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2 ELECTION SPECIAL

Socialise Oudook

Welsh assembly plans advance

Darren Williams
(Wales Labour Party
Executive member,
personal capacity)

THE WALES Labour Party at
its recent conference in Llan-
dudno has strengthened its
policy on the Welsh Assembly,
which a Labour government is
pledged to establish during its
first year in office. ‘

The Assembly is now to be
elected by proportional represen-
tation (PR) rather than first past
the post (FPTP) as proposed. This
represents a small but significant
advance on the set of proposals La-
bour adopted in 1995.

These envisaged an Assembly
elected by FPTP with the power to
pass only secondary legislation,
applying rather than overruling
legislation from Westminster. It
would be funded by a central gov-
ernment grant rather than having
the power to raise its own taxes.

Such an Assembly would obvi-
ously have little power to challenge
a hostile London government.

The proposals fell far. short of
Labour’s plans for Scottish devo-
lution, promising a parliament
with law-making and taxation
powers, elected by PR and with
equal representation for men and
— :

women (something for which no
‘provision has been made in Wales.

Labour’s original proposals did
not represent a viable basis for
Welsh self-government. Election
by FPTP would create an Assem-
bly in the image of the current
Welsh parliamentary group at
Westminster. It would certainly
not be inclusive enough to em-
brace the diversity of political
opinion in Wales.

It could not bridge the divide
between the largely rural ggd po-
litically heterogenous North and
West, where large swathes of opin-
ion would go unrepresented, and

the control of Labour’s reactionary
South Wales bureaucracy.

Fortunately, Labour has now
taken a step towards broadening
the base of support for its plans.
The party’s proposals still stand to
deny the Assembly any real pow-
ers, but the adoption of PR at least
creates the possibilities of fair rep-
resentation for other parties and an
‘improved gender-balance.

The form of PR chosen, a ver-
sion of the Additional Member
System (AMS) is far from ideal,
however. An Assembly member
will be elected by FPTP from each
of the 40 Westminster constituen-

Any Assembly worth having will need a
popular majority, which won’t be the case for a
weak and narrow body controlled by Labour’s
reactionary South Wales bureaucracy..

the industrial south, where La-
bour’s solid block of support
would enable it to maintain its
stranglehold over Welsh politics.
It would also remain male-
dominated (only one Welsh MP
out of 38 is female).

Any Assembly worth having
will need a popular majority,
which won’t be the case for a weak
and politicallynarrow body under

cies. A further 20 seats will then be
allocated, four from each Euro-
constituency, in proportion to
each party's percentage vote.

The size of this Assembly and.

method of election make it un-
likely this Assembly will be more
representative.

Single Transferable Vote (STV)
favoured by many within and out-
side the party would be more likely

to ensure a gender balance, as faced
with multi-member constituen-
cies, parties would have been
obliged to field a balanced slate of
candidates in order to appeal to all
sections of the electorate.

Grass roots

Some credit for the move to PR
may be claimed by Welsh Labour
Action (WLA), a left-leaning pres-
sure group made up of grassroots
party members. WLA has cam-
paigned for PR, gender balance,
tax-raising and legislativé powers.

WLA's efforts, together with be-.

hind the scenes lobbying by
shadow Welsh secretary Ron
Davies and others, put pressure on
Blair to instruct the Welsh Labour
Executive to include “an element
of proportionality” in their pro-
posals. ~
Ironically the advance towards
PR was formally agreed at a confer-

stage-managed than the Tories'
best efforts.

Resolutions from CLPs were
dropped in favour of debates on the
party's key pledges, at which ne
votes were taken. The only speak-
ers were MPs and prospective can-
didates.

There was no opportunity to
amend the Executive’s proposals

ence less democratic and more

for electing the Assembly, and a
unanjmous vote was secured by
some discreet arm-twisting. This
was presented as a one-off neces-
sity in the lead-up to the general
election. Activists should however
be concerned that this will become
a permanent arrangement.

More positively, WLA held a
well attended fringe meeting, and
had three supports elected to the
Welsh Executive, giving them
greater leverage in their campaign
for greater democratisation.

WLA members are also work-
ing with activists from the left of
Plaid Cymru, the Communist
Party and Cymdeithas yr Iaith
Gymraeg (the Welsh Language So-
ciety) to organise a conference on
the socialist arguments for a Welsh
Assembly.

This will be held shortly after
the general election but before the
referendum on devolution which
is to be staged by an incoming La-
bour government. All sections of
the left in Wales will be invited.

This will be central to the efforts
of socialists in Wales to build a
mass campaign in support of an
Assembly which is able to fightany
attacks on the Welsh people and
the working class which come
from a London government, Tory
or New Labour. -

Fighting council cuts in Scotland

Resist or Res1gn'

Gordon Morgan

" THE TORIES have adopted a

scorched earth policy in
Scotiand. They forced
through a needless reorgani-
sation of local government in
Scotland in April '96 and
have savagely cut funding
both in 1996/7 and 1997/8.

In 96/7 Scottish Councils esti-
mate that reorganisation costs ex-
ceeded £400million, the Tories
estimated £200m —a £200m cut. In
97/8 they have cut these transi-
tional costs and also assumed hun-
dreds of millions of savings when in
fact costs have been increased.

In fact 7,000 jobs were lost in
96/7 and it is estimated that 10,000
jobs will go in 97/8. To this is added
huge service cuts and rises in Coun-
cil Tax in both years.

Cappiilg limit

In Glasgow Council Tax rose |7
per cent last year and will rise 23
per cent in 97/8. There were 1,500
redundancies in 96/7. 2,000 are
projected in 97/8 together with
£80m cuts in services — these are
required to meet the capping limit
on expenditure. This is impossible
without destroying the social fabric
of the City.

The Tories control no councils in
Scotland. Michael Forsyth calcu-
lated that he had nothing to lose
and much to gain by savage cuts.
Labour Councils on the other hand
were faced with the dilemna — de-
fend services and fight back, or cut
services and be seen to be For-
syth’s servants.

As Labour leaders were insisting
on no new money, and demanding
Councils set legal budgets, it was
clear that Labour councils doing
otherwise would embarrass La-
bours leaders in the lead up to the

election.

Despite huge demonstrations —
30,000 in Glasgow, 20,000 in Edin-
burgh, a strike and demo of 15,000
in Glasgow — and despite pleading
from councillors especially in Glas-
gow to Forsyth, no more money
was offered. Eventually all the
Councils decided to implement the
cuts rather than fight and embar-
rass Labour.

All Councils except Glasgow
managed to avoid compulsory re-
dundancies.

Glasgow's position is different.it
has the worst social problems of
any Scottish City and requires extra
resources. Under reorganisation
however, Glasgow received only
per capita funding — Strathclyde’s
redirection of resources based on
need had ended. Massive reduc-
tions in funding have resulted.

The people of Glasgow and the
workforce understand all of this.
However to us the case is simple,
the Labour Council was elected on
a platform of defending jobs and
services — it has chosen to imple-
ment massive cuts and job losses
and massive tax rises.

From November the Unions and
the Scottish Socialist Alliance (SSA)
have been calling for a “No Cuts”
Budget to be set — a deficit budget
given we recognise there is no
funding at present available. As it
became clear the Councillors were
not only not resisting but were pre-
pared to countenance the most
savage cuts the slogan “Resist or
Resign” was taken up.

At the meeting to set the Coun-
cil budget on |0th March commu-
nity groups and SSA members
occypied the City Chambers and
5,000 striking workers and activists
biockaded the building and pre-
vented all bar 21 of the 79 Labour
councillors from holding the meet-

Although there were no arrests
during that day, one of the SSA
members was arrested attenmpting
to enter the building the previous
evening. Tam Dymond, whose only
previous offense was blocking Poll
Tax Bailiffs over 2 years ago, is be-
ing held on remand at 37406 'C' hall
Barlinnie for over 3 weeks on re-
mand on breach of the peace
charges!

During the plcket the demand
‘Resist or Resign’ was taken up.
Only 2 Councillors were prepared
to vote against the budget — SSA
Councillor Tommy Sheridan and
the lone SNP councillor. All Labour
councillors were prepared to vote
and have thus become the focus of
anger.

Blame Tories

If they had set an illegal budget,
or resigned and let others take
their place or even resigned and al- -
lowed the Tories to themselves try
to implement the cuts then the To-
ries would have been the focus of
the anger. To be elected on a “No
cuts” platform and to savage the
City is a breach of democracy.

Further cuts are voted through
every other day. Around 100 com-
munity halls are to shut. The SSA
and community groups intend to
occupy many of these to prevent
their assets — pool tables and equip-
ment bought by community efforts
- being stripped.

Over 100 community projects

- are having funding withdrawn and

these voluntary organisations are
being told to pay for their own re-
dundancies out of future collections
from the public !

Wardens for the disabled are be-
ing removed, leaving disabled peo-
ple stranded in their homes. The
only swimming pool in Glasgow

A glimpse into the future? Glasgow’s Labour council opted for cuts

fully equipped for disabled access,
on which over £100,000 has re-
cently been spent, is to close.
Award winning Museum restora-
tion teams are being disbanded, li-
braries shut and residential child
care services reduced.

Many of the cuts are openly ad-
mitted to breach statutory re-
quirements.

Sleaze

Meanwhile as a background mo-
tif, investigations into allegations of
sleaze and corruption within the
Labour Group made by the Group
leader are being conducted by La-
bour’s NEC.

The struggle against these cuts will
continue. A one-day strike by UNI-
SON is being held on April 3 to coin-
cide with the next council meeting.

A 24-hr picket, and sleep- in
around the Chambers has been
called for April 2 by the “Save our
Services” community'groups and the
SSA. These decisions were taken at
meeting representing thousands of
community activists.

Alongside this the SSA will be con-
testing every Glasgow seat at the
General Election, with a central plank
resisting the cuts and defending serv-
ices, and raising the slogan ‘Resist or
Resign’.
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End the Tnory nightmare
Vote Labour - Fight for
our needs

Major’s decision to announce
the May 1 election early, giving

" the Tories a long.campaign has

massively backfired. That deci-
sion was linked to the need to
avoid the report of the Nolan
commitee — a fact which was
transparently obvious to all.

Now the Tories are becoming
mired ever deeper each day in
scandal and sleaze. The decision of
stalwart Tory tabloids to back
Blair's New Labour is however not
just a reflection of the difficulties
Major and his party are in but of
their confidence that capitalism
will be safer in Blair's hands.

Over the last 18 years the Tories
have launched massive attacks on
the working class. They wreaked
havoc on the unions, taking on and
defeating section after section of
workers, taking advantage of the
weakness of the union leaders.
They privatised the public sector
to the benefit of their fat cat friends
and the detriment of services and
jobs. They have undermined the
NHS, education and every other
part of the welfare state.

Unemployment

They have vastly increased pov-
erty and homelessness and used
unemployment as a deliberate
weapon to discipline workers.
Workers' ability to resist has been
weakened by eight packages of
anti-trade union legislation which
make a legal fightback almost im-
possible. And they plan more of
the same — total privatisation of
pensions and the London Under-
ground system, and further curbs
on the right to strike.

Itis time to end the Tory night-
mare.

Socialist Outlook is calling for a
vote for Labour. A fifth Tory term
would create widespread despair
while a Labour victory would create
higher expectations and new condi-
tions for a fightback.

Most workers are crying out for
agovernment which tackles unem-
ployment and the deterioration of
the welfare state. We know that a
Blair-led government will not do
these things, but it has never been
more important that a Labour gov-
ernment is elected, despite the ex-
tent to which the Party has moved
to the right. Labour losing would
be seen as an endorsement of the
Tories, who would feel they could
continue their attacks with impu-
nity.

Immediately Labour will face
decisions which create conflict
with most of those who elected it.
For Britain even to be a possible
candidate for entry into the Euro-
pean single currency means trying
to carry out the Maastricht conver-
gence criteria and thus massive
cuts in public spending. Labour
will continue with much of the
Tory programme, its anti-union
laws, its attacks on the welfare
state.

A Labour government is com-

mitted to building on the Tories™™
achievements for British capital-
ism. Gordon Brown is committed
to the limits on public spending set
out by the Tories, including those
on public sector pay increases. La-
bour has even abandoned one of
the basic tenets of reformism, pro-
gressive taxation.

While all Labour governments
have been capitalist, for the first
time they have now adopted

wholesale capitalistideology. Even .

where Labour is committed to bet-
ter policies, like the statutory na-
tional minimum wage, it will takea
fight to ensure that it is imple-
mented, and at a level which sig-
nificantly improves the‘living
standards of the lowest paid.

The fight for socialism requires
not only a recognition of what La-
bour represents. It also requires an
understanding of what most of the
working class think and how they
see the election. The vast majority
of class conscious workers will vote
Labour in the general election (un-
fortunately, a significant minority
of workers will vote Tory or Lib-
eral Democrat).

Some on the left argue that La-
bour has changed so much thatitis
now unprincipled to support it at

all ~ it is indistinguishable from

the Tories and Liberal Democrats.
We think that is a serious political
mistake. While Blair has moved
Labour's programme considerably
further to the right than ever bef-
ore, the class nature of the Labour
Party has not changed, though it is
under heavy attack.

Despite Blair’s worst inten-
tions, the affiliation of the trade
unions means the Labour Party is
in essence a workers’ party, even
though it has always had a pro-
capitalist programme.

We don’t agree with those so-
cialists who believe that in order to
break the working class from its
support for Blair itis enough to de-
nounce Labour and stand candi-
dates critical of New Labour.
While that might attract a small

Andrew Wiard

Health orkers and the publib sector ére saying ‘Ehoyh is Enough’ - woar serves u th Tory poliies

mands on Labour around key poli-
cies, and fight to force a Labour
government to carry them out.
Workers who, despite all the evi-
dence, expect Labour to deliver
something, will relate to that
much more than simple denuncia-
tion of Labour.

The job of creating an alterna-
tive to New Labour with serious
support is ahead of us. There are
very few places where candidates
to the left of Labour in the election
represent serious forces. Whilst
calling for an overall vote for La-
bour we support some of the most
credible and well-placed candi-
dates of the left parties and organi-
sations, the Socialist Labour Party,
the Socialist Party (ex-Militant
Labour) and the Scottish Socialist
Alliance. )

-At this stage, we are calling for a
vote for Dave Nellist in Coventry
South (standing for the SP),
Tommy Sheridan in Glasgow Pol-
lock (SP/SSA) and Arthur Scargill
standing in Newport East for the
SLP.

Although these organisations

This election will lead to a reshaping of
British politics. The conflict between a Blair-
led Labour government and the working
class will lead to recompositions in the
workers’ movement. There will be a shake-up
of bourgeois politics too, with a post-election
crisis in the Tory Party, and the Liberal
Democrats moving ever closer to Blair.

layer who totally reject New. La-
bour, it will have little effect on the
vast majority, who will see such

candidacies as marginal. The by- |

elections in Hemsworth, Barnsley
East and Wirral South showed
this. L3

Far more productive in most ar-
easistolink acall for a Labour vote
with acritique of their policies and
build struggles’ which make de-

are different, we recognise both the
base of support these individuals
have in the workers’ movement
and of the importance of the forces
developing to the left of the La-
bour Party. These candidates sym-
bolise the struggles which have
taken place under the Tories and
are continuing now.

The SLP represents an opposi-
tion to the rightward march of

Blairism even though distorted
through the way it was established
and has functioned since. The
Scottish Socialist Alliance (SSA)
was set up in the spring of 1996,
based on activists who had played a
major role in the campaigns like
that against the poll tax.

The national question clearly

‘plays a major role in Scottish poli-

tics and the Alliance has been able
to play a crucial role in debates
around this. More recently it has
taken a leadership rolein the battle
over cuts in Glasgow and else-
where — a battle that is much more
advanced than elsewhere in Brit-
ain. All this means that it has been
able to build up much more signifi-
cant support than similar forces in
England or Wales.

Future fights

The General Election does not
stand in isolation. The stance so-
cialists take in the election relates
closely to how they see events de-
veloping after the election.

Socialist Outlook believes there
will be several strands of dispute if La-
bour wins the election. Principally,
there will be conflict between the gov-
ernment and those who have elected it
expecting it to be better than the Tories.
Brown’s commitment, for instance, to
keeping down public sector pay, will
not go down well with those workers

who have already experienced several

years of pay restraint from the Tories.

Blair’s desire to attack Labour
Party democracy in general and, in
particular, to prevent the trade un-
ions having any real say in policy is
already causing upset, and is likely
to be one of the major issues of de-
bate at this year’s round of trade
union conferences. It is more than
likely that Blair will want to make
an example of any left MPs who op-
pose his programme in govern-
ment.

Moreover, there will almost in-
evitably be explosions around job-
lessness, cuts in benefit, state
racism, environmental issues and

so on which will draw in wider layers
of society.

Precisely how and when these
things will unforld cannot be foreseen,
but they will. If socialists are to de-
velop a real alternative to Blair it will
be through participation in these
struggles and attempting to give direc-
tion to them.

The exact form thata political alter-
native to Blair will take is not clear at
this stage. But we can be sure it will be
built out of those people who want to
fight back, in the unions, amongst
women and young people, but also in-
cluding Left forces inside the Labour
Party.

This election will lead to a reshap-
ing of British politics. The conflict be-
tween a Blair-led Labour government
and the working class will lead to,re-
compositions in the workers’ move-
ment. There will be a shake-up of
bourgeois politics too, with a post-
election crisis in the Tory Party, and
the Liberal Democrats moving ever
closer to Blair.

It is precisely in relation to such
events that the tactics of socialists in
the election are important. Not only
will the election of a Labour govern-
ment lift thé air of gloom over the
working class, it will also release the
class from the arguments of their un-
ion leaders over the last decade that
any struggle would damage the
chances of a Labour victory. It will be-
gin to show the limitations of Labour
in government and allow socialists the
scope to put forward alternative poli-
cies to a much wider audience than has
been possible in the recent past.

Blair will be tested out in govern-
ment and we will be there fighting to
provide an alternative. Although Blair
can expect a certain ‘honeymoon’ peri-
od while he is given the benefit of the
doubt, this is likely to be short.

Struggles will develop againsta La-
bour government from those expect-
ing it to reverse the actions of the
Tories. Those who rule out support
for Labour in the election either rule
out or refuse to relate to such crucial
developments.
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Fight to defend a Woman’s Right to Choose

Build the
campaign

against

“Pro-Life”
Alliance

THE NATIONAL Abortion
Campaign (NAC) has won an
important first round battle
against the anti-abortionists of
the so called “Pro-Life” Alli-
ance (PLA) who are standing
over 50 candidates in the Gen-_
eral Election. Despite this suc-
cess there remains an urgent
need for activists to get in-
volved in the campaign.

On Saturday February 1 NAC
held a successful picket outside
Harrod’sin London on the last day
of the January sale. This was to
protest against the fact that Har-
rod’s owner Mohamed Al Fayed
was funding the PLA to the tune .
of £25,000 - which would have un-
derwritten the deposits for the
election candidates.

Before the picket, Michael Cole,
spokesman for Al Fayed, told jour-
nalists that “Mr Al Fayed decided
to help the Pro-Life Alliance to
field 50 candidates”.

After the picket, the tune had
changed. Mr Cole said after the of-
ficial launch of the Alliance “Mr
Fayed is not funding it. He doesn't
want to get involved in party poli-
tics”. Al Fayed's retreat has un-
doubtedly been an irritation for
the PLA but they have other pow-
erful and rich friends such as the
Quintaville family.

Their manifesto makes clear
that they want to see the complete
repeal of the 1967 Abortion Act

No retun to the back streets!

and indeed beyond this “to secure
legislation which confers the full
protection of the law on all human
life from fertlisation to natural
death”.
Further they are calling for the
repeal of the Embryology Bill and
_opposing some forms of contracep-
tion which they argue are in fact
early abortions.

They are targeting constituen-
cies where candidates support a
woman’s right to choose — mainly
Labour candidates but a small
number of others, inlcuding
Theresa Gorman in Billericay.

R

They have claimed that their
party political broadcast will

" show remains of aborted embyos

atvarious stages of development.

PLA director Bruno Quin-
taville says these were found
dumped outside an abortion
clinic in Houston,Texas.

While they are very unlikely to
even retain their deposit in any
seat, they are gaining a large
“amount of publicity through this
campaign - although NAC has al-
ready been able to use debating
them to gain a wider profile forits
stance in support of a woman's
right to choose.

If your MP is being opposed by a
“Pro-Life” candidate it is impor-
tant that you get in touch to offer
support. )

There is a danger that some
could feel intimidated and back
down from a pro-choice stance.
NAC is also organising a postcard
campaign, particularly in the con-
stituencies where the PLA are

-standing. Get involved and help

defeat the anti-abortionists.

Contact NAC at The Print
House, 18 Ashwin Street, London
E8 3DL or on 0171 923 4976.

Marian Brain

Women’s TUC in Scarborough
threw down a challenge to the
whole trade union movement. It
is possible and necessary to
recruit hundreds of thousands
of women in the next five
years, but only by rising to the
challenge of attracting and re-
taining them.

This means that trade unions
have to become flexible organi-
sationally, but more importantly,
they have to be fighting organi-
sations that defend and extend
the conditions under which peo-
ple work and the social environ-
ment in which they live.

Conference understood the
importance of fighting for equal
rights at work and the impor- -
tance of full rights for all work-
ers from day one of employment,
and the rights of all workers to
Join and be represented by an
independent trade union.

Women’s TUC also debated
the whole question of bullying at

work and the need to combat
this.

The conference unanimously
passed an emergency resolution
which expressed concern at the
contents of the Amnesty Interna-
tional Bulletin of 7 February re-
garding the imprisonment of
Roisin McAliskey.

The resolution calls on the
“Women’s Committee and the
General Council to support the
call for bail to be granted die to
Roisin’s mental and physical
condition and to support the
campaign for mother and child
to remain together after the
birth”. This was moved by MSF
and seconded by the FBU.

Another emergency resolution
from the Society of Telecom Ex-
ecutives raised the issue of the

- attack on working women
launched by the Panorama pro-
&. gramme. It called on the
Women’s Committee and the
" General Council to “highlight
and publicise media attacks on

Women’s TUC faces the future

working women” and to
“campaign for recognition at
work of the demands of all
parents, and the need for
workplace policies to accom-
modate working parents and
their children”.

This resolution linked into
the discussion of the NAFTHE
resolution on the whole issue
of women’s rights. Moving
this resolution, Mary Davies
made the point that it Is nec-
essary to combine theory and
practice. We cannot let the
right wing ideological offen-
sive against women go un-
challenged.

They hlame women for all
the ills of society and try to
strengthen the traditional
family. We must defend the
gains of the women's libera-
tion movement of the sixties
and fight for women’s right to
choose how they live and the
material conditions which al-
low us to do so.

Local government
workers must

reject single
status agreement

Veronica Fagan

THE THREE local government
unions UNISON, GMB and TGWU
are trumpeting the new single
status agreement and the asso-
ciated pay deal as a major step
forward for their members.

The associated pay deal would
give pay increases of above 2.51 per
cent for most manual workers and
the very lowest paid of officers
while the rest would get an increase
of around 2.5 per cent.

There are some important im-
provements in the proposals it is
true. Mostsignificantly it would in-
troduce generally equal treatment
for manual workers and officers.
Other benefits include improved
rights for part timers, training for
all employees and cancer screening
for all.

These positive aspects are mas-
sively overshadowed by the attacks
on conditions thatare also involved
both now and in the future. Integral
to the whole package is a new pro-
posed Job Evaluation Scheme
which will not be compulsory for
local authorities to use and which
will not even be available before
mid-April. - ‘

All jobs will be subject to local
grading reviews and pay is pro-
tected for only up to three years.
Whole areas of conditions which
are currently determined nation-
ally will only be subject to mini-
mum terms at this level..

The main negotiations will take
place locally. Other immediate
problems include the introduction
of a “code of conduct” and attacks
on various existing provisions for
leave.

Within the glossy literature pro-
duced by the unions nationally
some of the key issues are hidden
away.

Working hours will be set for all
full time employees from April 1

1999 at 37 hours (36 for London). A
step forward for those on contracts
with longer hours - but then we are
told:”Where ever possible efforts
will be made to offset the increased
the hourly rates of pay by more pro-
ductive working methods.”

You would think that any trade
unionist worth their salt would see
the problem with that - and the
looming threat of job losses it in-
volves.

Despite this on March 11 a Joint
meeting of the Manual and APT&C
(officer) union side agreed the
document with only four votes
against.

“Socialist”

The pompous language used to '

sell it to the membership is unbe-
lievable. Jane Carrolan, Chair of the
APT&C referred to the document
as a “socialist agreement” and Lo-
cal Government Officer Keith Son-
net said that “It is UNISON’s
destiny to bring in this agreement.”

Some of the media have used an

image of an office worker emptying

dustbins to illustrate stories about
the agreement. Such proposals on
flexibility are not actually part of
the package.

_However there is a worrying
phrase in the “principles” set out at
the beginning which talks of “a
flexible approach to providing serv-
ices to the community, which
meets the needs of employees as
well as employers.”

One wonders if the press have
been told something that trade un-
ion members have not?

In any event the left has a major

task on its hands to moblise opposi-
tion to these proposals. UNISON is
holding a special conference on
May 20 and after that the proposals
will go out to a ballot of individual

members. These proposals must be

rejected.
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Aerospace
strikers fly
into action

WORKERS at Project Aero-
space are linking up with
other disputes to try to spread
support for their struggle.

They wlil be on the “Social
Justice” march on April 12.
They are frustrated that despite
official support from their un-
ion, MSF, little is being done to
spread their message.

The full-time official is hard
to contact and rarely visits the
picket line. Only four of the un-
ion's regions have so far given
any support. .

In December, 1996, two
weeks before Christmas, forty-
one sheet metal workers were
locked out and then dismissed
by Project Aerospace Ltd in
Coventry.

The workers had made a
claim for the establishment of a
sick pay scheme and a company
pension as well as a reasonable
increase in wages.

They had serlous concerns
about health and safety - when
it rained, water cascaded
through a flaking ashestos roof
onto electrical equipment be-
low.

No discussions

The company offered a wage
increase of 3 per cent, refused
to discuss anything more and
demanded the workers to sign a
new contract or else.

Following limited industrial -
action in November and early
December, the forty-one were
dismissed on the very day that
discussions were due to take
place hetween the union and
the company. '

Since then the company has
refused approaches from ACAS
and has begun negotiations
with another firm to register a
new company.

The workers believe that even
though the struggle will be pro-
tracted they can win. There are
already indications that the
company will not be able to sur-
vive without the workers spe-
cialist skills.

They need support on the
daily pickets at Canal Road,
Foleshill, Coventry and financal

- assistance.

Messages, donations and re-
quests for speakers to Project
Aerospace Dispute Fund, Cov-
entry Trades Counclil, Unit 15,
The Arches Industrial Estate,
Coventry, CV1 3JQ, (01203
474261 or 0976 971796)

Pete Firmin

With the General
Election campaign
underway many La-
bour and Trade Un-
ion leaders would like
to see the long run-
ning industrial dis-
putes wound up
before they embar-
rass a Labour govern-
ment. Socialists have
to step up support.

The strikers at Magnet
in Darlington, where 340
workers were sacked for
going on strike for a pay
rise, are in a confident
mood. Magnet strike sup-
port committees are start-
ing to be formed around
the country and Magnet
outlets are being regularly
leafleted by supporters in
Glasgow, London, Darling-
ton, Liverpool and Stock-
ton.
The leafleting in Glas-
gow is being done by the
Fire Brigades Union, and a
recent meeting in Glasgow
established useful links
with the GPMU and UNI-
SON branches there. The
strikers are now establish-
ing many international
links of their own, for in-
stance in Germany.

On Tuesday March 18,
TUC chief John Monks
met fulltime officials from the four
unions involved (UCATT, TGWU,
GMB and AEEV) and, surprisingly,
offered support to the strikers. The
TUC committed itself to an emer-
gency mail-shot to all its affiliates,
urging them to get involved in sup-
port groups, leaflet Magnet outlets
and to support the strike financially.
The strike committee is aware of
the possible pitfalls that the TUC
could turn round and attempt to
close down the dispute, but such
support is welcomed.

Meanwhile, the company has got

" itself into a mess of its own making.

It had hoped to do deals on the
quiet with builders and sub-
contractors, offering them reduc-
tions. This has started a price war
between different companies,
something Magnet can ill-afford in
its current position.

The Hillingdon Hospital strikers,
fighting against a pay cut, are still re-
sisting the attempts of UNISON's
bureaucracy to ditch them. They
have received the support of several
union regions, and the next stage of
that battle will be at UNISON's con-
ference.

The hospital is attempting to get
strike supporters removed from
their property by taking out an in-
junction, but Hillingdon Council has
provided an alternative spot to
picket just outside the hospital.

The Liverpool dockworkers are
at last getting wider publicity here in
Britain. Liverpool footballers Robbie
Fowler and Steve McManaman
wore T-shirts in support of the
dockers at their European Cup-
Winners’ Cup match against SK
Brann, which has received wide-
spread coverage (and which the
football authorities are less then
pleased about).

42 comedians organised a major
benefit for the dockers at the Lon-
don Palladium on March 16.

“Through the efforts of John Pilger

and Ken Loach more publicity has
been gained and more support is
therefore coming in from union
branches.

The dockers are still building on
their international contacts which
have led to support action around
the world -Akinobu Itoh, Assistant
General Secretary of the National
Council of Dock Workers' Unions of

Magnet, Hillingdon, Dockers

Step up the support!

Community Chest: Robbie Fowler displays the Liverpaiil dockers’ T-shirt at Anfield

Japan, recently travelled to Liver-
pool to address a dockers’ meeting.
The bad news is that the TGWU
leadership is still negotiating with
the Mersey Docks and Harbour
Board on the possibility of establish-
ing a Labour Supply Unit —and
keeping the stewards in the dark
about the progress of the talks.

No pay-off

Having at last recognised that the
dockers are unwilling to accept a
pay off, rather than winning their
jobs back, the TGWU put forward
the proposal that the dockers
should form a cooperative from
which the company would employ
its workforce. The dockers ‘ shop
stewards are adamant that this
means a monopoly on work and
‘scabs out’, but it is by no means
certain that the TGWU leadership is
putting forward anything like this.

Initially it seemed that the MDHC
had rejected any such Labour Sup-
ply Unit out of hand, this was later
denied. It seems that the union bu-
reaucracy persuaded the employer
that it was in their interests to seek
a deal which the TGWU hopes to

UNIONSN 5

sell to the dockers via a
ballot.

The LSU proposal has
caused consternation
among the dockers in-
ternational supporters.In
an open letter to striking
dockers, US dockers'
leader Jack Heyman
(ILWU Local 10) warned
that “At this iost criti-
cal stage of the conflict it
is essential that the
dockers know precisely
what is being formu-
lated. There must be
time to discuss the la-

* bour supply question
fully before it is put to a
t vote...”

The Liverpool stew-
ards are now trying to
backtrack from the
TGWU trap by empha-
sising their demands. -
Agencies must be re-
moved from the port
along with the strike--
breakers.

The sacked dockers
mst have full-reinstate-
ment to ensure continu-
ity of all pension rights
whether or not individu- _
als then choose to leave
theindustry. They must
have the right to supply
labour to every area of
port operations, and
working conditions must
be under dockers’ con-
trol. They are confident that if the
TGWU leadership insists on a secret
ballot on anything else it will be re-
jected.

Whatever political pressure the
Labour Party and TGWU may feel
to end the dispute by any means
necessary, their problem remains:
why should men and women who
have fought 18 months to uphold
their right to refuse to cross a picket
line now settle for a compromise on
the employers’ terms?

The strikers from these disputes
are working closely together, lend-
ing each other support and speaking
at each others meetings. They aré
also making links with other dis-
putes such as Project Aerospace.

All the strikers are calling for sup-
port for the April |2th March for
Social Justice, which needs to be a
magnificent display of solidarity with
those who have fought so long.

We need to show the union and
Labour leaders that we have not
forgotten these disputes.

We must demand if Labour wins
the election it take action to see
that the strikers full demands are
met.

Critchley Labels strikers fight derecognition

Marian Brain

CRITCHLEY LABELS in
South Wales was part of British
Telecom until May 1993. The
workers printed and produced
literature in house.

Their union, the Communica-
tions Workers Union ( CWU) was
recognised and there were collec-
tive agreements. BT’s manage-
ment and the company's new
owners guaranteed that this would
remain the case.

In summer 1994 30 per cent of
staff left following voluntary re-
dundancies. The company then
decided to derecognise the union.
Following a ballot for industrial
action the CWU and management

reached an agreement on recogni-
tion.

Then the company unilaterally
declared that 10 CWU members
including branch officers were to
be made redundant. There was no
attempt to seek volunteers. Their
cases are still pending industrial
tribunals.

The CWU sought to negotiate
that any future redundancies
would involve prior consultation
with the union in line with exist-
ing agreements. When this was re-
jected workers voted for an
overtime ban which began in Oc-
tober 1996. &

In December the CWU was
given three weeks notice- of

derecognition, yet another breach
of a written agreement. John
Monks, TUC General Secretary,
has described Critchley as “the
worst example of industrial rela-
tions in Wales”.

Union members voted to esca-
late industrial action in defence of
their rights. All union members at
Critchley went on strike on Janu-
ary 22 and January 29. Managers
were bullying and threatening to
dismiss those who did so.

On February 3 a one week strike
started. The next day workers re-
ceived hand delivered letters say-
ing they would be sacked unless
they reported for work on 6 Febru-
ary.

All 31 CWU members at the
company, whether or not they had
voted for strike action, decided
that they would not be bullied and
intimidated. They stood by their
union and fought for the right to
trade union membership and rep-
resentation.

Harassed

Women at Critchley Labels
have explained that sexual harass-
ment has been a problem at the fac-
tory for some time, ranging from
physical contact to managers leak-
ing personal medical details.

The strikers would rather see
the plant closed down than go back
to a regime of intimidation under

worse conditions. They have al-
ready made many sacrifices in de-
fence of trade union rights. Some
are single parents, others the only
earners in their household, in an
area of high unemployment.

On March 8 theré was a demon-
stration in South Wales in defence
of the Critchley Labels strikers.
Now is the time to step up solidar-
ity. Their fight is our fight.

Send messages of supportand fi-
nancial assistance to the Critchley
Labels Fund, CWU, Greystoke
House, London W5 1AW. For
more information and speakers
contact Sue Hopkins, CWU Chair
at Critchley Labels, on 01485
220587. -
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Election dogs that
are unlikely to bark

1) The great
pensions rip-
off

18 years of Thatcherite rule has
led to a decimation in value of
the basic state pension, deliber-
ately run down by severing the
link between pensions and av--
erage wages established by La-
bour in the 1970s.

Last year’s Labour conference
saw a set-piece battle between pen-
sioners’ campaigns demanding
that this link be restored, and
Tony Blair’s front bench team, de-
termined to evade any such com-
mitment.

Indeed Labour itself has been
flirting with ideas of compelling
workers into taking out a second,
“funded” pension to compensate
for the plunging value of the basic
pension - ignoring the obvious
problem that such a scheme simply
widens and perpetuates the gulfin
living standards between the best
and lowest -paid workers.

But a fifth Tory term could lead
to an even more brazen onslaught
on this cornerstone of the welfare
state, if right wing zealot Peter Lil-
ley gets his way and plans for the
privatisation of pensions.

Lilley’s plans would not imme-
diately affect today’s pensioners or

many of today’s workers, hut
would press-gang new entrants to
the labour market into a fully pri-
vatised scheme in which £9 per
week would be siphoned from pay
packets as a “rebate” paid into an
“approved” private pension
scheme, along with an additional
5% of pay.

Assuming the company did not
go broke in the meantime this
should create a “pot” of around
£130,000 in 2040, sufficigns for a
pension of £175 per week “in to-
day’s money” ~which in practiceis
likely to be little over 20% of the
likely average earnings. As one
critic predicted “A poor worker
will progress to be a poor pen-
sioner.”

This miserable level of income
would be rejected -out of hand by
other EU countries, and is far be-
low the existing entitlement of
workers who retire now on average
earnings, who can expect a basic
pension and State Earnings Re-
lated Pension Scheme (SERPS)
payments of around 36% of their
wage on retirement.

The Tory scheme offers nothing
but misery for the unemployed,
the low-paid, the part-time work-
ers, and for women whose pay
tends to be lower and-whose earn-
ings record tends to be broken by
episodes of childbirth. It would

guarantee old-age poverty to over 3
million people.

. Even the Financial Times, an ad-
vocate of the Tory plans, admitted
that “The snag ... is that the guar-
anteed minimum would be so low

.. as to make the safety net safe
only for ascetics. For the unem-
ployed there appears to be inade-
quate assistance. Yet the scheme is
moving in the same broad direc-
tion as Labour policy.”

But of course the big pensions
firms are eagerly fingering their
calculators, totting up their likely
commission from the diversion of
amassive £40 billion from the state
sector into private schemes, and
backing the Tory plan to the hilt.
One of the first to welcome Lilley’s
plan was Legal & General, one of
the companies at the centre of the
massive, unscrupulous sale of in-
appropriate private pensions to
over 500,000 public sector workers
in the great pensions scam of the
1980s. Only one percent of those
fleeced by these companies has yet
received the compensation they
are owed. .

Labour has ritually condemned
the Tory plan - but has no policies
that can win the confidence of six
million pensioners, millions of
whom now live in poverty.

Blair’s team will not confront
the central issue, that the ever-

Socialist Outlook

increasing privatisation of pen-
sions and the focus on the indi-
vidual’s pension “pot” is designed
above all to relieve the employers of
any responsibility to contribute:
employers’ national insurance
contributions and taxation are ex-
traordinarily low in Britain com-
pared with more EU and OECD
countries. -
The result is that the profits are
mopped up by the corporations
and the pension funds - and
handed out to wealthy sharehold-
ers, while the burden falls on indi-
vidual workers to haul themselves
up by their own bootstraps. In-
stead of pumping ever greater
sums of workers’ cash into these
institutions — many -of which are
the driving force for rationalisa-
tion and redundancy in industry —
a socialist solution would start by

2) Social Service cuts and privatisation

Cuts totalling over £100m

are being imposed by 31 So-
cial Services Departments in
England as they grapple with -
budget reductions for

_1997/98, according to a sur- -
‘vey., :

The Association of Directors of
Social Services found that cuts aver-
aged 4.3%, and have already led to
at least 700 residential places and
home care packages for the elderly
being lost, despite rising numbers
requiring care as the NHS backs out
of supporting the frail elderly.

Virtually all the authorities cutting
back on these vital services are
Labour-controlied, as are the coun-
cils slashing services in Scotland and
Wales: but Tony Biair’s office in
Millbank has been working overtime
to suppress any concerted opposi-
tion to the cuts, which arise from
Kenneth Clarke’s cynical tax-cutting
budget, which deliberately short-
changed councils while John Gum-
mer at the Environment office

‘Gone, and forgotten: Labour’s
pledges - and Margaret Beckett

slapped a brutal “cap” on spending.
- Blair’s lieutenant Frank Dobson
has been touring town and county
halls, warning that a May victory for
New Labour would reinforce the
Tory spending limits, driving coun-
cillors to nod through a modest
6.6% average increase in council
tax, at the expense of axing cher-

ished services.

The crackdown on council
spending forms the key backdrop to
Stephen Dorrell’s White Paper pro-
posing the wholesale privatisation of
social services, reducing councils to
the role of “purchasers” of care-
from a massively expanded private
sector. .

Dorrell and the Tories are drive
by an ideological agenda: there is no
popular demand for these services
to be privatised, and no evidence
that care in private, often desper-
ately under-staffed profit-seeking
homes is any superior to that pro-
vided by local authorities. Of course:
they also seek to cut spending,
claiming that private residential
homes are up to £40 per week
cheaper.

This type of cost-cutting has been
the driving force pushing councils
like Labour-controlled Kent towards
wholesale privatisation, following
the inglorious examples of Labour
councils like Southwark eagerly put-
ting services out to competitive

tender.

And with New Labour’s policies

targeted towards tax cuts for the

well-to-do and revolving around the

deluded notion of a “partnership”

between public and private sectors,
the Party is ill-equipped to.combat

these latest penny-pinching Tory

policies. :

* The Law Lords ruling on
_ March 20 that councils are

free to slash services even to
. the most seriously disabled in
order to balance their books

~is a serious reversal of the
1970 Chronically Sick and
Disabled Persons Act.

.Conspicuously silent in the after-
math of this landmark ruling, which
demolishes the pretence of any enti-

tlement to community care, was
Labour’s front bench team. Since
they have endorsed the same cash

limits, presumably Labour, like the

Tories, would have backed the
Gloucestershire appeal, and will
continue the same policies.

The latest Tory plans to miti-
gate the effects of their own
community care reforms, which
were introduced with increas-
ingly disastrous consequences
four years ago, focus yet again
on private insurance.

Health Secretary Stephen Dor-
rell finally unveiled a scheme
through which the government
would subsidise the long-term
care of the wealthiest 5% of
pensioners, If they took out in-
surance policies to help pay the
costs of their own residential
care. This follows on Kenneth
Clarke’s decision to raise the

threshold figure for assets ahove
which pensioners are obliged to
pay the full cost of residential
care.

- Pensioners lucky enough to
have a lump sum of upwards of
£5,400 available to buy an insur-
ance policy paying £45,000
could, under Dorrell’s plan buy
their way out of the policy of
means-tested charges which
have compelled tens of thou-
sands of frail elderly people to
sell their homes to pay for their
own care. A '

But the scheme would cost the
government a minimum of £200m

3) The great ‘Community care’ rip-off

a year — meaning that low-paid
workers would pay through taxa-
tion to subsidise a handout to
the most wealthy sections of the
middle class.

Easy target

The policy itself was easy
meat for Labour to attack: Even
the insurance companies, which
in theory stand to gain from the
scheme, have given only guarded
support.

But there Is again a booming
silence from Labour on what it
will do in office to tackle the
growing scandal of a “commu- .

nity care” system which
robs pensioners of their
homes and savings, even as
it fails to deliver compre-
hensive services to those
most in need.

The ritualistic Labour
promise of a Royal Commis-
sion is nothing more than a
pledge to defer the issue for
years to come. But as grow-
ing numbers of families
confront a yawning gap in
care, the problem is one
which will snap at the heels
of a Blair government from
day one.

nationalising them and the banks,
to guarantee the security of workers’
jobs and wages now and in the fu-
ture. '

Far from opening up what Mrs
Merton might call “a heated de-
bate”, the Tory plans have under-
lined how puny is Labour’s
response and how far the Party has
retreated from the collectivist prin-
ciples which even Wilson’s 1970s

Labour governments sought to im-

plement.

4) The NHS

funding gap

The Tories believe they have
neutralised the NHS as an elec-
tion issue: and from Labour’s
recent performance it appears
that they are right. Without a
serious promise to allocate new
money, Labour cannot offer any
solution to the growing pres-
sures on acute services, mental
health and long term care.

The Tory plans for NHS involve
a three year standstill budget,
with real terms growth of just
one third of one percent (0.3%)
between 1996 and 1999.

This compares with commonly-
accepted assumptions that the
increasing numbers of elderly,
advances in new technology and
other pressures require at least a

per year increase to keep
pace with demand.

But Gordon Brown has insisted
that Labour accepts the Tory
spending limits — which leave
Britain near the bottom of the in-
ternational league for the per-
centage of national wealth (GDP)
spent on health, and 30% below
the OECD average per capita
spending.

Ditched

The Party has ditched prom-
Ises to restore free dental
checks, and will be immediately
caught up in a new round of
scandals as health authorities
set out to ration treatment, cash-
strapped Trusts leave patients
for hours on trolleys, and health
chiefs look for different ways to
raise cash through charges for
superior meals or other “extras”.

A standstill on spending will
mean painful cuts. Even if Labour
were to raise its much-vaunted
£100m savings by cutting bu-
reaucracy, this is far from suffi-
cient to stand still.

Far from an electoral asset,
the NHS could rapidly become an
albatross around the neck of a
Lahour government tied to Tory
spending policies. No wonder
Stephen Dorrell is leading the
chants of “It’s all gone quiet
over there”.

l
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As long as the cs Iasts,ﬁ fascist éraups will feed off frustration of those under 16).
L L4 15 encourage Black people to regis-
_ : . ter and vote. Its posters argue that
rl 1 S : the one million black people
o .
We should support the cam-
paign’s aims — abstention can lead

What chance for
Operation Black Vote?

Mark Jason : more likely to be sent to prison.

SEVERAL recent surveys have Again, Labour’s response is con-
shown that most black people fined to an attempt to out-Tory the
do not intend to vote. This is a anservatlves on who is tougher on
cause for concern to some poli- crime. . i
ticians, as according to the I1)994 _ The Labour leadership's opposi-
Labour force survey, nearly six tion to the Immigration and Asylum
per cent of the population de- Act was pitiful. Their partial opposi-
fine themselves as Black Brit- tion to some aspects of the bill was
ish, (this rises to nine per cent “balanced out” with assurances from
party leaders that Labour will be
tough on “illegal immigration”.
The current Labour policy docu-

ment outlines plans to bring British
legislation into line with the 1951
UN convention on refugees and with
international law. It then states that
not enough asylum seekers who have
their appeals turned down are cur-
rently being deported, and supports
fast-tracking asylum appeals, which
give little time to prepare or collect
the necessary documentation.

Itis notenough to encourage black

In response, the 1990 Trust has
launched “Operation Black Vote”

shouldy telephone the Conserva-
tive and Labour Party leaders to
make their voices heard.

to demoralisation and atomisation
of black communities. At the same

of the main parties are likely to do  of whites. In London a staggering give equal support to the system that

. time, though, it reflects an astute  Chance to wipe off that grin : . .
political understanding amongst people to put their cross on a bit of pa-
the black working class that none per every five years while all parties

Simon Deville

Since the rise of Thatcherism in
the late seventies, British fas-
cism has been in decline. The
National Front had the rug
pulled from beneath them when
the Tory Party adopted many of
the central points of their poli-
cies, from racist immigration
policies and jingoistic national
chauvinism to saturation polic-
ing in poorer inner city areas
and the hated “sus” laws.

The BNP have virtually aban-
doned organising public demon-
strations since they have simply
provoked mass opposition and hu-
miliating defeats.

Over the last couple of years the
BNP has been largely paralysed by
internal feuding, banning its mem-
bers from joining the paramilitary
style Combat 18 and a split within
the leadership of C18 over money
raised through the “Blood and
Honour” Nazi music network.

Shortly before the general elec-
tion was called, the fascist British
National Party declared that they
would stand in at least 50 seats,
hoping that this would enable them
to have their own party political
broadcastson TV. Their aim was to
stand around 35 candidates, with
several contesting more than one
seat each.

This plan was scuppered when
both Channel 4 and the BBC stated
that they would only allow broad-

casts for parties that fielded at least

50 separate candidates. As we go to
press the BNP are reportedly trying
urgently to scrape together the ex-
tra candidates needed.

In the forthcoming General
Election the BNP have no base of
support whatsoever, and are likely
to achieve an extremely small vote
in most of the seats they contest.

Itwould be distrastrous, though,

for the left to assume that this de-
cline will continue and that fascists
will simply go away if we ignore
them. The far right are likely 1o re-
emerge under a Labour govern-
ment and we must be prepared to
combat this.

The BNP's electoral aim is not to
win seats at this election, but
rather, to lay down a marker for the
future. They are relying on the

much to change the situation they 60 per cent of black youth are un- ~ OPPresses black people. To encour-

live in. employed compared to 20 per cent  38€ thf. participation of black people
Itis notenough tourgepgopleto  of whites. All the Labour leader- 11! politics, it is necessary to offer a

vote when they are convinced that  ship has tosay on unemploymentis ~ Way out of the enormous level of ine-

voting will not change a thing. In- - that they will review the Jobseekers qualities within society.

deed the Labour leadership, anx-  Allowance, and they have hinted at If the current direction of the La-

ious to please big business and introducing their own forced la- bour Party goes unchallenged, we are
likely to witness wider and wider sec-

tions of the working class becoming

widespread disillusionment that

may occur if a Labour government :
is e)l’ected which continues or esca- “middle England”, has spent the  bourschemes for the unemployed.

; : _ | last few years trying to dampen At every level of the criminal ! 1
giﬁfg;ﬁgﬁ?ﬂ?%ﬁﬂgﬁ;ftk working class aspirations in thear-  justice system blacks face discrimi-  demoralised and latomls.ed.[ Only a
To prevent fascists from growing | F0gant assumption that working  nation. Black people are far more cor(;s;stem strugg f:l ag:;ﬁ:mria:ltstr;
requires organising against them | C¢1ass people will automatically vote likely to be stopped by the police 20 ora glass'“’e ! /‘fft{s et
now - building anti-fascist cam- Labour' anyway. and arrest.ed. Once arrested they lr;}poverll: € mrt{“ a :gs Can start
paigns that oppose fascists politi- Nationally unemployment are more likely to be charged than offer such a way forward.
cally, drawing in all sections of the | amongst black people is twice that ~ whites for the same offence, and

labour movement, the trade un-

ions, anti-racist and community or- Youth Vote Vital

ganisations in opposition to racist

ideas that may gain ground among ,

some sections of the working class. D O n t l e t
The struggle against fascism will

also require organising against fas- ,

cist meetings and demos, including

physical opposition where needed. a Our ge

Communities have to organise to

defend themselves against fascist

and racist attacks. away With it! ‘

The inability of fascists to organ-
ise publicly in recent years has
played a major role in demoralising George Thomas year oids. He
their cadre and preventing them4 MANY traditional Labour voters  Won't reverse the
from making any significant break- | will stay at home (if they’'ve got  20% cut in JSA for
throughs. one) at this General Election. the young jobless.

: Labour who have generally re-  He wishes to ex-

Finally, the left must startto put | port can no longer count on mlﬂ_'m“m wage
forward a political alternative. In | the majority of them even cast- legislation.
many impoverished areas, Labour | ing a ballot. As well as re-
councils have been in office for Its no surprise youth feel al- stIi'nB ? t::::'r?h
years, presiding over massive cuts | lenated with the system, when rich ana redistrib- itali .
in spending and services. ‘ both parties scapsey;:at iliem for  ute wealth, Labour refuses to :ﬁ:lta;:::‘ :t':.':,,st.;ﬂ?g,l:n’tm some

They have implemented Tory | soclety's ilis. It Is sickening to spend more money on education, wghilst 3.”.“. should exercise
policies, using the justification that | see New Labour competing with  health and transport. Students . '0r0oratic right in this elec-
carry out even worse cuts. Despite | under lock and guard. youth will grow up in unhealthy s' st;!l:“;er :: shouldn’t resign
this, most impoverished working Rather than restoring rights to  Surroundings and traffic will o¥|rselv.es to the idea nothing can
class areas are likely to return a | young people after the Tories grind to a halt. ' change, across Europe the situa-
massive vote for Labour at the gen- | have removed them through Acts The Tories have dug them- tion I|a§ changed and is changin
eral election in the hope that they | like the CJA, New Labour prom-  Selves into a hole and their dramatcolly, 9ing
will see a change from the last 18 | ises to curtail their freedoms Transport Minister Steven Norris. Millions :' youth are voting
years. With a Labour government | even more through Job conscrip-  Says he can now sympathise with with their feet in protest against
councils will no longer have any ex- | tion for the young unemployed, the views of Swampy the roads the future being offered by
cuse. the slammer for young otfenders, Protester. - Europe's capitalist leaders.

A failure to deliver anything un- | and house arrest for young kids Yet Norris won’t build any Recently Belgian school stu-
der a Labour government will cre- | on the block. more roads only because the To- - Ilavev fille?l the streets dem-
ate disillusionment — the response At work youth will still face an  fies economic programme hasn’t onstrating against yovernment
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Down with Fortress Europe!

Lille conference calls
for end to detentions

Bill MacKeith

IN DETENTION centres
across Europe more and more
migrants, including refugees
and people without the “cor-
rect” immigra-
tion papers are
being impris-
oned.
Opposition to
this brought to-
gether over 200
people from 15
European coun-
tries at a confer-
ence on “Barbed
Wire Europe” or-
ganised by
France's Federa-
tion of Associa-
_tions in support
of immigrant
workers (FASTI)

in Lille on March  Tpg Sans Papiers has become a mass movement of black

15-16.

Most of those
present were involved in practical
work assisting detainees. From

Britain they included representa--

tives from the London and Gat-
wick Detainee support groups,
Detention Advisory Service, the
Refugee Legal Service and five
from the Camapign to close Camps-
field. Dr Christina Pourgourides,
who reported on her study on the
psychological harm inflicted on de-
tainees was also present.
Conference opened with astrong
address from the President of the
Assembly of the Nord/Pas de Calais
Region. She demanded that the
arms trade, third world “debt”
should be challenged and anti-

colonial policies be persued as well
as the detentions of innocent peo-
ple being ended.

During the reports from differ-
ent countries it emerged that Brit-

ain is exceptional in that it detains

' refugees and other migrants in

common prisons.

The numbers of people in-
volved, the length of detentions,
the lack of “proper” judicial proce-
dures and the involvement of pri-
vate security firms also make it
unique.

The Conference sent support to
the “sans papiers” on hunger strike
just a few minutes walk away (see
adjacent report).

It also sent a letter to the Euro-
pean Commission President Jac-
ques Santer calling for the closure
of detention centres, proper judi-

cial procedures, and visiting
rights for humanitarian, legal and
medical support groups.

The mayor of Fernay-Voltaire
on the border with Switzerland
told how his
town success-
. .M fully opposed

- the building
of a detention
centres near-
by. He invited
delegates to
Fernay for a re-

Proposals for
this and for in-
ternational day
of action will be
considered by a
conference
steering group
from the con-
ference. A full
report will be

peaple

published.

Contact 01865 558145.

Socialist Oudook

call conference. -

TV special

J An English sub-titled ver-
sion of the “Ballad of the Sans
Papiers” is shortly to be
shown on Channel 4 TV.
Made in Paris by 1'Yeux Ou-
verts and IM'Media, this 90-
minute documentary chroni-
cles the “sans papiers” move-
ment from 300 Africans’
occupation of St Ambroise
church, Paris in March to the
police eviction of the hunger
striking “sans papiers” from
St Bernard on August 23
1966.

“Sans Papiers” hunger
strike gains support -

3000 people demonstrated
through the streets of Lille, in
Northern France, on 15th
March. The march was calling
for the “regularisation” of
“Sans Papiers” in France and
in support of the Lille hunger
strikers.

Most of the people were young
and there was a lively grouping
from Saint Bernard “Sans Papiers”,

whose hunger strike, last year, at-
tracted mass support throughout
France.

With the latest Government
anti-refugee measures there. are
now estimated to be 750,000 “Sans
Papiers” in France. Their existence
is one in which they can not work
legally, can not claim benefits, are
supposed to report to the policeand
they are picked up and imprisoned

for not having papers. Itisan end to
this persecution thar is the main
aim of “regularisation”.

There were speakers at the rally
from the national organisation of
“Sans Papiers”, from Saint Ber-
nard, from the local Lille organisa-
tion and from the Asylum
conference that was taking place
that weekend.

Itis plain, from the way that this

1990s.

OUT NOW!

A new 68-page pamphlet giving
a comprehensive review of the
impact of the Tory years on the
trade union movement and a
perspective for the left in the

£2 including post and packing
From Socialist Outlook, PO Box
1109, London N4 2UU

movement speaks of the way that
Western governments are squeez-
ing the underdeveloped world
through debt and arms sales to

western trained dictators, that this -

is the strongest movement of black
people in Europe at the moment,
which is also black-led.

The march ended at the MNE
buildingin Lille, which is occupied
by the 20 or so hunger strikers, who
had reached their 62nd day of not
eating solids.

On March 15, a delegation from
the International asylum confer-
ence in Lille visited the hunger
strikers, to show solidarity. The
hunger strikers had been forcibly
removed to hospital for 2 days a
week and they were desperate for
support.

The British media have ignored
these hunger strikes, which reflect
the increased desperation of the
“Sans Papiers”.

Demonstrations are regularly
held and these should be supported
where possible and messages of
solidarity can be sent to MNE
Building, 23 Rue Gosselet, 59,000
Lille, France. )

Calls for “regularisation” should
be sent to the Prefecture in Lille,
and the French Embassy.

Rochester

leads anti-
racist
protests

Derick Colbert

‘The hunger strike by asylum

seekers incarcerated in Roches-
ter Prison is highlighting the ap-
palling treatment of asylum
seekers, refugees and other mi-
grant workers by the British gov-
ernment.

This is a key part of last year’s racist
Immigratioh and Asylum Act which wel-
comes the rich Britain but imprisons
poor, black asylum seekers fleeing from
persecution or poverty.

The hunger strike at Rochester, which
ended on March 10, was in protest at the
courts’ refusal to grant bail to detainees
and the continued rejection of their re-
quest to reside in safety in Britain. A
peaceful demonstration inside the prison
last year was violently smashed by riot
police, and many of the detainees suf-
fered injuries.

-Two of the hunger strikers from Nige-
ria face certain torture or death if
returned into the hands of what the Nige-
rian High Commission in London has
referred to publicly as the “strong arms of
Nigerian justice”. Despite the over-
whelming justice of their case, the two
men were isolated in the notorious ‘bas-
ement’ wing of Rochester prison in
almost solitary confinement, seeing only
prison and Home Office staff.

_ A Tunisian asylum seeker, sent air tick-
ets and papers in order to join his brother
in Italy, was denied permission to fly by
the Home Office and told he should

" return to Tunisia — from where he had

fled persecution!

Initially bail was refused to all these
men. They remained locked up alongside
convicted criminals in degrading and.de-
humanising conditions. Pressure on the

. government and the courts by the hunger

strikers and by protests outside meant
bail was granted to five hunger strikers,
but many other detainees remain locked
up. v
At the end of the protest, the hunger

strikers issued the following statement:

“When we started our hunger strike
we thought we were alone. We were
not. We would like to thank all those who
supported us throughout the hunger
strike, for the faxes and letters of protest
sent to the Home Office. There were so
many faxes of protest sent to the Gover-
nor of Rochester Prison that they
disconnected and dicontinued that
number. X

“We would especially like to thank the
international support we received from
the people of France, Germany, the
Netherlands, Portugal and Argentina who
faxed and wrote on our behalf. We send
greetings to the refugees on hunger strike
at Lille (Palais de Cal) and to the sans pa-
piers in France.

“As our demands have not been met,
the struggle continues.

Yours in solidarity, the interned Roch-
ester Asylum Seekers.”







