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Dover tragedy as 58 more victims of |mm|grat|on

laws perish in sealed truck
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HOW DESPERATE must a person be to

~ pay an extortionate sum to climb into the

back of a sealed truck in sweltering heat
— in the hopes of finding a better life
thousands of miles from home?

The grisly discovery of 58 dead Chinese
immigrants in a lorry trailer at Dover
Docks underlines the extent to which the
tough anti-immigration laws imposed by
Labour and Tory governments benefit only
the gangsters and the racists.

The gangsters make thousands exploit-
ing the misery of desperate people,
promising to smuggle them illegally into
the heart of “fortress Europe” — and often
by exploiting them again when they
arrive, as cheap, illegal labour.

The racists rub their hands in glee as a
Labour government vies with the Tories to
slam the door harder on anyone wishing
to come here. They bay for more as

~ Straw and his ghastly Home Office crew

strip benefits from asylum seekers, leav-
ing them penniless with a pittance in
vouchers, and prepare to build yet more
immigration prisons.

The racists are baying for blood, and
now Labour has delivered it for them. But
already they are baying for more. There is
nothing progressive down this road.

By attempting to placate the racists,
Labour is playing with fire. Racist violence
is growing.

These vicious laws which fuel racism-
must be scrapped, or more helpless,

| harmless people will-lose their lives.in
& frantic efforts'to reach a country-they

misguidedly see as a beacon of freedom

@ Blood on Straw’s hands p2 @ Fighting racism p4
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LSA Conference marks

major step forward

Greg Tucker

The London  Socialist
Alliance conference on June
11 marked a positive move
forwards in the development
of the Alliance.

In the week before, seemed
as if it would be a bear gar-
den where all the negative
traits of the far-left would re-
emerge. But in a generally
good-humoured debate clear
decisions have been made
that will enable the LSA to
consolidate its position as

the focus for left organisation

in London.

That development was
highlighted in Tottenham,
with the LSA saving its
deposit and coming a clear
fourth in its first by-election.

It appears that the Socialist
Workers Party have accepted
that the LSA is not merely
an electoral convenience to
be opened and shut, as with
previous SWP “front” organ-

isations, whenever conve-

nient to them.

And despite their public
pronouncements, the Soc-
ialist Party have privately
recognised that the LSA can-
not be ignored or its effec-
tiveness undermined and
that, therefore, they have to
relate seriously towards it as
a factor in future planning of
election work.

The rest of the organised
left feels that this is an organ-
isation where their role will
be recognised and they can
play a real part. To this end
the number of groups affili-
ating has expanded, and

organisations that were hos-
tile during the election cam-
paign are now trying to build
bridges back to the LSA.
And independent individu-
als are being attracted.

The conference agreed a
series of concrete resolutions
mapping out campaigning
priorities for the LSA and a
structure to deliver on them.
The LSA is committed to
work around defence of asy-
lum seekers, against the pri-
vatisation of London
Underground, and joining
with anti-capitalists mobilis-
ing against the WTO summit
in Prague in September.

In each case this is tied to a
series of practical activities.
At the same time the LSA
will be taking forward the
campaigns it successfully
built during the GLA elec-
tions, on such issues as the
sell off of council housing.

Political funds

In a further development
the LLSA agreed to deepen its
trade union activity, particu-
larly in aiming to break the
bureaucratic monopoly on
the use of political funds. In
each area of work, despite the
problems that still exist, this
has opened up a new dia-
logue between existing left
groups and currents, which
has the potential for making
changes far beyond London.

The conference in deciding
a new structure pointed a
positive way forward to con-
solidating the LSA’s growth.
Whilst retaining a “party to

party” consensus system at -

the top, it also brought a
number of independent
activists into its steering
committee.

Despite initial reluctance
from the SWP it has been
possible to win a commit-

ment to building strong local

borough Socialist Alliances.
The conference has also
rejected the approach that
sees the Alliance as just an
electoral bloc, with areas of

London to be divided up

into fiefdoms of this or that
organisation.

The LSA is now beginning
to have a life independent of
its constituent parts.

The key to the future is
now to get two issues right.
On the one hand it is neces-
sary to decide on a medium
term electoral  strategy.
Whilst clearly wanting to
stand in appropriate by-elec-
tions, whether council or
parliamentary, the whole
issue of the general election
has to be discussed and

‘planned for properly.

Clearly the potential for an
England wide campaign
exists, but there are immense
practical difficulties which
need to be
notwithstanding a general
political debate about what
sort of seats would be fought,
and what attitude towards
Labour the Alliance should
take.

On the other hand the form
that local LSA groups take
must be sorted out in prac-
tice. You cannot have a

overcome,

purely electoral bloc that
only appears at by-elections
and general elections. Local
alliances need to be involved
in regular political cam-
paigning.

They also need to offer a
forum for political debate,
not to thrash out who is right
or wrong on some arcane
point of political theory, but
to involve its members in an
organic development of our
political programme.

Whilst some may believe
that such a structure will cut
across their own “party”
work, this is the only guaran-
tee that a healthy LSA can be
built.

Potential

Overall, on both these tests,
whilst not coming up with
all the answers, the LSA con-
ference did mark a step for-
ward and pointed to the
potential for a successful res-
olution of these debates.

This is why the Socialist
Party’s public view of the
conference (The Socialist, 16
June) is unhelpful. Privately,
leading members of the SP
ask that the rest of the left
not take these attacks too
seriously.

It seems that they are
mainly for the consumption
of their own membership
and contacts, to innoculate
them before coming into
contact with potentially con-
tagious forces. But neverthe-
less the SP line is extremely
negative.

They quite rightly point

out the past problems caused
by the SWP’s “frontism”.
But they find it impossible to
accept that the only way to
operate in a new united for-
mation is on an assumption
of trust.

Of course, it is entirely pos-
sible that the SWP will
revert to previous form.
Their members have cer-
tainly made mistakes over
the last few months. So safe-
guards are necessary. But a
united front where you
exclude everyone you don’t
agree with is hardly worthy
of its name.

The SP argues that the
structure of the LSA allows
no rights for local borough
alliances, and that they will
have no possibility to influ-
ence the direction of the
LSA.

In fact, the structure devel-
oped — a combination of rep-
resentatives of political
groups and a significant
number of independent
activists — is designed as an
interim measure to. best
allow the development of the
LSA at this stage.

It is clear that outside one
or two areas, to put borough

CWU rank and file moves left, and tells Labour ...

Privatisation? No thanks!

Marian Brain

The CWU conference held at
the beginning of June,
marked a shift to the left by
the rank and file workers.
This is a product of the
growing insecurity of BT
workers who are facing the
problems of rationalisation,
with the beginnings of falling

- profit rates.

in response, BT manage-
ment is trying to subcontract
parts out to other compa-
nies. 50,000 jobs are
potentially threatened with
the moves towards rationali-
sation.

The Post Office is facing
the beginnings of serious
inroads of finance capital, in
preparation for privatisation.
Stephen Byers (Trade and
Industry secretary)
announced when speaking
at the CWU conference, that
Royal Mail would be able to
borrow cash from money
markets. This, combined
with the moves by the EU
commissioners to open
competition to post over 50g
threatens 50,000 postal
jobs.

There is now a serious
attempt by the bosses gen-
erally to break the strikes of
postal workers. Martin

* Politely ignored: Byers

Stanley (postal industry reg-
ulator) caused uproar on the
conference floor when on
June 7 he announced that
private companies would be
brought in to deliver the
post.

If the postal regulators do
not pull back, this could lead
to a major showdown ,
between the postal section
of the CWU and the employ-
ers. '

Leading official John
Keggle narrowly avoided a
censure motion over a deal
which gave pdstal workers a
£38 increase in their basic
weekly wages, accomapnied
by a cut in overtime pay.

The conference agreed to
continue the fight against
privatisation of the post, and
to hold the Labour govern-
ment to account if it did this.
The resolution was as fol-
lows: - -

“This Conference instructs
the incoming National
Executive Council that the
threat of privatisation in full
or in part of the Postal
Industry remains a real one.
Conference therefore re-iter-
ates its policy to oppose pri-
vatisation of any part of our
industry.

“Conference further agrees
that should this or any future
Labour govemment imple-
ment such a programme,
then all support for the
Labour Party, financial and
moral, will be withdrawn
forthwith.”

This went to a card vote
with 148,356 votes for the
resolution and 107,178
against. The 1,400 dele-
gates also voted overwhelm-
ingly against a rise in the
political levy, which would
have raised more than
£200,000 for the Labour
Party to use in the General
Election — a further reflection
of the growing anger within
the union about a string of
government policies.

As Pete Boswell branch
secretary of Oxford branch
pointed out, to support the
increase would effectively
endorse the 75p a week rise
in pensions and £1000 a
year tuition fees.

General Secretary Derek

‘Hodgson and the CWU'’s

leadership had recom-
mended a levy increase, and
the decisive no vote followed
the speech by Stephen
Byers, which had been
received politely.

Hodgson started to rant.
“You gave him a round of
applause, and the minute he

turns his back you say you

don’t believe him!”
The CWU was the first

‘union to be asked to
~‘increase the levy and the

answer was a resounding
"ﬂO". .

Delegates also rapped the
treasurer David Norman for
his action against a branch,
which had backed Ken
Livingstone’s campaign for
London mayor and the
London Socialist Alliance.

As Mark'Dolan of London
North/North west said to
loud applause, “We make
the rules, not the general
treasurer”

The union also told the
‘Milbank tendency’ to dump

its plans to neutralise the
influence of unions and ordi-
nary members in the Labour
party. NEC member Dorothy
Burnett condemned the
21st Century Party docu-
ment and said that the
union would not stand for
any”watering down of union
influence in the party”.

@ There was also militancy
among telecom members.
UPSL, a Girobank subsidiary
of an American firm called
Unisys-is proposing to bring
in performance related pay.
Grace Mitchell (NEC mem-
ber) threatened strike action
if UPSL did not pull back.

Telecom members also
voted to oppose perfor-
mance related pay within BT.
The Conference overwhein-
ing rejected the use of self-
motivating teams. indeed
the executive were censured
for agreeing to conduct trials
of the scheme without con-
sulting the union’s member-
ship.

A resolution was unani-
mously passed rejecting pay-
ment by performance.
Branches on the telecom
side of the union understand
how management are trying
to bring in performance
related pay — and want noth-
ing to do with it.

Greg Tucker: all aboard the big red bus for left unity

representatives onto the cen-
tral steering committee will
just mean to increase the
number of SWP members on
the committee. Far from
broadening the democracy it
would merely increase the
impact- of the SWP. They
quite rightly rejected that
approach.

Only over time, with the
development of the borough
groups, will it be possible for
them to break free of the
local hegemony of one or
another organisation. Only
then would a full borough
based structure become pos-
sible.

Scargill

The SP argue that the con-
ference is trying to stifle
political expression, poten-
tially suffering “the same fate
as Arthur Scargill’s Socialist
Labour Party”, because the
SWP voted to ban parties
from selling their papers
while canvassing. This is
compared to proscriptions
inside the Labour Party.

They miss the point. If the
LSA is to develop, it has to
be seen as more important
than any of its constituent
parts. Maybe the stick was
bent too far, but indepen-
dents, not the SWP, wanted
to ensure that in going out to
campaign for the LSA they
weren’t just building support
for one or other organisation
in the alliance.

Weyman  Bennett in
Tottenham was the LSA can-
didate, not the SWP’s. As a
candidate he must be
accountable to the LSA, not
the SWP. Anything else will
hamper our growth.

Common project

It should not be a matter of
hiding one’s politics but of
building a common project.

All this makes the SP’s
position on the long-term
creation of a new mass party
of the working class seem
hollow at times. They rightly
attack the SWP for failing to
develop a strategy that goes
beyond seeing themselves as
the “party”.

But at every practical step
they balk at any move that
does not allow them to con-
centrate on building them-
selves as their first objective.

If the Socialist Alliance is
to develop, if we are to move
forward our objective of a
new mass party, an objective
which the ISG shares with
the SPB, then we have to allow
the organic development of
the LSA to continue.

In that way the stance of
the SWEP for all its faults, for
all its lack of a strategic
overview, was more posi-
tively in the direction of the
new mass party than the
paper positions taken by the
SP




oon after the horrendous

deaths of 58 Chinese

refugees, who suffocated to

an agonising end in a

sealed lorry from the con-
tinent, 7,000 people marched in
London to demand rights for asy-
lum seekers.

Many more have attended a series
of local meetings up and down the
country to protest against the racist
backlash from media and politi-
cians.

It is hard to imagine greater
hypocrisy than that of the politi-
cians who shed crocodile tears for
the 58 victims of the recent tragedy,
while proceeding to call for tighter
laws to deter asylum seekers. Jack
Straw said the episode should be “a
warning” to any other potential
asylum seeker.

It is precisely the existence of
these brutal, racist laws which has
created the booming trade in
human traffic, offering vast profits
to unscrupulous gangs who
promise to smuggle desperate peo-
ple through illegally.

With the issue now constantly in
the headlines as Labour and the
Tories each strive to seem more
hostile to refugees than the other
local campaigns are developing in
some areas and existing ones being
regenerated in others.

All this is vital, because what we
are facing is the greatest threat to
the right to asylum since the
Geneva convention was agreed in
1951.

Home Secretary Jack Straw has
gone so far as explicitly to propose
at the EU Interior and Justice
Ministers meeting in Lisbon ear-
lier in June that the Convention
itself should go, attempting to
cloak his reactionary stance in the
pathetic excuse that Geneva was
drafted before mass air travel and
was therefore not relevant today.
The reality is of course more sinis-
ter. -

In a world in which the free
movement of capital is seen as
sacred, the free movement of labour
is something different entirely.
Human beings, according to the
neo-liberal bible, are only allowed
to move when this is in the inter-
ests of profits — so alongside the
immigration clamp-down, bosses
scour the world for people with
skills which are in short supply, or
for which capital feels it is paying
too much. These skilled workers
are still encouraged to come over
here and shore up company prof-
its.. .

n reality most people who
leave their country of origin
flee to other poor countries -
that is where the greatest
number of refugees end up on
either a short or long term basis.

Those places already impover-
ished by the ravages of the World
Bank and the IMF somehow man-
age to find resources to deal with
what may be a sudden influx of
people fleeing war or natural disas-
ter.

If these refugees receive any
financial or material support from
international agencies at all, it only
for the brief time that the media is

present and is far from sufficient to
cover what is spent — let alone what
is needed. But you would never
know any of this from what the
Western media say.

This situation has been further
exacerbated by tougher immigra-
tion restrictions imposed by
wealthy nations. The crackdown in
Fortress Europe is mirrored by
higher barriers in the United State,
Australia and elsewhere.

In February this year, junior
Home Office Minister Barbara
Roche was party to a scandalous
development at the Lome
Convention, in which African,
Caribbean and Pacific countries
(ACPs) were bribed into signing an
agreement which will force them
into accepting “stateless persons,
nationals of other countries and
anyone deemed to have entered the
European Union illegally.”

stensibly the conven-
tion centred on the
signing of an £8.5 bil-
lion trade agreement
between the European
Union and the ACPs - but tough
clauses had been smuggled into the
text without consultation with the
ACPs who felt they had no choice

Some Chinese are welcome, apparently, but not others (Guardian May 17). (right) Jack Straw on an excursion to meet black peoplein Brick Lane

but to agree to it.

None of this had been debated in
the European Parliament or in any
of the national states. Nor has it
been debated since.

These developments highlight
the importance of campaigning on
these issues on an international
basis — which is why initiatives
such as the September conference
on Barbed Wire Europe called by
the Close Campsfield campaign
(see page 6) are so important.

To fight Straw’s challenge to the
Geneva convention, we must recog-
nise that it is a part of a broader
onslaught.

Other issues also need to be
raised. We need to fight against the
outrageous measures already in
place such as the voucher system
which keep asylum seekers penni-
less and dependent, and the gov-
ernment’s developing plans to dis-
perse them around the country.

We need to support the existing
campaigns against detention cen-
tres like Campsfield, and move into
action when plans come through —
as is very likely — to open new ones
or expand existing centres.

The UK’s Immigration Service
has announced plans to speed up
the deportation of asylum seekers

after their applications are rejected.
It aims to remove nearly 60,000
people a year by 2004, compared to
12,000 this year. The total of
deportations is expected to rise to
30,000 between 2001 and 2002, and
to 37,000 the following year. then to
57,000 by 2004.

key part of the new plan

for change would see

more detention centres

built or converted

There are currently
around 1,000 detention spaces in
the UK for asylum seekers but offi-
cials are proposing that 4,000 be
created.

We of course reject the fallacious
distinction made by the Home
Office between detention centres
like Campsfield and so-called
“reception centres” such as at
Oakington in Cambridgeshire.

All those who are held in centres,
whatever their title, are detained
under the 1971 Immigration Act
and have the same lack of rights.

On all these issues and more the
mobilisations of the past few weeks
have been a positive start — but they
need to be developed and extended
as a matter of urgency.

No more, Mr NICE guy!

John Lister

WHEN New Labour launched
the National Institute for
Clinical Excellence (NICE) it
was promoted as a body that
would play a key role in ending
the arbitrary system of
“rationing by post code” —in
which the policies on what
types of treatment and drugs
the NHS would pay for varied
widely from one health author-
ity to the next.

It all sounded reasonable
enough — but from the outset
campaigners have been con-
cerned that the effect of such
rulings by NICE might not be to
make treatments more widely
available, but rather to impose
global rationing and exclusions
of controversial or expensive
drugs and treatments through-
out the whole NHS.

These fears have been exac-
erbated by the insistence that
NICE will base its decisions on
so-called “evidence-based
medicine” — a system of assess-
ing the effectiveness of drugs
and treatments largely by statis-

which are widely

recognised to
- offer fewer harm-
‘vomu > ful side-effects
] _than the estab-
lished, much
©
cheaper drugs,

) many of which
date back to the
1950s.

The RCP report
concluded from
its statistical cal-
culations that the

- benefits of the

Given the present health care costs, Mr Frampton, NEW, more

I'm afraid you can't atford to go on living.

tical analysis of randomised
control trials, without any real
reference to the experiences
and views of patients, their
advocacy groups and the pro-
fessionals seeking to deliver
front-line services.

There as a stark warning of
the dangers of this approach
last year when tive Royal
College of Psychiatrists con-
ducted an investigation into the
effectiveness of the new gener-
ation of anti-psychotic drugs,

expensive drugs
were not great
enough to justify requiring
them to be used for all patients.
Unfortunately they had come
to this view without asking the
views of patients or mental
health pressure groups: nor did
their report take into account
the fact that by generating
fewer side-effects the new
drugs are more likely to secure
voluntary compliance by ,
patients in taking their medica-
tion regularly, as opposed to

the widespread problems of
persuading patients in the com-
munity to take the old-fash-
ioned drugs.

The RCP recommendations
have been forwarded to NICE,
and as yet do not represent
government policy, but it was
clear that this is no serious way
to assess which treatments
should be promoted within the
NHS.

One-sided

As if to underline the one-
sided approach, we now have
an equally outrageous report
from NICE itself proposing that
patients diagnosed as suffering
from muscular sclerosis should
not in future be prescribed the
expensive drug beta-interferon,
despite widespread evidence
that it can bring dramatic relief
to many who take it.

NICE stresses that the drug
can cost £10,000 per patient
per year, and argues that for
some patients it offers no real
benefit. But its ruling that no
future MS sufferers should
receive it on the NHS would

impose a brutal penalty on
those who might respond to
treatment — and is a major step
towards a national policy of
explicit rationing based on
price.

Small numbers of people suf-
fer MS: the total bill to the NHS
would not be great if all of
them received beta interferon,
especially if account is taken of
the fact that many would then
not have to seek treatment in
hospitals or more intensive care
in the community.

But of course £10,000 a year
is well beyond the means of
most MS sufferers and their
families to pay privately for
treatment, and no private
insurer will come up with such
cash either. If the NICE plan is
endorsed by ministers it effec-
tively condemns MS sufferers
to years of possibly avoidable
pain and discomfort.

And it is clear that the deci-
sion hinges not on the effective-
ness but on the cost of the
drug: were it to cost £10 rather
than £10,000 a year there

would have been no debate
over whether it should be
available to those who might
need it.

With Gordon Brown sat on a
massive £22 billion windfall
from mobile phone franchises
and the Treasury bulging with
unspent cash, this tight-fisted
attempt to decide medical
treatment on the criteria of
crude accountancy simply rein-
forces the view that New
Labour has no more respect
than the Old Tories for the val-
ues and collective principles of
the NHS.

Health unions, campaigners
and the wider labour move-
ment should step up the pres-
sure on Labour MPs to have
this recommendation dropped,
and demand a fundamental
change in NICE’s terms of ref-
erence to ensure that its brief is
to widen and open up access to
the best treatment, rather than
to ration care and restrict NHS
patients to the cheapest — and
often nastiest — drugs and treat-
ment.



Unite to campaign

against racist laws

Terry Conway

The launch of the Campaign
to Defend Asylum seekers is
whole-heartedly welcomed
by Socialist Outlook as it
should be by all socialists
and anti-racists.

It is clear that the fight
against racism and in
defence of asylum seekers
needed to be stepped up in
response not only to the
racist propaganda of recent
months, but to the real
assaults on the human rights
of refugees that are accompa-
nying them.

The demands of the cam-
paign set out these key issues

Asylum seekers must have
the right to work

Asylum seekers must have
the right to income support

Abolish Detention centres

Defend the 1951 Geneva
Convention on human
Rights

Scrap the Voucher system

No to dispersal

Full legal rights and repre-
sentation

Scrap the Asylum and
Immigration Act

Given the scale of the offen-
sive, and the currently
divided state of the anti-
racist movement, the launch
of specific campaign was cor-
rect. It should be easier for
existing organisations to
work under a common
umbrella in response to a
renewed attack. Existing
organisations have their own
priorities ~ and are often
over stretched in carrying
them out.

New energy was needed —
from people who are com-
mitted to anti-racism but
have not made it a particular
priority — especially from the
trade union movement.
Others needed to be won to

anti-racist arguments which
answer the filth peddled in
the media.

All of this leads to the con-
clusion that to set up a new
initiative to Defend asylum
seekers is part of a long tradi-
tion of united front cam-
paigns to respond to specific
attacks that this paper has
always supported.

Many of the meetings and
other activities which have
happened over the last few
weeks have begun to answer
that challenge. From the
packed meeting of 1200 in
the Camden Centre in
Central London, to smaller
meetings in local community
centres speakers from a range
of refugee groups have given
moving illustrations of the
types of conditions from
which people are trying to
escape. Time and again the
British arms trade has been

Scandal of Angel
Heights

The case of the Angel Heights
Seven — while it contains its
own particular lessons and out-
rages — also raises many of the
issues being faced by asylum
seekers who are being forcibly
dispersed under new Labour’s
racist Asylum and immigration
regime.

The unsafe and unsanitary
accommodation and lack of
support faced by those who
are being dispersed are key
issues that campaigners need to
take up.

Between May 10 and June 2,
seven Asylum seekers who
were living at Angel Heights
Hostel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne
were imprisoned without bail
after a number of incidents fol-
lowing their complaints about
the notorious conditions they
live in within the hostel. Six of
the accused are Iraqi Kurds and
one is Iranian.

The refugees were dispersed
by Kent County Council to
Angel Heights in Newcastle-
upon-Tyne. Kent County
Council were paying the cost
of their accommodation.

On Wednesday May 10 2000,
asylum seekers at the hostel
staged a protest. This followed
other attempts to have their
inhuman conditions rectified —
including 2 days of hunger
strike in March over the fact
that they are not allowed to
have visitors and kept under
curfew. Indeed their position is
little different from that of peo-
ple in detention centres — while
their landlord rakes in an enor-
mous profit.

Management at the hostel
claimed 40 windows were
broken and furniture and
crockery destroyed. This has
been denied by the asylum
seekers saying only one table
was broken.

This too has echoes of the sit-
uation at Campsfield — where
detainees were blamed for
damage carried out by Group 4
employees. Also, as campaign-

ers pointed out, if these
offences were alleged of peo-
ple who were not asylum seek-
ers there is no doubt they
would have received bail.

When the asylum seekers ini-
tially complained about their
living conditions they were
advised to elect representa-
tives to liase about the prob-
lems.

However, one representative
was then asked to let all asylum
seekers know their meagre
weekly allowance was being
cut from £7 per week to just
£5. The justification for this was
that there had been damage to
the hostel in the past.

No one knew who was sup-
posed to have caused the
breakages, but all of the
refugees were to be charged
regardless. The refugees’ rep-
resentative, who was asked to
tell the others about the
decrease in their money, was
upset by this and was alleged to
have threatened members of
staff — an allegation he denies.
He was then given a warning
letter. But because of the lan-
guage barrier this was misun-
derstood to be an eviction
notice, which caused further
intense anger. As a result the
police were called.

While this was happening,
another group of the refugees
were outside the hostel with
another of their elected lead-
ers. A staff member asked a
representative to request that
the refugees go back inside,
which he attempted to do.
However, a member of the
police wrongly interpreted this
to be inciting violence! This
then led to the seven being
arrested.

This situation has led to the
development of a strong cam-
paign in the Newcastle area in
defence of thé asylum seekers,
which together with action
from supporters across the
country, was successful in get-
ting the seven released on bail

before their case was heard.

Kent County Council
restored support to them — but
they have been moved to
another town — so weakening
the links built up with local
activists. Meanwhile the
behaviour of the authorities at
Angel Heights needs to remain
under scrutiny so that the cycle
does not repeat itself.

indicted as a major contribu-
tor to the number of asylum
seekers world wide. The

right to economic migration ?

has also been defended — and
rightly challenging the
notion that death through
starvation is acceptable while
death through torture isn’t.
All of this has been very pos-
itive

But a number of difficul-
ties remain.

At the centre of this cam-
paign is the Socialist
Worker’s Party, the biggest
organisation on the far left in
Britain — and therefore one
with a particular responsibil-
ity. It is positive that SWP
moved to instigate the cam-
paign and that they have
made it clear that they see it
as an ongoing project.

In many parts of the coun-
try the SWP has no particu-
lar record of anti-racist cam-
paigning — yet they insisted
on having speakers on plat-
forms in the name of their
organisation while no other
left organisation was offered
similar facilities.

This type of behaviour is
not the way to build a united
front; placing preconditions
and ultimatums on other
forces will prevent the cam-
paign winning the breadth of
support its demands actually
have.

Then there is the question
of organising local activity.

» In many places there was no

attempt to build on success-
ful public meetings by set-
ting up a local campaign in
which all activists could

rad O'Neill

The fight for asylum must include closing detention centres

come together and decide on
the best ways of gathering
support — whether for the
petition, the demonstration
or any other issue. Instead
where public activity has
been organised in many
places it has happened
through SWP structures.

The key decision so far —
other than the creation of the
campaign itself — was the
calling of the June 24 demon-
stration. That decision was
essentially made by the SWP
- against the advice of some
anti-racists who were dis-
cussed with who rightly
thought that a slower build
up was likely to produce bet-
ter results.

In the event the turn cred-
itable — though doubtless
influenced by the deaths in
Dover in the days before. But
with longer lead in time it
would have been possible to
build support beyond the far
left who dominated the occa-
sion. National demonstra-
tions are usually seen as the
culmination of a campaign
rather than something to be
organised in less than a
month.

Many in- the anti-racist
movement fear that what is
on offer is a repeat of the
Anti-Nazi League — a great
idea but one which has never

had a structure in which
non-SWP members could
influence decisions or activ-
ity.

Essentially such democracy
is not a luxury — it is a pre-
condition for involving
broad layers of activists.
Within the anti-racist move-
ment this is an issue of par-
ticular importance given the
long legacy of top down
structures .

During the Greater
London Assembly elections
and since in its work in the
London Socialist Alliance,
the SWP began to work more
constructively with the rest
of the left..

That break was also deep-
ened by the positive
responses and challenges it
received from others
involved. It also seems that
the same dynamic has
affected their attitude to
work in some trade unions.

If the campaign to defend
asylum seekers is to carry
out the job it so desperately
needed to do , then that too
needs to be built on an inclu-
sive and democratic basis.

The lives and human rights
of asylum seekers are at stake
— the left and anti-racist
movement needs to find new
ways of working to defeat
this racist tide.

ours.

Conference
September 15-17
Ruskin College,
Oxford

European governments are
increasingly using detention as
a way of criminalising,
marginalising and deporting
refugees and other migrants.
immigration detention
promotes racism . Immigration
detention has removed the
presumption of freedom as
detainees have to prove their
case for freedom. Their loss is

Detention centres are
multiplying, but so is
resistance.
This is the third European
conference against
immigration detention
organised by the growing
network of campaigns
against them.
Places should be booked as
soon as possible as they are
limited and certainly by
August 14th

Ring +44 (0) 1865 558145
ConfAgstimmDetn@aol.com




Tottenham b

-electio

New Alliance fights its first by-election in Labour’s “rotten borough”

LSA - here to stay!

The London
Socialist Alliance
(LSA) achieved a
remarkable result
in its first ever
parliamentary by-
election in Bernie
Grant’s old seat of
Tottenham on June
22 and saved its
deposit.. LSA
candidate Weyman
Bennett, came
fourth - polling ten
per cent of the
collapsing New
Labour vote and a
third of the
discredited Tories’
result, reports
Veronica Fagan.

The LSA vote was 5.4% with
885 votes, ahead of the
Greens, UKIP, Independent
Conservative and Reform
2000 Anti-VAT.

To beat the Greens — and
decisively — is especially sig-
nificant, as it was clear in
both the European and
Greater London Assembly
elections that many looking
for a left alternative to new
Labour’s Tory policies voted
Green. .

While David Lammy held
the seat for new Labour, he
can have little to smile about
in terms of the 15 per cent
swing against his Party. He
may claim in his acceptance
speech that “ the heartlands
of Tottenham are safe in the
hands of new Labour”, but
this was not the verdict of
many traditional Labour
voters.

The swing against new
Labour did not benefit the
Tories, who were unable to
recover from their 1997 low
showing in the constituency.
As in the Romsey by-elec-
tion, the rightward lurch of
the Tories under William
Hague did not play well in
front of the electorate.

The Liberal Democrats
made a last minute surge to
double their previous show-
ing in Tottenham with a last
minute leaflet that this was a
two horse race between them

Weyman Bennett

and Lammy. Their support-
ers applauded  Weyman
Bennett’s speech when he
spoke out against privatisa-
tion and in support of asy-
lum seekers, though other
aspects of their campaign
were much more reactionary.

True, Weyman Bennett stood
in the Haringey and Enfield
constituency then, so he had
some recognition already in
the  by-election, even
amongst those who didn’t
already know him as a long
time campaigner against

.workers

clear from canvass returns
that New Labour would have
difficulty in getting the vote
out, the effort was stepped
up. Photo-opportunities
were arranged with Cherie
Booth and Mo Mowlam, and
from Millbank
stepped up their involve-
ment.

How 25 percent of Tottenham voted

Party

Labour

Libcral Democrats
Conservative

London Socialist Alliance
Grreens

Reform 2000 AnuVAT
UK Independence Party
Ind Conservauve

For the LSA this result
compares very favourably
with those of other similar
formations across Europe,
including the Scottish
Socialist Party at such an
early stage in its existence.
The LSA really came
together in a serious fashion
last autumn to prepare for
the Greater London
Assembly elections, where it
polled well, saving two con-
stituency deposits and aver-
aged 3.1 per cent across the
London constituencies.

But the Tottenham by-elec-
tion was a greater challenge.

Candidare

Totes

Percentage

‘will be voting for the

David Lammy
Duncan Hames
Jane Ellison
Wevman Bennett
Peter Budge

Erol Basarik
Ashwin Tanna
Derek de Braam

racism and for workers’
rights.

But in the GLA elections,
following the stitch up of
Livingstone by the new
Labour hierarchy, there was
an effective strike of Labour
party meimbers. Nor did any
of the other parties have an
effective campaign.

The media concentrated on
the Mayoral election — the
Assembly received virtually
no mention other than in
London’s Evening Standard.
So the LSA were in many
places the only people out
campaigning: many people
in Tottenham and across
London told us ours were the
only leaflets they had seen..

In the Tottenham bye-elec- -

tion the situation was very
different. While there were
undoubtedly Labour Party
members who were less than
enthusiastic about the fact
that Blairite David Lammy
was selected against Sharon
Grant, he won a formally
democratic contest.

While some Labour Party
members stayed at home, or
did the bare minimum, in
protest  either  against
Lammy, new Labour’s poli-
cies or both, the party
machine was certainly in
operation in this election.
In the last few days of the
campaign, when it became

The new Labour campaign
was politically vacuous from
start to finish, dominated by
glossy photos of the candi-
date, and a “campaign” slo-
gan of “From Tottenham to
Tottenham™!!

Several leaflets produced at
great cost contained not one
single policy position.
Learning from the pasting
that a number of New
Labour candidates got from
their LSA opposite numbers
in the run up to the GLA
elections, Lammy refused to
engage in political debate.

It is true that Lammy did
try to portray himself as fol-
lowing in Bernie Grant’s
footsteps but given the level
of the former MP’s majority
and popularity, this was
more a question of oppor-
tunism than anything else.
In an important break-
through for the L.SA, Bernie
Grant’s sister -Rosamund
issued a statement saying

“I wish to make it clear that
none of the Grant family will
be voting for David Lammy,
the New Labour candidate in
the Tottenham by-election,
and that some of the family

London Socialist Alliance’s
candidate, Weyman
Bennett.”

The subsequent leaflet pro-
duced by‘the LSA - which
was distributed to about half
the homes in the con-
stituency within 48 hours
undoubtedly had an positive
impact on the numbers of
people who voted for
Weyman.

But Rosamund Grant is not
exceptional in being fed up
with new Labour’s perfor-
mance both in Tottenham
and in government. Many
other long term Labour sup-
porters are increasingly look-
ing for an alternative. A layer
left the Labour Party to sup-
port the LSA in the GLA
elections — and a far greater
number remained party
members but voted for us.
The Tottenham campaign
saw a repeat of this experi-
ence, proving that it was not
just dependent on the
Livingstone slip stream.

The LSA worked hard

throughout the short three

week campaign focusing on
campaigning against privati-
sation particularly in educa-
tion and libraries and in
defence of asylum seekers.
Many lessons have been
learnt from this first by-elec-
tion which will stand us in
good stead for future con-
tests.

The greatest challenge will
be to fully involve LSA sup-
porters beyond the ranks of
the existing far left. That is
why it will be crucial in the
weeks and months ahead to
carry through the decisions
of the recent LSA conference
to relaunch the LSA as a
membership organisation
and build fully functioning
local groups. : .

Commenting on the result
a smiling Weyman Bennett
said: “I am thrilled we’ve
achieved this excellent result
so early in the LSA’s exis-

tence. Voters are clearly hos-
tile to. New Labour and their
Tory policies.

“We don’t want the privati-
sation of our hospitals and
schools which Lammy wants
to foist on Tottenham, as he
made clear in his pro-privati-
sation speech last night. He’s
only a poor boy made good
because, like me, he had a

decent education and welfare

system to depend on which
New Labour seems intent on
dismantling.”

“The LSA also raised the
subject of asylum seeckers,
which Lammy has evaded
throughout the campaign.
The low turnout of 25.5 per
cent, the third lowest since
the war, is a threat to democ-
racy. The 16,466 votes cast is
pitifully smaller than Bernie
Grant’s entire majority in
1997.

“And with fewer than nine
thousand votes in a Labour
stronghold, out of a 64,000
strong electorate, if this is
repeated across the country,

New Labour is in deep trou--

ble. The LSA has only just
begun. We’re not going away.
We’ve raised the flag of
socialism in Tottenham and I
hope that Bernie Grant
would have been proud to see
it.”

New Labour’s hatred of
political debate was demon-
strated yet again in an outra-
geous manner after the decla-
ration of the result, when
Haringey councillor and ex-
Mayor Sheila Peacock threat-
ened an LSA supporter to
come outside so she could “
give him a good slapping”.
The supporter in question
had merely responded to
David Lammy’s acceptance
speech by pointing out that
in fact new Labour’s vote
had collapsed.

This disgraceful behaviour
follows racist comments
made by another new
Labour councillor earlier in
the campaign and demon-
strates their  political
bankruptcy.

Acting returning officer
David Warwick threatened
the LSA election agent that
he will bill her for LSA fly-
posting. The LSA is already
taking legal advice on a pri-
vate prosecution of Haringey
senior officers who abused
council funds for partisan
purposes — and we have wit-
nesses.

Council workers in cash-
strapped Haringey were
instructed to tear down LSA
posters as soon as they went
up. Weyman Bennett pointed
out, “The Labour council
pleads poverty when it comes
to cleaning the streets of
Haringey and yet they can
get to every lamp-post in the
borough within hours of our
placards going up. I noticed
they left all the commercial

fly-posting and the New.

Labour placards. This is one
rotten boroughs story which
will run and run.”

“With fewer than nine thousand votes in a Labour stronghold,
out of a 64,000 strong electorate, if this is repeated across
the country, New Labour is in deep trouble.”
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