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Bakers out
for more

bread

65 WORKERS at the Arnaouti
Pitta Bread Bakery in Totten-
ham, North London, are on
strike for better pay, im-
proved working conditions
and union recognition.

Arnaouti’s pitta bread is
sold in Safeway and Tesco
amongst other places.

The workers at the bakery
are paid £3.37 an hour for a
contracted 72-hour working
week (6 12 hour days) without
sick pay or pension rights.
They have to work a year to
qualify for 12 days paid holi-
day.

The bakery is using agency
workers to keep the business
running.

Haringey Trades Council
has organised mass pickets,
lobbies and hardship collec-
tions.

The local Bakers Union
branch is calling for all union
members in the country to do-
nate £1 each to support this
struggle.

Send donations and mes-
sages of support to: Paddy
Hill, Auxiliary Officer, No 1 Re-
gion, BFAW, Sinclair House,
Unit 9, 66 Willoughby Lane,
Tottenham, London N17 0SQ.

HOME NEWS

Roisin and Bernadette McAliskey
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Southwark College
message to Blair

“Education, Education, Educa-
tion!” was the cry during the
election.

So striking NATFHE members
from Southwark College called on
Downing Street the day after Tony
Blair moved in to demand that he
“put his money where his mouth
is.” 150 members of the lecturers
union have been on all out strike for
the last fortnight against plans to
make over £1 million cuts from
Southwark College’s £10 million
staffing budget.

The cuts will mean over 30 com--

pulsory redundancies and all part
time staff being sacked and re-

employed through an agency — on

worse pay and no conditions.
Two years ago a similar dispute

at the College led to a three week all

out strike which forced the Gover-
nors to back down. This time mo-
rale is high with the strikers again
confident of victory.

NATFHE delegations from col-
leges across the country were joined
by other local trade unionists in a
-march which stopped off at John
Smith House, Labour’s HQ, to
presentaletter to the borough’s two
Labour MPs and to failed Labour
candidate and Council Leader Jer-
emy Fraser, calling on them to fight
for the resources necessary to halt

the cuts at the College.

The strike graphically exposes
the problems New Labour faces.
On the one hand the question of
accountability has to be con-
fronted. The decision to attack
the workforce was taken by a
handful of unelected Governors.

They are intent on driving for-
ward with the process of marketi-
sation of education provision. On
the other hand, the decision was
financially led from central gov-
ernment with a Labour council
being a willing party to the impo-
sition of spending cuts.

Neither is this an isolated inci-
dent. In North London, Kings-
way College workers are set to
take action in the next weeks in a
similar dispute — and other Col-
leges across the country face the
same stark choices, with govern-
ing bodies looking to the same so-
lutions — job cuts and agency
workers.

New Labour’s promises of
«] ifelong Learning” and “full
time study for young people” as
part of a programme to get
250,000 under 25s off the dole
queues will mean nothing if Col-
lege places are allowed to disap-
pear.

Fighting on to
reverse NACAB
victimisation

UNION members at the Na-
tional Association of Citizens
Advice Bureaux (NACAB) are
still taking action to defend
union activist Glenn Suther-
land, sacked after 19 years un-
der the
* unauthorised photocopying'.

Two highly successful days of
strike action have already been
held, on Monday 14 and Wednes-
day 23 April.

On both days no member of the
main MSF union group wentinat
the London offices, and halfof the
14 offices around the country
(where union membership is
weaker) were closed for the day.

Appeal

Although Glenn lost his appeal
on Tuesday 15 April, he certainly
won the arguments.The appeals
panel clearly felt they were not
sufficiently independent of man-
agement to overturn against the
sacking. Their uncertainty is re-
flected in the fact that it took two
weeks for Glen to be informed in
writing of the decision and he has
still not received the minutes of
the appeal hearing.

Stronger

Despite this, the second day’s
strike was stronger than the first.
New members joined MSF in or-
der to be able to participate in the
second strike, and the union
group is now stronger than ever.

A special meeiing of NACAB’s
Council has been called for May
23 solely to discuss the case, a very
rare event which has possibly only
happened once before in

pretext of

NACAB’s history. 5 of the 37 Coun-
cil members need to sign a request
for such a meeting, and twice as
many did.

There remains a question mark
over what the Council can do, since
in recent years it has tended to allow
line management a free hand to do
as it wishes. )

While some of the Council’s
members are ‘progressive’, with a
trade union background, others are
charity workers with limited under-
standing of workers' rights.

A well .attended meeting of the
MSF NACAB union group on April
30 decided to continue the fight.

There will be another day of strike

action, with the London offices out
on the day of the Council meeting

.and the out-of-London offices out

just before.

It has yet to be decided whether
there will be a lobby of the Council
meeting: there will be a statement
from the union to the meeting.

Messages of protest are needed to
NACAB, from union branches,
MPs and councillors. Chris Smith,
the local Labour MP, has been very
supportive. Messages of protest
should specifically ask for them to
be brought to the attention of the
Council.

Messages of protest should be
sent to: Helena Shovelton,
Chair, NACAB Council, c/o
NACAB, 115-123 Pentonville
Road, London N1 9LZ.

Copies and messages of support
should be sent to: Jennie Twy-
dell, Secretary St. Pancras
branch MSF, 80 Pembroke
Street, London N1 ODP.

L ¥

Step up campaign for

Terry Conway

ROISIN McAliskey is entering
her seventh month of imprison-
ment and is expected to give
birth very shortly. She is wheel-
chair bound and still not re-
ceiving adequate medical
attention. A further bail hear-
ing was due on May 6.
Pressure must be increased
on the German Government to
drop the extradition warrant -
and on new Prime Minister Blair

to secure her immediate release!
Rush your protests to:

His Excellency, The Ambassa-
dor, Dr Jurgen Oesterhelt,

Embassy of the Federal Re-
public of Germany, 23 Belgrave
Square, London SW1X 9AT

FAX 011 44 171 824 1435
The main e-mail address for the
Labour Party is labour--
party@geoz.poptel.org.uk

Phone 011 44 171 701 1234

Fax 011 44 171-277-3300

Roisin
John Smith House,
150 Walworth Road,
London, SE17 1JT
ENGLAND
There are many other af-

filiate listings with e-mail ad-

dresses found at
http://www.labour.org.uk/con-
tacts/index.html

1 suggest starting any cor-
respondence with congratula-
tions on Labour’s landslide
victory.

Mixed signals for Telecom and
postal workers

Pete Cooper

Tony Blair’s victory creates a
new context for BT and
postal workers in more spe-
cific ways than for the trade
union movement as a whole.

It is unclear what is in store.

A statement by Stephen Byers
that Parcel Force could be in line
for at least partial privatisation was
swiftly denied by CWU Head Of-
fice. But Blair’s further shift on the
privatisation issue at the outset of
the campaign at the very least puts
a question mark over previous
pledges.

BT is unlikely to be part of Gor-
don Brown’s windfall tax, despite its
continued massive monopoly prof-
its. Motions at this year's CWU
conference to support this exclu-
sion should be thrown out.

BT management clearly favoured
a Labour victory in the hope of a re-
jaxation of the “asymmetry” rule
which prevents BT from rivalling
the new Cable and Wireless cable
company and Sky in offering home
entertainment services.

This would make its laying of fi-
bre optic cable network more prof-

itable. The CWU Telecoms
leadership which brokered the
“deal” has placed much reliance on
this outcome in the hope of more
jobs (and union members!) being
generated.

But C&W will mount a major
challenge, including in the Courts to
limit BT’s freedom to destroy its
smaller competitor. Much of any
additional work would be carried
out by anti union contractors. The
cancer of sub-contracting is already
eating into BT’s workforce after
yet another recent retreat by the
union leadership on their further
encroachment.

Resolutions on re-nationalisation
of BT and of action against contrac-
tors are high on the agenda.

A new factor is BT’s merger with
the US Telco MCL. Merger at the
management level is already well
advanced, with the notoriously anti-
union MCI| management playing a
disproportionately big role in the
new organisation. BT is already
moving to reduce lay full timers’
union facility time. .

BT is introducing “trading units”
(internal markets) which if not
fought at the outset by national ac-

tion will lead to terms and condi-
tions being undermined by threats
of undercutting and job loss.

The 31 sacked Critchley Labels
workers are still campaigning for
their jobs back and for trade union
recognition. However Blair’s pro-
posals on trade union recognition,
even when introduced, will not be
made retrospective.

A welcome innovation this year
will be a “strategy” session in the
Telecom conference. However the
Telecom Executive’s idea of a strat-
egy which revolves around a part-

nership with BT and includes the

suggestion of biennial union confer-
ences should be thrown out.

Much of the interesting discus-
sion will be outside conference hall
around who will run for General
Secretary in 1998 and how s/he will
be chosen after Alan Johnson’s sur-
prise elevation to Parfiament.

The Broad Left which only has a
base in Telecom will have to make
arrangements for a common candi-
date with Postal militants.

Socialist Outlook will be arguing
for an open conference of the left
to choose and campaign for such a
candidate.
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Now dump Tory policies!

THOUSANDS of people stag-
gered to bed in the not so early
hours of the morning on May 1
exhausted but elated. Many
more woke on the following
morning to the joyful news of a
Labour governmentand a Tory
rout.

At long last the dark years of
Tory rule that had savaged so
many lives and communities were
at an end. The relief was visible in
the faces of strangers smiling at
each other in the street.

The Tories are left not only an
English only party butessentially a
party of the shires and suburbs.
The knives were out long before
the ballot boxes even opened and
whether the Tory party can survive
this scale of defeat remains an open
question.

But no one can afford long to re-
cover after the election campaign.
The fight against Blair’s Tory poli-
cies needs to start yesterday and we
need to hit the deck running.

Crowd

When Tony Blair addressed the
union-jack waving, hand picked
crowd outside number 10 he was at
pains to state “I know well what
this country has voted for today. It
is mandate for New Labour and I
say to the people of this country :
we ran for office as New Labour,
we will govern as New Labour.”

Despite the certainty in his
words the facts belie him. Exit
polls — which were totally accurate
in predicting the results of the
election itself - also told us voters
views on policies. v

Sixty per cent of those voting
Labour for the first time were in fa-
vour of the redistribution of
wealth, 75 per cent against any fur-
ther privatisation. The figures
were higher still for traditional La-
bour voters.
~ Millions voted Labour to end
the Tory nightmare not to see it
continue in a new guise. Despite
his great pains to ensure the con-
trary most took little notice of
Blair’s detailed policies and expect
significant changes in their lot
over the months to come.

Moves such as signing the social
chapter and ending the ban on un-
ions at GCHQ may bolster the
mood of hope for a while but Blair
has no intention of using his mas-
sive mandate 1o bring the real im-
provements that Labour
supporters want.

In Tory-free Scotland this elec-
tion saw a swing to Labour against
the SNP to destroy the architects
of the poll tax but the polls also
showed that the SNP were prom-
ised more votes than Labour in the
referendum on a Scottish parlia-
ment.

Despite the timidity of the plans
constitutional reform in Scotla
and Wales in particular wil
change the political map forever.

While the Liberal Democrats
have massively increased their
number of MPs, their share of the
vote remains the same. Their im-
proved showing was a result both
of better targeting on their behalf
and more efficient tactical voting
from a layer of the electorate.

There will be no pressure on
Blair to co-operate with them to
get his programme agreed - but he
may choose to do so to strengthen

the political profile he wishes to

presenton awhole range of issues.

The votes for the Referendum
Party seemed vaguely respectable —
until one unpicked them and real-
ised that not only did they largely
rely on Tories deserting the sink-
ing ship, but that with £20 million
spent on the campaign this works
out at £25 per vote!

Fascists lose out

The fascists by and large
showed poorly but even one single
vote for these candidates is,of con-
cern and they may well increase
their support under a Labour gov-
ernment. ’ .

The so-called Pro-Life Alliance
fared badly —averaging 0.9 per cent
where they stood - a testament to
the campaign of the National
Abortion Campaign not only dur-
ing the election itself but in its
year’s of battling for a Woman's
Right to Choose.

The media were quick to point

With a majority of 179 Blair could do anything he wants: but all he wants to do

out on May 2 that New Labour’s
leader could afford to expel any left
trouble makers in the PLP without
fear of legislation being compro-
mised. They fufther argued that if
the unions were troublesome on
the industrial front he would move
quickly to completely sever the un-
ion link. )

While these briefings may well
have been issued from Millbank in
the hope of intimidating those who
might think of challenging the
cliques line, it may be less easy to
silence dissent now the hated To-
ries are dead and buried. While the
majority of the new intake are un-
doubtedly supporters of the leader-
ship some dissidents did slip
through the net, their numbers
swelled by unexpectedly high
swings.

The left in the PLP were wrong
to keep their heads down not only
during the election campaign itself
butin the months that preceded it.
No attempt by Blair to continue
the monetarism of the Tories must
remain unchallenged. .

There are tactical discussions to
be had as to whether the left should
vote against the Queen’s Speech in

the early days of this new admini-
stration, when such actions might
only be understood by very few. It
might be better to wait until
Brown's ‘promised’ budget in Jul,y
when proposals that directly im-
pact on jobs and services are likely
to be made. The left will need to
analyze such developments as they
occur in order to plan the best tac-
tical response.

Conference fighthack

With the majority of union con-
ferences taking place over the next
two months there will be a sharp
test of the ability of activists to pre-
pare the fightback.

Itisironic that Blairis attacking
union influence just as the party
created by the unions has won its
biggest-ever victory.

The unions must oppose Blair's
‘Party into Power’ proposals -
which threatens to degut trade un-
ion influence in the party - as well
as advancing the demands and in-
terests of their members.

Most union leaderships will
continue to keep their heads down
— they can’t remember anything
else. Despite thisitis likely that ex-

is

bi n ” Tory Icies!

pectations of many who voted Labour
will spill over into action the leader-
ships are unable to control.

Candidates to the left of Labour
were squeezed by the massive senti-
ment across the country to get rid of
the Tories which has left that party
high and dry.

Within this overall tendency the
Socialist Labour Party fared generally -
much better than the rest. It was seen
by a small but significant layer of vot-
ersas a legitimate alternative to a post-
Clause 4 Labour Party that made clear
it would carry out policies very simi-
lar to that of the Tories.

There was a difference in the level
of support their different candidates
received that with the exception of
Scargill reflected their record in local
campaigning.

Over the next months there will be
countless opportunities at both for-
mal and informal level to debate strat-
egy and tactics.

The left inside and outside the La-
bour Party desperately needs to en-
gage in these discussions in as open
and comradely a way as possible, at
the same time as engaging in the day
to day battles against Blair’s Tory
policies.

Dockers demonstration shows way

Susan Moore

TWENTY thousand people
marched and danced .
through London on April 12
on the March for Social Jus-

tice organised by the London

support group for the Liver-
pool Dockers.

The event raised issues that
were otherwise sidelined in the
election campaign of the main par-
ties. The march gave high-profile to
the campaign of the Liverpool
| dockers for reinstatement and the

dockers, Women on the Water-
front and dockers support commit-
tee were prominent.
Other workers in dispute, in-

-cluding strikers from Magnet,
Hillingdon Hospital and Project
Aerospace all of whom have been
fighting against dismissal for many
| months, had large contingents. Dis-

ability activists were present in
numbers, and trade unionists
marched with their banners.

Fifty per cent of the demonstra-
tion was made up of supporters of
Reclaim the Streets (RTS) further
cementing the firm alliance they
have built with the dockers over re-
cent months. RTS had called a two

Stalingrad O'Neill

“,

day festival of Resistance to be
launched by the march and brought
an unusual flavour to the event with
their sound systems and direct ac-
tion approach.

The action of the police in at-
tacking mainly RTS activists after
many others had dispersed was
sadly all too familiar.

The Liverpool dockers and the
London Dgckers support commit-

o
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tee had enthusiastically agreed that
the march would mark the start of
the European Marches in Britain
since the issues raised by both are
the same.

Glenn Voris, Secretary of the
British Marches Committee spoke
about the marches to the rally in
Trafalgar Square . Jeremy Corbyn
MP also spoke in support of the
marches.

Euromarch supporters gave out
thousands of leaflets to the dem-
onstrators, many of whom who
were previously unaware of the
marches.

Euromarch T- shirts also sold
well. In the week since the demon-
stration the Euromarch committee
has received many enquiries from
people wishing to march.

The London Euromarch comit-

forward

tee and the London Dockers Support
Committee have now merged to

- build the biggest possible mobilisation

for the Euromarches in Britatn.

The event presaged precisely the
kind of alliances that will need to be
built and actions that will need to be
organised in the months to come un-
der Labour.

It also gave us confidence that
such a task is achievable.
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Scotland - A Tory Free Zone!

Sl

Fighting council cuts will be a focus before the devolution referendum

Gordon Morgan

ON MAY | the Tories lost all
ten of their seats in Scot-
land. They now have NO
MPs, NO MEPs, and control
NO councils.

The Tory party organisation is
on the point of collapse. The main
policy on which they fought the
election on - attacking devolution —
has been clearly rejected, and they
face a root and branch reappraisal

of policies with the possibility of a
separate Scottish party focused on
the Scottish Parliament.

In every part of Scotland e
mood was to get rid of the Tories.
Tactical voting was widely em-
ployed to ensure their defeat.

Six seats were won from the To-
ries by Labour, one by Lib Dems
and three by the SNP. Labour hold
56 seats, Lib Dems 10 and the SNP
6. The Tories have the same as the
Scottish Socialist Alliance — none.

There is a mood of celebration
in achieving this, even amongst
people who distrust Labour — the
defeat of Michael Forsyth was par-
ticularly welcomed.

Compared with 1992, there was
a9 per cent drop in the Tory vote
to |7 per cent (higher than at local
elections), an 8 per cent rise in La-
bour to 47 per cent (down on re-
cent polls), SNP up | per cent to 22
per cent and Lib Dems down | per
cent to |2 per cent.

The extent of tactical voting can
be deduced from both SNP and Lib
Dems taking more seats with much
the same percentage as in 1992. In
Labour-held seats the SNP and Lib
Dem share of the vote fell. )

Labour’s strategy in Scotland
was to focus on UK issues and fo-
cus on the need for change at
Westminster. This clearly worked —
particularly in the last 2 weeks.

In the early stages of the cam-
paign Blair almost blew it by ill con-
sidered remarks on devolution and

- sovereignty which showed he didn’t

understand the basis of the Claim
of Right, nor indeed the detail of
Labour’s proposals.

Socialist Oudook

For a time this allowed the SNP
to succeed in raising the ‘Scottish
Question’, and polls suggested a
rise in their vote to nearer 30 per
cent, a point where they could take
seats from Labour.

Labour retrenched after reaf-
firming their commitment to a
Scottish parliament. This time the
people trust them to deliver.

The SNP are moderately
pleased. They succeeded in proving
that an independent Scotland could
be at least as affluent as the present
set-up (under capitalist policies and
within the EU) and indeed proved
that Scottish tax payers have been
‘subsidising’ Westminster.

This has changed the terrain of
debate between devolution and in-
dependence: however, the implica-
tions of this have not yet had an
impact on voting intentions.

Preferred

However, amongst under 25
year olds independence is now the
preferred option, and in a poll
which showed voting intentions for
this election in line with resulits, the
same people indicated 38 per cent

would vote SNP in elections for a
Scottish parliament — as against 39
per cent for Labour.

The Scottish Socialist Alliance
(SSA) stood in 16 seats and got
9,740 votes, |.8 per cent.

It saved one deposit, with
Tommy Sheridan getting 3,639
votes and | I.| per cent of the vote.
It was clear that the SSA suffered
from a squeeze in the last 2 weeks.
Early rallies were well supported,
however many pledges of support
vanished, particularly in areas
where the SSA had not previously
been active (due to reorganisation
most boundaries had changed).

Overall the SSA has gained credi-
bility, several of its candidates have
addressed thousands of people at
rallies, many new members have
been gained, and in Glasgow one in
40 voters voted SSA.

Effectively this was the launch of
the SSA as a campaigning and politi-
cal organisation. There will be few
elections over the next 2 years, so
to grow the SSA will require to be-
come integral to the political and
community life of the areas as well
as taking campaign initiatives.

Scargill’s disappointing
electoral challenge

Phil Jones

ARTHUR Scargill, in Newport
East, has registered a respect-
able, if disappointing, protest
vote against New Labour’s can-
didate, ex-Tory defector Alan
Howarth.

With nearly two thousand
votes and 5 per cent of the total
Scargill, standing for the Social-
ist Labour Party (SLP), saved his
deposit. However he failed to
dent the Lahour majority, coming
in behind the Tory and Lib Demo-
crat candidates.

Nevertheless, by standing
against Howarth the NUM presi-
dent highlighted for many in
Newport Blair's attempts to dis-
tance the Labour Party from its
working class base.

Labour supporters in this soi-
idly working-class constituency
were given a stark choice. Pre-
sented by their own party with a
recent ex-member of the govern-
ment which had so mercilessly
attacked their jobs and commu-
nities, many gave their support
Instead to the miners’ leader — a

man who has consistently led the

resistance against such attacks.
Howarth’s candidacy repre-

sented a drift too far for a layer

of activists, whereas Scargill em-

bodied a more familiar politics,
rooted in working class self-
organisation.

Dissension within Labour
ranks in Newport was stirred up
by the leadership’s blatant ma-
noeuvring to secure Howarth a
safe seat at the last moment.

With veteran Labour MP Roy
Hughes ‘persuaded’ to stand
down, Howarth was selected
from a shortlist which - signifi-
cantly - excluded several strong
local contenders.

Party members taking part in
the hallot were left in no doubt
that they were expected to en-
dorse the leadership’s choice,
.and most duly did so.

Left activists were however
disgusted by the effective impo-
sition of a largely unrepentant
Tory. One branch secretary pub-
licly announced her intention to
campaign against Howarth.

Scargill’s candidacy provided
socialists with a rival pole of at-
traction and many Labour activ-
ists were amongst the audience
at the SLP’s campaign launch.
The NUM leader was well re-
celved at the packed meeting,
aithough publicity had been
minimal. When Newport West MP
endorsed Howarth, he was
shouted down.

Scargill tailed to bulld on this
promising foundation however,
dissipating his and his party’s
energies instead of concentrat-
ing his attention on Newport. The
SLP stood candidates in four
other South Wales constituen-
cies, in none of which it had any
signiticant local base.

in the special circumstances
of Newport, with the combination
of Scargill’s personal foliowing

- and an opponent not seen by

many as an ‘authentic’ Labour
candidate the SLP could have
made a significant impression.

Elsewhere in Wales however
and throughout most of Britain
the party has been premature in
trying to advance a left alterna-
tive to the Labour government for
which millions of workers have
been fervently waiting.

'y

Will Labour squeeze the
unionists for an Irish deal?

John McAnulty

Sinn Fein’s sucess at the polls
in Northern Ireland combined
with Labour's victory in Brit-
ain indicates that the ‘Peace
process’ is back on track and
that Sinn Fein will be part of it.

The price of inclusion however
remains what it has always been —
unconditional military and politi-
cal surrender by the republican
leadership.

The goal of the process itself re-
mains the same - a revamped parti-
tion which amends cosmetic
aspects of sectarianism in order to
buy off a section of the nationalist
middle class.

The main features of discrimi-
nation and unionist power that
make the North of Ireland a sectar-
ian hellhole will be retained. The
retention of partition is a brutal de-
nial of the rights of the whole Irish
people.

The British and unionists hoped
to see a weakened Sinn Fein
emerge on May 2. At the last gen-
eral election Sinn Fein got 10 per
cent of the total vote. In the forum
election last year they got 15 per
cent.

This time they achieved 16 per
cent and the election of Gerry Ad-
ams and Martin McGuiness as
MPs.

The theory was that they had
‘borrowed’ votes from the capitalist
Social Democratic and Labour
Party (SDLP) and that these would
return with the ending of the cease
fire. .

Instead we see Sinn Fein with a
stable base creeping towards 50 per
cent of the nationalist vote. The
British government will take com-
fort however from the fact that
Sinn Fein fought the election on
policies indistinguishable from
those of the SDLP and that the
SDLP itself held its vote and re-
mains the senior partner.

They will be even more pleased
that the real loser was Ian Paisley’s
Democratic Unionist Party
(DUP). Martin McGuiness un-
seated arch-bigot William McCrea
who had earned the hatred of na-

Losing out: Paisley’s ﬁarly

tionalists for his open alliance with
the most extreme elements of the
loyalist death squads.

The DUP were left with Paisley
himself and his deputy Peter Rob-
inson, while the Official Unionists
won an extra Seat — re-establishing
themselves as the senior unionist
partner.

Split strategy

British strategy since the begin-
ing of the peace process has in-
volved a willingness to split
unionism and discard the extrem-
ists in order to do a deal with the
moderates. The problem is that
‘moderation’ here means David
Trimble - the hero of Drumcree,
who has already led a revolt against
the British in order to preserve the
sectarian privilege of unionism.

But the most significantelement
of the election in the North of Ire-
land has nothing to do with local
figures. The landslide election of a
Labour adminstration in Britain is
the most important factor.

The theory peddled by the
SDLP and accepted by the reput..-
can leadership is that the 2

anything ar ail was =ecz_se Mz oo
was in hock Wwith 1Z¢ _z.Iz.sis.
The election of a Laxx .r govern-

ment will therefore enable the real
peace process to start.

Of course this ignores the fact
that Labour could at any time have
denounced Major for putting party
interests before the strategic inter-
ests of the British ruling class as a
whole.

Not only did they not do this,
they backed the Tories all the way
and stood in the election on a plat-
form of support for the sectarian
state and for the unionist veto
against progress in Ireland.

Labour will however have a lot
more freedom of action now. Logic
dictates that they will want to use it
to squeeze the unionists, because
otherwise there will be no settle-
ment at all. '

They won’t squeeze too hard,
not because unionism is too strong
but because it is weak, fragmented
and extremely volatile. Britain
needs that mass base that unionism
provides to maintain its occupa-
tion of Ireland. ]

Thatmeans that the terms of the
settlement will be whatever David
Trimble can be persuaded to ac-
cept.

Only a demoralised and neu-
tered Sinn Fein could live which
such a deal, so a tight British
squeeze on republicanism will re-
main a feature of the coming peri-
od.

It will however be much easier
under Labour than the Tories to

- campaign on issues of democratic
rights. Labour will have less space
to subordinate these issues to the
negotiating process.

The first test for Mo Mowlam
will be the recent Tory law increas-
ing the notice period for marches
to 21 days.

A moment'sreflection will make
it clear that such a law will have no -
et on the traditonal sectarian

zZes thatare organised a year in

ance. )

What they are is a denial of free-

2o of assembly to those who op-

-ose sectarian marches. Will

Labour repeal this? Not without a

iot of rank and file from within the

Labour movement.
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Eefie silenéefpllows the election euphoria
- Who's afraid of
the Big Bad Blair?

Bir Terry Smith

“NEVER MIND the majority —
we will still be timid,” is the mes-
sage Tony Blair and his lieutenants
are banging home to the Party’s
newly-elected MPs as Parliament
reconvenes. ‘

Anyone naive enough to expect
that the Party’s landslide victory
might open the door to reforms
rather more ambitious than the fee-
ble pledges in Blair’s manifesto are’
in for a rude awakening.

Disregarding all the evidence
from exit polls during the elections,
Blairis adamant that he will remain
a “New Labour” prime minister,

and that his MPs will toe the line —

or face stern consequences.

But with a majority larger than
the entire Parliamentary strength
of the Tory Party, the excuse for
imposing Tory-style policies is al-
ready wearing thin.

Labour is also lumbered with
the consequences of Tory eco-
nomic policies, which have not
only left the cupboard bare in key
public services (see page 6) but also

‘left a massive gap —a “black hole” -

in the Budget, leaving little if any
scope for extra spending even in
priority areas.

Among the first to point this out

(and call for increased taxation on

top earners to plug the gap) has
been Ken Livingstone — who may
be the only left winger confident
enough to break ranks and speak
openly out of line with New Labour
orthodoxy. '

The threat of expulsion from the
Labour whip has been covertly
raised to bludgeon wayward La-
bour MPs into submission, and
some established MPs on the hard
left are expecting swift retribution
from Blair’s boot-boys.

Union chiefs

But how are we to explain the
mute impotence of the union lead-
ers? It seems that they have volun-
tarily gagged themselves — perhaps
agreeing with Blair that unions are
an electoral liability, and perhaps
also in the hope of delaying Blair’s
drive to sever the Party’s links with
the unions.

With the slight exception of
GMB leader John Edmonds’

. speech to the Scottish TUC, the

leaders of the trade unions which
bankrolled Labour’s campaign
have been obediently invisible for
weeks, making Trappist monks
seem chatty.

Now a few of them are drawing

- strength from the result on May 1,

demanding their share of the credit
and the spoils of victory. May Day
speeches have been more confi-
dent. ) ’

Some bureaucrats may be tem-
porarily placated by the govern-
ment’s decision to sign up for the
European Social Chapter ~ stub-
bornly rejected by John Major’s
Tory government - which offers to
extend a number of additional legal
rights to British workers: but after

Rudely breaking the silence: ssex fire fighters continued their strikes against cuts by the Labour-run council

swallowing 18 years of Tory at-
tacks, others will want to be seen to
ask for much more in the way of re-
forms to benefit working people.
Lew Adams, leader of the rail
union ASLEF has called on Blair’s

government to set a timetable for’

renationalisation of the railways.
UNISON’s Rodney Bickerstaffe
has yet to emerge from the pre-
election silence, but one of the un-
ion’s most prominent lay officers,
London regional convenor Geoff
Martin, has added his voice to those
calling for immediate action.on a
minimum wage, pensions and

Edmonds: spoke out in Scotland

workers’ rights.

“The whole election campaign
may have been targeted at a few th-
ousand swing voters in the mar-

- ginal seats, but it is the millions of

ordinary working class people who
were the backbone of Labour’s suc-
cess, and it is the unions who are
the voice of these people — so we
have nothing to be ashamed or de-
fensive about,” he said.

“This is our government, and we
will attempt to influence it,” he told
BBC radio’s World at One. “The

_unions retain 50% of the vote in the
Labour Party and we shouldn’t be
shy about using it.”

UNISON’s priorities are the
public services and the pay of its
members employed by them.
“They have been ground into the

&

dust over the last 18 years through
privatisation and low pay. It has to
be a priority to rebuild these public
services and the morale and confi-
dence of the workforce. I hope
those on the Labour front bench
won’t forget who put them into
power.”

In the debates and discussions
before the Election, Geoff Martin

has also been among those most

keenly advocating the idea of a new
Labour Representation Committee
to stand up for the demands and in-
terests of the trade union move-
ment as Blair’s team moves towards
excluding the unions from
decision-making and breaking
their remaining links with the
Party.

Representation

A similar line has been advanced
by Tony Benn. In an interview in
March with the Welfare State Net-
work Network’s paper Action for

Health and Welfare, he said:

“The Labour-trade union link is

" central. ‘Fairness, not favours’

works both ways. It was a big strug-
glein the early labour movement to
get Labour representation.

“The trade unions will again
have to set up political action com-
mittees to get Parliamentary repre-
sentation. :

“If the Labour leadership go for
state funding, the trade unions will
have a lot of spare cash to use.

“Seven million trade union peo-
ple can campaign directly. For now
they are all zipping their lips, but
after the election I think things will
be quite different.

“In 1980 we put forward the idea
of refounding the Labour Repre-
sentation Committee - out of
which grew the Labour Party —and
I think we should look at it again.

“I think we must refound the
LRCwithin the party. It must be
broad; it cannot be a congerie of left
sects.” ’

Benn’s proposals are likely to

-come back into the centre of events

as trade union conferences during
the summer recognise the need to
keep the link with Labour while
fighting for the interests and de-
mands of union members against a
government pledged to Tory poli-
cies.

‘Post Mayday Tension’, with its
false dawn of silence on the left of
the labour movement will not per-
suade Blair to relent on his plans to
gut the party of its working class
roots; but nor should it fool social-
ists into believing that there will be
no battles to come. ‘ ’

By the May Day Bank Holiday -
just three days after the election —~
the Morning Star had already con-
cluded that “Harman’s Honey-
moon is Over”, pointing to
Labour’s plans to hold down bene-
fits.

The possibility to unite wide lay-
ers of angry, but reinvigorated
forces on the left in the fight for
working class politics will become
steadily stronger as Blair’s mani-
festo and Brown’s budget emerge in
their full gory detail.

Let’s be ready for them.

Labour
Left to

discuss
the way
forward

Neil Murray

THE CONFERENCE being or-
ganised by the Network of
Socialist Campaign Groups
on May 31 with the support
of the Socialist Campaign
Group of Labour MPs will
'give the Labour Left an
early chance to discuss
how to fight in the after-
math of the election vic-
tory.

A key focus will be to
deepen the fight against ‘L-
abour into Power’, but there
needs to be serious discus-
sion on the strategy of the
Left in the Party. Crucial to
this will be the need for us to
promote and Hnk up with
struggles which do break out
against the Labour govern-
ment, whether strikes or
campaigns, such as in de-
fence of the welfare state.

The MPs have to be chal-
lenged to do the same, If
keeping quiet served a pur-
pose, it was in order that
they can use parliament as a
tribune to rally opposition to
Blalr’s programme. This
might mean, especially as
Labour now has such a com-
manding majority, that they
are expelied from the Party.

However, they cannot al-
low this consideration to
dominate what they do. Their
first consideration has to be
what furthers the struggles
and interests of the working
class and oppressed.

If Blair moves against
them, their best defence Is if

 they have linked up with
trade unionists and Party
members in bullding the Left.

r————_—‘————

Network of Socialist Campaign Groups
I Conference |

I ‘What are we going to do now? A
Socialist Strateqy for Labour’

11la.m to 5p.m.

I ;
|  SATURDAY MAY 31
I

(registration from 10a.m.)

l London WC1

(10 minutes from Kings Cross statioh).

Registration: London £8 waged, £4 unwaged. Out of London
£2/£1. Registrations should be sent to NSCG c/o 3 Blades
House, Kennington Oval, London SE11 5TW. Creche registra-

tion deadline is May 24th.

I
I
|
I London Welsh Centre, 157 Grays Inn Road, :
I
I
J
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Tories leave public sector cupboard bar¢ |
New Labour -
new cutbacks?

Harry Sloan

IT TOOK the new Education -

and Employment Secretary
David Blunkett just afew hours
to confirm what many educa-
tion campaigners could have
told him months ago: thereisa
big hole (of at least £69 million)
in the middle of the finances of
further education.

We could also save time by tell-
ing him that the schools’ budget is
around £200m short of the cash it
needs to stand still and meet the
new legal obligations -placed on
County Councils by the Tories —
let alone theextra funding needed
to move towards Labour’s pledge
of reducing class sizes or imple-

menting their promised literacy

campaign.

Savage

Universities, too, are struggling
to cope with savage restrictions in
their budgets while student num-
bers increase. For a government
pledged to “Educatiog, Education,
Education” (and not much else),
the urgent need is to inject money,
money, money.

But this is not the only area of
front-line services that has been
decimated by the Tory cuts ma-
chine. As Socialist Outlook has
warned, local government budg-
ets, too, have been ruthlessly
squeezed, with brutal cuts totalling
£200m imposed on social services
spending across the country, axing
support for frail elderly people,

children at risk, people with men-
tal illness and many other vulner-
able groups.

These cuts for 1997/98 are just
beginning to make themselves felt
as Labour takes over the reins of
office: the new government must
either deliver more cash to wwert
drastic reductions in services or
share the blame for the conse-
quences.

Quangos

While Labour’s docile council-
lors have been nodding through
these cuts to avoid any hint of
rocking the boat prior to the elec-
tion, the cutbacks looming in the
NHS have been cynically con-
cealed or delayed by the vast net-
work of Tory-appointed quangos —
health authorities and Trusts -
which control the £43 billion
health budget.

With very few exceptions — St
George’s Hospital in south Lon-
don and a few Trusts in the mid-
lands — Trust boards consciously
held back on announcing major
cuts and redundancies that would
embarrass their Tory patrons in
the run-up to the election.

This artificial calm could never
have lasted beyond the summer
months at most: but following La-
bour’s landslide victory we can
confidently predict a succession of
revelations of huge financial prob-
lems confronting health authori-
ties and Trusts. London’s
Redbridge & Waltham Forest

health authority was perhaps the
first of the bunch when, after the
votes were counted, it called an
“emergency” meeting for May 7 to
discuss its budget crisis.

Wa¥d closures, more redundan-
cies, rationing of services and long
delays in waiting list admissions
areall likely to beannounced in in-
creasing numbers as hundreds of
thwarted Tory appointees who
covered up the crisis until now pile
pressure on Labour for extra cash
to the NHS.

The state of the NHS is likely to
bring the greatest headaches for
the Blair government, with the
near certainty that sticking to the
Tory spending limits will bring
not only an autumn and winter of
embarrassing, headline-grabbing
scandals and trolley waits, but an-
other two years of intensifying cri-
sis as the NHS budget is increased
by a mere 0.3% in real terms while

.demand increases — an unprece-

dented squeeze on health spending
never achieved by any government
before.

Hospitals

The pressure will be greater in
key areas: in London the above av-
erage swing to Labour was clearly
linked to concern at the threat to
hospitals in the capital, with a stag-
gering wipe-out of Tory MPs in the
catchment areas of two threatened
hospitals: Edgware and Oldchurch
(Romford).

To make matters worse, Labour

Andrew Wiard

Socialist Oudook

A taste of the real world: staff at St George’s Hospital, Tooing, protest at

the announcement of 35 redundancies as the Trust wrestles with a cash
crisis. This April announcement is likely to be the first of many NHS cuts.

has embraced the failed Tory pol-
icy of attempting to raise private
capital funding for NHS and other
public sector projects through the
so-called Private Finance Initia-
tive (PFI). Not only has this
brought all major hospital projects
in the country to a grinding halt
since 1993, but to proceed with it
would add massively to the unit
costs of struggling NHS Trusts.
With a massive popular man-
date and a majority of 179, most

people would think that the easy op-
tion for Blair’s team would be to
raise taxes on industry and top earn-
ers in order to rescue vital and popu-
lar public services rather than carry
the can for the crisis they have in-
herited.

But as Gordon Brown “boldly”
hands over control of key elements
of the economy to the bankers, it is
clear that only pressure from cam-
paigners will ensure they are forced
in this direction.

What will New Labour
deliver on education?

. by Keith Sinclair (Hull
NUT delegate to 1997
conference, in a
personal capacity)

WILL New Labour deliver?
This question ran through
every debate at this year’s
NUT conference like the
name of a holiday resort
through a stick of rock.

In debate after debate, speakers
condemned the record of the To-
ries on education and then won-
dered aloud whether New Labour
will make a real difference to the
lives of school students and teach-
ers at the chalkface.

David Blunkett, Labour spokes-
person for Education, addressed
the question in his remarks to con-
ference. He said that Labour would
make a difference on a number of
very specific but limited issues. La-
bour will abolish the Nursery
Voucher Scheme, abolish the As-
sisted Places Scheme and will en-
sure that no child of 5, 6 or 7 will
be taught in a class of over 30. He
also said that there would be ‘no
further selection’ under a Labour
government.

So far, so good. These pledges

" matter and will make a difference

to certain aspects of our education
system.

Nursery vouchers are a crackpot
Tory idea which will not lead to a
single nursery place being created.
Toddlers are used as a commodity -
a voucher-bearing little boy or girl
is worth money to an institution,
private or public. Labour have said
they will divert money from this
scheme to provide nursery places
for every four year old.

Assisted places

Through the Assisted Places
Scheme, the state pays for some
students to attend private schools.
Its abolition is to be welcomed. La-
bour says that the money saved will
be used to ensure no pupil aged 5,
6 or 7 is taught in a class of over 30.
However, the figures do not add
up.
The monies saved will not pro-
vide the necessary additional teach-
ers. Also, how can any government
ensure a class limit without legislat-
ing for a maximum class size, as in
Scotland? There is no apparent in-
tention to introduce such a law.

,;I'he promise of 'no further selec-

tion' is severely limited but has to
be contrasted with the Conserva-
tive manifesto promise of a gram-
mar school in every town. | wonder
why the Tories didn't campaign on
the slogan of “several secondary
moderns in every city”.

The problem is largely what was
missing from David Blunkett's
speech, and indeed the Labour
manifesto. There was no defence of
the comprehensive system. Nor-
was there a mention of the need to
abolish league tables or OFSTED
inspections of schools.

OFSTED is a political hit squad
which makes snap judgements on
schools and teachers. It has
wreaked havoc in schools and done
nothing to improve education.
Schools need new resources and
welcome genuine advice. However,
OFSTED inspectors are forbidden
to help and advise.

The £60,000 cost of the OF-
STED inspection of my school
could have stocked the library, pro-
vided new computers or funded
jobs in Special Educational Needs
support. ‘ .

The key problem schools face is
funding. David Blunkett promised
that New Labour would make “a

start to eliminate the £3 billion
backlog of capital repairs”. But
Gordon Brown has stated several
times that his government will keep

to the public spending plans of the

Tories.

It is impossible to make any real
impact on repairing and replacing
crumbling schools if the additional
funding is not there. There have
been hints that private sector
money might be used. This will sim-
ply bring into education all the
problems of the Private Finance Ini-
tiative that have arisen in the health
service.

Tory slump

Opinion polls in the run-up to
the election showed that Tory sup-
?ort among teachers has slumped
over the last eighteen years. The
majority of teachers probably voted

Labour on May |, many for the first

time.

Their expectations are high but
the reality is that under thé New
Labour government, public sector
trade unionists will have to fight to
defend our pay and conditions and
to ensure that real improvements
are made to the education service.

Events at the NUT conference

reaffirmed the belief that the elec-
tion results were vital for the future
of education. The re-election of the
Tories would have been a disaster,
increasing selection in schools and
escalating the attacks on schools
and teachers. But the election of
New Labour will only make a real
difference in limited areas. It will
not resolve most of the problems
_facing our schools.

The issues we fought on on bef-
ore May | are still there. Socialist
students, parents and teachers
need to step up the fight to defend
free, comprehensive and fully
funded education for all. Taking
that battle into the Labour Party is

" one element of the fight. Building
campaigns like Fight against Cuts in
Education (FACE) will keep up the
pressure on the government. The
election of New Labour is the start
of a new stage in the fight for what
is needed.







