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RMT Conference

calls time on
right wing policies

Greg Tucker

" DELEGATES at the RMT

national conference have

scored a decisive blow
against the right wing
Executive’s witch-hunt

against left activists. At the
same time they have voted to
serve warning to the Labour
Party — support RMT policy
(on rail renationalisation) or
you could lose the union’s
support both financial and-
political.

As detailed in last month’s
Socialist Outlook, the right

_on the RMT Executive was

proposing to bar from office
Pat Sikorski and two other
left activists — their crime,
trying to defend union
democracy.

"To add to this attack one
right wing Branch brought
an emergency resolution to
the RMT conference calling
for the (left) President to
resign over his role in trying
to sort out this witch-hunt.

But after a days debate dur-
ing which Pat and the others
under attack were able to
answer the charges against
them, the conference over-
whelmingly threw out the
Executive proposals.

The emergency resolution
backfired on the right - its
near unanimous dismissal
effectively giving an endorse-
ment to everything the
President had been forced to
do to defend union democ-
racy.

Turning to the Labour
Party the RMT followed the
line of other union confer-
ences this year in critically
examining its relation with
Blairism.

With only four votes
against it declared, “it cannot
and will not continue to sup-
port a Labour government
that has deserted its working
class roots...unless these dis-
astrous policies are changed,
we will no longer support
them politically or finan-
cially.”

The right were reduced to
arguing in another resolu-
tion that however bad
Labour might be it was the
only party that could repre-
sent the aspirations of the

Andrew Wiard

membership. Even this was
too much for delegates.

The conference went on to
express its complete opposi-
tion to the TUC’s “Social
Partnership” policies and
also to call for a campaign
against the effects of the
WTO general agreement on
trade services.

The conference came at a
time of success in the union’s
campaign to protect the

-safety role of the guard on

trains with the majority of
train operating companies
reaching agreement with the
union in the face of success-
ful strike ballots.

The RMT is now looking to
work with ASLEF in a cam-
paign to reintroduce the
guard on Driver Only ser-
vices.

However this success is
only partial —~ one company,
C2C is still in dispute with
guards now on their third
day of action, whilst another,
Midland Main Line, success-
fully gained an injunction to
halt their strike.

The terms of the injunction
were based on a handful of
RMT members not receiving
ballot papers in the ballot.
Taken with the court deci-
sion on the RMT ballot on

- LUL earlier this year it is

clear that the obligations on
unions to provide details of
who is being balloted and to
keep perfect membership
records is now more rigorous
under Labour’s anti-union
laws than it was under the
Tories.

The RMT remains commit-
ted to the repeal of all anti-
union laws — it is now a mat-
ter of urgency that all unions
join the campaign to see off
our legal shackles — defying
the law as LUL workers and
others have done this year, if
necessary.

UNISON conference fires

warning shots at New Labour

Fred Leplat

UNISON’s annual confer-

" ence held between the 18

and 22 June sent a waming
broadside to the govern-
ment: no more privatisa-
tions. In a rare display of
unity between all delegates
and the NEC, the conference
condemned New Labour for
its continuing programme of
privatisation of public ser-
vices including PFl, and of
the rise of racism fanned by
scape-goating of asylum
seekers.

The agreement between
delegates and the NEC,
including the new general
secretary David Prentis, was
expressed in the form of vot-
ing through motions which
obviously condemned privati-
sation, but which also com-
mitted the union to organis-
ing a national demonstration
against PFl,"a lobby of
Parliament, and back official
strikes against the effects of
PFl and privatisation.

This goes much further
than the NEC had been pre-
pared to support in the past,

and goes someway towards
the left’s view than only a
national campaign including
industrial action can have a
chance of defeating the
national attacks from the
government.

The scene to adopting this
motion on the Wednesday
was set on the day before
when Stephen Byers,
Minister for Transport and
Local Government, was
widely and repeatedly heck-
led by delegates. This
unprecedented reception for

a minister at a UNISON con-
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Policies for change
John Liste,

eessscssee

ference was sparked off by
his insistence that he would
pursue the government’s
agenda for “change”; in
public services and pretend-
ing that this was not privati-
sation.

The widespread disillusion
with New Labour by UNISON
members was also the rea-
son backed overwhelmingly
by 478,088 to 386,226 the
notorious motion 131 titled
“The Labour Government:
What do we get for our
money?”.

This motion noted
that members are
questioning why
UNISON is handing
over £1.4m a year
to the Labour Party
while at the same
time it is attacking
public services and
members’ jobs and
conditions, and
that electors are
voting for indepen-
dent candidates
that are opposed
to attacks on pub-
lic services.

The motion went
on to state that
UNISON was therefore not
using its funds to pursue
UNISON’s policies.

The motion committed the
NEC to consult with
branches and regions in
order to prepare a report to
next year's conference on
the future of UNISON’s polit-
ical funds. '

By adopting this motion,

- UNISON will not be disaffili-

ating from Labour. But itis a
serious warning shot.
Coming closely on a similar
vote at the FBU conference,
this indicates that union -
members are no longer as
loyal to Labour as in the

Caught in the middle: Dave Prentis

_past, and are prepared to

stop “feeding the hands that
bites them”. This is the first
step towards a political
break from Labour, which
the Socialist Alliance and
Scottish Socialist Party rep-
resent.

Conference unanimously
voted through a motion con-
demning the recent rise of
racism, calling for the repeal
of “all racist immigration
controls and asylum laws”,
develop a relationship with
the Anti-Nazi League and the

Committee to Defend
Asylum Seekers, and to initi-
ate a demonstration in
Manchester this autumn
against racism in prepara-
tion of a campaign against
the BNP in the run-up to
nest year’s council elections.

Dave Prentis moved the
resolution and correctly
placed the responsibility for
the rise of racism in the con-
text of the virulent scape-
goating of asylum seekers by
all the main patrties.

UNISON conference also
carried motions to campaign
during a referendum against
joining the EU monetary

union, and committing the
union to take a high cam-
paign against the General
Agreement on Trade in
Services. A set-back for
union democracy was the
failure for a third year run-
ning to adopt internal union
disciplinary procedures
which would be democratic.

Unfortunately, a rule
change making suspension
from membership easier was
adopted.

The surprising degree of
opposition by UNISON'’s gen-
eral secretary and the NEC
to New Labour’s privatisation

of public services has been

sparked by the extent and
the severity of these plans. If
unchallenged, New Labour’s
privatisations in its second
term will devastate public
services like the Tories dev-
astated the nationalised
industries in the 1980s.
This places the public sec-
tor union leaderships with a
stark choice: either make
some sort of a stand against
these plans, or risk either
seeing their unions devas-
tated or being overwhelmed
by the union members who

.want a fight.

The large number of unoffi-
cial strikes in the Post Office
as it prepares for privatisa-
tion and the beginnings of a
political break with Labour
are straws in the wind that
indicate that changes are
beginning to take place.

The newly launched
“United Left” in UNISON has
a great challenge ahead: to
organise activists across the
union for a fight to make

-sure that the conference

decisions for a national cam-
paign against privatisation
are carried through rapidly
and effectively.
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Outlooic

hose who fail to learn

the lessons of history,

warned Karl Marx, are

doomed to repeat them.

Millions of Labour vot-
ers fell into precisely this category
when they turned out again in June
to give Tony Blair a second chance
to deliver reforms which has spent
“years explaining he does not sup-
port.

If Blair’s first term can now be
seen as political tragedy, the second
is already coming back as farce,
with ministers and MPs brazenly
stuffing their own pockets with
massive pay increases, waging war
on public services, the disabled and
civil liberties, and acting more arro-
gantly than ever.

Roy Hattersley, from the safety of
the House of Lords, really did
speak for wide sections of Labour
supporters when he described his
desperate hope prior to June 7 that
— against all the odds — a second
term Blair government would be
closer to Labour’s traditional poli-
tics than the first.

And his loud groan of frustration,
as soon as Blair and his team made
it clear that they were determined
to implement every right wing
pledge in their 2001 manifesto, will
have been echoed across much of
the country.

f course Hattersley has

been left stranded by

the party’s rapid move

to the right. His poli-

tics have not changed:
he is just as opposed to socialists
and the left as he was when he
helped Neil Kinnock drive through
the witch-hunt against Militant in
the late 1980s, paving the way for
the subsequent Blair offensive
against Clause 4.

But his offer to lead a crusade to
win back the Labour Party for
social democracy is not just a way of
increasing his already lavish earn-

farce...

ings from journalism: it is part of

an unravelling of the Labour-

bureaucracy.

This is driven by the tensions of a
second term in which the party is in
office with another unprecedented
majority, but people recognise that
its traditional policies, which still
hold the loyal support of millions of
working class voters, are even fur-
ther than ever from being imple-
mented.

Hattersley is not the only one
uttering dire threats and hoping
that Blair’s team will take notice
and concede before they are called
to take any action.

Just weeks after Labour secured
its first-ever second term with a
massive majority, union leaders
have been queuing up to demon-
strate their independence -from
Millbank and their commitment to
public services.

efore the election, we had
the historic vote of the
Fire Brigades Union to
democratise its Political
Fund. This started from
the increasingly popular view that
union funds should not support a
party that attacks the union, but
went on to argue that funding
should be given “to support candi-
dates and organisations whose poli-
cies are supportive of the policies
and principles of this Union”.
UNISON, too, announced that it
had lopped £250,000 from its elec-
tion contribution to New Labour,
not least because of ministers’
determination to press ahead with
the controversial Private Finance
Initiative in the NHS and local gov-
ernment.

ince the election, there has
been even more debate.
UNISON’s conference
decision to mount a year-
long “review” of its links
with Labour was followed by

Andrew Wiard

EDITORIAL

TGWU leader Bill Morris floating
the idea of working with the Lib
Dems to challenge government pol-
icy, and even GMB chief John
Edmonds proposed to cut contribu-
tions to the Labour party — to fund
campaigns in defence of public ser-
vices. The rail union RMT voted
down a right wing motion which
proclaimed continued loyalty to
Labour.

Indications that none of these
threats is likely to force a change of
line from ministers included the
decision to remove two high-profile
Commons committee chairs for the
“crime” of outspoken criticism of
the government.

One of them, Gwyneth
Dunwoody, has (as chair of the
Transport committee) been a con-
sistent thorn in the side of minis-
ters, who have not only refused to
renationalise the railways burt are
intent upon bulldozing through
more privatisation — of air traffic
control and the London tube.

But her willingness to speak out
against her removal underlines
another common feature of this
post-election unravelling process:
the resistance to Blair’s control
freakery and reactionary policies
has not been led by the Labour left,
which has in the main maintained
the low profile it has adopted since
1997, but by the exasperated and
slighted traditionalists, by “old
Labour”.

The most powerful speeches in
winning the vote for a review of the
Labour link at UNISON confer-
ence came not from the usual sus-
pects on the hard left, but from
Labour Party members furious at

Liverpool firefighters fighting the imposition of external managers are the first to stage a wekk-long strike since Fune 7.

the way the union’s funds have
been used to bolster policies which
attack its members.

o far to the right has Blair’s
team now travelled, that
almost anyone committed
to the party’s traditional
reformist policies will be to
their left. But this does not mean
they are all now ready to break from
the Party and join the Socialist
Alliance. Before many of these peo-
ple make a break, more lessons have
to be learned — the hard way.
Socialists should therefore sup-
port their demands, and work
wherever possible with Labour
Party members to build broad cam-
paigns at local and national level —
on such issues as defence of com-
prehensive education, opposition to
student fees, opposition to privati-
sation and PFI, and opposition to
New Labour’s attacks on asylum
seekers, civil liberties and disabled
people.

his year’s lobby of

Labour Party confer-

ence, centred on opposi-

tion to privatisation and

PFI, should be seen as a
chance to link up with trade union-
ists and Labour Party members
who share the widespread revulsion
at these New Labour policies.

We should support every fight
against Blairism, while building the
broadest possible base for the
Socialist Alliance as an alternative
for those who conclude that they
cannot win.

While we fight for maximum
debate in the unions on the
Political Funds and the politics of

New Labour, our immediate aim is
not disaffiliation from the Labour
Party - because at present there is
no alternative party which could
plausibly bid for national-level
union affiliations.

The danger is that under these
conditions a disaffiliation from
Labour would lead to a depolitici-
sation of the unions.

ur aim is to raise more
political discussion in
the unions, and in par-
ticular to spell out clear
political criteria for use
of political funds, to ensure the
unions are not tied hand and foot to
financing a party which increas-
ingly sees itself as a party of big
business and global capital.

The objective must be to follow
the FBU example, and establish the
right for every union to fund par-
ties and candidates whose policies
are in line with the needs and aspi-
rations of union members.

This is very different from the
objectives of Hattersley and the
union bosses, who clearly want to
put themselves at the head of the
resistance in order to limit its polit-
ical development.

By contrast, socialists will support
the widest possible resistance to
Blair, in the knowledge that the
more people become engaged in
active struggle, the quicker they
will learn the hard lessons that
enable them to break from Labour
and embrace a socialist alternative.

This second term may already be
a farce: but it’s no laughing matter.

"The sooner the debate gets serious

in the labour movement the sooner
the real fightback can begin.

Privatisation ... less popular than Poll Tax!

Tony Blair’s “keynote” speech
on “reforming” the public ser-

cies already spelled out during
and since the election. New

sector.

@ Bring in the private sector

tor management to run “fail-
ing” schools and LEAs, again

sive debts and pay fees, and
long-term care of the elderly,

will improve an}/ of the public
services — making New

vices through greater involve-
ment of private companies on
July 16 had been seen as
spelling out the extent of the
new government’s commit-
ment to press forward on all
fronts with the highly unpopu-
lar “public-private partner-
ships”, private financing of
schools and hospitals and pri-
vate sector management of
public services.

The Royal Free — which con-
tains the biggest private wing of
any London hospital — seemed
a logical choice for such a
speech, in which Blair was
expected to go further than his
ministers in throwing down the
gauntlet to public sector union
leaders. ’

But in the event the lengthy
epeech merelv reitarated noli-

Labour, Blair declared, would:

@ Step up the programme of
building hospitals and primary
care facilities (and move
towards financing social ser-
vices, imaging and laboratory
equipment) with private capital
through PFI — regardless of the
accumulation of evidence that
the result is fewer, high-cost,
low-quality, unreliable buildings
for the NHS, while city fat cats
pocket the differerfe.

@ Step up the purchase of
waiting list treatment from pri-
vate sector hospitals which
cannot find enough paying cus-
tomers to fill their beds —
despite the fact that this will
drain more staff and resources
from the most pressurised
NHS hospitals to bolster the

nrofite of the naracitic nrivara

to run new “stand alone” surgi-
cal units to deliver waiting list
operations — leaving unclear
whether the clinical and sup-
port staff would be employed
by the NHS or the private sec-
tor.

@ Press ahead with the
hugely unpopular PPP scheme
which will dismember and
part-privatise the London tube
— leaving passengers and tax-
payers to pick up the tab for
pumping profits into participat-
ing companies.

@ Step up the involvement
of private capital in the building
and refurbishment of schools,
turning education like the NHS
from landlord to tenant and
squeezing profits out of an
already under-funded service.

B Brinc in Mmers nrhmaka corm

profiting from the historic lack
of resources and deprivation,
and transforming education
from a public service into a
business and a corporate
income stream.

Of course Blair is formally
right when he says that these
big strides down the road stop
short of a fully privatised sys-
tem: rather they are novel
ways of milking profits from
public services. Schooling and
health care will still be largely
funded from taxation, and free
at point of use.

But we should remember the
bits of these services that have
already been largely squeezed
out of free provision — such as
university education, where
students no longer receive

arante hi it inctand Fiin 11l Aac

which has largely been hived
off to private sector nursing
homes and is still subject to
means-tested charges.

If these body blows can be
struck, more services could go
the same way in later phases of
what Blair insists is a 10-year
programme of “reform”.

Inferior

All of the evidence so far is
that far from representing any
solution to the problern, all
these measures that chip away
at popular public services
deliver an inferior service at
greater cost than the system
they replace.

A Mori poll just days before
Blair’s big speech found only
1 1% of voters believe that
bringing in the private sector

Labour’s policy even less popu-
lar than Thatcher’s hated Poll
Tax — which never dipped
below 23% support.

The public sector union lead-
ers — after largely kow-towing
to New Labour since 1997 —
have so far plucked up enough
courage to defy Blair’s new
offensive for a month.

If they want to retain public
support and the support of
their members, they must con-
tinue to press this line.

They should back the anti-pri-
vatisation lobby of Labour Party
conference in Brighton this
year, and build active cam-
paigns against every futile and
costly plan to siphon cash from
the public purse into the wal-
lets of private shareholders.
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Alliance

must act
now to

build

election
gains

Terry Conway

The Socialist  Alliance
emerged from the General
Election campaign a stronger
and more dynamic organisa-
tion than before.

In fact, the campaign itself
really. created the Alliance as
a national organisation, cre-
ating local branches of the
Alliance in many areas where
they didn’t previously exist,
and winning many new
members.

Now the key challenge is to
build on those successes, to
ensure the Socialist Alliance
can establish itself as a key
player in the battles against
the neo-liberal policies of
this new Labour government
both at a local and national

“level

The Socialist Alliance can
build on the success of this
year’s debates on demo-
cratising the political fund in
a number of unions, both by
consolidating the gains that
have been made and widen-
ing them to other unions, as
well as by developing the
wider fight back against pri-
vatisation.

The many people who have
come into the Alliance dur-

ing the election campaign
must quickly be made to feel
that this is an organisation
which offers them a political
home, a place for both dis-
cussion and activity and one
whose priorities they can
shape.

The Alliance must also
continue to work in a way
that reaches out to the
increasing numbers of peo-
ple who will become disillu-
sioned with New Labour as
the attacks of the second
term take shape - both by
trying to win them to the
Alliance itself, but at the
same time finding ways of
working with those who are
not ready to make the leap.

But in drder to carry out
these tasks, the Socialist
Alliance to develop the right
structures.

It has outgrown its current
structures both politically
and organisationally. This is
why there is going to be a
national conference towards
the end of the year which can
deal with these questions.

A number of issues need to
be addressed.

The current membership
system which is somewhat

Socialist Alliance

Stalingrad O’Neill

chaotic, needs to be simpli-
fied. At the minute some
people are members of local
alliances but not national
members, while others have
joined nationally and may
not know what’s going on in
their area.

There should be a unified
structure so that people join
once and have the rights and
responsibilities at both local
and national level. This new
structure should also be used
to go back to those people
that we have made contact
with either nationally or
lIocally, but not actually
signed up and formally
recruit them.

Local Socialist Alliances
should see themselves, and
act, as branches of the
national organisation.
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There needs to be a
strengthened  leadership,
which has the authority to
lead the organisation and
involves the different politi-
cal currents both explicit
and implicit within the
Alliance.

Such a body needs to be
able to react quickly to polit-
ical events as they unfold, to
ensure that the Alliance is
involved in the heart of
opposition to government
attacks. It needs to build the
organisation nationally and
resource and encourage its
local units.

Discussions need to take
place about the best way of
achieving such a leadership
team - as there are a num-
ber of different approaches
that could be followed.

The Alliance also needs to
develop some sort of regular

publication that can promote .

the organisation’s campaigns
and report on successes in
different areas etc.

This is particularly impor-
tant for those members who
are not members of any other
left organisation. It should
be produced in a way that
would allow it to be used on
stalls, at demonstrations or
meetings to sell to those who
are coming across the
Alliance for the first time —
therefore needing to be
something very different
from the current members’
bulletin.

In order to take these steps
it will be important to main-
tain the national office set up

during the election cam- -

paign and find the material
resources to employ staff.
These are some of the

issues that the Socialist
Alliance needs to explore in
the run up to the conference
later in the year.

Unfortunately, as Alan
Thornett explains below, the
first step will have to be to
defeat the Coventry and
Warwickshire  resolution
promoted by the Socialist
Party, which seeks to delay
these vital moves.

Then hopefully it will be
possible to concentrate on
developing the sort of effec-
tive national organisation
that can build on the success
of the election campaign and
be a key part of building a
fighting opposition to the
neo-liberal offensive.

Call time on Socialist Party sectarianism

Alan Thornett

The Socialist Alliance was
strengthened considerably
by the Election campaign.
Now plans have been quickly
laid to build on this with
through a conference in
November which will con-
sider proposals to restruc-
ture the organisation in a
more effective way.

Such new structures need
to take into account the way
the Alliance developed in the
course of the election and
the big expansion of its
membership.

In the immediate post-
election period, it seemed
that the Socialist Party was
in agreement with this and
was moving towards a more
constructive attitude. This
was in positive contrast with
the way they had operated
during the election itselif .

Where Socialist Party
members were candidates
for the Alliance, the broader
banner was really a formal-
ity. They ran the campaigns
themselves and didn’t

Socialist
Alliance
national chair
Dave Nellist:
few of his
fellow
Socialist Party
members fol-
lowed his line
of positive
engagement
in the
Alliance cam-

paign

involve the broader forces in
the Alliance or use much of
the general material pro-
duced by the Alliance.

But after the election,
leading SP repgisentatlves
were saying that they were
now in favour of consolidat-
ing the Alliance with a new
and more mtegrated struc-
ture.

The Socialist of June 9 car-
ried a positive report of the
Socialist Alliance election
campaign and concluded by

saying that the Socialist
Party would be putting for-
ward proposals in the
Alliance to build on what has
been achieved.

This has not happened,
however — apparently
because the Peter Taaffe
wing which is sceptical
about the Alliance has won
out over the more positive
and constructive wing repre-
sented by Dave Nellist.

In recent weeks the SP has
reverted to type with

destructive interventions into
some areas — most notably
Walthamstow and Hackney.
More generally it has started
to oppose the further con-
solidation of the Alliance.
Instead it argues for an
Alliance which would be
even looser than the current

format based on arrange-

ments between the affiliated
organisations, and would
completely fail to include the
expanded number of individ-
ual members who joined
during the election.

At Marxism 2001 the SP
distributed a bizarre leaflet
which both accused the
SWP of being reluctant to
move the-Socialist Alliance
towards becoming a party
(which is fair comment) but
at the same time accused it
of wanting to over-centralise
the Alliance — i.e. make it
too much like a party!

This shows that the SP call
for the formation of a new
party is pure propaganda. It
makes calls for a party but
at the same time puts every
practical obstacle in the way

of the Alliance actually
becoming a party.

In the end this call for a
new party becomes a cover
for a sectarian operation
inside the Alliance simply
seeking some advantage for
itself. The SPs call for a new
party is in reality an obstacle
to a new party.

The main tool the SP have
now developed to block
strengthening and develop-
ing the structures of the
Alliance takes is a resolution
they have pushed through
the Coventry and
Warwickshire Socialist
Alliance.

This argues that the forth-
coming conference should
simply be a starting point of
the discussion rather than
taking any decisions on new
structures. This is argued on
the basis that “more time is
needed to build trust
between the different organ-
isations within the Alliance”.

But the main problem with

' building trust rests with the

SP itself. Until it decides to
come fully into the Alliance

and build it, there will be a
problem of trust between it
and most of the rest of
those in the Alliance.

It is very important to keep
the.SP in the Alliance, but it
is also important not to be
held to ransom by them.

The Alliance which has
emerged from the election
campaign is not the same
organisation as it was at the
beginning of the campaign.
Many individual activists
joined up both at a local
level and nationally during
the course of the campaign
and who are disadvantaged
by the existing structure.

The Socialist Party cannot
be allowed to put their own
narrow sectarian interests
before the need for the
Alliance.

These are to build on the
gains of the election cam-
paign by becoming a effec-
tive national organisation
which can continue to fight
against the neo-liberal poli-
cies of new Labour and win
new support through doing
SO.
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Bradford pays the
price for poverty
and segregation

Dave Miles
A WEEK after the riot there
are many boarded-up shop
windows in the centre of
Bradford. However there are
only a few more than there
were a week before the riot.

The city centre has looked
increasingly run-down over
the past few years. This is
symptomatic of its economic
malaise, which has fed the
frustrations of both Asian
and white working class
youth.

This is .a contrast with
Leeds, Bradford’s bigger
neighbour. Chapeltown in
Leeds was the site of riots in

1980 when African-
Caribbean youth clashed
with the police.

West Yorkshire has lost
much of its textile industry,
along with engineering and
other older industries.
However Leeds has found a
replacement in governmen-
tal institutions, commercial
legal firms, financial services
and the like.

Chapeltown is not prosper-
ous, and many other areas of
Leeds are pockets of poverty.
However the city overall is a
economically buoyant.

Bradford has found few sig-

nificant replacements for old
industries. Poverty is more
widespread, and with the col-
lapse or export of industries
the trade union movement
has become much weaker.

Large swathes of the city’s
housing are ageing and in
disrepair, much of it dating
back to the 19th century.
Having been an educational
pioneer, Bradford also has
many nineteenth-century
schools, often with play-
grounds full of temporary
buildings.

taxi driving, home working
and other precarious
employments, living in age-
ing privately owned housing
stock. '
Meanwhile the poorest of
the white working class are
often concentrated on outly-
ing housing estates like
Ravenscliffe, also lacking
decent opportunities to
work. Much of the housing is
still council-owned, and
more modern, but neverthe-
less decrepit and in need of
refurbishment.

“Self-segregation is driven by fear of others,
the need for safety from harassment and
violent crime and the belief that it is the
only way to promote, retain and protect faith
and cultural identity and affiliation. ”

The Ouseley Report (‘Community Pride not prejudice -
Making Diversity Work in Bradford’) p16

Bradford also has a black
ethnic minority with a
greater weight in the city’s
population. The Pakistani
Asian community is a grow-
ing part of the city. Although
some have prospered eco-
nomically, as entrepreneurs,
it also includes many of the
poorest workers in the city,
some of them dependent on

One of the problems
between white and black is
physical segregation. As
Asians have moved from the
areas in which they origi-
nally concentrated, their new
white neighbours have also
moved. This well-recognised
phenomenon is known as
white flight.

This is less the behaviour

of poor working-
class whites, who
whether they like |
it or not cannot |
afford to move,
than of middle-
class whites. This
means, for exam-
ple, but many of
the teachers in
inner-city schools
largely made up of
ethnic minority
children them-
selves live in white neigh-
bourhoods many miles away.

Many of those who live in
Bradford’s suburbs and satel-
lite towns do not work in the
Bradford district at all. They
commute to Leeds, or even
to Manchester. Accordingly
they have little connection
with the city.

The continuing problems
were recognised by the local
authority before the recent
riot. They led to the estab-
lishment of a “Bradford Race
Review” chaired by Herman
Ouseley. The panel’s report
was coincidentally delivered
in the week after the riot.

The report’s focus is on
ignorance and “self-segrega-
tion”. It proposes measures
to audit and ensure equal

treatment in institutions and
work places. It also calls for
citizenship education to
overcome ignorance.

Belaguered

However if the roots of
antagonism live in poverty
and powerlessness, such
measures will not address
them. The way forward for
the left in Bradford and for
beleaguered working-class
communities is  better
expressed in the perspective
that the Socialist Alliance
was advancing at Saturday’s
rally:

“We believe that neo-Nazis
represent a special and
immediate threat to the
democratic rights, and even
the lives, of those who dis-
agree with them, particularly
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members of black ethnic
minorities. We believe we
need to respond by building
unity across the ethnic divi-
sions in the city.

“This means getting
together to fight privatisa-
tion of council services and
the threat to 14,000 jobs — we
demand a decent level of ser-
vices and facilities in all
areas.

“It includes defending and
improving council housing,
protecting public education
and demanding from govern-
ment measures and resources
to fight growing poverty and
inequality.

“And it also means standing
up for the right of communi-
ties to defend themselves
against attack by racists.”

Anti-fascists under att
after police screw up

By Dave Miles

SOON AFTER the general
election, the National Front
announced their intention to
march in Bradford on 7th July.
Following calls from the Anti-
Nazi League and Bradford
Trades Council, hundreds of
demonstrators turned out to
make plain that the fascists
were not welcome.

The NF had picked Bradford
probably because their rivals
the British National Party had
scored one of their better elec-
tion results in the Bradford
North constituency.

Following calls from Bradford
Council and the police, the NF
March and any counter
marches were banned. After
warnings from the police that
they “couldn’t guarantee the
safety of members of the pub-
lic” the finale of the Bradford
Festival, due to take place in
Centenary Square in the centre
of the city, was also cancelled.

However, given the danger
that the Nazis might still turn
up, the counter-mobilisations
went ahead. Up to 1000 anti-
fascists gathered in Centenary
Square.

Speakers at the rally included
Terry Rooney, MP for Bradford
North. He voiced the need to
send a clear message to the

“useless parasites” of the far-
right. Other speakers included
Marsha Singh MP, lan
Greenwood (former Bradford
council leader and leader of the
Labour group) and anti-racist
campaigners, including ANL
activist and former Socialist
Alliance candidate Ateeq
Siddique.

Demonstrators remained
peacefully in the Square for
several hours. Several individ-
ual right wingers came out to
bait the crowd before being
bundled away by the police.

Police plan

Ahead of the event, the
police boasted of having a
‘well-developed plan with con-
tingencies for everything’. On
the ground their activities
appeared to be sometimes
heavy-handed, inconsistent and

_ indecisive.

In particular they turned
some fascists away at the train
station but a group was
allowed to congregate in a pub
near to the rally. Although
reportedly there were police
near at hand, this group were
able to attack young Asian men
passing in thelstreet.

When word reached the
square that a couple of people
had been seriously beaten,
hundreds of the demonstrators

rushed to deal with the situa-
tion. The police commanders,
caught on the hop, deployed
mounted police and riot squads . _
and drove some people into

" the road despite passing traffic.

There followed a couple of
hours during which police and
crowds of youths manoeuvred
around each other with occa-
sional outbreaks of more sus-
tained violence. Meanwhile
some bemused shoppers and
workers found themselves
trapped in the city centre
because the police wouldn't let
them out. ‘

Later on the police decided
to drive people out of the city
centre towards Manningham.
The more bitter and sustained
conflict seen on the front pages
of newspapers and the televi-
sion news followed.

It was plain that the Asian and
white youths on the demon-
stration in the city centre knew
why they were there. It was to
block and if necessary confront
the fascists.

Conflict with the police fol-
lowed because the police had
allowed fascist attacks to take
place while keeping the anti-
fascists in their place.

What the demonstration
lacked was figures and organi-
sations who held the authority
to exercise control over how

the youth expressed their anti-
fascist impulses. Clearly MPs,
labour movement dignitaries
and community leaders did not
exercise much sway, and nei-
ther did the ANL or the TUC.

The Asian youth did not bring
their own banners, newspa-
pers and leaflets. They did not
appear to be politically debat-
ing amongst themselves or
with the white left.

Self-organised

In the 1970s and 80s in
Bradford and other northern
cities, self-organisation of Asian
youth was built out of the
necessity of organising to deal
with the fascist threat. The
consequences of this riot may
mean that this lesson is has to
be learned again.

This lack of organisation may
well have allowed some of the
most alarming events of the
day, as large numbers of other
youth joined the riot as it was
driven into Manningham. In
particular Manningham Ward
Labour Club (in reality an apo-
litical working-men'’s club) was
firebombed, and the exits
blocked with burning cars to
trap those inside.

These excesses have also fed
a backlash against anti-fascism.
Marsha Singh, for example
called for a ban on ANL rallies

Andrew Wiard

— presumably to
prevent him from
turning up himself.

They also pro-
vide an excuse for
those who never
really accepted
that white racism
is a serious prob-
lem to say that the
problem is the
conduct of
Muslims or Asians.

The situation
may also provide
opportunities for
the fascists.
However attacks
on Asian owned
businesses in
other parts of the
city show that frustration and
anger is ready to boil over in
the white working class, under-
mining the attempt to blame
oppressed ethnic minorities.

For the left the challenge is to
inject new politics into the
intense period of discussion
and argument in Bradford. A
beginning has been made at a
meeting called by the Bradford
TUC.

The effects of privatisation,
growing inequality and neo-lib-
eralism on the working class in
Bradford were denounced by
speakers including Labour MP
Terry Rooney.

There remain suspicions and
antagonisms to overcome after
the riot. However there was
also a keen awareness that the
BNP are on hand to try out
their new strategy, and that
unity in action is essential in
order to take the counter argu-
ments on to the white estates.

There were no illusions
expressed at the meeting that
Blairism has anything to offer
to the white and Asian working
class in Bradford. Accordingly
there is an opening in which to
discuss and organise around a
socialist alternative.

—
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Save

For four months the Victorian
Swimming Pool in Govanhill
has been occupied by the local
community to prevent the
council closing it. A 24 by 7
occupation supported by a
continuous external picket

. ;with braziers and chairs and

food and fuel donated by local
residents and shops, has pre-
vented Glasgow Council from
effecting closure.

Govanhill is in an area with
the worst health record in
Britain. The local pool provides
swimming clubs for youth, pri-
vate swimming for women
including many Muslim
women, the only public
bathing for the homeless,
steam rooms etc. The Council
without consultation decided

" to close the pool without pro-

viding viable alternatives.
Govanhill considers itself a

Govanhill
Pool!

working class community
under attack from the council.
A proposed motorway will iso-
late the area, the local hospital
is under threat as is the local
college. :

The community decided to
fight back and has organised
occupations of other leisure
centres, disruption with egg
attacks of council meetings,
marches, 20,000 signature
petitions of Scottish
Parliament. As well as the
occupation and public activity,
a strategy group has prepared
alternative plans for the
Coungdil including drop in
health centre as well as
bathing. These have been used
to challenge the Councils local
plans and pose alternatives,
legal challenges and
approaches to Europe over
misuse of grants. Above all the

When | went to school and
college there were no tuition
fees, all students got grants
and all pupils got free meals
at schools and indeed free

. milk at school breaks. Under

Thatcher milk was removed,
charging for meals intro-
duced and grants cut then
removed. Under Blair fees
were introduced.

The Scottish Parliament
has “deferred” fees and dis-
cussed reintroducing grants
for students. Till now free
meals were off the agenda,

yet arguably their abolition
has done most harm to our
youth. -

Although meals are free to
children of families on bene-
fit, there is a stigma
attached to this. Up to 1/3
of entitled children do not
take up their entitliement.
The results are poor nutrition
and malnourishment.
Glasgow Sick Kids Hospital
sees 20% with signs of mal-
nutrition.

Most schools now have pri-
vatised caterers punting fizzy

community is united in fighting
the closure.

Meetings have been held
with other campaigns fighting
service cut backs and a broad
coordinating group to defend
the South Side of Glasgow has
been set up uniting the Victoria
Hospital, Langside College,
M74 Motorway, Housing Stock
Transfer and Govanhill Pool
campaign.

To mark 101 days of occupa-
tion a march and rally was held
supported by local MPs and

drinks, chips and burgers,
the duty of care principle
may apply to schools but not
their contracts.

In an attempt to reverse
this trend, Tommy Sheridan
and the SSP have intro-
duced a bill in the Scottish
Parliament to abolish the
means test in schools and
provide a daily free nutritious
meal to every child in
Scotland who attends a
state school.

This bill has the backing of
11 other MSPs including the

some MSPs. The campaign has
already succeeded in splitting
Labour MSPs and MPs from
the local Labour administration
and local councillers are feeling
the pressure of public anger.
This is the highest point of
public resistance to the anti

-working people strategy of

Glasgow Council. Save our
Pool.

The campaign has its own
web site at
http://crowd.to/saveourpool

‘Socialists fight for free school meals

Green MSP Robin Harper,
Independent Dennis
-Canavan, Labour’s John
McAllion and several SNP
MSPs - no Tories.

Whilst the executive seem
certain to oppose the Bill,
through parliament we will
be able to demonstrate the

. social and financial costs of

poor health and poor nutri-
tion - and show that this mea-
sure is a vital step in revers-
ing Scotland’s record of the
worst health statistics in
Europe.

Stop housing
stock transfer!

. The Scottish Parliament has

passed a new Housing Bill after
ayear and a half of evidence
taking and deliberation.
Although there are some posi-
tive aspects of the bill, overall it
is an attack on Council Housing
and contrary to its stated inten-
tions is likely to increase home-
lessness. :

The Bill will replace existing
tenancy types in social housing
with a single secured tenure.
For Council tenants this is a
weaker form of security which
may lead to more evictions.

The Bill retains the right to
buy for Council Tenants and
extends these rights to Housing
Associations. This is likely to
lead to shortages of lettable
housing in better areas, higher
rents and ghettoising of the
poor. :

Finally the Bill retains the righ
to transfer property from
Councils to Housing
Associations, now requiring a
ballot of tenants. It is this last
provision which is being used
by the executive to attempt to

force the removal of housing
from Council control.

Tommy Sheridan on behalf of
the SSP moved 44 detailed
amendments to the Bill.
Although many received the
support of SNP and some LP
MSPs, most were defeated. In
the end only Tommy voted
against the Bill as a whole.

In Glasgow the passage of the
Bill has been taken as a green
light to proceed to transfer the
councils 90,000 houses from
the council to a Housing
Association which to all intents
and purposes will be controlled
by private lenders.

At the start of the process of
considering the transfer,
Glasgow’s council leaders gave
assurances of 6 months consul-
tation once the business plan
was published. &.

It now appears at most the
bare minimum period of con-
sultation will be given and it is
unclear the business figures will
be made available. All the
Council’s independent consul-
tants’ reservations appear to be

about to be swept aside by
ministerial dictat.

The new Housing minister
Jackie Baillie wants a positive
ballot by November. The
Council seems to have sched-
uled the decision to proceed to
ballot in August.

Throughout the past year,
tenants and unions have been
campaigning against the pro-
posals.

Houses require investment,
but the money the executive
appears to be about to commit

~ to the private sector could

achieve the same result
cheaper, quicker and without
an outstanding debt of £1,600
million after 10 years — pro-

vided the same money
was invested through the
Council. The only way the
proposed scheme is viable
- is through a massive rent
hike and Glasgow already
has the highest council
rents in Scotland.

At present we believe a
majority of tenants
R oppose the transfer but
they are being told their
! houses will not be
¥ improved unless the
§ scheme goes ahead. To
& counter this Glasgow
UNISON has been pro-
ducing information packs
and tenants opposed to
the transfer have been
holding meetings. With the

Council about to step up their _

campaign, an increase in activity
against the transfer is now
planned.

The STUC is formally
opposed to transfer and is
seeking to build a broad move-
ment of opposition. Unison has
a £50,000 fund to fight the pro-
posals, but it is important that
other affected unions con-
tribute similar amounts.

If Glasgow tenants vote
against this will force the
Scottish executive to com-
pletely change their plans for
‘Housing in Scotland and for PF

generally.

Socialists and campaigners plunge into the struggle, but Glasgow council seems to be seriou

sly out of its depth

R

Joint demo
to legalise
cannabis

On July 28 the Scottish
Legalise Cannabis
Demonstration will be held
in Glasgow. This demo,
which last year attracted
over 2,000 to an event and
smoke in at George Square
(no arrests) is being backed
and built by the Scottish
Socialist Party for the third
year running.

Legalisation of dope was
one of the 7 main slogans
used by the SSP during the
election campaign, and cer-
tainly the one which.
attracted most attention,
particularly from the young.

The slogan was usually
presented by megaphone as
“Don’t criminalise 2 million
of our youth - legalise
cannabis!” (though the 2m
figure may be an underesti-
mate).

The position in favour of
legalisation and for the pre-
scription of heroin by doc-
tors was arrived at after long
discussion in the SSP and
SSA. Heroin kills over 100 a
year in Glasgow alone. The
prisons are full of addicts,
and sharing needles is rife,
helping to spread the AIDS
virus.

Police rarely catch major
dealers, and randomly
round up youth to keep con-
victions up. Kevin
Williamson, an early mem-
ber of the SSP, formed
Scotland against Drug
Hypocrisy in response to the
main parties’ campaign
“Scotland Against Drugs”
(SAD).

This campaign showed (in
similar terms to the
Guardian more recently)
that drug policy wasn't
working, and like prohibition
was channelling profits to
major criminals.

At a debate at the SSP
summer school 2 years ago
the chief inspector in charge
of drug policy for Strathclyde
seemed to agree with our
analysis.

Tommy Sheridan h

Since that time drugs and
particular cannabis legalisa-
tion has been a prominent
feature of SSP campaign-
ing.

This has led to Tommy
Sheridan being denounced
as Working class Zero by
the Daily Record — leading a
circulation drive around its
“Shop a Dealer” campaign —
and ritual denunciation by
members of the Scottish
Executive who do know bet-
ter.

Recently the tide has
turned. The Scottish
Executive has effectively
demoted the “Just Say No
campaign to redirect funds
towards harm reduction.

Most of the police and
agencies involved now say
the ‘War on Drugs’ is lost,
and a new approach must
be found.

We are left with the only
thing standing against a pol-
icy change is Labour politi-
cians' hypocrisy and pride.

The SSP policy and cam-
paigns have shown an alter-
native on drugs which will
end the criminalisation of
our young, allow effective
treatment of addicts, end
the significant waste of
police, courts and health
expenditure and also is
electorally popular.

Back the Legalise
Cannabis demo!







