Millions of people voted Labour at the last General
election in 1997, enthusiastic at the prospect of get-
ting rid of the hated Tories.

But instead of listening to the aspirations of the
majority of those voters, new Labour has continued
with Tory policies and driven them through in areas
that even their predecessors did not dare to venture.

@ Blair's policies have seen a widening gap between
rich and poor

® New Labour has carried through and planned pri-
vatisation in new areas — from housing to air traffic
control :

@ Tuition fees have been imposed on students, and
grants abolished

@ Jack Straw has attacked asylum seekers and is
threatening to tear up the 1951 Geneva Convention <

@ Despite refusing to make a clear statement, Blair
backs Bush'’s “son of Star Wars” project, which threat-
ens to trigger a new arms race

Blair's New Labour government will be comfortably
returned on June 7 — winning votes from traditional
Tory voters, whose own party is in deep crisis.

Many working class people on the other hand will
vote for new Labour with a heavy heart. Keeping the
Tories out rightly remains a central preoccupation —
even though they are not a short term threat.

But building an effective opposition to Tory policies —
whether they are put forward by Hague or Blair — must
be the priority for socialists.

That opposition now has a focus at the ballot box as
well as on the streets and in the workplaces. -

The Scottish Socialist Party<and the Socialist
Alliance, together mounting the biggest left wing chal-
lenge to Labour in living memory, offer a voice to the
voiceless at this election.

That is a huge step forward.

w Wiard (Blair) John Harris (Hague)
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Crow’s surrender

angers hi-jacked
ube workers

Greg Tucker

Tony Blair wants to clear the
decks before the general elec-
tion is called. The contro-
versy over London
Underground is an issue he
wants out of the way.
London Labour MPs are
increasingly worried that
PPP is a millstone round
their necks. So whilst Blair
was busy doing deals with
Kiley and Livingstone, John
Monks was pressed into ser-
vice to try to convince the
RMT to drop their opposi-
tion to tube privatisation.
Rather than take the oppor-
tunity to push through tube
workers demands, Bob Crow
has given in. Offered a deal
which pupports to give tube
workers a guaranteed “job
for life” Crow forced through
the RMT executive the post-
ponement of the strike called
for May 3. A consultation

meeting with RMT reps on
May 8 will be asked to settle
the dispute on this basis.
Tube workers are angry
that their dispute has been
hijacked, particularly when
it emerged that Crow had
been in secret talks with

‘Monks with even the RMT

full time organiser for LUL
kept in the dark.

They are furious that on
the executive he was forced
to use the EC rep for
Scotland to move the resolu-
tion to suspend the action,
against the wishes of the
LUL rep.

Crow must realise that the
“jobs for life” offer is useless.
It answers none of the safety
issues on which members
were successfully balloted.
Indeed up until last week
Crow had argued against the
likes of the Evening Standard
that. this dispute was not
about “jobs for life”.

Even on its own terms the
offer does not stand up. Even
if the necessary formulas
were placed in the new PPP
contracts they would be diffi-
cult to enforce.

In any case, the experience
of the other engineering con-
tracts run on the mainline
railway, by the same contrac-
tors, shows the problem.
With a turn over of staff,
within a short period those
formally protected start to
lose out to new staff on worse
conditions. It becomes pro-
gressively easier for manage-
ment to run roughshod over
their formal rights.

The Kiley deal gives no
protection either. Whilst
details are still sketchy at the
time of writing, it seems that
all the caution we have
expressed in previous issues
has been justified.

Kiley says he will continue
with the judicial review of

Feeling lucky? Travel by tube is set to become even more risky as Prescott forces on with privatisation

Prescott’s PPP plans, but he
will also be sitting down with
the government’s preferred
bidders. He might be satis-
fied with a form of unified
management which still
leaves RMT members trans-
ferred into the clutches of
this collection of rogues.

This will still mean safety
is compromised and tube
workers jobs and conditions
put at risk.

RMT members are mobil-
ising for their “consultation”
meeting. They would do well
to give Bob Crow and the
RMT executive a simple
message.

Don’t make things easy for
Blair and Prescott - the only
way to win is to keep up the
pressure with further strike
action now - for a total with-
drawal of the PPP plans, and
for direct government
investment in the future of
the Underground.

RMT threatens new strikes

to defend safety

The RMT has served notice
on every train operating
company that they intend to
ballot all train crew in the
dispute over their opera-
tional safety role. If all goes
according to schedule strikes
could be called across the
country by the end of the
month.

With attendance up on pre-
vious years, the RMT’s Train
Crew conference, recently
held in Glasgow, gave a clear
message that this action has
to be given a firm priority.
Members were fed up with
having had to wait too long
for action to defend their
conditions, and the safety of
the publi¢, undermined
since the privatisation of the
rail network.

The mood amongst train
crew has hardened since
Hatfield. Delegates are keen
to press for the scrapping of
Driver Only Operation and

the reintroduction of Guards
on all trains. This principle
was lost in 1985, but with
both ASLEF and the RMT
committed to an end to
DOO and with public opin-
ion on our side the time has
come to act. The fact that
neither British Rail or the
train operating companies
have ever evaluated the
safety implications of doing
away with Guards in the first
place gives a further urgency
to this issue.

The conference also
expressed a view on the
internal crisis inside the
RMT. In giving RMT
President, Phil Boston, a
standing ovation for his
fight to defend wunion
democracy against the
attacks launched by Knapp
and the right wing majority
of the national executive.

The conference unani-

“mously agreed resolutions of

‘ference was pleased

no confidence in the
executive and Senior
Assistant  General |
Secretary, Vernon
Hince, and in
defence of Pat
Sikorski and the oth- |
ers being witch-

hunted. f
Rail workers are
increasingly angry at
the way they have
been deserted by
Labour. So the con-

to be addressed by
Scottish:  Socialist
Party MSP, Tommy
Sheridan. They were
horrified to hear
that, days before its
closure was announced,
Motorola workers had been
lectured by RMT sponsored
Labour MP Tam Dalyell to
moderate their démands to
keep their bosses sweet.

An SSP fringe meeting

Headed for another stoppage ?

attracted a third of delegates
who heard details of the SSP
general election campaign. A
number of delegates signed
up for the SSP or pledged
support for the Socialist
Alliance campaign south of
the border.

Some of

us prefer
safety!

Susan Moore

THE GOVERNMENT has
announced its preferred bid-
ders to run the London
Underground.

Whoever had been cho-
sen, we would have all been
losers as they set perfor-
mance targets for the
‘Infracos’ at 5 per cent
below the existing inade-
guate standards.

However the specific
records of the winners are
worth noting.

For the Jubilee, Northern
and Piccadilly lines,
TubeLines, a consortium
has been chosen which

includes Amey, the company

responsible for the siting of
signal SN109 at
Paddington.

A subsidiary of one of the
other compa-

The final company is
Jarvis, responsible for 60%
of track renewals on the
main line — what a recom-
mendation! Last August it
was fined £500,000 for
breaches of health and
safety regulations following
two freight train deraiiments
in 1999. '

For the Bakerloo, Central
and Victoria lines, Metronet,
the chosen consortium
includes: Balfour Beatty —
the company responsible for
maintaining the track in the
Hatfield area prior to the
crash; and WS Atkins, which
advised Thames Trains not
to fit Automatic Train
Protection, the system that
would have prevented the
Paddington disaster.

Also involved are Adtranz
who according to research

nies, Bechtel, “Companies published by
was the firm ible f Me?yor
to which the - F€SPponsibie for Livingstone are

public water deaths and disasters involved in sup-

system in

in Bolivia was
sold, resulting
in massive )
price hikes within weeks and
massive protests. A leader
of the fightback, Oscar
Olivera said “ The blood
spilled in Cochabamba car-
ries the fi ngerprlnts of
Bechtel”.

Hyder was formed in 1996
from Welsh Water and
SWALEC and has carried
through major redundan-
cies. It was fined £50,000
in 1999 after one of its
electricians lost both arms
following a 33,000 volt
shock at one of its sub sta-
tions in Swansea

on the mainline
Cochabamba railway are now to
take over the Tube”

plying the

nuclear industry

as well as illegal
. truck and arms
deals to Iraq.

Finally there is Thames
Water, who has been fined
£250,000 for poliuting the
Thames . The OFWAT report
on their performance in
1998-99 makes worrying
reading.

So the companies respon-
sible for deaths and disas-
ters on the mainline railway
are now to take over the
Tube. The companies that
make up these consortia
have appalling records of
endangering the heaith and
safety of both workers and
the general public.

South West Trains
halted by strike

As a precursor to the national train crew dispute, guards
on South West Trains successfully staged the first of a
rolling programme of strike days of action in defence of
their agreed working conditions on May 3.

Picket lines outside depots across South West London,
Surrey, Hampshire and Dorset ensured that SWT was
unable to run a service. Out of 1,700 daily services under

| fifty trains actually ran.

Headlined as a dispute over red waistcoats, the guards
are actually fighting against draconian sickness proce-
dures, discriminatory promotion procedures and a refusal
by management to seriously negotiate with the RMT on a

number of other issues.

If SWT thought that this dispute would go away they
have been proved wrong. RMT members h.ve shown
that, if given a lead, rail workers are prepared to stand up
and fight to defend their working conditions.

MSF Ieft must gear up for merger

Activists in MSF will not be
able to rest after the
General Election is over.

The union’s conference
starts on June 8. General
Secretary Roger Lyons will
undoubtedly use the oppor-
tunity to crow about both
the supposed achievements
of new Labour in govern-
ment and his own success
in winning the ballot for
merger with the AEEU.

This issue, along with the
fight against the continuing
witch-hunt against left
activists in London region
has tended to dominate the

concerns of the left in the
union.

It was always obvious that
we would loose the merger
ballot, given the highly
undemocratic way it was
organised. Huge amounts of
the union’s scarce resources
were pumped into ensuring
that a new and stronger
right wing union was cre-
ated, while opponents of the
project-were denied any
opportunity to put their
views across to the mem-
bership.

It was necessary to fight on
this issue, as well as to

defend those facing trumped
up charges on political
grounds, but for the left to
make real progress we need
to move beyond this over-
internalisation.

It is very welcome that
moves are being made in
advance of conference to try
to create a new left, involv-
ing activists from the AEEU
as well as MSF and focusing
on political issues such as
opposition to social partner-
ship. It is on this big ques-
tions facing trade unionists
that we can begin to go for-
ward.

Lyons: won vote to hand over
MSF 1o right wing AEEU




he coming General
Election is very
different from the
1997 election.
Then the main
preoccupation was to defeat

|

the Tories after so many years 3
of destruction of working )
class organisations. This time §
there will be the biggest left @
challenge for decades. s
In 1997 many people had ¢

aspirations that Labour
would improve things signifi-
cantly. Others had fewer expec-
tations, but some faith that
‘things could only get better’.

The disappointment that has
followed has brought to the
lowest-ever turn outs at local
government and European elec-
tions. Millions of workers have
stayed at home in solid Labour
constituencies, while others
have cast protest votes for
green or nationalist candi-
dates.

Where socialists and cam-
paigners were able to put for-
ward an alternative electoral
platform, most notably in the
first-ever elections for the
Scottish Parliament and for
the Greater London Assembly,
they performed remarkably
well.

Building on these successes
both the Scottish Socialist
Party and the Socialist
Alliance have gone from
strength to strength.

In this General Election
every voter in Scotland will
have the opportunity to vote
for a party that puts the inter-
ests of working people first. It
is a huge step forward that the
Scottish Socialist Party are
standing in every seat and
building a fightback against
new Labour’s Tory policies.

And in more than 90 seats in
England, the Socialist Alliance
will be on the ballot paper.
This is a magnificent achieve-
ment for an organisation that has not previ-
ously stood in a General Election.

The Alliance is already reaching out to
many people who had been Labour Party
members for years and have become deeply
disillusioned with the record of this Labour
government.

In Newark in Nottinghamshire, for exam-
ple, a core section of the Labour Party,
including the former council leadership, has
joined the Alliance. They will be standing a
candidate at the election.

During the election campaign proper, the
SSP and SA will be able to reach out to more
disenchanted Labour voters than those we
have so far linked up with.

t this stage of its development,

the Alliance has rightly decided

not to stand in the small number

of constituencies where real left-

wing Labour candidates are
standing. It would be sectarian to do so when
the Alliance is not in a position to stand in
all seats.

In places like Islington North, Hayes and
Harlington, Meriden and Hackney North
supporters of Socialist Outlook and many
other conscious socialists will vote Labour
with some conviction.

But even here, questions need to be asked.
While a small number of MPs have consis-
tently voted against the government on

. major issues such as asylum and lone parent

benefits, they have failed to organise those
who support them either inside or outside
the party. )

Voting against the government — which rel-
atively few Labour MPs have done - or
appearing on platforms of worthy campaigns
is not sufficient. These MPs need to put
themselves at the head of what resistance
exists on the ground to the ravages that gov-
ernment policies are causing — whether on

the question of privatisation, racism or inter-g .

national issues.
In other constituencies where there is nei-
ther a Socialist Alliance nor other credible

i w

Dudley Hospital strikers. New

Vote Socialist

where you can -
and Labour
where you must

EDITORIAL '

left candidate we call on people to cast a
highly critical vote for Labour.

We do so based on our analysis that while
Blair intends to complete his transformation
of the Labour Party, to make it into a
straight capitalist party, he has not yet
achieved this goal.

As well as supporting Socialist Alliance and
SSP candidates, we think that people should
vote for Arthur Scargill in Hartlepool and
for other SLP or campaigning candidates
where they are not standing against the
Labour left and can mount a credible cam-
paign.

We do not however call for blanket support
for the SLP. The Socialist Alliance has made
repeated requests for discussions with the
SLP to try to reach some agreement around

. the election. These have been ignored.

The SLP have declared their intention to
stand in a number of constituencies where
they have virtually no members, and in some
cases against either the Labour left or
Alliance candidacies. That is not the way to
build a fighting opposition.

We do not call for a vote for Green candi-
dates, while recognising that many will vote
for them to show their opposition to new
Labour’s socialist policies. But while.there
are committed socialists within the Green
Party, the Party itself has no solutions out-
side the framework of capitalism.

he undemocratic first past the

post system in place for

Westminster elections means it is

unlikely that either the Scottish

Socialist Party or the Socialist
Alliance will see anyone elected on June 8.
Tommy Sheridan, the SSP’s MP in the
Scottish Parliament, won his seat on the
basis of a form of proportional representa-
tion. In other European countries where the
new left has had successes at the ballot box,
proportional representation has been an aid
to their victories.

We also know that the majority of Labour
voters, however frustrated they are with
Blair’s record, won’t yet have confidence that
we can build a viable alternative.

Labour’s rotten record on public services — with 3 years of Tory cash limits and even more privatsation, has helped alienate core voters

We judge our success on the basis of the
fact that a minority will be inspired by our
existence. We are positive about the fact that
in area after area we have been able to reach
out to people that had become apathetic, to
breathe new life into campaigns that had fal-
tered, and see new ones come into existence.

We are committed to building a fighting
opposition: and we are in this for the long
term. We won’t go away after the election.

policies
[to fight
back

This ISG pamphlet
is a contribution to

|policies needed to
challenge New

Labour and unite

|a broad
movement of the
left.

INow available
|for just £2.00
{including post & £2
|packaging from
ISG, .
c/o PO Box 1109,
London N4 2UU.

Blair will carry through his pledge to
deepen the attacks on our living standards,
our services, our civil liberties. In that con-
text some of those who now dismiss our
challenge will be won to our ideas.

The only way to turn the tide is to build a
genuine opposition. The Scottish Socialist
Party and the Socialist Alliance represent an
idea whose time has come.
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Policies for change
John Lister
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Blair plans

second term
rip-off — from
the cradle to

John Lister
" abour’s plans for
a “Baby Bond”
are a bitter insult
to the millions of
students who are
struggling to pay tuition fees
and facing debts of more
than £15,000 as a result of
New Labour’s policies.

They will also be seen as a
sick joke by school students
struggling in under-funded
classrooms without cash for
books or equipment.

Tony Blair unveiled plans
to give a cash handout to new
born babies, and occasional
extra payments that might
add up to £3,000 by the age of
18, claiming that it would
help tackle child poverty.

But child poverty flows
from the low pay, unemploy-
ment and inadequate bene-
fits of their parents: tucking
£300 in a bank account for
use by the child 18 years later
will do nothing to address
these problems.

An increase in the mini-
mum wage to the EU
“decency threshold” of £7.40
would do far more to tackle

child poverty than New
Labour’s feeble bribe.
But behind the “Baby

Bond” is a much more sinis-

_ ter shift of government pol-

icy. At the same press confer-

Stakingrad O’Neill

the grave!

While babies are promised a cash handout in 18 years time, pensioners aAeig ripped off now: and v

care of the elderly is being further privatised with the hand-over of council residential homes despite
vigorous protests in Birmingham (above) and Oxfordshire (top).

ministers reverted to the lan-
guage of Thatcherism, argu-
ing that a second term
Labour government would
require people to “stand on
their own two feet”, and end
the traditional support from
the welfare state.

Blair said “We want to
encourage adults to save for
themselves to help ride out
difficult times: losing a job
or becoming ill, for exam-
ple.”

David Blunkett went fur-
ther and argued for a system

a return to the old murtual
systems, which were the only
support for workers before
the welfare state was intro-
duced.

These warnings of New
Labour’s future right wing
policy ambitions came in the
run-up to Tony Blair’s
widely-expected announce-
ment of an election on June 7
(though this is still-awaited
as we go to press!)

But they reinforced other
significant hints that the pri-
vatisation and business-

antagonised  many  of
Labour’s core voters will be
eclipsed by the onslaught as
soon as Blair has won his sec-
ond term.

Gordon Brown has said
openly to TUC chief John
Monks that the only sections
of the public sector that
would not be subject to pri-
vatisation would be the NHS
and the police.

Of course the NHS is far
from untouched by privatisa-
tion. Current plans would
lead to a massive £7 billion

financed hospitals by 2007,
resulting in annual rental
payments of £2.1 billion to
consortia of banks and devel-
opers.

There is also a huge
increase in use of private
beds by NHS Trusts, and the
increasing reliance on pri-
vate nursing homes to fill
gaps in NHS care of the
elderly. Indeed there is not
that much left of the NHS
which the private sector
would want to take over.

o if that is one area

Brown wanted to

leave alone, workers

in education, the

civil service and
other remaining areas of the
public sector had better get
ready for tough times to
come.

Blair himself has spelled
out an exceedingly right-
wing agenda for New
Labour’s second term in a
recent interview with a US
business journal.

Speaking to Forbes maga-
zine early in March, he made
it clear that New Labour sees
itself quite openly as the
party of big business. Those
hefty donations from mil-
lionaires and the continued
close collaboration with
Rupert Murdoch and the

.right wing press really have

shaped Labour’s policies.

ence, Blair and fellow

of “self-help”. He suggested

friendly policies that have so

worth of new privately

Why Greens are not always good for you

John Lister

WITH New Labour having travelled so
far and so fast tot he right, and the
Liberal Democrats lacking any real con-
viction in their efforts to appear as a feft
bourgeois alternative, many young and
older voters have considered backing
the Green Party, seeing it as a radical
alternative.

The Greens have cashed in on mount-
ing concern for the environment, wor-
ries over the food we eat and the '
impact of agribusiness, and on the grow-
ing anti-capitalist current — within which
a substantial layer have drawn few sub-
stantive political conclusions.

But on none of these areas which
might be seen as the strengths of the
Green Party does it have a serious anal-
ysis or a viable policy other than seeking
election as effectively another reformist
party committed to working within the
system.

In office — as we have seen on Oxford
City Council, where Green councillors
share control with the Lib Dems — this

approach leads to policies very similar to
those of the Labour Party, seeking first
and foremost to balance the books of
the council, and little connection with
the interests of working people whose
jobs and conditions are at stake.

While some within the Green Party
define themselves as socialists, and
embrace at least elements of an under-
standing of capitalism — as a system of
class rule and exploitation of the major-
ity by the wealth-owning majority — this
elementary starting point is strikingly
absent from the Green Party’s own
Manifesto for a Sustainable Society.

The section on the Economy, for
example, talks in New Labour style the
“equitable distribution of wealth”, but
does not address the issue of the own-
ership of the means of production.

- Under the heading “companies, owner-

ship and the stakeholder principle” it
points out that:

“The gnaccountable exercise of eco-
nomic power by large corporations has
done much to destroy the environment

and convivial social structures. Green
policies will establish greater community
and environmental accountability.”

Indeed the Green analysis of the capi-
talist system falls at the first hurdle, with
its insistence that the land, rather than
the labour of working people, is “the
primary source of all real wealth”.

Without an understanding of the class
structure of capitalist society, and the
relentless drive for profit which has pro-
pelled the banks and multinational cor-
porations into their reckless plundering
and destruction of much of our natural
environment, it is hard to see the root
cause that must be tackled if an ecologi-
cally sustainable economy is to be estab-
lished. -

Without recognising the profits that
are being stacked up in the world’s
wealthiest capitals it is impossible to
tackle the poverty that is being gener-
ated by the same system — for the bil-
lions who live in the world’s poorest
countries.

Of course the system not only

enriches the wealthy few, but also
exploits and enslaves the vast majority
of the world’s population: this gives mil-
lions of working people a material inter-
est in organising to fight back for their
own rights and for a world fit to live in.

Sodialists draw from this the need to
build and work consistently in the
organisations of the working class,
which must play the leading role in the
overturn of capitalist control.

Cut off from this analysis, the Greens
have little perspective to offer but the
quest for piecemeal reforms coupled
with moral exhortations to individuals to
live better lives.

The Socialist Alliance has made a point
of incorporating the fight on environ-
mental questions into its manifesto, and
seeking to win the best anti-capitalist
fighters to a consistent socialist policy.

The Greens, by contrast, wind up in
alliances with other bourgeois reformist
parties which share their reluctance to
confront and challenge the power of
capitalism — locally, nationally or globally.

s

Blair told Forbes:

- “Over the coming few

years, corporation tax rev-
enues as a percentage of
national income will fall...”

“Our priorities for the next
term are to carry on stimulat-
ing enterprise, through
reforms in the taxation sys-
tem, amongst others in rela-
tion to capital gains tax and
corporation tax.”

Business chiefs in the US
were promised there would
be no let-up in the anti-
union laws Labour inherited
from Thatcher:

“I have made it quite clear
that we will retain a flexible
labour market here...”

ife may still be

hard for trade
unionists and
workers  strug-

gling to survive
on a pitiful minimum wage,
but Blair’s priorities are
clear:

“My ambition is for Britain
to be the best place for busi-
ness in the world and in
Europe in particular.”

But Blair also sees his key
role as a driving force for
globalisation and the neo-
liberal agenda of deregula-
tion and privatisation,
headed up by the IME the
World Bank and the World
Trade Organisation:

“I think for Europe and for
Britain it is important we use
this time to push forward
measures of liberalisation
within Europe, and we have
played a part of reorienting
the whole of the economic
agenda around economic
reform in Europe. ... At an
international level we push
ahead on the WTO...”

For teachers, Blair had a
pre-election warning:

“I want to see far more
emphasis on entrepreneur-
ship in schools, far closer
links between universities
and business. I want to see us
develop a far greater
entrepreneurial culture. We
have only just gone beneath
the surface of this so far.”

There will be no respite for
beleaguered public sector
workers, with Blair still
delighted at the extent of pri-
vatisation driven through by
the Tories, and which New
Labour has extended:

“There are many steps of
liberalisation going on at the
moment. If I go to my con-
stituency now, our country is
more liberal in this way - my
electricity and my water are
both owned by French com-
panies...”

The onslaught on the
unemployed with the “work-
fare” system ushered in by
Labour’s “New Deal” will
also continue, with people
being forced into low-paid
jobs for fear of losing benefit:

“When I came to office one
in five non-pensioner house-
holds had no one working in
them, right? We’ve reduced
enormously the number of

benefit claimants. We’ve
introduced tough measures
on welfare reform.

“You know, you lose your
benefit if you’re not taking
the training and job opportu-
nities. So there is a whole
series of measures we’re
putting through, and it’s
vital we’ll carry that on.

“There’s performance-
related pay for teachers.
There’s the whole reorgani-
sation of our health system
going on, there is a big
agenda there for a second
term.”
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NUT

Conference
setback for |

teachers

Gill Lee, officer
Lewisham NUT,
personal capacity

THE NUT’s Broad Left (right-
wing) leadership once again
proved at annual conference
in Cardiff that it is incapable
of defending teachers and
education against attack.

Privatisation, teacher
shortages, and the progres-
sive undermining of compre-
hensive education formed
the background to this
year’s Conference, as did
the sell-out over perfor-
mance related pay (PRP).
The Executive had ignored
the instruction of last year's
Conference and refused to
ballot for strike action.

The tasks of the Left were
clear: to map out a strategy

of campaigns and action
which could

B defend comprehensive
education;

B increase salaries and so
help overcome teacher
shortage;

M hold the line on opposi-
tion to National Curriculum
testing and league tables;
and begin to rebuild opposi-
tion to performance manag-
ment and PRP.

On most of these issue the
left was defeated. Teachers,
pupils and all those with an
interest in the working class
receiving a broad, balanced
and critical education are
the losers.

The only exception was on
the issue of performance
management, where
Conference agreed to call
for a boycott.

In his closing speech to
Conference General
Secretary Doug McAvoy
summed up his view of the
way forward for the union.
He emphasised the need for
“professional unity” with
other teacher unions and
stressed that unity could
only be achieved through
compromise.

He talked about the union
reshaping itself as a deliv-
erer of high quality profes-
sional development for
teachers.

He stressed that teachers
had nothing to fear from
good performance manage-
ment and that “We are not
free agents and must not
claim to be s0”.

In other words, the union
must subordinate itself to
what government decides ...

-

Having sufficient staff is a vital factor in quality education

and McAvoy will not carry
out Conference’s decision to
ballot for a boycott of perfor-
mance management.

“Professional unity” had
been the mantra for all
those were opposed 10 a
perspective of struggle.

The commitment of the
leaderships of the NASUWT
and ATL to a joint proposal
to the government about
talks on excessive workload
and pay was continually
used to stop debate on
strike action for higher
salaries and to defeat reso-
lutions calling for action on
workload. -

The left were unsuccessful
in arguing that action was
the best motivator of unity
and that tying ourselves to
the coat-tails of the ATL
meant no action at all.

The Broad Left had carried
out a bold move in calling
off the very limited ‘cover to
contract’ action before
Conference even began, and
successfully defeated
attempts to restart the
action.

This opens up the danger
that the unions will now be
seen to be legitimating man-
agement’s demands that
teachers work beyond con-
tract to cover up for teacher
shortages.

In arguing that such a
massive crisis in education
can be resolved by an
‘Inquiry’ into workload and
pay, the Broad Left pointed
to the victories won in
Scotland.

Those in the Scottish
teachers’ union, the EIS,
who opposed the McCrone

fsocialist

deal pointed out at an NUT
fringe meeting that it
involved a 20% increase in
workload in exchange for the
increase in pay. This would
intensify teacher shortage,
not solve it.

The defeats at this year’s
Conference only emphasise
the need for unity of the left,
currently divided between
the Socialist Teachers
Alliance, the Campaign for a
Democratic and Fighting
Union, and the SWP which
left the STA some years ago.
(see page 8)

Some initial steps were
taken at Conference and
these need to be built on in
order that the Left can bet-
ter defend itself, teachers
and comprehensive educa-
tion against the attacks to
come.

Blair’s retu
two-tier education

Rick Hatcher .
he Daily Mail
headline called it
the “Death of the
Comprehensive
School”. That was
how it summed up the pro-
posal in the government’s
Green Paper on education to
turn nearly half of all sec-
ondary schools into “special-
ist schools”.

This move will create a
two-tier school system in
three ways.

@ First, these schools will
get extra money — £100,000
plus £123 per pupil per year.

@®Secondly, they will be
seen as ‘better’ by many par-
ents, and this becomes a self-
fulfilling prophecy.

® Thirdly, they will be able
to select up to 10% of their
intake. L

However, 10% is not
enough to really change the
character of a school. How
long will it be before some
specialist schools demand
that the ceiling is raised to
allow selection of at least one
whole class each year?

Specialist schools are not
the only equality issue in the
Green Paper. There is a real
contradiction at its heart.

On the one hand it con-

tains much more explicit

commitments to reducing
inequalities than previous
New Labour education pol-
icy documents. ’
On the other hand, the
measures it proposes to
tackle inequality are far too
weak, and in any case many
of the Green Paper’s other
proposals will tend to rein-
force, not reduce inequality. -
On gender issues the Green
Paper has almost nothing to
say. Current debates on mas-
culinity go unmentioned. On
racial equality at primary
level the Green Paper says
little.
t secondary level
the solution is
said to lie in a
combination of
monitoring, tar-
gets, the literacy strategy,
and the ‘EMAG’ policy for
teaching pupils whose first
language is not English, with
vague remarks about work-
ing more closely with Black
parents and communities.
Social class inequality, in
contrast, attracts a battery of
measures. In the early years,
the expansion of nursery and
extended dgy provision is
welcome, but far too limited.
At secondary level, there
are three elements in
Labour’s approach to social
disadvantage.

® First, the emphasis on
diversity of schools.

@ Secondly, the continuing
application of Labour’s
established agenda for school
improvement through lead-
ership, monitoring, targets
and inspections.

@ Thirdly, a whole set of
initiatives aimed at provid-
ing additional targeted sup-
port, including zonal pro-
grammes (Education Action
Zones, Excellence in Cities,
Excellence Clusters); extra
funding for 500 low attaining
secondary schools (£32 mil-
lion, which is approximately
£64,000 per school); ‘part-
nership’ between grammar
schools and neighbouring
comprehensive schools; City
Academies; and Fresh Start

- or closure.

nequalities might
lessen under Labour —
indeed, after 18 years
of right-wing Tory gov-
ernments it would be
surprising if they didn’t.
The question is, are they
likely to diminish suffi-
ciently to make even the lim-
ited notion of equality of
opportunity a reality? In
other words, to qualitatively
alter the life-experiences and
life-chances. of those whose
interests are served least by
the school system?

rn could bring back

What is entirely
absent from the
Green Paper is any
notion that Labour’s
key policies might
tend to work against
even this limited
equality agenda.

@ The structure of
the school system:
The  quasi-market
(tests, league tables,
parental preference,
school selection, per
capita funding etc)
reinforces inequality.

@® Diversity of
schools: This rein-
forces inequality. The
specialist schools pro-
posal will create a two-tier
system.

@ Differentiation within
schools: Ability grouping
reinforces inequality, as will
more academic-vocational
segregation at 14.

® The curriculum: Is itself
a powerful mechanism of
social differentiation, but
regarded as neutral by
Labour. Nor is there any
notion of tackling race, gen-
der and class in the curricu-
lum in an emancipatory per-
spective.

® The management of
education: Authoritarian
managerialism and increased
workload prevents the cre-

Andrew Wiard

ativity and innovation
by teachers which is vital to
tackle inequality.

@® Home and school:
Could the reliance on the
‘parent as co-educator’ actu-
ally reinforcé patterns of
privilege?

@ Increasing role of the
private sector: What are the
implications for equality?

® Education Action
Zones: Effectiveness is
doubtful

@ Excellence in Cities:
‘Gifted and talented’ rein-
forces inequality.

There is a contradiction at
the heart of the Green Paper
between its concern for

social inclusion and (an
albeit limited notion of)
equality of opportunity and
the three dominant impera-
tives of Labour education
policy.

It is concern for the pro-
duction of human capital for
a hierarchical labour market;
the refusal to challenge mid-
dle class privilege in educa-
tion for electoral reasons:
and the desire not to spend
too much money that deter-
mines the government's
agenda.

All these thre2 targets are
incompauble with z genuine

egalizamian zgeniz
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Will Blackburn

leave Straw in
the wind?

Adam Britner
April 24 saw the largest
gathering to date under the
banner of the Lancashire
Socialist Alliance, to launch
the election campaign of
candidate Jim Nichol.
Contesting the Blackburn
seat against Home Secretary,
Jack Straw, Jim puts us in an
ideal position with his
record as a civil rights
lawyer, representing those

marginalised by our society. -

The main focus of the cam-
paign will obviously be the
treatment of asylum seekers
as well as the sell off of
Blackburn’s council ser-
vices, both of which have
been raised through a town
centre public stall and
leafleting.

Mr Nichol saxd “As a
lawyer for 17 years I have
involved in cases
involving people who have
been wrongly convicted,
such as the Carl Bridgewater
case, the M50 case, and the
M25 case. Every day I repre-
sent people with no money
and no power.

“All this has made me espe-
cially indignant about top
people who blame the less
fortunate for what’s wrong
in our society. Every time
Straw and his ministers fol-
low the Tory line on immi-
grants and asylum seekers,
every time they build a
prison for children or pass a
law to make criminals out of
people who support dissi-
dents abroad, I am
incensed.”

Nichol received local and
national media attention last
month for his most recent
case, when he succeeded in
having the murder convic-
tion of Accrington-born
Peter Fell quashed in the
appeal court.

The meeting managed to
raise over £1000 towards
much needed funds. A gen-
erous donation for the £500
deposit came from John
Nicholson from the com-
pensation he received for
being manhandled in a
Manchester protest against
the Terrorism Bill on April 1
last year. It’s nice to see the
Home Secretary paying the
deposit of his opponent in
this way.

Jim Nichol said of the
donation: “I spend most of

‘my working time fighting

against injustice in the judi-
cial system. In many ways
therefore it is fitting that
money from this source
should be used to help
mount my challenge to Jack
Straw and his government’s
record on civil liberties.”

In Blackburn the LSA has
done the job of setting itself
has a clear alternative to the
reactionary Jack Straw.

Nichol explained further
his reasons for standing:

“As a lawyer I oppose Straw
for his attacks on civil liber-
ties. As a socialist brought
up in a mining family in the
North East, I oppose the
government for their Tory
policies, especially their
obsession with privatisation.

Thrget:]ack Straw
“Look at the mess on the

railways. Why doesn’t
Labour take them back into
public ownership? I'm
standing to give everyone
who feels the same indigna-
tion a chance to vote for
something they believe in.”

Private
medicine

 SUINMER
NHS!

A PICKET of Oxford's Radcliffe Infirmary by a highly suspicious group of “impatient businessmen” proved a highly effective focws for
Oxford Socialist Alliance in challenging the government's Private Finance Initiative (PFl). The PFl scheme to relocate the Raddiffe’s ser-
vices to a new centre close to other Oxford hospitals in Headington — originally costed at £7Im — has been log-jammed in secretnegoti-
ations since before the last election, raising doubts over how much it will eventually cost. John Lister, Alliance candidate fa Oxford East,
was able to get coverage on two local radio stations and in the Oxford Mail for his argument that PFl, which turns in returns of 12-17%

on the private investment of bankers and developers represents “rotten value for patients”. Alliance leaflets setting out the ase against
PFI were distributed to amused hospital staff and patients.

The Oxford campaign has also included a successful public meeting addressedsby former Labour NEC member Liz Davies, along with
anti-immigration laws author Teresa Hayter, Sylvia Barker from the campaign against privatisation of Oxfordshire’s residentialhomes,
and newly-elected National Union of Students executive member Helen Salmon. Among the new supporters attracted to the meeting
was a woman with 60 years Labour Party membership who has just resigned in frustration at the politics of New Labour. An enjoyale
fund-raising Curry Night also attracted strong support from most of the key union and campaign activists in the city.

Battle stations in Bradford

Paul Hubert

Local political developments
have kept the Bradford
Socialist Alliance busy over
the last month. The
Tory/Liberal Democrat coun-
cil majority has continued to
move forward on its privati-
sation plans and the riot in
the Lidget Green area high-
lighted continuing issues of
race and racism.

Unions representing thou-
sands of council staff have
failed to agree with the
management over new
terms and conditions.
Following the breakdown of
negotiations, a ballot for
industrial action is now
threatened.

A consultation exercise is
supposed to be underway
over the intended privatisa-
tion, or “transfer”, of
Bradford’s council houses.
However the sincerity of this

consultation was questioned
when Councillor Kris
Hopkins, executive member
for health and housing, said
of opponents of the privati-
sation “They want to get into
the real world.”

The council is also poised
to choose between
EduAction — a newly formed
company of Nord Anglia and
Amey — and Serco/QAA to
run its education service.
One company has no experi-
ence of running council edu-
cation services, while the
other has been strongly criti-
cised in the only council
where it has.

These policies are being
carried forward by the major-
ity vote of the Tories and
Liberal Democrats. However
Labour, having started the
process with proposals for
privatisation of the educa-
tion service just before the

last election, offer only
toothless opposition.

Events in Lidget Green on
Easter Sunday highlighted
the fear and resentment of
the Asian Muslims in inner-
city areas of Bradford. Racial
provocation from a mainly
white group led local youth
to fear their area was under
organised attack.

Their feelings were exacer-
bated by the delay of the
police in arriving. When the
police did arrive on the
scene in numbers, they
apparently encouraged the
instigators to leave the area
before turning their forces
on local residents.

Bradford South MP Gerry
Sutcliffe responded by call-
ing for people to be brought
to justice quickly, and then
wrote to residents calling the
events “unnecessary and
provocative”.

The Socialist Alliance
issued a leaflet pointing out
that this really means a
dragnet through the Asian
community. It also fails to
the address the issues of
poverty and privatisation in
Bradford, or the right of
communities to defend
themselves against attack
by racists.

The Alliance called for a
campaign for services and
facilities in all areas, includ-
ing defending and improving
council housing, and fighting
rising poverty and inequality.

Redundancies have been
announced at Pace in
Saltaire. The Bradford com-
pany, which manufactures
items like satellite receivers
and TV set-top boxes, has
decided to close down its
production in Bradford and
set up with cheaper labour
in Eastern Europe. 400

Tyne for a change!

Tyneside Socialist Alliance has
had plenty to keep it busy. Not
only are there two candidates
to support: Terry Sanderson in
Tyne Bridge and Pete Burnett
in Tyneside North, but there
are a host of local issues to
campaign around in addition to
the national platform of the
Alliance.

Easter weekend, for exam-
ple, saw campaigners in the
City centre petitioning not only
over the threatened closure of
the local fire station, an issue
the Alliance has been working
around for some time, but
around the threatened closure
of Cammell Lairds shipyard at
Hebburn.

Cammells, which employs
750 men at Hebburn, had been
taken into receivership the pre-
vious week. On May |3, the
Evening Chronicle broke the
exclusive story that the owner
of the neighbouring Swan

Hunter yard, Jaap Kroese
wanted to buy the Hebburn
Yard. The story, published on
Good Friday was headlined
“Saviour™!

Kroese, who has since put
together a consortium which
involves the GMB said “ We
are really interested in the
Hebburn yard for production
and offshore work but not
really repair work and would
need a partner if we were
going to take over Teeside and
Merseyside as well.” Alchemy,
the asset-strippers whose bid
for the Rover group brought
them to prominence last year,
and a number of other compa-
nies have also expressed inter-
ested.

The attitude of both the gov-
ernment and trade unions, led
by GMB regional secretary
Kevin Curran, has been atro-
cious.

Swan Hunter’s plans would

see the closure of the yards at
Birkenhead and Teeside, with
the loss of hundreds of jobs.
Tyneside Socialist Alliance
believes that all the jobs shouid
be saved. We don’t want to see
workers in one part of the
country played off against those
in another.

This was the basis of the

activity over Easter weekend
and subsequently, and it was
pleasantly surprising that so
many people were ready to lis-
ten to the arguments despite
the weight of press, politicians
and trade union leaders push-
ing the message of compro-
mise.

_workers face the dole.

After the destruction of the
textile industry on which
modern Bradford was built,
the likes of Pace were held
out as offering the opportu-
nity to replace old industries
with sunrise once. Pace’s
announcement is an iflustra-
tion that, while calling for
loyalty from workers, capital-
ists have no loyalty towards
them.

Bradford Socialist Alliance
has campaigned steadily,
finding new purpose from

" these events. It has offered

an alternative view-to the
consensus of the main par-
ties, and has supported
local campaigners when
they have not.

Alliance candidate for

‘Bradford South, Ateeq

Siddigue, has also inter-
vened into the national
debate to offer a socialist
perspective on events in
Lidget Green.

Alliance supporters from
around West Yorkshire sup-
ported protests outside the
Bradford courts as a white
man who had stabbed an
Asian trader with a knife was
acquitted of murder.

The court accepted a claim
that he acted in the belief
he was defending himself, in
marked contrast to the
treatment of many black
people who have defended
themselves when clearly
they were under attack.

We have also shown that
we can Party. A social fea-
turing Hypersonic (former
members of Fun-da-mental )
and a youngfocal band was
well-attended — and made
money!

The next test for this young
grouping (| mean the
Alliance) will be to step up
several gears to meet the
challenge of a general elec-
tion campaign.

It is clear from the sympa-
thy and interest we have
received that much can be
achieved.




Socialist Alliances

Extra mural support

John Harding
STEVE GODWARD, the
Erdington Socialist Alliance
candidate, launched his
campaign by unveiling a
giant mural on the side of a
friend’s house. The mural
shows fireman Steve
Godward hosing away Tony
Blair and William Hague!

Erdington is a working
class area in north
Birmingham represented at
present by Robin Corbett.
Almost at the last possible
minute Corbett announced
he was not standing again,
allowing Milbank almost
total control of the selection
-process.

The 300 local members of
the Labour Party were bla-
tantly canvassed during the
selection process in defiance
of the rules. Even though
several local councillors and
prominent members put
themselves forward, not a
single local member made it
onto the short list of four -
the 142 local party members
who attended the selection
meeting were appalled.

Ultra-loyal Labour Party
right wingers stormed their
disapproval for about 20
minutes and it looked likely
the meeting would be closed
and a candidate imposed.
Eventually Sian Simon,
clearly a head office stooge,

~ was selected.

Mr Simon promoted him-
self by saying he wrote regu-
larly for the Sunday
Telegraph and The News of the
World, two more reactionary
newspapers it would be hard
to imagine. Even a local
Labour Party which has loy-
ally supported every twist
and turn of Blairite policy
could n6t be trusted to select
this person as the “right”
candidate!

Meanwhile Socialist
Alliance candidate
Goodward has emphasised
his opposition to privatisa-

for Erdington fight

tion, in particular the PFI
scheme at the Dudley Group
of hospitals and in
Birmingham at Selly Oak
and QE hospitals.

He said the Socialist
Alliance would stop privati-
sation, bring the railways
back into public ownership,
repeal the anti-union laws
and massively increase fund-
ing for health and educa-
tion.

Godward was until
recently a member of the
Labour Party, and other
local members and ex-mem-
bers have become involved
in his campaign, including
ex-ward chair Clive
Kesterton.

Steve said “We can make a
difference. People don’t have
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to vote Labour, and they
don’t have to vote Tory.
There’s a new political party
in the area that puts people
before profit and people
before greed.”

Steve’s campaign has been
the most dynamic and well
supported in Birmingham
with two successful public
meetings so far in Erdington
and on the Castle Vale estate
and a very successful weekly
stall.

On May 5 a comrade with
a Tony Blair mask
harangued the crowded
shopping area in Erdington
High St saying he was going
to privatise more public ser-
vices!! Local people were
queuing up to pay 10 pence
to throw wet sponges.

Socialists must listen to

Terry Conway
Islington Socialist Alliance has
had plenty to keep us busy in
recent weeks. We have been
out campaigning against the
closure of the local sorting
office, against Arsenal’s plans
to site a new waste dump ina
residential area in order to
facilitate their new big business
stadium, and in solidarity with
tube workers.

One of our focuses was to
build a public meeting which
was addressed by our candi-
date Janine Booth and also the
candidate for Hornsey and
Wood Green, Louise Christian
and Liz Davies. We felt that
people in Islington would be
particularly interested in hear-
ing why Liz Davies, an Islington
councillor and respected local
activist for many years, had
made her decision to leave
New Labour and support the
Socialist Alliance. We were
proved right by the turn out of
over 70 people, many of
whom we didn’t know before

including 8 local Labour Party
members.

It was the debate with these
Labour Party members which
not surprisingly was the most
important aspect of the meet-
ing. Many of the activists were
from Islington North and not
surprisingly supportive of local
Campaign Group MP Jerem
Corbyn. '

Socialist Alliance supporters
were able to point out that we

" had made a conscious decision

not to oppose Corbyn, and
that we would be calling for
people to vote for him, as well
as suggest that people from
the north of the borough could
come and assist with Janine’s
campaign in the South.

There was however a weak-
ness in the response from
many of the Alliance speakers,
particularly from the SWP
Speakers who were still
Labour Party members clearly
showed that thely-were torn
between their anger with gov-
ernment policies and their loy-

‘win Labour supporters

alty to a party that many of
them had been involved in for
all their adult life.

But some speakers ignored
their questions, simply making
general statements about the
numbers of people breaking
from new Labour.

May’s Socialist Review carries
quotes from long standing
Labour Party members who
have eventually come down on
the side of the Alliance, indicat-
ing that the SWP leadership
recognises that this is the vital
group of people that the
Socialist Alliance needs to ori-
entate towards.

To do so successfully, we
need to encourage people to
get involved in the Alliance
before finally making a decision
to leave new Labour.

We need to recognise that
we will build a stronger move-
ment if we are able to listen to
and address people’s personal
concerns as well as their politi-
cal aspirations.

Socialist|
Outloolc

Six of the best
from the ISG

The International Socialist Group has 6 candidates standing
for the Socialist Alliance at the General election.

They are: PETER BURNETT in Tyneside North, BRIAN
DRUMMOND in Bristol East, JOHN LISTER in Oxford East,
ANDY RICHARDS in Hove, GREG TUCKER in Streatham and
PAUL WILCOX in Carlisle.

Putting forward these members as candidates across the
country is one of the ways we hope to play a role in building

policies.

PAUL WILCOX is a shop
worker and member of
USDAW, Carlisle Socialist
Alliance has been fighting
for renationalisation of the
railways and Paul has been
campaigning against the
imposition of tuition fees
on students.

Paul says : “We don’t just
say vote for us and we will
fight for you, we say vote
for us but also join the
Socialist Alliance and fight
with us. The only people
that can change the condi-
tions of the working class
are the working class
themselves.”

. standing against Keith Hill,

JOHN LISTER is standing
in Oxford East against
Chief Secretary to the
Treasury Andrew Smith.
John, a journalist who sits
on the NU)’s Standing
Orders Committee, is best-
known as a campaigner
against hospital closures,
cuts, privatisation and PFl
in the NHS in his job as
Information Director for
London Health Emergency.
John also lectures in jour-
nalism at the local FE col-
lege and has also played an
active role in campaigns
against education cuts and
in defence of social services
in Oxfordshire.

the Socialist Alliance as an effective opposition to Blair’s Tory

GREG TUCKER is a train
driver and RMT activist,

Minister for Transport who
is also a member of the
RMT. Greg was a Labour
councillor from the mid
1980s until 1993 when he

was expelled from the

Labour Party for his record

of defending local services

and fighting the poll tax.

As well as fighting for rena-

tionalisation of our rail-

ways and against tube pri-

vatisation, Greg’s

campaign has highlighted

the creeping selection tak-

ing place in Lambeth’s

schools. .
PETER BURNETT, stand-
ing against Trade and
Industry secretary Stephen
Byers, is currently a call

. centre worker and mem-

ber of MSF. He has a long-
standing record fighting

unemployment and social
exclusion — key issues in
the North East where
income per head is 23%
below the national aver-
age. As a committed anti-
racist campaigner, Peter
recently organised a march
of several hundreds
through the streets of
Newcastle in defence of

asylum rights.

ANDY RICHARDS is an
activist in UNISON, cur-
rently chair of the Brighton
and Hove branch. Heis
also Treasurer of the local
Trades Council. He was a
member of the Labour
Party from until February
of this year, a Labour
Councillor from 1995-97
and also held the positions
of Chair and Secretary of
the local constituency.
Andy says: “What is strik-
ing is the marvellous spirit
of unity in the Socialist
Allliance. There seems to be
a real commitment to
make it successful as a
socialist alternative to new
Labour.”

BRIAN DRUMMOND,
who is standing against
Treasury Minister Dawn
Primorola, is a teacher and
NUT activist. He has been
particularly active in the
fight to defend education
in the city after the council
used a local referendum to
try to implement massive
cuts in the cities schools.
Bristol Socialist Alliance,
together with other local
anti racists have been out
demonstrating outside the
local Tesco’s demanding an
end to the demeaning
voucher system for asylum
seekers.






