed
risqué joke sessions with right
wing union leader Jimmy
Thomas. Elizabeth Il appar-
ently gets along very well
with Tony Blair.

Tony Blair has gone one bet-
ter than MacDonald, trans-
forming the Labour Party into
a more efficient Conservative
Party.

Someone in Millbank must
have slipped up. The
Centenary issue gf the New
Labour magazine quotes
Robert Browning’s poem The
Lost Leader (written against
Alfred Lord Tennyson when
he became Poet Laureate),

which was used to attack
MacDonald.

“Just for a handful of silver
he left us,

“Just for a riband to stick in
his coat”

Does it remind you of
someone — perhaps a little
more contemporary?

Banking mad

For the greater part of the
century, one of the major
planks in Labour’s platform
was the nationalisation of the
financial institutions, especially
the Bank of England.

Labour’s current Chancellor
of the Exchequer (what a
grand name for a Finance
Minister) has handed over
control of the nation’s
finances to the Governors of
the Bank of England — not a
worker amongst them!

The working class, in whose
interest the Labour Party was

iTony Blair and Ramsay aonald: both ond of “partnership”

founded, has very little reason
to celebrate its 100th birth-
day.

It now has to start all over
again to build a party — a real
socialist party — the only hope
for the workers.

In black and
white

In the days, no the years,
when the people of South
Africa were fighting against
apartheid, some of us tried to
explain that apartheid and
capitalism were intertwined,
that you could not get rid of
the one without the other.

We were derided, not least
by the Stalinists of the South
African Communist Party
(SACP) and even some who
owed allegiance to the Fourth
International.

When President de Klerk
proclaimed the end of

with employers

apartheid and the release of
Nelson Mandela, when the
ANC-led coalition was swept
into power with a huge
majority, they jeered — we
told you so! Who was right?

Addressing a meeting of the
in Queenstown, the SACP
regional chairperson, John
Kibi, called for parity pay for
all races in South Africa, say-
ing that blacks continued to
receive poorer wages than
other race groups.

“We live in a very rich and
happy land,” he said, “but we
know that it is a land of suf-
fering and starvation The fas-
cist (sic) government and its
friends abroad talk about the
wave of prosperity in South
Africa — prosperity for
whom?”

He failed to remind his audi-
ence that his party, the SACR
was an integral part of the
government which serves
owners, farmers, and foreign

investors.

White workers had also
benefited from the boom and
had been given a monopoly of
skilled jobs.... the masses of
non-whites, especially

Africans, have not benefited
at all from this so-called pros-
perity... the payment gaps
between black and white
miners were also widening...
annual African income was up
to 15 times less than annual
white income more and
more profit was being
squeezed out of cheap black
labour.

“The only solution was
equality in pay at all levels -
from management to work-

Sounds almost like socialism!

Tee bloody
hee, David

So now we know. New
Labour’s ministers are not
serious politicians but just a
bunch of stand-up comedians.

When David Blunkett told
the Labour Party Conference
“Watch my lips — no selective
education under a Labour
government — no selection by
examination or interview” he
was only joking.

When pre-1997 election
Labour leaders promised a
democratic Second Chamber
to replace the House of
Lords, or when Tony Blair
promised one-person-one
vote for the election of a can-
didate for London’s Mayor —
they were only joking.

What a laugh!







