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IN THE run-up to the 1997 election, it was
pressure on education cuts that helped
polarise opposition to John Major’s Tory gov-
ernment.

But almost four years later, school teachers in
England are fuming at ever-increasing paper-
work, assessment and demands upon them,
and bitter that yet again the basic pay increase

‘is well short of the 12% the unions had called

for to attract the extra staff that are needed.
With some schools already on a 4-day week
for lack of teachers, and an estimated 20,000
unfilled posts, the mix of mounting admin work,
unlimited hours, inadequate support and
unsympathetic management is driving away

experienced teachers and scaring off potential
recruits.

The government’s attempts to fob off many
teachers with discretionary handouts of ‘per-
formance related’ pay have not fooled most
classroom teachers. They want extra cash for
all teachers, as part of the basic salary, not an
“extra” that can be here today - and taken
away by the headteacher tomorrow.

Teachers in England are even more angry to
discover that their colleagues in Scotland have
been given not only a hefty 10% increase this
year, but a deal limiting their working week to
35 hours, along with extra teachers and more
support staff.

Andrew Wiard
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That’s why 1,300 angry teachers packed a
London rally last week, baying for action by the
NUT. The union leaders have promised a ballot
on refusing to cover for vacant posts.

Labour romped to office pledging that its pri-
orities would be “education, education, educa-
tion”. Little did anyone think that as the next
election approached so littie wouid have
changed for the better. | -

A strong vote for action now could yet force
concessions from the government, if it is to
avoid another embarrassing set of headlines as
it launches its campaign for the next general
election. Teachers must press for a swift ballot
and a YES vote for action.
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Teachers f' ghting Performance Related Pay bmnded it “Vzctorzan” and took their protest to Parliament

eachers to
ballot for no-

cover action

Danny Macintosh
DESPERATE shortages of
classroom teachers across
England — with as many as
20,000 unfilled posts —
seem set to worsen in the
aftermath of the latest pay
deal, which has been
roundly attacked by all the
main teaching unions.

So bad has the crisis
become that a mass rally of
1,300 teachers called by
the London associations of
the National Union of
Teachers gave a standing
ovation to calls for industrial
action, and pressurised
General Secretary Doug
McAvoy to agree to a ballot
on no cover for vacant
poOsts.

This is a remarkable turm-
about by a union leadership
which just eight months ago
brushed aside calls for
action to resist the imposi-
tion of performance related
pay.

The pay deal is complex

“and hedged about by gov-

ernment spin and double-
speak, but teachers were
immediately clear that the
extra money on the table
falls far short of the amount

- needed to tackle long-stand-

ing problems. |

The new rates involve a
basic rate increase of
around 3.9%, with a 6% rise
for newly-qualified teachers.
But government figures for
the new salary scale were
distorted by including the
controversial new “thresh-
old” payments of £2,000 a
year.
- These payments only apply

Efoen NUT boss “Dynamic” Doug M cA'ooy has been stung into
calling a ballot, after knifing last year’s fight against PRP

to teachers at the top of the
pay spine who apply for
them, and are prepared 1o
commit themselves to the
government’s latest pet pro-
jects. They are at the discre-
tion of head teachers. Nor
are the threshold payments
secure: they can be with-
drawn, and the government
has only pledged to fund
these extra payments for
three years, leaving the long
term future in doubt. |
The administration of these
payments is just another in
a seemingly endless line of
administrative and bureau-
cratic tasks now being
dumped on teachers and
head teachers by ministers.
Indeed the limited extra
cash above inflation will not
be enough to compensate
for other aspects of the job
including worsening condi-
tions, rising workload, ever-

more administration and
assessment, and an ever

‘more restrictive curriculum,

which are driving potential
and actual teachers away
from the profession |n
droves.

“You can tell it's bad when
you see that English has
now become yet another
shortage subject: there
never used to be any prob-

lem recruiting English teach-

ers,” says one NUT activist.

The apparently generous
increases in London weight-
ing also need to be taken
with a pinch of salt. Many
more experienced teachers
will have the bulk to the
extra £700 a year inner
London allowance clawed
back for three years as part
of new system.

As if to add insult to mJury,
many teachers have been
looking enviously at the

much larger increases and
the improved working condi-
tions negotiated by Scottish
teachers with the Parliament
north of the border.

Although they start from a
lower salary, Scottish teach-
ers will get a flat rate. 10%
rise this year, and an extra
21.5% over three years,
along with a maximum 35-
hour week and a “phasing
in” .of a maximum 25 hours
“contact time” teaching in
the classroom. An extra
4,000 teachers are
promised, along with extra
support staff.

The Scottish deal is costed
at £816m over the three
years for 50,000 teachers,
compared with the £664m
this year in England.

Education Secretary
Blunkett has claimed that-
any equivalent of the

- Scottish deal would be “dif-

ficult and cumbersome to
administer” in England.

The mood at the London
teachers’ rally suggests that
he has badly miscalculated

~ the mood of classroom

teachers: with an election
looming, now is the best
time for teachers to take
action and step up pressure
on the government to tackle
the root problems behind -
staff shortages.

B Meanwhile NATFHE, the
union representing 65,000
FE college lecturers, Is
angrily pointing out that
salary scales for lecturers
are now around 10% lower

than those for school teach-

ers, with the gap widening
every year. |

So this is

democracy?

Israel has the support of the
United States and most of
the Western states, because
it is, purportedly, the only
democracy in the Middle
East. We have just had an
example of how this democ-
racy works.

When a Jewish settler, liv-
ing illegally in Gaza was
shot, all the resources of the
Israeli armed forces set out
to avenge his death. Heavy
artillery, tanks, and heli-
copters were used in a

- demonstration of strength.

By contrast a Jewish set-
tler convicted of bludgeon-
ing a Palestinian boy to
death was let off with an
£11,600 fine and commu-
nity service.

This is clearly a signal to
the thousands of illegal set-
tlers in Palestinian territory
that they can carry on their
aggression against Palestin-
ians with 1impunity.

What about the
workers?

So Tony Blair has at last
come to the conclusion that
he may lose the hard core
working class support in the
next election. He must do

- something to appease them. .

This will not, however,
take the form of class
against politics. No question
of carrying out the openly
voiced demand for the re-
nationalisation of the rail-
ways and other public utili-
ties; no question of
introducing workers’ con-
trol into industry. Good
lord no!

This might upset some of

the rich people who produce

fat cheques for New
Labour’s funds.

So, like the Edwardian
ladies of the manor, who
went out on Sundays to do
good to the deserving poor,
the Prime Minister is call-
ing on his big business pals
to be nice to the workers.
He wants to introduce

~ethics into business prac-

tices .

Will this experiment will
be more successful than the
government’s ethical for-
eign policy? Don’t hold
your breath waiting!

From
MacDonald to
Mandelson

When Ramsay MacDonald
betrayed the Labour Party
and headed a Tory domi-
nated ‘National’ govern-
ment in 1929, he boasted
the ‘now every Duchess
will want to kiss me.’

With Peter Mandelson 1t’s
millionaires!

There is an old Dutch say-

ing which, translating,
reads: Mix with the swill
and the pigs will eat you!

Grateful

Why can’t Mandelson and
Vaz be as helpful to asylum
seekers from India and else-

where?
Who knows? They might

‘even donate some of their

weekly vouchers to New

Labour’s fighting fund!

lll-advised

Before the New Labour
Government came into
office in 1997, there were
only 38 special advisers at
an annual cost to the
Exchequer of £1.8 million.
In 2000, the number had
increased to 79, and the cost
to £4 million.

Mo Mowlam, Cabinet
Office Secretary, has
revealed that the number of
special advisers has dropped
down to 78 — but the cost
has increased to £4.4m.

No doubt, the departing
adviser received a golden
handshake, is now enjoying
a profitable career in busi-
ness. |

But WHO ARE these spe-
cial advisers, and what kind
of advice do they give? One
thing we can be sure: judg-
ing by the government’s
legislation, there aren’t any
socialists among them.

Green
Michael

Michael Meacher is proving
himself the perfect custo-
dian of the environment
and, especially, the British
countryside and suburbia.

He once wrote: “Housing
is not, or should not be a
status symbol, an object of
conspicuous consumption,
or a source of market power
and wealth. It is a place
where individuals and fami-
lies should be able to live
and inter-relate in mutual
happiness...” (Socialism with
a Human Face, 1982)

As Mark Thomas has
revealed on Channel 4,
Meacher and his wife now
own between nine and 11
residential properties,
including the luxury
Cascades Court 1n
Wimbledon with flats
whose present market value
is £300,000 each and let at
£700 a week.

Yes, this 1s the same
Michael Meacher who told a

~ fringe meeting at the 1999

Labour Party conference
that “People like me who
are privileged, should not
be in a position to rob other
people of a home which is
their basic right.”

Clearly as a minister 1n
Tony Blair’s government,
Meacher has preferred to
join the robbers!

/
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O it’s true after less
than four years in
office, more voters
regard New Labour
as sleazy than the
Tories. And the spectacle of
senior  Labour  figures
denouncing each other and
fighting like rats in a sack

‘will reinforce the cynicism

and apathy of growing sec-
tions of Labour’s core vote,
convincing them that the
Party has completely lost
sight of their interests.
Of course Tony Blair’s sup-

ple-spined team of ministers
are not the first Labour

politicians to be caught in
dubious company or to seek
out the support of wealthy
individuals. Who can forget
the presence at Labour con-
ferences of the notorious
Robert Maxwell, or Harold
Wilson’s promotion of the
Gannex raincoat?

Rvt the sheer scale of New
Labour’s dependence upon
big business sponsorship and
immersion in the shady
netherworld of millionaires,
billionaires and unsavoury

‘business types is unprece-

dented.
We simply need to ask the
question: what could a lead-

ing member of a party com-

mitted to the interests of
working people have in com-
mon with a billionaire busi-
ness person? We can under-

Greg Tucker

In the face of the threat of
united strike action by
ASLEF and RMT members
on the Underground the
Labour government has
resorted to a series of
threats and manoeuvres.

In a clear sign that they are
rattled, they have both
wheeled out a compliant
judge to use the threat of
sequestration to shut up the
RMT, whilst offering a deal to
Ken Livingstone to take the
heat out of the issue of tube
safety. |

Despite an injunction on
their union, RMT members
have joined ASLEF on the
picket lines ensuring that
the first day of strike action
has been successful.
Neither union has been pre-
pared to accept the deal
offered to Ken Livingstone’s
transport supremo Bob Kiley
by John Prescott.

After a 9 to 1 vote by RMT
members and over 3 to 1 in
favour from ASLEF, it would
seem that the views of tube
workers were clear. But
rather than discuss the
Issues senously LUL man-

stand William
Hague and his team
happily following
decades of tradition
in courting the
super-rich, but was- |
n't Labour supposed &
to be different? )
Why would Tony

Blair and senior
Labour ministers,
including the
already wealthy &
Lord Sainsbury, all §
want to join Tory FEEEES
MPs in- signing a EE

presentation paint- g
ing to celebrate the NS
20th anniversary of
a £1.7 billion com-
pany owned by an §
Iraqi-born tycoon? §

Has this eagerness |

to please the ultra- §
wealthy anything to |
do with Gordon ;
Brown’s refusal to
tax the rich, and his
preference for hold-
ing down pensions,
imposing tuition fees on stu-
dents and holding down
public sector pay?

rying to minimise
the scale of this
moral and politi-
cal collapse 1n the
Labour Party, one

of the Sunday papers ran a
page arguing that the level of

corruption in British politics
-

agement, with the nod from
the government, took the
RMT to court.

LUL argued that in line with
anti-union laws as put for-
ward by the Labour govern-
ment, the RMT was obliged
to provide details of the
numbers of members
proposing to go on strike,
not just across the whole of
LUL, but workplace by work-
place and grade by grade.
The judge was happy to
Issue an injunction on this
basis.

RMT members have
likened the judgement to the
Taff Vale case one hundred
years ago. However hard it
tries, the RMT will find it vir-
tually impossible 10 keep
track of the precise details
of what station and what
grade its members are at
any time — particularly as the
employer refuses to give any
clues.

This will have serious impli-
cations for other RMT dis-
putes — such as the national
train crew safety dispute,
which is nearing the stage of
balloting for action — and
indeed for any industrial

is not as great as in a whole
number of other — mainly

third world ~ countries.

Pardon us if we’re not
impressed.

It’s not just the sickening
hypocrisy of a government
flexing every muscle to
exclude asylum seekers and
deport desperate “illegal
immigrants” finding ways to
open doors for wealthy peo-
ple that sickens us.

action by workers strangled
by these anti-union laws.

Whiist the RMT Executive
agreed to accept the injunc-
tion and to appeal the
judgement (with two mem-
bers being prepared to vote
to keep up the strike) RMT
members on the ground
have acted to defend their
“right to strike”. ASLEF
picket lines have been
respected. |

Tube workers have recog-
nised that the move by

. Prescott to “compromise”

with Bob Kiley is a sign of
weakness. The government
is trying to clear the decks of
all sensitive matters before
Blair calls the general elec-
tion.

Rather than accept the
“offer”, the the unions have
redoubled their efforts.

The government has pro-
posed to allow Kiley to main-
tain a unified management
structure — thus attempting
to answer his attacks on

- safety management. But the

quid pro quo remains that
extensive areas of work are
contracted out.

The PPP bidding compa-

It’s the politics that make most people wonder about New Labour

It’s the fact that New
Labour i1s more politically
influenced by — and keen to
keep the company of — a
small handful of mega-rich
individuals than the large
majority of ordinary working
class people whose efforts
and votes got them clected.

While the trade unions and
campaigners on refugee and
asylum rights are kept on the

outside looking in at a gov--

nies will be kept sweet,
whilst tube workers remain
under threat. To make mat-
ters worse Prescott wants to

- spend some months dis-

cussing the fine detail with
Kiley. in other words the
whole issue is to be moth-
balled until after the general
election.

The advantages of timing,
currently acting in the work-
ers’ favour, would be lost.

As our last edition pointed
out Bob Kiley “is no friend of
tube workers. His interests
lie elsewhere.” We warned,
“Kiley’s proposals include
potentially handing over
more than just the right to
bid for new build contracts.
Existing maintenance work
will be threatened.”

So whilst we believed that
working closely with

“ernment 1ignoring thelr prob-

pIeIpA Melpuv'

Andrew Wiard

Livingstone was important, it

was vital that tube workers
took their own independent
actions in defence of under-
ground safety, jobs and con-
ditions.

It hasn’t taken long to be
proved right. At the joint
union rally called to build
support for the ASLEF/RMT

lems and demands, they see a

privileged élite able to sum-

mon ministers to grotesque
social gatherings with a mere
snap of their fingers.

While asylum seekers face

‘starvation amid the wreckage

of New Labour’s brutal
voucher scheme, billionaires
can get top Labour bigwigs
to exert influence to speed up
their passport applications.
We don’t really care what
Mandelson said on the
phone to another Blairite
minister, or who leaked what
information to whom. The
curtain has been lifted high
enough on the shenanigans
to see that none of New

‘Labour’s priorities are those

of the people who voted for

them against the Tories in
1997.

David Blunkett may bleat

that this type of revelation,
fuelled by seemingly endless
in-fighting by ministers who
hate each other far more than
they hate the power and arro-
gance of the rich, will
increase cynicism and apa-
thy. But whose fault is 1t?

f Blunkett spent even a
few moments a day
remembering where he
came from as an FE
teacher, or contemplat-
ing the grim reality of a day
as a school teacher in Blair’s

Br1ta1n, perhaps he could
realise why the government
1s so far removed from the
concerns of working people.
His gruesome colleagues —
Milburn, Straw, Darling and
Prescott — are all as bad: on
almost every front the New
Labour government has
delighted its former adver-
saries and antagonised its

- supporters since 1997.

Popular pledges have been
ditched, Tory policies
embraced, and reactionary
bandwagons set rolling, gen-
erally at the expense of peo-
ple too isolated to defend
themselves. Pensioners and
students have been fleeced,
unions short-changed, and
asylum seekers victimised,
while millionaires and share-
holders laugh all the way to
the bank.

After almost four years of
this, Labour’s comparatively
high poll rating relies far
more on the unelectability of
Hague’s far-right — and still
sleazy — Tories and the irrele-
vance of the Lib Dems than
it does on genuine popular
support. '

As the election countdown

“continues, the development

of a serious challenge from a
united left, under the
Socialist Alliance banner,
can start to test out the possi-
bilities of focusing popular
anger on the electoral stage.

Was that a prznczple over there’ Not-S o-Red Ken caves in to
Johnny two Fags, leaving the tube unions to fight for safety.

strike ballot, Livingstone

denied all rumours that he
was preparing to do a deal
with Prescott. He pledged
that he would support any
strike: he would join his local
picket line.

But as the date for the fi rst
strike approached
Livingstone suddenly found it
expedient to withdraw his
pledge. With negotiations
with John Prescott at a sen-
sitive point, being seen on a
picket line just wouldnt be
right!

Livingstone seems more
concerned to improve his
chances of re-admittance to
the Labour Party than to

- stand with tube workers

defending tube safety.
The issues are now clear.
The tube’s future remains
under threat — from
Prescott, and potentially
from Kiley. But if the unions

keep their nerve, the govern-
ment position is weak.’
The RMT should widen its

base of action by immedi-

ately balloting its mainline
train crew on the parallel
dispute over rail safety.
Solidarity for the strikes
must be strengthened. The
work already being done to
build the picket lines and
raise support for the strikers
needs to be built upon.
The Socialist Alliance has
played an important role in
this and we need to ensure

~ that local solidarity groups

are established with broad
labour movement support.
In particular it is necessary
to focus not just on the
Issue of privatjsation but
also on Labour’s anti-union

. laws which threaten every

dispute, on the tube, on rail
and in every industry.
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“Labour’s manifesto will incluae

Socialist Alliances

maJor pledges which every soclalist

Is duty bou nd to camp

MIKE MARQUSEE

explains his view of

why there is no
room left for
socialists to fight
in Tony Blair’s
Labour Party

left the
Labour Party,
after twenty
years of
active membership, I was
surprised at how few people
asked me to explain myself.
For comrades outside the
party, it seemed a step that
needed no explanation, and
was indeed long overdue.

For comrades remaining in
the party, it seemed a step
beyond explanation, and
hopelessly “premature”.

To put it in a nutshell, I had
come to two interdependent
conclusions.

B First, the cumulative
impact of the changes
imposed on the Labour party
from the top down — in pol-

icy, ideology, structure, fund-

ing — has been to transform it
into something like the
Democratic party in the
USA. |

Labour is now a highly
effective servant of big busi-
ness; it relies on working

hen I recently

=
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..........
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It’s not only socialists who are taking a stand: Kidderminster Hospual campazgners wtll f ght thezr local seat agamst sitting Labour MP
David Lock, who gave his support to the closure of their local A&’E and in-patient services to fund a PFI hospital in Worcester.

this was a dlsappomtmg
result.
In the past, the internal

politics of the Labour party

reliably reflected changes in
the political temperature
within the workieg class.

At the least, discontent
with the Labour leadership,
usually when it failed to

- deliver in government, was

class votes, but provides no

representation to that class.

Crucially, there are no
means available to reverse
the damage.

I Second, the political and
social context demands an
electoral challenge to the
New Labour-Tory consen-
sus. The price of electoral

‘abstention was becoming too

high.

In the run-up to the 1997
general election, I was one of
those who believed that, in
government, Blair would
encounter stiff
from party members and
trades unions, and that
under these circumstances
the Labour left would revive.

With the coming together
of the Centre-Left
Grassroots Alliance and the
victory of four of the GRA
candidates in the 1998 NEC
ballot, it seemed our predic-
tions were being born out.

But now, after nearly four
years of Labour government,
and with another general
election looming, New
Labour is more - firmly
entrenched than ever, and a
reassessment is required.
ince 1998, the
Grassroots Alliance
vote has fallen back;
in 2000, even Mark
Seddon, who
topped the poll in 1998, was
unable to get elected — 1n a
ballot conducted at the
height of the discontent over
the London mayoral stitch-
up. Even taking into account
the Millbank shenanigans,
and the rather muted cam-
paign run by the GRA itself,

resistance

- highly-pub-

mirrored in increased sup-
port for left candidates in
NEC elections and the like.
In the year 2000, however,
despite the palpable anger at
the Labour leadership felt in
working class communities,
the left’s vote receded sub-
stantially.

Only 25% of party mem-
bers bothered to take part in
the NEC vote — the party’s
only remaining meaningful
national-level democratic
€XErcise.

Of those who did take part,
more than 45% voted for the
Blairite celebrity
Robinson, presumably on
the grounds that he had once

done a funny turn in

Blackadder.
In the

licised vote
on pensions
at last year’s
party con- ..

ference - a .

Tony

rare setback | .
for thelead- @ "
ership — a
substantial
majority of the CLPs voted
with the government.
Likewise, Geoff Martin’s
campaign for London
Labour party chair was scup-
pered ‘not just by the
Millbank arm-twisting, but
by a shortfall in support
within the constituencies.
These developments defy
all the left’s predictions, and
confirm impressionistic evi-
dence of the changing social
composition of the party’s
membership, and, along
with it, the social content of
Labour party activism.

%, 5

O put 1t suc-
cinctly, there 1s
no longer any
meaningful sense
in which this
Labour party, as a living
social formation, can be
described as “the mass party
of the working class”, or
even a “bourgeois workers
party”.

Many comrades point to
Labour’s remaining links to
the trade unions and argue
that this is the decisive test.
Yes, trade unions remain,
formally, constituent parts of
the Labour Party — a contrast
with labour unions in the
USA.

But unions no longer have
a vote in the selection of par-
liamentary candidates and
play little role in CLPs;
annual conference and the
NEC, where the unions once
deployed their political mus-
cle, have been stripped of
authority.

In practise, the current
degree of union participation
and influence in the Labour

R R SRR R R

party differs little from the
situation in the Democratic
party in the USA - where
unions send delegates to

conventions, union leaders

sit on policy bodies, union
money funds election cam-
paigns and union members,
by and large, vote Democrat.

Overall, the unions are now
merely one among a number
of organised interest groups
lobbying the Labour govern-
ment — principally from out-
side the party structures.

Of course, the significance
of the party-union link has

never been merely a formal
or constitutional one. It was
a matter of lived history and
a living presence, however
contradictory, in working
class communities.

Today, as an organic phe-
nomenon, the link barely
survives. -

To the extent that political
activity takes place at the
base of the movement, in
workplaces, union branches,
trades councils, it does so 1n
opposition to the Labour
government and Labour
councils.

In the foreseeable future,

any re-awakening of working
class political consciousness
is more likely to take the

form of disaffiliation from
Labour and support for left
alternatives than a concerted

effort to flex what’s left of

trade union muscle through
the structures of the Labour

party.
Asaresultofa mulutude of

developments, political,
social, cultural, the discon-
nection between the Labour

‘receding

to affect the overall trend of
development.

As a result the Labour left
finds itself chasing an ever-
horizon: the
ground on which it is fight-
ing (on policy, on party
democracy) is being dragged
ever further to the right.

Too many on the Labour
left see Blairism as merely a
conspiracy
Labour Party. “New
Labour” (or however 1t may
choose to rebrand itself in
the future) is the British
facet of a global politics —
and the political facet of a

public culture promoted by

global capitalisimn.
The transformation of the

Labour party cannot be sepa-

rated from other, intimately
related, social phenomena:
the symbiosis between the
professional political caste
and the media, the elevation
of the managerial preroga-
tive above all other consider-
ations, the spread of popular
cynicism, the general degra-
‘dation  of

- democratic
. discourse, and
' driving them
- all, global cap-
ital’s quest to

tame

- demo-

party and the Workmg class
is now profound and sys-
temic. -

Is there any means by
which the connection can be
reforged? If not, what
prospects for the Labour
left?
es, the wvaliant
efforts of Labour
left activists to
use the existing
system,- to push
motions through the policy
forums, etc. do occasionally
vield positive results. But

‘these results are too meagre

ﬁ ﬁs‘* cratic
. soci-
‘?ﬁf etleSo

4_,0
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challenge to New Labour
also requires a challenge to
these trends — a challenge
that is stifled by continued

party membership.

The Labour left also ought
to take stock of its own per-

formance over the years. The

Grassroots Alliance has
failed to become anything
other than a place to negoti-
ate slates for the NEC, NPL
etc. After the bright hopes of

1998, its non-performance

will only have hastened the
exit of yet more activists
from the party.

within the

: I‘" 22 modern

Like other initiatives on
the left, it has been ham-
pered by sectarianism, but

that isn’t a satisfactory expla-

nation for so many years of
retreat. As someone who set
great store by the Socialist
Campaign Group, and
encouraged others to do the
same, I should come clean
and confess my abject disap-
pointment, not in the left
MPs as individuals, but 1n
the SCG as a collective force,
an alternative leadershlp of
the movement.

At a time when the huge
vacuum on the left of British
politics has been acknowl-
edged even by academics and
media pundits, the Labour
left is unable to project a
message outside an ever
decreasing circle.

Ah, but there 1s Ken
Livingstone waiting in the
wings. It’s disheartening to
watch comrades pin such
hopes on the campaign to
readmit Ken to the Party. It’s
a just and reasonable
demand, but what does 1t
really amount to?

Since his election as mayor,
Livingstone has gone to
great lengths to reposition
himself on two critical policy
areas — economic globalisa-
tion and ‘law and order’. The
one-time champion of the
national manufacturing sec-
tor has reinvented himself
yet again as a booster for
global finance capital and a

friend of the City.

e has toured
New York with
Mayor Giuliani,
backed compre-
hensive DNA
testing, more.cops on the
beat, and a tougher line with
“anarchists”. He has also
refused to lift a finger for the
besieged people of Hackney,
where a Labour-Tory coali-
tion is wreaking havoc on
public services.

As Livingstone himself has
made clear, he has no inten-
tion of “leading” the Labour

left anywhere.

I’ve been astonished to
hear Labour party comrades
declaring in recent months
that “(bourgeois) elections
aren’t that important” — an

ultra-left posture profoundly

at variance with the Labour
left’s own traditiorsis.

Universal suffrage 1s not
the be-all and end-all of our
democratic vision, but 1t rep-
resents a high-water mark in
the struggle for human
emancipation, and the major
political conquest of the
working class.

Significantly, for the man-
agers of global capital, tam-
ing the franchise, gutting it
of meaning and effect,
remains an inescapable pri-
ority — hence their interest in
New Labour.

At the coming general elec-
tion, Labour will seek a sec-
ond term on the basis of jam
tomorrow for public services
(peppered by privatisation)
and strychnine today for




5, D [N NSSSSS——— M—

civil liberties and asylum
seekers. Its manifesto will
include major pledges which
every socialist is duty bound
to campaign against.

The vast majority of its
candidates will be individu-
als who will obstruct, rather
than facilitate, working class
representation. The election
material will echo Jack
Straw’s attempt to outflank
Ann Widdecombe to the
right.
ny kind of com-
plicity with such
reactionary and
dangerous non-
sense ought to be
unacceptable to socialists,
and nobody should need
reminding that stlence 1s a
form of complicity.

In private, many Labour
Party leftists will vote for
the Socialist Alliances or
whatever other alternatives
to New Labour are available.
It seems a rather “do as I say,
not as I do” approach to
working class communities.
Popular cynicism about the
efficacy of any kind of
democratic or collective
action is one of the biggest
obstacles socialists face.

The evasive formulae
being mouthed at the
moment on the Labour left
can only reinforce that cyni-
cism, not challenge it.

If socialists forego an inter-

~vention in the coming gen-

eral election, they will only
strengthen all those forces,
inside and outside the
Labour party, for whom it 1s
vital that the entirety of
British politics be construed
as a choice between Blair
and Hague, Straw and
Widdecombe.

By standing candidates in
selected seats, the Socialist
Alliances and other forces
will at least be able to alert
large numbers of people to
the existence of alternatives
to the prevailing consensus.
Without that minimum
activity, not only the ideas of

‘socialism, but the immedi-

ate concerns of the poorest
and most excluded will con-
tinue to be air-brushed out
of public discourse.

After the election, the
Labour left will wring its
hands about low voter turn-
outs, but by its own ambiva-
lence and inaction 1t will
bear some responsibility for
them. Against that disturb-

ing and imminent eventual-

ity, we are offered the highly
speculative claim, unsup-
ported by evidence, that the
Labour Party can be
“reclaimed” - at some
unspecified time 1in the
future, according to some
unspecified political sce-
nario.

It’s a sign of the changing
times that these days the
most 1ntransigent propo-
nents of abstention from
electoral activity are to be

found on the Labour left.

I’ve also noted the recent
emergence on the Labour
left of the “lesser evil” argu-
ment in gefence of a Labour
vote in the general election.

Yes, LLabour probably still
is the lesser evil, but 1if all
that remains of the argu-
ment for the Labour party 1s
lesser-evilism, then it really
has become the British
counterpart of the American
Democrats, and the case for
socialist participation in the
party has been lost.

for “arm’s

More than
1,000 tenants
and trade
unionists joined
the Defend
Council
Housing lobby
of Parliament
and rally on
Fanuary 24.
Campaigners
are determined
not to be taken
in by the
government’s
new proposals

length” housing

Stalingrad ONeill

companties.
We’ve got them
on the run over
stock transfers
... let’s keep up
the pressure!
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Scottish Conference is

Gordon Morgan

The Scottish Socialist Party
Conference on February 10-
11 takes place in th® con-
text of a number of key
political developments.

Firstly it is takes place in
the context that the Scottish
Parliament has yet again
shown itself more radical
than Westminster — this time
over care for the elderly.

In terms of the forces
involved in the SSP itself,
the conference will happen
shortly after the biggest
political force within it, the
ISM has split with the inter-
national formation of which
it was historically part, the
CWI. (see p 19).

In addition, after months of
discussion, it seems almost
certain that the Socialist
Workers’ Party (SWP) will
join the SSP shortly after the
conference. |

Positive

After their positive experi-
ence in the Alliances in
England and Wales, the
SWP recognised that they
would pay a heavy price if
they continued to remain
outside the SSP

The February conference
will address two main issues
— our programme for the
General Election, and con-
stitutional changes relating
to party democracy and the
rights of tendencies and fac-
tions.

Annual conference is the
supreme decision making
body of the party and at pre-
sent all members are enti-
tled to attend and vote. Last
year's conference was the
first to deal in detail with
SSP policy.

Too many issues were dis-
cussed, which led to debate
being curtailed. Neverthe-
less, on most topics the
resolutions were non contro-

versial and were accepted .
Others were amended,
referred back or competing
positions were debated.

The conference showed
the SSP took decisions in
an open democratic manner.

The proposed constitu-
tional changes have been a
source of some acrimony. A
platform has been formed 10
“Defend Democracy in the
SSP”.

Delegates

Two main changes are pro-

posed. The first would
change the annuai confer-
ence from one at which all
members can vote to a del-
egate conference.

This is put forward partly
on grounds of size of confer-
ence and also to reflect the
fact that only small numbers
of members are likely 10 be
able to travel the long dis-
tances involved.

There are no principled
objections to this, the issue
is one of timing. Despite
misgivings, | intended to
vote for a similar change last
year, however, the poor
wording of the change and
the low attendance at the
conference led me and a
majority of those present to
vote down this move.

This year’'s improved word-
ing means that in practice
all who wish to attend are
likely to do so until the party
is at least double its present
size. Some amendments
allow for additional safe-
guards and should be sup-
ported.

However, | believe the con-
troversy over this constitu-
tional change has now been
somewhat defused.

The second constitutional
change will lay down rules
for tendencies which on
some interpretations prevent
them selling their own news-
papers or caucusing before

meetings.

The leadership proposing
these changes state that
this is just fomalising norms
which have been in place
since the SSP formed. In
practice the changes are
being proposed to deal with
the probability that the SWP
will join the SSP.

The SSP was formed at the
conclusion, of a bitter fac-
tion fight within the then
Militant which saw the
Scottish members separate
from Taaffe’s grouping to
form the ISM whilst remain-

“ing members of the CWI.

Scottish Socialist Voice
transformed itself into the
paper of the SSP

Although the Socialist Party
paper, The Socialist, was
available at party meetings,
the ISM does not have a
public paper. While other
members and platforms sell
papers at meetings —
Socialist Outlook, Weekly
Worker etc, the largest ten-
dency within the SSP does

crucial for left unity

Not.

The discussions with the
SWP have focused on
whether they will sell the
Scottish Socialist Voice as
their main paper. Socialist
Worker could be sold in
meetings not in public.

The fear is that the SWP
would operate from the start
as a public faction of the
SSP. and not help build it.
The proposed changes set
out the rules the SWP would
be expected to follow.

Damage

Alongside possibly justified
fears of the SWP, whose
change of line to co-operate
with the left is still fairly
recent and possibly
reversible, lies an experience

of the damage done by sec-

tarianism.

The ISM comrades have
bitter experience of Taaffe
and the CWI putting the
interests of their group
before the interests of the
Labour movement and Left

as a whole.

The ISM’s resignation from
the CWI just before the SSP
conference reinforces their
position that these proposed
changes are designed to
defend democracy within
the SSP. Viewed in abstract
against a history of bureau-
cratic control in Stalinist
parties, this proposed
change is worrying.

But viewed against a strug-
gle against sectarianism and
attempts to build a united
left and given the lack of any
disciplinary actions within
the SSP - the proposed
changes can be justified.

What is necessary is 10
strengthen the avenues for
discussion and debate
within the SSP. There are no
rules preventing this, but
few organised mechanisms
for it to occur. If the SWP
does join, | anticipate and
will welcome an explosion of
discussion and educational
initiatives as well as a
weekly public paper.

Scottish Parliament

overrules

YET AGAIN the Scottish Parliament has
defeated its own Executive. The first time was
over Tommy Sheridan’s Act to abolish warrant
sales, this time it was over free care for the

elderly.

The dynamics of this were revealing. The
Labour majority within the Executive were
determined to deny Scottish elderly people free
personal care in order to maintain the line put

out by Brown and Blair.

First Minister Henry McLeish effectively went
over the heads of his own Executive and
appealed to the Parliament, who were over-
whelmingly in favour of the proposal. The
Executive was outflanked and had to concede.

Henry has shown populist strengths and taken
revenge on Westminster attacks on his compe-

Executive

tence and intelligence.

There remains the question of how to pay for
the parliaments commitments. Money is being
thrown at problems — teachers’ pay, tuition fees,

free care. As the Parliament has a fixed budget it

must be paid for, although most of the costs
come after the next 2 years, when there will be
a new Scottish Election.

Already raising taxes has been raised by

Liberals, SSP even Scottish Conservatives. The

SNP are likely to support this as well. Suddenly
Scottish Labour looks the only party supporting
low taxes and lower public services.

Will the Scottish Income Tax be raised or even
the SSP’s Scottish Service Tax introduced, which
allows the higher rate of income tax to go up?

We will have to wait and see.

\
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Terry Conway

The Liaison Committee of
the Socialist Alliance - the
main body with authority to
organise the election cam-
paign took place on January
13 in London.

This meeting was a big step
foward for the Alliance and
its General Election cam-
paign. It took a number of
crucial organisational deci-

sions which put us on the

road for an impressive show-
ing.

The Alliance will have in
the region of 50 candidates
in England, running serious
local campaigns within an
overall national framework.

Combined with the SSP
and the Welsh Socialist
Alliance, this will be the
most serious challenge from
forces to the left of Labour
since the war.

There was
highly contentious matter to
be dealt with - a joint state-
ment from the Socialist
Workers Party (SWP) and
the Socialist Party (SP) on
the allocation of candidates
in a number of contested

seats for the General
Election.
Over-riding

The statement overrode the
democracy of the local
alliances in the areas it cov-
ered, and imposed candi-
dates by national decision —
in contradiction  to the
“Coventry protocol” agreed
by the Alliances national
conference last autumn.

Ironically the SP had pre-
sented themselves as the
champions of local democ-
racy and autonomy and
opposed important decisions
being taken nationally. They

however a

Dave Nelli;

did not want strong, authori-
tative national structures.
They argued that the proto-
col agreed at Coventry was
far too centralised, while say-
ing they would abide by it.

But this new agreement
actually gives the Alliance
centrally much more power
than envisaged through the
Coventry protocol!

The clear respongbility for
this state of affairs lay with
the Socialist Party. They
define a number of areas of
the country as their “patch” —-
essentially on the basis that
they have previously stood
candidates in their own
name (or, more accurately, as
‘Socialist Alternative’ — as
they are not allowed by the
state to stand as the Socialist
Party).

They also refused to agree
that selection meetings take
place in these areas where a
candidate could be demo-
cratically decided on by all

- Alliance supporters. In some

places they announced their
candidature to the local press
without any consultation
with other forces in the local

A rotten but
‘hecessary
com proise

Alliance.

What became increasingly
clear is that, despite having
been involved in the
National Network  of
Socialist Alliances since the
beginning, today the
Socialist Party is not at all
enthusiastic about building
local Alliances.

In several areas where they
are the strongest force and
have some record of standing
candidates, no local alliance
exists, and they have no
plans to set one up. |

As a result of these prob-
lems destructive guerrilla
warfare was taking place on
the ground — which threat-
ened the potential success of
the Alliance, and possibly
even its survival

That is why the Liaison
Executive in December

asked the SP and the SWP (

who the SP clearly see as its.
“main competitory to meet
together and see if they could

trash out a joint agreement.

The statement was a result
of these discussions. In fact
what it represented was an
ultimatum from the Socialist
Party.

Subsequently the Socialist
Party have attempted to con-
vince the restof us that the
statement represented equal
compromise on both sides.

This just does not hold
water. All they conceeded
was their right to control a
couple of seats. What the rest
of us gave up were issues of
principle.

The Liaison Committee
was faced with the same
problem that presumably the
SWP had encountered in
their own discussions with
the Socialist Party. Either
accept their demands or face

Alliance: Socialist Party has not learned the lessons.

the possiblity that they
would split the Alliances.

Problem

It would clearly have been
a major problem for the
Alliance if the SP were to
walk out — as has looked pos-
sible at various points,
including at the December
meeting.

Everyone recognises that
the potential success of the
Alliance depends on our
being able to begin to combat
the deep sectarianism on the

British left. The divisions on

the left have alienated many
working class people who
agree with socialist ideas but

do not see the point of get-

ting involved when the left
spend as much time fighting
amongst themselves as work-
ing towards defeating the
class enemy.

Therefore effectively the
Socialist Party had got the
Alliance over a barrel -
either we had to give them

what they wanted or face the

very real threat that they
would walk out, leaving the

Alliance immeasurably
weaker.
Consequently the over-

whelming majority of the
Liaison Committee voted for
the statement while making
clear our hostility to being
put in such a position — and
determination that nothing
like this would happen again.

In agreeing that the SP
takes the candidate and con-
trol of the campaign in 12
seats the Liaison Committee
went over the heads of local

Statement to Socialist Alliance
Liaison Committee, January 13,
2001, from SP and SWP

5. We realise that the SP has a different position

1. We understand that no two political organisations
represent the SA, but in the interests of the united
general election campaign we have tried to come to an
agreement, which we hope others in the SA will agree
overcomes some immediately difficulties in the run up

to the general election.

2. In the following seats, about 20 percent of the
total number of seats likely to be contested by the
Social'st Alliance, Socialist Party candidates are cur-
rently the most credible. These are Bootle, North
Tyneside, Stevenage, Leicester West, Deptford,
Southampton Itchen, Bristol East, Coventry North East,
Coventry South, Birmingham Northfield, Hull North, and
Wakefield. Therefore, we support the SP receiving
papers for these seats at today’s Liaison Committee.

3 In addition we acknowledge that the SP retains the
right to stand under their own electoral name in

Walthamstow and Hayes.

4. It is clear that where the Socialist Alliance candi-
date is a member of the Socialist Party the Socialist
Party will want to produce their own propaganda in

support of the candidate.

within the Socialist Alliance on the best way to run the
General Election campaign, which we would like to
accommodate in the name of a unified campaign.

In the above constituencies where the SP have an
existing record of contesting elections the campaign

material will reflect that fact.

We accept that in the seats where the SP has the
candidate the SP will have political and organisational
control over the campaign; on the condition that they
agree to prominently publicise the Socialist Alliance on

all their election material.

In additiT, in order to ensure that in these areas
enough geheral Socialist Alliance material is produced
to allow others in the Socialist Alliance to participate
in the campaign without being made to feel that they
are simply building the Socialist Party rather than the
Socialist Alliance, the SP agent will authorise material
to be produced up to a minimum allowance of £500,
from the election expenses spending limits in each

seat.

alliances. This is why I 1ni-
tially moved an amendment
that nomination papers
should only be issued either
where the local alliance
agreed or where none exists.

Unity
In the end 1 withdrew 1t
because it was clear from the
debate that while many oth-
ers syreed with the senti-
ment, the overwhelming
majority believed it was nec-

essary to pass the motion
unamended for the sake of

unity.

‘While the principle at stake
here is unacceptable, in prac-
tice it may not cause that
many difficulties on the
ground. SP candidates have

~already been selected in the

two Coventry seats and in
Deptford. In Leicester the
Alliance is in agreement with
the proposal. In Hull and
North Tyneside and probably
Wakefield, the SP nominee is
genuinely the most appropri-
ate person. (Though the SP
candidate has subsequently
withdrawn in North
Tyneside — see page 3)

Birmingham Northfield 1s
not a target seat for the local
Alliance and in Bristol the
seat might well not have
been contested by the local
alliance  otherwise.  In
Stevenage there 1s as far as I
know no Alliance. What the
reaction on the ground in
Bootle and Southampton
will be, I can’t tell.

Clause 3 alludes to the fact
that the SP can — and in prac-
tice more or less definitely
will — stand in their own
name in Hayes and
Walthamstow. The reason
they will not get the support
of the Alliance is that the
respective Labour MPs there
are John McDonnell and
Neil Gerrard, both strong
members of the Campaign
Group.

The majority of those in
the Alliance, including ISG
members, would strongly
oppose such a challenge, and
made this clear. This part of
the statement — which 1s sim-
ply a statement of fact —
should not have been voted
on. However 1n the climate
that existed, it was impossi-
ble to raise this.

Clauses 4 and 5 make clear
that the SP will control the
campaign where they have
the candidate. They make a
small concession that at least
£500 of their allowance can
be used for propaganda that
other forces want. |

However what the exis-
tence of these points make
clear is that on the Kkey
debate about how to build
the alliances, the Socialist

Party retain their sectarian
position. |

This clause, as far as 1
understand it was the basis
on which Workers Power
voted against the resolution.
They were right to think this
was a major problem -
although no more a matter of
principle than the issues con-
tained elsewhere 1n the state-
ment.

It was also a problem that
one of their comrades,
together with a number of
others, had indicated that
they wished to move amend-
ments but were not called to
speak. While Dave Nellist of
the Socialist Party, in the
chair, rightly stressed the
need to get to other urgent
items on the agenda, this 1s
no reason to trample on
democracy.

Unhappy

However while Workers
Power, like the rest of us, had
every reason to be hostile to
the developments taking
place, they were in the end
wrong to vote against the res-
olution. It is also regrettable
that the CPGB, whose com-
rades voted for the state-
ment, have since argued in
their paper that it should not
have been agreed.

The Alliance is well on the
way to becoming the most
significant development on
the British left for many
decades. But it is too fragile,
too untested as yet to with-
stand a walk out of one of its
major components. For that
reason, 1t was necessary to
vote through the statement
despite its major problems.

The statement voted
through by the Liaison
Committee 1s a rotten com-
promise — but a necessary
one in the circumstances.
Given that, ISG delegates
took the view that 1t was nec-
essary to vote for it while
making the political points
that the Liaison Committee
were being put in this posi-
tion by the SP problems.

They have put what they
perceive as their own narrow
party interests before the
need to build a broad
Alliance against Blairism -
and trampled over the most
elementary democracy in the
process.

Our hope is that it will be
possible through the election
campaign itself and other
work 1n building the
Alliance to convince the SP
to change their attitude.

Split

Subsequent to the Liaison
Committee the majority of
Scottish supporters of the
international organisation to
which the Socialist Party
belongs , the Committee for a
Workers’ International
(CWI) have left that organi-
sation. (see p 19).

It is already clear in some
parts of England that mem-
bers of the Socialist Party
have more sympathy for
their erstwhile comrades in
Scotland than with Taffite
loyalists who put their own
sectarian interests above
those of the class struggle.

From this point of view, as
well as the fact that the
Alliance will be a more tested
instrument after the general
election, that will be the
right time to stand up to any
further bullying. For now the
main priority must be to
build the best campaign for
the General Election the
majority of us have seen 1n
our lifetime.




IMore Alliance candidates

Oxford socialists
- gunning for Smit

TREASURY Secretary Andrew
Smith, the key man driving for-
ward the Private Finance
Initiative, is the main target of
the Oxford Socialist Alliance
campaign in the Oxford East
constituency.

There is no shortage of issues
for a united socialist campaign
to home in on as they prepare
a concerted effort to win sup-
port in the General Election.

Beyond his eager support for
the controversial plan to use
PFI to finance a new hospital in
Headington, Smith has also
strongly supported moves by

Oxfordshire County Council to .

privatise its homes for the
elderly, arguing to angry lobby-
ers that it “might have been
better for council finances if
they had been privatised years
ago”. |

' Spending limits on the
County and Oxford City coun-
cils — and the continuing series

of cuts and privatisation flowing |

from them — are also part of
Smith’s remit as the man con-
trolling government spending.

And Smith must also share
responsibility for the scan-
dalous detention of asylum
seekers at the notorious
Campsfield detention centre
near Oxford, which has been
the focus of local and national
protests.

The future of the much-
reduced Cowley car plant,
now preparing to produce the
BMW mipi, is also a key issue in
the constituency: Smith'’s role
as a cabinet minister in a gov-
ernment committed to “flexi-
bility” of labour will not endear
him to car workers facing a
prolonged period of working
Saturdays without pay to
refund their “banked” hours
during the long lay-off while
the tracks have been rebuilt for
the new model. |

‘Small wonder then that the

Fohn Laster

proposal to run a candidate
against Smith in Oxford East
has won early support from
key activists in the public sector

~ unions, car workers, and cam-

paigners.

After a prolonged process,
the selected candidate will be
linternational Socialist group
member John Lister, a regular
contributor to Socialist
Outlook. He is chair of Oxford
NU)J branch, and perhaps best
known for his job as informa-
tion director of the long-run-
ning NHS pressure group
London Health Emergency.

Explaining his decision to
accept the nomination, John
said: | |

“The political and moral col-
lapse of this New Labour gov-
ernment has come as a sicken-
ing blow to many who -
campaigned for so long to kick
out the Tories, expecting that
Labour would end Thatcherite
policies and rebuild the public
services. |

“In less than four wretched
years Blair’s government has
convinced people it is even
more sleazy than the Tories it

replaced. It boasts that most of
Thatcher’s anti-union laws are
still in place.

“It’s sometimes hard to
remember that this govern-
ment came to office with a
majority of [80. It could have
done whatever it wanted. This
is what it wanted to do.

‘“Andrew Smith epitomises
the wretched poilitics of New
Labour. Even while they work
hand in glove with the bosses,
they are busily short changing
the pensioners, ripping off stu-
dents, victimising asylum seek-
ers, under-paying nurses,
teachers and other public sec-
tor workers, privatising new
services, and shovelling even
more handouts into the wallets
of privatised firms like
Railtrack, as well as bankrolling
PFl consortia and private hos-
pitals. | |

“This wasn't what people
voted for in 1997. To vote
again for Smith is to vote for
another five years of the same.

“But if people want to vote
against more privatisation, cuts
and closures, against exploita-
tion, racist policies, bigotry and
corruption, and for a socialist
alternative, trade union rights,
democracy and public services,

we will give them the chance in
Oxford East.

“| am honoured to be the
first candidate backed by a
newly-united left in Oxford.

“The establishment of the
campaign is a huge step for-
ward. We are committed to
reaching out to build the
widest possible alliance of
forces who want a progressive
alternative to New Labour.
However many votes we win,
the.aim of the Socialist Alliance
is to strengthen the left in the
town, give a voice to vital
issues, and build a base for
future campaigns and battles.

That's why 'm standing.”

Photos Stalingrad O’Neill

age in thewr fight

against the effects of PFI — have also voted to stand joint branch secretary Angela Thompson as a
Socialist Alliance candidate against local Labour MP Ian Pearson. Car workers fighting for their
jobs in Luton will be able to vote for fire fighter Joe Hearne, who is also on the Alliance. ticket.

dopted in election countdown

Bristol campaign homes in
on education, privatisation,
racism ... and Primarolo

Socialist Outlook supporter
and Labour Partymember,
Brian Drummond has been
selected as the Socialist
Alliance candidate to fight
Bristol South against Treasury
Minister Dawn Primarolo.

Brian is a longstanding NUT
activist and member of the
Socialist Teachers Alliance. He
was secretary of the local
FACE campaign which helped
to prevent the closure of |0
local schools. -

He has been centrally
involved in Bristol Socialist
Alliance since its inception four
months ago. Brian has been
excited by the potential of this
new development which has
more than 100 paid up mem-
bers in the city and is able to
act more effectively than the
different left organisations
could by organising separately.

One of the more innovative
initiatives of the Alliance in
Bristol has been the way they
have intervened into the local
referendum being carried out
by the local Labour group as a
cover for cuts.

The Alliance has put forward
a fifth proposal of “No rise in
Council Tax, no school clo-

sures, tax the rich at a high rate

and for central funding of edu-
cation”. This has received wide
support. '

Brian explained to Socialist
Outlook why he had taken the
decision to stand. |

“Like many other Labour
voters | have been bitterly dis-
appointed by this government
which as a Chair of a Ward

Party in the City | helped elect.

As a teacher and parent, edu-
cation is a particularly impor-
tant issue to me.

Today the threat of privatisa-

tion is greater than it was
under the Tories. The intro-
duction of Education Action
Zones has allowed private
companies into our schools
nationally. .

The curriculum has been
developed in line with the
Thatcherite plans of the
nineties. Many children are
subject to an arid skills and aca-
demic based curriculum which
in no way addresses their
needs.

Teachers are still teaching
large classes and subject to the
immense pressure of Ofsted,
performance management and
poor wages

Here in Bristol the Labour
controlled council has managed
to remove two secondary
schools from the community of
Krowle. They are proposing to
close two primary schools in
the Hartcliffe and Withywoon
areas of the city. The Bristol
Socialist Alliance has been
heavily involved in fighting

o

these alongside local parents.

Since it was elected in 1997,
the Labour government has
continued to attack sections of
the community including single
mothers and the disabled. In
particular it has developed a
policy of criminalisation of
youth with policies such as the
imposition of curfew.

The racist treatment of asy-
lum seekers through the intro-
duction of vouchers and the
dispersal system has been
impossible to stomach.

L ocal MPs, with the sole
exception of Roger Berry, have
been abject supporters of the
worst of these policies.

In terms of the economy the
government has pursued neo-
liberal policies . The massacre
of jobs in the car industry, the
collapse of the privatised steel
industry and the continued and
relentless loss of jobs across
the whole of manufacturing is
the resuilt.

The disasters we have seen
on the Rail network cry out for
renationalisation. That is why
we were happy in Bristol to be
part of the Socialist Alliance
campaign against rail privatisa-
tion, mounting a picket of
Temple Meades station. The
response of the government to
the experience on the railways
- to privatise air traffic control
and the London Underground
— beggars belief.

New Labour plans to take
Britain into the Euro as soon as
in feels confident of winning a
referendum. This would resuit
in acceleration of mariufactur-
ing job loss, further privatisa-
tions and regulations which
strengthen the hand of the
international cartels.

As Treasury Minister, Dawn
Primarolo must take responsi-
bility for the failure to renation-

alise the rail and the unpopular

and highly inadequate local bus
service .

Treasury policies have led to
the attacks on manufacturing —
on our car and steel industries.

On the international stage,
Blair has shown his support for
George Bush’s ‘son of star
wars’ project, which may rely
on the use of Fylingdales and
Menwith Hill.

And British troops will be
used as a police force for
NATO in an increasing number
of wars across the globe.

| have consistently opposed
the use of British troops in for-
eign wars — most recently in
the Guif and the Balkans — and
so these are also issues | will
seek to highlight through
standing in this election.”






