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Dudley Hospital strikers are running a Socialist Alliance candidate as part of their fight against privatisation ... see page 2 : ...and much more!
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A lively march of over
1,000 trade unionists
tumed out in -
Birmingham on March 3
to support the Dudley
hospital strikers, who are
continuing with thei
campaign of action
resist their transfer to
private contractors.
600 support staff from
‘the Dudley group of hos-
pitals have staged a suc-
cession of stnkes :
] amount;ng to 14 weeks
since the dzspute began |
last summer.
. The strikes ha\fe been

urgery of junior health

mm;ﬁter and local Labour‘

The size and spirit of
the protest should have
encouraged the Dudley
strikers, whose tenacious
fight-has become the
focal point of resistance
to the government's
Private Finance Initiative.

John Lister

Any lingering doubts that a
large chunk of the new
money belatedly injected
into the National Health
Service in Gordon Brown’s
last budget will be funnelled
directly into the pockets of
big business will have been
dispelled by the latest gov-
ernment announcements.

With a fanfare of publicity,
Health  Secretary Alan
Milburti unveiled plans for
another 29 hospital develop-
ments: but there were two
snags:

B Most, if not all of the
new hospitals are to be
funded and run by the pri-
vate sector, and leased to the
NHS for a 30-year period
under the controversial
Private Finance Initiative
(PFI) dreamed up by the
Tories.

B And - partly because of
the complexity and bureau-
cracy of establishing PFI
schemes — none of them will
be built until 2006 at the ear-
liest: that’s not only after the
coming election, but proba-
bly after the NEXT election
as well!

The newest package of hos-
pital schemes carry a head-
line cost of £3.1 billion
—including four (St Helen’s,
North Staffordshire,
Leicester and Birmingham)
in excess of £200m.

The new  University
Hospital Birmingham, at a
thumping £291m, will be by
far the most expensive hos-
pital ever built in the NHS,
but in each case the actual
cost will be far higher.

The Trust involved will be
required to fork out monthly
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@ Tony Benn MP; @ George Gatioway MP:
@ Afif Safieh, Palestinian delegate to Britain; @ Bruce Kert:
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lease payments over the next
30 years which guarantee the
profits of the bank, building
firm and service providers in
the winning consortium.

The new wave of PFI pro-
jects, following on the 38
already approved by the
Department of Health, will
bring the total of privately-
funded schemes to more
than £7 billion, all of this
coming in instalments out of
NHS annual budgets.

New Labour boasts that it
is the biggest ever hospital
building scheme in the
NHS: but when the Tory
government in the early
1960s embarked on its
Hospital Plan for England
and Wales, all of the invest-
ment came from the
Exchequer and the com-
pleted buildings belonged to
the NHS. Indeed many of
these assets are now being
stripped to help pay the mas-
sive cost of PFI projects.

Concessions

Milburn has been obliged
to make a number of conces-
sions in his efforts to win
public acceptance of PFI
hospitals.

M Unlike the first wave of
schemes which involved
massive reductions in num-
bers of available hospital
beds, making PFI a by-word
for service reductions, he
now claims the latest batch
of new hospitals will expand
bed numbers by a total of
3,000 — although no firm
details yet exist to confirm
this will be the case.

PFI schemes tend to inflate
in cost and reduce in bed
numbers as the process of
negotiation proceeds
towards a final contract.

B Milburn has also broken

" from previous policy, under

which the NHS has become
a permanent, long-term ten-
ant in rented private hospi-
tals.

He says now that in the 29
new schemes there will be an
“option” at the end of the
initial 30-year contract for
the hospitals to “become the
property of the NHS” -
though how much extra this
will cost during and at the
end of the lease period is not
clear.

B And after stubborn resis-

rivate claws sink
deeper into NHS

tance by UNISON support
staff at University College
Hospital, London (UCLH),
who fought plans to hand

‘them over to private contrac-

tors as part of the PFI deal
for-a new hospital, Milburn
announced last year that
future PFI schemes could
separate the prlvatlsanon of .
support services from the
private ownership of the
building.

But as the Dudley Hospital
strikers have found, this
promise appears to exist only
on paper, and is not bmdmg
on Trusts who — as in the
Dudley Group of Hospitals -
may just dig in and insist on
wholesale privatisation.

So keen 1s New Labour in
the private provision of NHS
capital that the legislation
being quietly forced through
Parliament in advance of the
next election proposes a fur-
ther massive extension of
PFI into the area of primary
care — the provision of GP
surgeries and health centres.

The Health and Social Care
Bill includes a plan to
“unlock £1 billion of new
investment in family doctor
premises” over a 4-year
period, through the estab-
lishment of “NHS LIFT”
(Local Improvement
Finance Trust).

But of this £1bn, less than
20% — a mere £175m — will
be contributed by the
Treasury: the remainder will
come from the private sector.
NHS LIFT “will be set up as
a limited company”, and
those investing can obvi-
ously expect a generous and
guaranteed profit.

So while an ever-increasing
proportion of health care
will be delivered in pri-
vately-owned, profit-seeking

“NHS” hospitals, or even by

private medical companies
and  private hospltals
through the “Concordat”
signed last autumn by
Mllburn, there is also a
growing role for the private
sector in the provxsxon of so-
called “intermediate” (nurs-

" ing home) beds.

And the hard line which
has distinguished the NHS ~
which provides services free
at point of use — from local
government social services —
which have been subject to

means-tested charges — is
about to be  blurred by
another part of the Health
and Social Care Bill.

This little-discussed legis-
lation will set up new Care
Trusts, combining health
and social services in each
area. Not only do Care Trusts
raise huge issues for the
terms and conditions of staff
in the affected services, but
they also mean that for the
first time NHS bodies will
be levying charges from
patients for care they receive.

Any doubts that this will
be the case should have been
dispelled by the refusal of
Milburn and the Blair gov-
ernment to implement the
proposals from the Royal
Commission on long-term
care of the-elderly.

Charges

It called for charges for
such care to be scrapped, and
for both “nursing” and
“social” care to be funded
from taxation, at a cost of
around £1 billion a year.

New Labour in England is
hell-bent on extending
charging and privatisation
into areas of the NHS even
Thatcher feared to tread.

The Health and Social Care
Bill has now completed its
passage through the
Commons and is being
pushed rapidly through the
House of Lords to reach the
statute books before the elec-
tion.

1t’s a safe bet that few of the
Blairite MPs who nodded it
through with barely -a
thought could tell us what is
in the Bill, other than the
controversial plan to scrap
the patients’ statutory
watchdog bodies, the local
Community Health Coun-
cils.

What is clear is that New
Labour has used its massive
majority and its mandate to
roll back 18 years of Tory
cuts in the NHS to force
through the biggest-ever
extension of. privatisation in
our most popular public ser-
vice.

If nothing is *done to
change these policies, future
generations will still be lum-
bered with the bills, long
after Alan Milburn has

retired.

Blair's

plan: a
2-tier

school
system

TONY BLAIR’s plans for
education are again to be a
centrepiece of the coming
General Election. They
have delighted the right
wing press, who have
hailed Labour’s Green
Paper as the “death of the
comprehensive”.

Labour’s press supremo
Alistair Campbell summed
up the government’s con-
tempt in the phrase “bog-
standard comprehensives”.
Tory education spokesper-
son Teresa May com-
plained that Labour had
stolen the Tories’ policy.

Labour now promises a
big increase in the number
of “specialist” schools,
which will have powers to
select up to 10 percent of
their pupils. By 2006
almost half of all secondary
schools will be “specialist”
schools, and receive extra
funding, creating a new 2-
tier system.

Already under new
Labour — and Education
Secretary David “read my
lips: no selection” Blunkett
— more children are being
taught in selective schools
than under the Tories.

Since schools need a cash
pot of £50,000 even to
apply for specialist status,
it is clear that the most
hard-pressed schools,
especially those in more
deprived areas, will remain
firmly at the bottom of the
heap.

This is a further kick in
the teeth for teaching staff
at comprehensive schools -
smashing morale at a time
when schools in many
parts of the country are
already struggling to
recruit and retain sufficient
teachers.

To make matters worse,
Blair also wants to see
more religious-based
schools, and wants to
encourage businesses and
‘voluntary organisations’ to
take over failing schools.

After it has landed educa-
tion authorities with a

hefty bill to pay the 3.7%
average increase in teach-
ers’ pay, demoralised
teachers with a mountain
of assessments, paperwork

| and ever-moving “tar-

fl gets”, and worsened the
shortages of teachers in a
growing list of subjects,
Labour has now given
notice that its second term
would be even worse for
education than its first.

People voted Labour in
1997 to bring an end to

Tory policies in education,
health and other vital ser-
vices. But now it seems a
Labour vote would bring in
policies more extreme
than even Thatcher.

However strong votes for
“no-cover” action by
teaching unions in various
parts of the country may
indicate that the level of
resistance to Labour’s poli-
cies may be greater than )
Blunkett and co. have
come to expect.
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Farm crisis as
Labour backs
globalisation

The countryside is under siege, and thousands of
animals are being slaughtered and burned, as the
foot and mouth outbreak spreads inexorably fur-
ther across Britain,

The restrictions on movement of people and
animals have effectively forced Tony Blair to
scrap the option of a snap election in April, and
helped to undermine the desired “feelgood fac-
tor” which was supposed to be created by a rel-
atively generous budget as part of Labour’s pre-
election preparation.

This latest blow to the dwindling number of
British farmers and to rural communities comes
after a succession of food safety scares, and a
collapse in the market price of pigs, sheep and
cattle. .

This had brought a crisis even before the first
outbreak of foot and mouth was confirmed.
Figures for last year show average farm incomes
in Wales have fallen to just over £4,800, and in
Scotland to just £3,800.

This helps underline the fact that the once rich
pickings of EU subsidies are just a fond memory
for many small and medium sized farms.

Exodus

This dire financial situation, with farm prices
hammered ever lower by the monopoly pur-
chasing power of a handful of profiteering super-
markets, has led to an exodus from farmingand a
frightening rate of suicide among farmers.

Against this background the hollow claim of the
so-called Countryside Alliance to represent the
needs and demands of the rural population has
been starkly exposed.

The protest march they had threatened to
mobilise on London later this month — and which
has now been postponed because of the foot
and mouth epidemic — was nothing to do with
the plight of small farmers, their low-paid work-
force, the closure of village shops and post
offices, or the absence of public transport or
other key services in rural areas.

it was purely and simply against the abolition of
fox-hunting, a pursuit cherished by the rural rich.

The countryside has become a reservoir of low
pay, under employment and deprivation for
working families. The closures of coal mining and
many other traditional industries have also left
large pockets of working class communities living
in “rural” areas, facing long journeys if they are to
find work in urban areas.

But for the wealthy, with their large houses,
holiday homes, leisure pursuits and 4-wheel
drives, the countryside remains a playground.

Polarisation

The polarisation between rural rich and rural
poor has widened with the privatisation of bus
services and the collapse of much of the rural
economy. :

And as the squeeze tightens on agriculture it is
only the biggest farms which have the reserves
and the margins to ride out the rough times and
wait for a future return to profitability.

Yet the domination of agriculture by these big
farms, linked in with the development of
agribusiness at national and international fevel,
has been a factor in the eruption and spread of
foot and mouth disease.

The new pattern of farming and food produc-
tion involves the routine transport of countless
thousands of five animals from one end of Britain
to the other. Many are now taken huge distances
for slaughter in the reduced number of larger
abattoirs, following on the closure of much of the
network of smaller, more local abattoirs in order
to cut costs.

Not only are there issues here of animal wel- -
fare, arising from the vast increase in avoidable
distress and suffering to those animals that are
shipped in crowded trailers, but the system
appears designed to maximise the risk that a
health problem in one area can rapidly spread to
other areas throughout the country — especially if
it is a disease as infectious as foot and mouth.

Y

Bourgeois pigs? Socialists should not be indifferent to plight of rural population

But there has also been a massive increase in
the export of live animals to Europe and beyond:
numbers of animals shipped across the Channel
have increased more than four-fold since the big
protests at the trade in veal calves highlighted the
issue a few years ago.

At the same time, the global market in food-
stuffs and the constant search of the supermar-
kets and food processors for the cheapest possi-
ble supplies have led to a rising tide of imported
meat from countries around the world, some of
which have been wrestling with declared - or
undeclared — outbreaks of foot and mouth.

Tony Blair’s New Labour government has
become one of the leading proponents of the
virtues of the global economy and the free mar-
ket system. Under Labour, the supermarkets
have continued to reign supreme, pocketing bil-
lions in profits while squeezing food producers at
home and abroad to the point of bankruptcy.

Now it is not just the rural population that is
paying the price: the real cost of “cheap food”
has repeatedly been exposed, and even Blair
himself has been forced to question the “stran-
glehold” of the supermarkets.

Small producers

Why should socialists and the workers’ move-
ment care about these issues? Last autumn’s fuel
tax protests heiped point to the disaffection of
important sections of the middle classes - the
“petty bourgeoisie”, small producers, self-
employed lorry drivers and small farmers.

Socialist Outlook argued then that the labour
movement should not ignore the problems these
people were raising, but take on and fight for
progressive policies that could tackle them.

We pointed out the lesson of history that sec-
tions of the petty bourgeoisie can easily tumn
towards the reactionary right if they see no posi-
tive response from the left.

The same is true of the rural poor and the small
farmers facing ruin in the current crisis. .

Along with the Socialist Alliance, we call for
policies that address the underlying problems in
the countryside, which in most cases flow from
the operation of New Labour’s new-found busi-
ness friends —~ the banks, agribusiness, and the
supermarkets.

Our alternative platform of policies
includes:

@ Big grants for small farmers to switch to
organic production, where margins are higher
and food is healthier.

@ Incentives for small farmers to form more
cooperatives (as some are already doing) to
share and reduce their costs and negotiate col-
lectively with retailers and food process compa-
nies.

@ Incentives to reduce the transport and
import of food that can be grown locally, thus
reducing road traffic, pollution, and threats to
animal welfare.

@ Prosecute - and nationalise — the feed man-
ufacturers whose use of animal protein triggered
the BSE crisis, but who have never paid evena
penny in compensation for the damage done.

@ A steeply progressive tumover tax on multi-
national agribusiness and supermarkets.

@ Step up the regulation and inspection of
health and safety procedures at all levels of agri-
cultural production and food processing.

@ A big increase in the minimum wage.

@ Slash taxes on fuel, but impose a windfall tax
on the oil companies which have been creaming
billions from rising crude oil prices.

@ Investment in cheap, efficient and
widespread publicly-owned rural transport ser-
vices, using buses and rail.

@ Investment in active and diverse rural com-
munities — including community facilities, youth
clubs, schools, and environmental projects.

Their Budget -
and ours

GORDON BROWN's Budget
is to be unveiled the day
after this issue of Socialist
Outlook goes to press. We
are not privy to the details of
Brown's political and eco-
nomic calculations, but the
pressures on the lron
Chancellor as he tots up the
figures have been increas-
ingly obvious.

There are four key factors
that will be weighing espe-
cially heavily on his mind:

1. Brown has been so tight

with public spending that the
Exchequer is running an
unspent surplus variously
estimated at £18 billion to
as high as £40 biliion.

it seems this second figure
also includes the proceeds
of Brown's ‘windfall’ auction
of mobile phone franchises —
money which, to the intense
annoyance of public sector
workers and pensioners, he
has already insisted will not
be spent but used to reduce
the national debt.

2. But the same fanatical

prudence with public spend-
ing, which left Labour cling-
ing ludicrously to Tory cash
limits for health, education
and other public services for
its first three years in office,
has had a long-term impact.
Brown’s belated conversion
last summer to the injection
of record increases in health
spending may well have
come too late to revive the
flagging NHS. -

The authoritative Public
Finance magazine has
echioed the views expressed
in the recent letter from
teaching hospital finance
chiefs to NHS chief execu-
tive Nigel Crisp — leaked to.
Channel 4 News -~ warning
that they still do not have
enough money o meet gov-
ernment targets. Other hos-
pitals and heaith authorities
share the same view.

Education, 100, is under
the cosh, and the shortage
of skilled nursing and other
professional staff in the NHS
is mirrored by the growing

shortages of school teach-

—ers. There are huge financial
strains in further and higher
education as the inconsis-
tencies of government policy
— urging expansion while
squeezing resources — take
their toll.

And local authorities up
and down the countty are
once again looking for cuts
and savings to balance the
books, as New Labour’s
spending limits make it
almost two decades of unin-

- ferrupted cuts in jobs and
services.

3. While Brown wouid nor-
mally be happy to tough out
pressure from public sector
workers and tum a deaf ear
to Labour’s core support, he
faces an exira pressure of
the looming election.

Expectations
have been
raised that he
would pull at
least a few
goodies from
the famous
red briefcase
to placate
hard-suf-
fering
workers.

The
advance
announce-
ment of an

the minimum wage from a
pathetic £3.75 and hour to
a feeble £4.10 is scarcely
going to set the inner cities
abuzz with celebration.

4. But Brown also faces an
unusyal problem for a
Labour Chancellor at.this
stage in govemment. He
knows that barring a cosmic
catastrophe Labour will still
be in office after the coming
election, and that he will
again have to manage the
affairs of British capitalism
to the satisfaction not only
of British employers but also

increase in

of global capital.

Only a week ago, the
International Monetary Fund,
the body that press-ganged
Harold Wilson's government
into hugely unpopular cuts in
public services in 1976,
published a highly critical
report challenging even the
limited increases in public
spending Brown announced
last year.

We can only guess how far
each of these factors will
influence the eventual shape
of the budget: but for social-
ists it is clear that very differ-
ent criteria would apply.

The Socialist Alliance has
published an altemative
budget for working people,
which calls on Brown to
spend the full £18 billion
surplus on boosting public
services.

The Alliance calis for a
complete shake-up of the
taxation system — including a
15% levy on oil company
revenues — so that direct
taxes on businesses and the
rich become the predomi-
nant source of revenue,
while regressive taxes on
ordinary working class fami-
lies are scrapped altogether.

It calls for the end to the
“cap” on National Insurance
contributions, which would
raise an extra £5 billion a
year, and for employers’

National Insurance contribu-
tions 1o be raised from just
12% to the European aver-
age of 28%. Corporation Tax
should be put back up from
the present 30% level to the
52% level it was at under
Thatcher.

The Alliance budget pro-
poses to spend this extra
revenue on public services,
pensions and benefits.

It argues for a 25%
increase in spending on edu-
cation and training, with the
scrapping of university
tuition fees and restoration
of the student grant; and a
further big increase in NHS
spending, with the abolition
of the Private Finance
Initiative as a means 1o
finance new hospitals.

The basic difference in
approach is between a
Labour government seeking
1o do only what big business
will allow, and a socialist
government seeking above
all to meet the needs of
working people.

Four years after Labour
romped to power with a
massive majority, Britain is if
anything further away from
socialist policies: the
Alliance challenge in the
coming election will for the
first time give voters in 100
seats a chance to opt for
something better.
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Tube privatisation

trikes

show light

at end of

the tunnel!

Greg Tucker
HE UNITED
action taken by
RMT and
ASLEF tube
workers was mag-
nificent. 2,000 RMT mem-
bers defied the court ruling
that had decided their strike
was unlawful to join ASLEF
picket  lines = bringing
London Underground to a
halt.

Whilst the strikes were
subsequently suspended this
is not the end, merely a
breathing space. RMT mem-
bers are being re-balloted to
try to “legalise” their dis-
pute. And with the govern-
ment backtracking on their
deal with Kiley and
Livingstone all the issues
remain unresolved.

The tube workers day of
action was significant in a
number.of ways. Firstly it
underlined the importance
of unity between the rail
unions.

Under Mick Rix, ASLEF
has changed direction.
Previous General Secretary
Lou Adams tried to “play the
market” to benefit drivers at
the expense of other workers.

Now ASLEF is opposing
Prescott’s Private Public
Partnership, joint action is
possible. Without either
RMT or ASLEF this dispute
would have faltered. With
unity on the picket lines the
need for a single industrial
union is given concrete
expression. :

Secondly it showed that the
law could be defied success-
fully. The 2,000 RMT mem-
bers who struck did so in the
face of considerable pressure
from management.

n addition to the obli-
gatory “repudiation”
letter from Jimmy
Knapp they were
threatened with all
sorts of disciplinary action
up to the sack and jail time!

In the end, whilst the
union was fined by the
courts the threats against
individual workers had to be
lifted.

Again unity was the key.
LUL senior managers had
drawn up a hit list of a dozen
RMT activists they wanted
to send to prison for con-
tempt of the injunction -
they were forced to back
down  because ASLEF
refused to talk separately
from the RMT until they did
50.

It is important to under-

stand the legal basis for
blocking the RMT dispute. -

It was not Thatcher’s anti-
union laws but Labour’s
1999 Employment Relations
Act that was used to rule it
unlawful - on the grounds
that the RMT had not iden-
tified how many of its mem-
bers were being called on to
strike, by grade at every indi-
vidual workplace.

This is another intolerable
burden on the effective right
to strike that threatens all
workers — Labour’s anti-
union law!

Thirdly despite their sub-
sequent backtracking, cour-
tesy of the Treasury we are
told, the fact that the govern-
ment appeared to do a deal

-with Kiley and Livingstone

was a real victory for the
strike.
hatever our
misgivings
over such a
deal by
Livingstone,
it shows that it is possible to
defeat this government.
Solid strike action can win.
This message needs to be
pressed home in the RMT
tube re-ballot and in the
other narional dispute over
rail safety being waged.

On the picket lines them-
selves solidarity from the
Socialist  Alliance - was
greeted warmly. The unfor-
tunate divisions of the
Greater London Authority
election campaign are no
longer an obstacle.

Solidarity with further tube
strikes will clearly be a key
part of Socialist Alliance
work in London in the run
up to the general election.

The Socialist Alliance work
around the re-nationalisa-
tion of the railways is already
bearing fruit. At a recent
national meeting of RMT
train crew representatives
not one of the hundred and
twenty or so activists present
was prepared to stand up to
defend Labour.

In contrast a number of the
delegates had been out work-
ing with the Socialist
Alliance. As a direct result
the rail unions have now
launched their own mass
petitioning campaign to
“take back the track”. '

The train crew meeting was
called to discuss progress in
the national dispute over the
saferty role f guards and
drivers.

Railtrack and the operating
companies have been trying

to sidetrack the dispute into
meaningless “working
party” discussions. RMT
Assistant General Secretary,
Vernon Hince, has been
going along with this, no
doubt as his contribution to
the Labour election cam-
paign. But rank and file
opposition has blocked this
escape route.

~ A strike ballot should be
called in the immediate
future — once some prelimi-
nary work has been com-
pleted to overcome the new
legal hurdles.

The aim remains to try to
link in with the tube dispute
— at the latest, strike action
could be possible before any
May 3rd election date.

It is clear that action needs
to be urgently called. In the
run up to the general elec-
tion the government is vul-
nerable and the operating
companies have been seri-
ously weakened by the con-
tinuing crashes as the rail-
ways lurch from crisis to
crisis.

In the first years of privati-
sation massive windfall prof-
its were made. The managers
who bought the rolling stock
companies saw a profit of £17
million within months of
“investing” about £100,000
each. Railtrack was making
over £1 million a day in prof-
its - profits increased
because they effectively
stopped doing any real track
renewal for two years.

But now the chickens have
come homie to roost. As pas-
sengers have been frightened
off by the sheer chaos of fail-
ing services the companies
have been squeezed.

mong others,
Virgin and
.Stagecoach report
massive  losses.

Railtrack appears
to be technically insolvent.: A
national dispute now would
hit the companies whilst
they are exposed.

You would have hoped that
such a situation ‘would have
been seized upon by the
Labour government to
implement its promises to
return the railways to public
ownership and control.

With a bankrupt Railirack,
and operating companies
making losses at the end of
their franchise period - all
the problems of it “costing
too much” to re-nationalise
could now be dealt with.

And it would be popular -
the public clearly wants the

railways taken away from
people who have shown they
are unfit to be trusted.
ut far from it!
Instead Labour is
giving out even
longer franchises
to the operating
companies, and is_propping
up Railtrack, lookingsympa-
thetically at their request for
a £2 billion bail-out,

Four years ago that sort of
money was deemed too
expensive to use on re-
nationalisation — it had to be

Prescott: shovelling cash into pockets of private rail operators

targeted on schools and hos-
pitals we were told.

Today the government can
contemplate giving this
money over with not one
share coming back into pub-
tic hands.

A strategy for securing the
future of public rail trans-
port must now be developed,
to include

@ Concerted industrial
action on the tubes and
mainline in defence of safety
and against the effects of pri-
vatisation;

@ A political campaign for
hands off the tube and the
immediate rail re-nationali-
sation (under workers and
users control);.

@ Breaking with a Labour
Party unwilling to take even
basic measures to defend the
rail industry

@ 2and support for those
parties (such as the Socialist
Alliance) who are prepared
to make the case for a pub-
licly owned, properly
funded, integrated public
transport system.

: it’s all et

Vauxhall: it’s all gone quie
Vauxhall workers fighting to save jobs from the axe have now staged a successful
series of strikes — but the action so far has been restricted to short stoppages.
There has been no attempt by the Luton stewards to act on their radical policy
statement, which declared that “This is our plant. General Motors of Europe have
given up their right to call it theirs.” .

There is a real danger that with a number of new jobs on offer at a neighbouring
plant, and in the absence of a fighting lead and occupation of the Luton plant, the
early militancy of the Vauxhall struggle could be dissipated, and the remaining jobs
could be lost without further resistance.

‘ le‘!N\‘I\AaJ‘;‘I)“l‘JV‘ .




WHAT'S

ON

"March 10

March Against Rodsm and Police
Brutality

Assemble: 12 noon, Tottenham police
station, North London

Rally outside the surgery of Barbara
Roche, calfed by: Broomfield 3, Free
Winston Silcott, Haringey Solidarity
Group, Justice for Harry Stanley
campaign, Justice for Roger Sylvester,
Police crimes against civilians and
Lindo Family Defence Campaign,
Fight Racism! Fight Imperialism!,
Miscarriages of Justice UK {MOJUK).

March 15

PUBLIC MEETING

Stand up to Barbara Roche.
Speakers: Louise Christion (SA
Candidate, Hornsey & Wood Green,
Refugee & Human Rights
organisations).

8pm, Hornsey Vale Community
Centre, Mayfield Road, Crouch End N8

March 16

OXFORD Socialist Alliance film show.
KEN LOACH will speak about his
recent release My Nome Is Joe,
followed by a showing of the film.
Uhtimate Picture Palace, Jeune St

7.00pm (adm £4)

March 17

DEMONSTRATION for Palestinian
Rights ]

Assemble T1am Hyde Park

Tony Benn MP; George Galloway MP;
Afif Safieh, Palestinian delegate to
Britain; Bruce Kent; Ken Cameron
{former FBU Gen Sex)

March 19

Committee to Defend Asylum soekers
Public meeting

7.30pm, Conway hall, Red Lion
Square, W(

Tony Benn MP, Teresa Hayter, Louise
Christian, Andy Gilchrist, general
secretary FBU, Ladislav Belaz, Roma
Europe.

March 27

Loxoon Soaaust Aviunce ELECTIoN
Rawry

Friends Meeting House, Euston Road
with Louise Christian, and others

March 31

MANCHESTER DEMONSTRATION

Hands Off Asylum Seekers! Keep

Racism out of the General Election!

Saturday 31 March

Assemble 12.00 noon (leaving

12.30pm prompt), All Saints, Oxford
- Road, Manchester
To get involved in the planning of this
demonstration Phone: 0161 740 8206
(Tony Openshaw) or 0161 881 7352
(Mark Keantz) or Email:
manchester@defend-asylum.org, or
tony.openshaw(@pop3.poptel.org.uk

. prove that it is

New “Barbed Wire

Britain” network to stop
iImmigration detention

Bill MacKeith
A UK Anti Detention Network was
set up in January to try to halt the
massive increase in immigration
detention in Britain.

It is made up of local campaigns in

the neighbourhood of places of |
detention — detention centres and §

prisons ~ and national bodies such
as the Coalition of Anti deportation
Campaigns, the Joint Council for
the Welfare of immigrants and the
Committee to Defend Asylum
Seekers.

The Network will have its second
meeting on 10th March after the
demonstration in Cambridge on
the anniversary of the
opening of the '
400-place
Oakington
“reception cen-
tre” outside the
city. A proposal
to adopt the
name {(and web-
site address)
“Barbed Wire
Britain” will be
taken.

Why
another

network?

In the run-up
to the general
election the gov-
ernment seems
determined to

tougher than all
comers when it
codmes to stop-
ping people who
wish to enter the
UK, particularly
those  seeking
political asylum
(about the only
way you can
enter Britain
now from coun-
tries with a majority black popula-
tion).

For its part the Network is deter-
mined that this development — per-
haps the biggest-ever internment of
innocent people in peacetime — shall
not go unchallenged.

It is scandalous. that so many peo-
ple should be locked up, without
charge or conviction, without writ-
ten reason being given, without the
say so of a court of law, and without
any time limit whatsoever.

In these respects all detainees —
including those in free-association
regimes of detention centres — are
treated worse than people convicted
of a crime.

The vast majority of immigration
detainees are people who are seeking
political asylum in this country and a
large proportion of them have
escaped traumatic situations only to.
be met with abuse, not a safe haven,
on arrival in this country.

It is estimated that on arrival an
asylum seeker stands a 1 in 8 chance
of being sent stgaight to detention.

There is no national network dedi-
cated to opposing immigration
detention, a government policy
which is arguably a cornerstone of
immigration control and denial of

the human right to asylum, and a
case of institutional racism if ever
there was one.

The Network’s
programme includes

A series of demonstrations-locally
organised but with outside sup-
port-at all major places of detention
(basically, those listed elsewhere in
this report)-including construction
sites and “designated prisons”.

@ Local public meetings to publi-
cise the issue

@ A national media launch in mid
March

@ A website 1o be set up in March

@ Publication of a map of places of
detention in the UK

@ Building on the local campaigns
for a national profile which may
include events in London, open let-
ters, a mega concert with big names

@ Going to see detainees and offer-
ing support—through the local group
of the Association of Visitors te
Immigration Detainees (AVID).

Please forward any further sugges-
tions to the contact/s listed below.

The government’s
building programme
Detention centres being built

include Yarl’s Wood (or Yarlswood)
(900 places) near the villages of
Thurleigh and Clapham north-east
of Bedford, and a new centre at
Harmondsworth by Heath-row air-
port (550 places).

Like all detention centres, Yarl’s
Wood will be a profit-making enter-
prise; it will be run by Group 4,
which along with the US company
Wackenhutt runs the UK’s detention
centres.

In addition the government has

recently doubled the

number of immi-

gration detainees

in ordinary pris-
ons.

A wing at

Anyone for British
justice? Tough on Asylum
seekers, indifferent to the causes
of asylum seeking: New
Labour’s ruthless Home
Secretary Jack Straw

Lindholme (Doncaster) has been
converted to immigration detention
use and 10 other prisons have been
“designated” to take 50 immigration
detainees each. Dungavel detention
prison (150 beds) near Lanark is due
to open in May.

January 2001: all-time
record numbers

detained
On 31st January 2000, 1,565 people
were detained under 1971

Immigration Act powers, accordin
to government figures.

Of these, 414 people were held in
detention centres -~ 165 in
Campsfield (Oxford), 117 in Tinsley
(Gatwick), 83 in Harmondsworth
and a total of 49 in Dover harbour,

"Heathrow (Queen’s Buil-ding) and

Longport.

In addition 231 were held in the
400-place Oakington “reception cen-
tre”.

The total number of 920 detained
in prisons included 177 in Rochester,
117 in Haslar (Gosport), 87 in
Lindholme (Doncaster), 68 in
Wandsworth, 67 in Belmarsh
(Greenwich), 58 in High Down
(Guildford), 46 in Winchester, 36

each in Bullingdon (near Oxford)
and Liverpool, 30 in Holme “House”
(Stockton-on-Tees), and 27 at
Gateside.

Apart from Rochester, Haslar and
Lindholme, these prisons have only
recently been “designated” by the
Home Office and they account for
the bulk in the recent increase in
numbers detained.

Of the total detained, 71 were in
ones and twos in some 40 other pris-
ons around the country.

Two prisons that do not feature in
the figures above-Cardiff and
Elmley in Kent-are nevertheless
included in the Home Office’s list of
its current “detention estate”, of
which the total capacity is 1,842
beds.

Detainees share cells
with convicted
prisoners

The Home Office says most immi-
gration detainees in prisons are held
in separate wings.

But in Winchester, Elmley and in
most places where numbers detained
are small, immigration detainees are
held in the same wing as prisoners
on remand and awaiting sentence.

An asylum secker recently released
from HMP Belmarsh in south-east
London reports that, contrary to
what the Home Office says, asylum
seekers are held on the same wing as
convicted criminals, with whom
they have to share cells.

They remain locked in when
convicted criminals are let out to
have exercise or watch TV, some-
times for 24 hours a day.

They are limited to one 30-minute

.session at the canteen a week, cannot

receive faxes or phone calls from
their solicitor, and can make only
one 5-minute phone call a day.
When released they are not issued
with a rail travel warrant — prison
authorities state that only rémand or
convicted prisoners are entitled.

Why “Barbed Wire
Britain”?

The Network is named after a
series of European conferences pub-
licising the spread of immigration
detention across Europe.

The most recent such conference
was held in Oxford last September
(see Socialist Outlook No. 38).

Now the 94-page conference report
(“Barbed Wire Europe Conference
Against Detention”) is available

. through the Network — see contacts

at end of story.

It gives a country-by-country run-
down on the current situation and
struggles to end detention.

If you are near one of these places of
detention and would like to join the
campaign of opposition (or if you
know someone else who would)
please phone the Network on 01865
558145,

or e-mail bmackeith@aol.com.

B Copies of the “Barbed Wire
Europe” report mentioned above are
available for £5 (p&p included) from
40 Richmond Terrace, Oxford OX1
2]3.







