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.‘ o The Potters’ Bar derailment has added its |

they triggered the 100-mph tragedy. But :
almost all impartial analysts and experts

agree that the privatisation of the rail net-

work has made it almost impossible to

- s seven dead and list of casualties to the toll
restore safty standards that
were swept aside in the pur-

i of death and misery on Britain’s chaotic, pri- :
. m a nv m 0 r e =
suit of profit.
| | | Amid the shock and anger,
only Labour ministers seem
_ determined to leave Railtrack
mired in the private sector,
gambling with people’s lives. |
New Labour — the friend of
| big business — has set its face
- | against the /8% of peoplewho
- still call for renationalisation of

Debate still rages on how the vital nute
were removed from the points which had
allegedly been “inspected” the day before |
the rail industry. How many
more need to die before
they change their minds?




short in
PCS

Paul McGowan
Recent elections in the Public
and Commercial Services Union
were disappointing, with Left
Unity (LU) failing to capture
control of the National

Executive Committee.

Although Janice Godrich, a LU
supporter won the Presidency
of the Union and the bloc

increased its seats from 5 to 12,

‘the Moderates regained a small
majority on the Executive at the
expense of the other right wing
faction Membership First.

' These election results are
being challenged following
alleged vote rigging by the
Moderates.

The Moderates tapped into
disenchantment amongst the
membership with LU’s running
of the Jobcentre Plus safety
campaign.

LU had control of the dispute
through its dominance of the

~ Benefits Agency (BA) and
Employment Service (ES)
Executives. Despite 7 months of

strike action with millions being
spent on strike pay, the Union
failed to gain major concessions
from the employer. The LU

Executives had no clear strategy

for winning the dispute, and
were slow to escalate it.

LU would have hoped for a
large vote in the NEC elections
from members in the new
Department of Work and
- Pensions (the merged BA and
ES), but their handling of the
“ dispute delivered apathy. In
elections for the DWP
Executive LU won a majority,
but only 12.5% of members
bothered to vote.

LU must now undergo a
period of self-criticism and
recognise it needs to change its
ways in order to galvanise the
membership. |

A new dispute is likely to arise
in the DWP over management
plans to change the sickness
rules. LU must get its act
together quick. |

It has to address the organisa
tional weaknesses of the Union
and ensure the membership is
fully involved in its campaigns.
To turn around the Union it is
not a case of just winning elec-
tions.

over to PFl contractors.

The deal had been offered more or less as an ultima-
tum to UNISON negotiators, by ministers keen to
defuse this potentially explosive point of conflict over

. . . y 3 . < 9 - &
o * -t e PA : L. . RO B ! - . - B
- - g B 3 = e . g :
- - . B B . - o N g -8 F
0 . 4 g - W - - b

N y 4 e e o s . N
= .. _y ‘»-... Od YV aeT ~- - Ot " ". . - V'-"' y
N -
o .

Lty o s e e . (e g e b T R P Pttty R R R o O P
. %

............................................................................................................................

h

......

ave been key to fighting cuts in service and PFI in schools:

......................

.....

ERAR

UNISON set for battle

AS WE GO to press,
UNISON’s local govern-
ment members in London

are set for a day of strike

action and a major demon-
stration on May 14 as part of
their campaign for a decent
level of London Weighting,
after an overwhelming ballot

vote.
The UNISON claim is for a

flat rate £4,000 London

Weighting to be paid to all
local government workers
across the capital. The claim
seeks to replace the current
rates, which range from
£1,407 in outer London to
£2,674 in inner London.
This claim s been flatly

FURY and frustration were the
mixed reactions of Further
Education lecturers to the lat-
est insulting pay offer from the
Association of Colleges.

With teachers, nurses and
many other public sector
workers notching up rises in
excess of 3%, the principals
have offered a pitiful 1.5% to
lecturers — who are already

well below school teaching pay

scales.
With starting salaries as low

as £16,000, and average

the 45 major PFl schemes still in the

pipeline.

After the bruising experience of the

~ long-running Dudley Hospitals strikes
on precisely this issue, ministers were
keen to seek a tactical retreat that kept
the essence of PFl intact, while placat-
ing their private sector friends by insist-
ing that non-clinical services in PFl hos-

pitals would still be managed (for

profit) by contract companies.

UNISON and ministers claimed that
the deal would have ensured that 85% of the support
staff in five key “trades” — cleaning, catering, laundry,
portering and security — remained in NHS employ-
ment, with their pension and other terms and condi-

tions intact.

But the deal made no reference to other groups of
non-clinical support staff who may well be included in
the plans of a PFl consortium, notably admin and cleri-
cal staff (involved with IT projects, telephonists, recep-

rejected by the employers,
angering tens of thousands
of council workers. |
Regional Convenor Geoff
Martin said: |
“Public sector workers
across London are growing
increasingly angry at the
pitiful levels of London
Weighting and they are pre-
pared to strike to get a fair
deal that really reflects the

cost of living and working in

the capital.
“The public know that ser-
vices across London have

been ravaged by staff short-

ages because we can’t recruit
at current wage levels. I am
sure that the people of

Lecturers fume at 1.5% offer

salaries of just under £23,000

compared with over £25,000
for classroom teachers, it is

~ becoming increasingly difficult

for FE colleges to recruit
teaching staff.

To make matters worse, a
growing cash squeeze is forcing
a wave of cuts in curriculum
subjects and redundancies in a
number of colleges, which
receive only two thirds of the
funding per student available to
sixth form colleges.

But with hard-faced man-

UNISON tnh FOWS

Delegates at UNISON'’s Health Group conference in
Brighton delivered a sharp rebuff to their national lead-
ers when they heavily voted down a compromise deal
which would have kept most, but not all, non-clinical
support staff in NHS employment, but handed others

tionists, etc): and since the protection applied solely to
the five named trades, this could mean large numbers
were specifically excluded from protection.

Also excluded were any staff regarded by the con-
tractors as ‘management’; they would have to choose
between demotion or a compulsory transfer to the
private company, and works and maintenance staff, all
of whom would be privatised.

The private companies would not only pic
choose the staff to be transferred,
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_ DisTASES DOPT. mentation of the Trust’s grievance
@ S‘j BsSE ° and disciplinary procedures. They
|/ RV e wouild fix staffing levels — and have

gaps in the workforce.

The deal was presented by UNI-
SON as the best that could possibly
be obtained, and its defenders

k and

but would also take over the imple-

the right to employ staff on their
own terms and conditions to fill

argued that in the three “pilot”
schemes where it is being proposed first up to 93% of
UNISON members would be protected or (in the
case of Havering Hospitals) brought back into NHS
employment: but there was a widespread feeling
among delegates that the union should not sign up to
endorse the privatisation of up to 15% of support staff,
and that with government on the run, more could
have been achieved.
The very different approach of Welsh Health Minister

London will understand that
it’s better to have the short
term inconvenience of a
strike than the long term
meltdown in our public ser-
vices that will be inevitable

if the pay issue isn’t tackled.”

The strike call has received
strong support form UNI-
SON General Secretary
Dave Prentis. He said:

“If councils are serious
about delivering world class
public services in London
they must pay decent wages

to their staff. A growing

number of public service
workers are being forced to
leave London because it 1s SO
expensive — how much fur-

agers determined to balance
the books regardless of the
cost to staff and students, the
lecturers’ union NATFHE must
brace itself for more solid and
sustained action than the token
protests it has staged so far if it
is to secure a decent settle-
ment.

B In Oxford, CFE bosses
facing a £Im-plus deficit have

- sacked over 30 lecturers — but

plan to appoint an extra
THREE vice principals in a
management revamp.

PF|

Jane Hutt, who has promised to redefine domestics
and other support staff as “care workers”, and thus

over London weighting

ther do essential services
have to decline before the
government is prepared to
do something about it?”

UMISON’s Chair of Local
Government in London,
Dave Eggmore said:

“London 1s the most
expensive capital city 1in
Europe and vital public ser-
vice workers are leaving,
resulting in many jobs going
unfilled and services:on the
brink of collapse.

“With the Police now pay-
ing up to £6,000 in London
allowances and many 1nner
London nurses getting over
£4,000, it is about time local
government workers caught
up. Our members’ claim of
£4,000 is not excessive and a
flat rate would help the
poorly paid the most.

“From classroom assistants
to social workers, from
school meals workers to
home helps, UNISON’s
LLondon members provide
the services which are the
very fabric of a decent society.

“It is high time they were
rewarded and poverty pay
was removed from local gov-
ernment in London.”

If the employers do not
return to the negotiating
table, a further two days
action are planned for
13/14th June.

deal

exclude them from transfer to private contractors,

force a rethink.

for grantea.

shows that other ways may be found to tackle the
problem, short of the ideal answer — scrapping PFl and
privatisation altogether.

After the vote disgruntled officials, worried about
having to confront Labour ministers, hinted that they
would press ahead regardless: but it seems that the
clear-cut decision, coupled with opposition to the
agreement from UNISON’s bitter rivals the GMB, will

What is clear is that ministers have failed to draw the.
sting of the battle over PFl —and that UNISON's |
health service members are not prepared to be taken

Pay deal welcomed

UNISON members working in non-Pay Review Body
support services have voted overwhelmingly to accept
a pay deal which gives increases as high as 6.6% for
the lowest-paid ancillary staff.

The basic offer is 3.6%, the same basic increase as
nurses and professionals have already received, but the
larger percentage rises come from the guarantee of a
£400 minimum increase..

Although the deal represents something of a break-
through for the lowest-paid, it leaves tens of thousands
of NHS staff well below £5 per hour.

Jack Johnson
PETER BOOTH (who?
you may well ask) is the
main right wing candidate
in the imminent elections
for deputy general secre-
tary of the Transport &
General Workers Union.
Booth is presently the
union’s national organiser
for the fast-diminishing
manufacturing sector. The
fact that he 1is almost
unheard of shows how
much of a genuine battle
he has led. |
But there i1s no easy
answer for the genuine left
in the T&G, because the
candidate for the “broad
left” is Tony Woodley, the
union’s national automo-
tive officer. | |
Woodley’s record within
the car industry is one of
arguing strongly for con-

“cession bargaining — sacri-

ficing jobs and conditions
in the hopes of persuading
management to keep facto-
ries open — during threat-
ened closures at Ford
Dagenham and Vauxhall’s
Luton plant. ‘

Among the concessions
embraced by Woodley has
been the hated system of
“banking hours” which he
has pushed through one
mass meeting after another
— leaving workers to face
the consequences.

The T&G broad left takes
the view that because
Woodley has been repeat-
edly featured in the media,
notably around the deci-
sion by BMW to close its
plants at Longbridge, peo-
ple will vote for him.

But for those who have to
go on working 1n the wors-
ened conditions created by
Woodley’s “concessions are
understandably hostile to
him.

It is said that because
Woodley is seen as a bitof a
renegade, Bill Morris and
the T&G leadership wants
Booth elected as a safe pair
of hands to stop any major
struggles.

This 1s also the reason
given in the Guardian for

Booth being the choice of
Tony Blair. "

But as far as the genuine
left is concerned, there 1s
no real choice on offer.

I’s time for urgent steps
to ensure we don’t face the
same wretched Hobson’s
choice when the General
Secretary post comes up.




Blunkett learns
‘lessons of France|

— from Le Pen!

n Sunday April 21
France — and the whole
of Europe — went into
shock as Jean-Marie Le
Pen beat Lionel Jospin,
to go through to the second round

of the French Presidential elec-

tions. The response of Jospin’s fel-
low Social Democrats in France,
Britain and every other country was
to blame everyone but themselves
for creating both the conditions
that allow the far-right to flourish
and the pernicious 1deology which
scapegoats asylum seekers and
racial minorities.

On Wednesday 24 April, before
the French results had even sunk
in, Home Secretary David Blunkett
pitched in to this debate. He argued
on Radio 4’s “Today” programme
that “restoring confidence in the
asylum system would be a step

towards soctal cohesion and seeing

off the far right in Britain.”

The interview took place on the
same day as the second reading of
the asylum, immigration and
nationality bill was to happen in
the Commons.

The provisions of the bill include
the imposition of English lessons,
and an oath of allegiance to the
crown, on those immigrants who
wish to apply for British citizen-
ship, as well as more detention cen-
tres for asylum seekers. |

The Bill will also further tighten
‘border controls. The decision to
introduce variable fines of up to
£4,000 on airlines and ferry compa-
‘nies which carry migrants without
proper documents comes after the
high court ruled flat-rate £2,000
fines illegal because they failed to
take account of individual circum-
stances

Blunkett is also proposing that
new asylum seekers should be only
receive education and health care
in asylum centres while they are
going through the appeals system.
~ Detention centres have already

segregated asylum seekers from the
rest of society to a huge extent —
these proposals take that apartheid
even further.

The bill proposes that the chil-
dren of 3,000 new asylum seekers
attend spectal schools at four new
pilot “accommodation centres”. A
shortlist of eight sites are being
looked at, nearly all of which are
former Ministry of Defence bases
and are in rural areas. |

he Home Office says the

new accommodation

, centres, which will not

be locked, will provide

full healthcare and legal

and education facilities, including

interpreters. But some MPs are

sceptical that they will be able to

deliver a broad enough range of ser-
ViCeS.

“Whilst they’re going through the
process, the children will be edu-
cated on the site, which will be
open, people will be able to come
and go, but 1mportantdy not

swamping the iocal scz ol

ey

%
s

intoned the Home Secretary.
He continued by telling his audi-
ence that a GP’s surgery in his con-
stituency wrote to him a few weeks
ago saying it could not cope because
a third of its patients required

“intensive language interpreta-
tion”.
1s response 1s not to
see how those
resources could be

found to enable ade-
quate health and edu-

cation to be delivered to all — and
thus really undercut the divide and

rule policies of the BNP, but to pan-
der to them.
Asked whether he wanted to see

more or fewer foreigners come into

Britain 1n 10 vears time, Mr
Biunker said:

R
e

“I’d like to see dramatically fewer
people coming under the asylum
regulations and then failing,
because 80% of them fail, and I'd
like many more people to feel free
to come and work here, to holiday
here, to feel welcome here.

Mr Blunkett returned to the air-
waves the following day to defend
his use of the term “swamped”, call-
ing his critics “ridiculous”. The

defiant home secretary refused to

apologise for his remarks and
accused the media of “making a
mountain out of a molehill”.

His original comments prompted
an outcry, drawing comparisons
with Margaret Thatcher’s contro-
versial claim 1n 1978 that Britain
was being “swamped” by immi-
grants  following riots iIn

Andrew Wiard

Wolverhampton.

Mr Blunkett not only
refused to apologise: he also
insisted that he had not made a slip
of the tongue and insisted that he
had chosen the world deliberately,
even though he could have picked
another expression.

The education secretary, Estelle
Morris, said she agreed “101%”

with Mr Blunkett’s analysis of the
problems of educating the children

of asylum seekers but refused to

endorse his use of the word

“swamping’.

Former Labour party deputy
leader Lord Hattersley however
called on him to withdraw his com-

‘ments. “It was a mistake that he

ought to be much more categoric in
disclaiming and apologising for;”
he said.

r Blunkett was also

criticised by the
cnairman of the
Commission for
Racial Equality,

Gurbux Singh, who described his
use of the word swamping as
“regrettable”.

“Political leaders need to provide
leadership. To create the image,
which I think is the danger, that the
country is being swamped by asy-
lum seekers and immigrants just
leads to a false impression and it
doesn’t do justice to the debate.”

Refugee groups warned that
politicians who tried to sound
tough on asylum threatened to fuel
anti-immigrant feeling.

“Rather than appeasing the views
of racists and bigots the main polit-
ical parties should be clearly dis-
tancing themselves from these

views and showing leadership by

informing the British public as to
why it is morally right to welcome
refugees,” said Nick Hardwick of
the Refugee Council.

THE LOCAL elections on May 2 saw
an alarming display of support for the
neo-fascist British National Party —
though well short of the scale of suc-
cess many had been expecting.

The vile undercurrent of racism
tapped by the BNP’s carefully tar-
geted campaigns, which averaged
12% in just 66 wards, is a serious
problem, but the underlying issue — as
it was when the National Front was
able to grow for a period-in the late
1970s — is the failure of Labour in
office to deliver radical measures to
meet the needs of the poorest sec-
tions of the working class.

The mounting crisis in housing, the
proliferation of dead-end jobs, the
failure to deliver promised improve-
ments in education, and the growing

~ gap between the rich and poor create

the social tensions and sense of injus-
tice which can offer fertile ground for
fascists.

BNP warning as Labour
disappoints poorest

BT =

Tauhid Pahsa, of the. Joint
Council for the Welfare of
Immigrants, was also critical: “The
use of the word swamping actually
demonstrates the true intention of
government - to keep them out of
sight and out of mind, far removed

“away from mainstream communni-

ties.” |

ut Downing Street sup-
ported to Mr Blunkett,
stressing that asylum had
been discussed at cabinet
and that Blair had told
colleagues that the success of the far
right in the French elections would
move the issue up the British
domestic agenda. | |

“People in this country are not
against people coming in but they
want to see a system that is fair,”
sald the prime minister’s official
spokesman.

New Labour even insists that, far
from pandering to the right,
Blunkett is addressing a leftwing
agenda, designed to raise standards
for families seeking asylum and
provide a faster process for assess-
ing their claims

This 1s the same nonsense they
have been parroting since they were
elected in 1997.

In those five years the conditions
under which asyium seekers are
forced to live has become worse,
while the administrative system for
process claims has become more
and more chaotic. Racist violence
has increased - and so has support
for the BNP.

The response of the left must be
to step up our defence of asylum
seekers — and build for the biggest
possible demonstrations 1n
Scotland and England on June 22.

Labour’s 33% share of the vote on
May 2 is only slightly above their
worst-ever result in recent years , the
32% they got in 2000, and 7% lower
than the last time the same seats were
contested in 1998.

But in some areas Labour did show
more than expected resilience,
mounting a strong campaign to regain
Oxford from a Lib Dem-Green coali-
tion, and helping to push the level of
participation back up by 5% to 35%..

Labour did worst overall in London,
where it lost 180 seats, and now
retains control of only |5 of the 32

- councils.

While Blair heaves a sigh of relief,
the problems are only beginning for
the Labour councillors elected to face
another round of cash limits and pri-
vatisation: the Socialist Alliance, run-
ning for the first time at this level, has
plenty of scope for stronger cam-
paigns in the future.
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‘Alan Thornett and

Terry Conway

A well-attended and up-beat
Socialist Alliance National
Council meeting on May 11
in London took a discussion
on the local election results
with reports from alliances
across the country. The bal-
ance sheet was unanimous; it
was the best set of results
that the SA had had.

The SA after a year and a
half of becoming a national
organisation was making an
important step forward.

There was a new enthusiasm

and a new mood of optimism
that can take the Alliance
forward to a new stage.

This was followed by a
debate on Palestine, or more
precisely the attitude the SA

should take to the struggle of

the Palestinian people.

There were  different
strands to this discussion
and three resolutions before
the meeting.

Swindon Socialist Alliance
presented a resolution that
focused deliberately on
immediate solidarity tasks.
In moving it, Martin Wicks,
the Swindon delegate argued
that it was wrong for the
alliance to take a premature

position on what should or

could be the long term solu-

tion in the Middle East —

while also making it clear in
his presentation that he vig-

orously opposed a two-state

solution.

Alan Thornett

The Socialist Alliance stood
209 candidates on May 2,
by far the largest number on
the left. The result was the
best set of resuits it has
achieved to date- much bet-
ter than in last year’'s gen-
eral election even when the
lower turn out is taken into
account.

Within this there was a
wide variation of results.
Some were clearly break-
through results others were
more modest scores, putting
down markers for future
contests and getting the
name of the Alllance more
widely known., -

In London the Socialist
Alliance scored an average
of 7.5% across the 88 seats
it contested - nearly double
its dcore in the London
Assembly election. The
strongest borough was
Hackney with an average
score of nearly 12% across
the 13 seats contested.

The SA beat the Tories In
10 of the 13 wards. This
reflected both the crisis -
which has existed in
Hackney council and a
strong campaign by the local

Martin Thomas from the
AWL proposed a two-state
position in a brief resolution,

- while the SWP’s John Rees

moved the resolution which
was agreed in the end.

Rees opposed a amendment
from Margaret Manning for
“a democratic secular state”
and one from Workers’
Power’s Mark Boskisson, for
a “socialist, =  secular
Palestine” arguing that the
meeting should not adopt a
strategic line but should con-

Alllance.
Campaigning journalist
Paul Foot had the best
results in Clissold ward
with a score of
20.8%. He was fol-
lowed by
Polly
Matcham
(Hackney .
Downs) |
with 17.5
and /
Fg

Richard ’
Peacock
(Leabridge)
with 16.3, W
both of whom had been
particularly active in dis-
ability campaigns.

There were strong results
in other parts of London as
well. In Camden Alan
Walters scored 14.2% and
in Haringey Simon Hester
polled 16.6%.

In Lambeth (Brixton Hili)
Julia Hall polled 12.8. In
Newham Paul Philips (Forest
Gate North) polled 12.7%
and Muhin Haqg (Forest Gate
South) polled 12.5%.

In Tower Hamiets Mark
Weeks polled 17.4% and In
Waltham Forest Lee Rock
(William Morris) polled

t

;
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‘Busy timetable agre
Allia reC S rO

fine itself to solidarity.
Although it was clear from

the discussion that those

proposing a two-state solu-

tion were in a small minority

both strategic proposals were
voted down and the main
resolution on solidarity car-
ried.

‘Rees’ resolution - also
argued that the two main slo-
gans under which the
Socialist Alliance should
campaign  should be
“Freedom for Palestine” and

~Socialist Alliance polls
well in local elections

to cuts and privatisation,

9.2%.

Outside
London the best §
scores were in §

Wigan, where

Barry Conway ¢

polled 21.4 and Judith Ford
(Whelley) scored 8.3%.

In Makerfieid Michael
Doherty scored 12.7% and
Jacqui Pointon 9.9%.

In Swindon Andy Newton
scored 10.9%.

These results were won by
candidates who stood on a
sociclist platform which did
not just include opposition
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“Victory to the Intifida”.
Another amendment from

‘Oxford SA proposed replac-
‘ing these with “Solidarity

with the Palestinians” and
“Israel out of the Occupied
Territories” was defeated as
was the attempt to argue that
we should have three slo-
gans: “Solidarity with the
Palestinians”, “Israel out of
the Occupied Territories”
and “Victory to the

Intifada”.

Whilst the main resolution

important as that is, but
opposition the war, solidarity
with the Palestinians, and in
defence of asylum seekers
to this country.

These results are an impor-

tant step forward for the

Alliance. We now have an

opportunity to build and revi-

talise the Alliance.

The SA did not go confi-
dently into these local elec-
tions, there had been a few
poor by-election results and
many SA members were
uncertian as to our electoral
prospects at the present
time.

This election has changed
all that. It will increase our
confidence in electoral work
and invigorate future inter-
ventions.

The SA is in very good
shape. In the course of a
few months it has held a
trade union conference of
over 1,000 activists, and
have done well in these
elections. ,

Already there are by-elec-
tions in the offing in Tower
Hamlets and in Luton. There
are now some very good
results to be built upon.

would have been strength-
ened by adding the demand

for a democratic secular state

the outcome was a good basis
for the SA to give solidarity
to the Palestinian people in
the present conflict.

There is no doubt that the
fundamental strategic issues
will be debated again at both
local and national level.

The other main item dealt
with was proposals for con-
ferences and events for the
rest of this year, which was a

Socialist

shows ItS

eSS

complicated discussion
given the difficulty of fitting

“everything in.

The outcome was an agree-
ment for a number of impor-
tant initiative, even if the
time and structure of several
of them was controversial.
The following was agreed:

BB A trade union activists
meeting, soon after the TUC.
This would be a working
meeting designed to organise
and co-ordinate the trade
union work of the SA and
take forward the decisions of
the conference in March.

B A conference on new
Imperialism, new 1nterna-
tionalism aimed at young
people, to be held between
September and the end of
the year.

B A policy making confer-
ence, open to all members,
on the Euro to the held
before the end of the year, in
order to adopt policy in
advance of a referendum on

the 1ssue.

B An AGM to be held 1n
January.

This busy time-table
together with the real enthu-
siasm generated by the elec-
tion results, looks set to
make sure that the Socialist
Alliance becomes a stronger
political force over the
months ahead - on the
streets, in the workplaces

and in the colleges, not just

at the ballot box.

Party

disappointment

The Socialist Party stood in 30
seats in the local elections,
standing under the Socialist
Alternative banner. They
retained two of their existing
councillors and lost two.

Dave Nellist retained his seat
in Coventry with a remarkable
52.8%,winning by a margin of
over 300 votes. This was clear
testimony to the respect
Nellist has built up though the
many years he has been active
in the city.

lan Page retained his seat in
Lewisham with 1065 votes,
again reflecting the long-term
work he has done.

Elsewhere Socialist
Alternative candidates had
some good scores as well,
reflecting the fact that the
Socialist Party has been
intervening in elections for a
long time.

Bill Hopwood in
Newcastle Byker polied
20%, Paul Malliband in
Preston (who lost his seat)
polled 19.85, and Pete
Glover in Bootle polied
32%.

The rest were in the same
bracket as the Socialist
Alliance results, which was
particularly noteworthy

given that the SP seats were
more carefully targeted.

The SP itself, however, had -
clearly been expecting far bet-
ter results, and made their dis-
appointment clear. In their
assessment published with the
results Hannah Sell finds a
novel way of counting the
votes:

“Nonetheless, our votes did
not reflect the enthusiastic
support we received from
thousands of people on the
doorstep. A far better expres-
sion of our support is reflected
by the increased numbers of
papers sold during the elec-
tion.”




Many health workers
and health
campaigners will have
heaved a sigh of relief
at the outcome of
Gordon Brown’s
Budget: but they would
be well advised to
study the small print
before revelling in the
streets, warns HARRY
SLOAN

ne factor which
nobody, however
radical, can
question 1s that
Brown has trig-
gered the biggest and most
rapid ever increase in spend-
ing on the NHS.

Spending next year will
rise by a hefty £6.6 billion —a
cash increase of over 10 per-
cent, and more than half as
much again than the
expected uplift.

This will be followed by
successive rises of 10 percent
each year to 2007 - equiva-
lent to 7.4% if allowance 1is
made for the general rate of
inflation, reaching an alloca-
tion of almost £106 billion
by 2007-8 — equivalent to
double the level Labour
inherited in 1997.

By any standards these are
large sums of money, and
indeed Gordon Brown’s
plans would meet Tony
Blair’s promise to lift British
health spending up to and
- above average levels for
other EU countries — from
the present level of 7.7%
(including private sector
spending) to 9.4% in 2008.

This 1s a bigger increase
than most campaigners had
even asked for.

Health Secretary Alan
Milburn unveiled plans to
invest some of this addi-
tional cash in recruiting an
extra 80,000 protessional
staff — 15,000 consultants
and GPs, 35,000 nurses and
30,000 therapists and scien-
tists.

It all sounds good so far: so
where’s the catch?
ne big problem
is that none of
the extra cash
kicks in until the
next financial
year (2003/4): this leaves
many hospitals and Primary
Care Trusts staring down the
barrel of deficits carried over
from last year, and facing
renewed demands to balance
their books by next April.

For many Trusts this
already means painful and
demoralising cuts and

economies are under way
even as the government
promises “jam tomorrow’.
This links to a second
major snag with Labour’s
handling of the NHS: this
year’s spending and all new
money will be strictly tied to
a series of stringent targets —
for which many health
authorities are already warn-
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Don’t worry: there’ll be more money for services — next year!

ing there 1s barely enough
money to go round. In South
East London, for example,
where the new Strategic
Health Authority faces pres-
sure to achieve 22 specific
nationally defined targets, 1t
has declared that there will
be no resources available to
meet any additional local
priorities.

So if your name 1s not on
the list, there will be no extra
cash at all: and among the

key services signally omitted

from government perfor-
mance targets are mental
health and in particular the
treatment of acute mental 1ll-
ness.

There is no relief 1n sight
for city centre mental health

~ wards struggling to cope and

contain potential violence
and mayhem with beds 100%
or more occupied. And none
of the long-awaited invest-
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ment in 24-hour crisis teams
and community-based ser-
vices to replace long-stay
hospital  treatment  for
patients with long-term
mental illness seems likely to
materialise.

A third, related problem 1s
that the lion’s share of the
new money being pumped 1n
to health care is being allo-
cated directly to the NHS,
but relatively small amounts
to social services, many of
which are also facing deficits
and cuts.

Yet without a major expan-
sion of social service provi-
sion, government targets for
the more efficient discharge
of older patients from front-
line hospital beds will be
dead in the water: social ser-
vices need extra cash to
finance the expansion of
home help and other support
for frail older people living
alone, and to purchase addi-
tional nursing home places —
where these are available.

Indeed the problems of
finding sufficient nursing
home capacity are likely to
worsen in the next period.

Even before Brown’s bud-
get announcement, nursing
home owners, almost all of
them operating for profit but
confronted with rigid ceil-
ings on the amount local
councils will pay for each
place, have been pulling out
of the market, and convert-
ing many of their properties
into more lucrative luxury
flats.
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t seems certain that the
new injection of cash
into the health care
system will be seen by
these profit-hungry
proprietors as a green light
to rack up their charges,
especially now Alan Milburn
has decided to impose fines
on local authorities which
fail to deliver sufficient facil-

ities for patients discharged

from local hospital beds.
However Milburn has
handed over only a pittance
in extra cash to the councils,
leaving them caught between
a rock and a hard place.
Local crises can be expected.
The fourth general prob-
lem is the extent to which
the new, expanded NHS
budget will be siphoned off
into the pockets of the pri-
vate sector. There has been
no major increase in the allo-
cation of NHS capital, which
is needed to replace the
costly option of financing
new hospitals and facilities

through the Private Finance

R

own's
ions?

Initiative.

This means that by 2007 as
much as £4.5 billion a year
will be flowing straight out
of local NHS revenue bud-
gets to pay for the lease of
PFI hospitals and fees for
support services from pri-
vate COntractors.

But Milburn has also

" restated his view that short-

term shortages of beds and
capacity to treat waiting list
patients should be tackled by
buying in more operations

from the private sector
through  the  so-called
“Concordat”.

After the Budget, Milburn
declared that the number of
NHS patients receiving pri-
vate operations will double
again this year to over

-150,000.

Yet NHS hospital Trusts in
LLondon, where this is a
major problem, warn that
this will cost an average 40%
extra for each patient treated
privately — slicing even more
vital cash, and poaching

‘scarce nursing and medical

struggling

" Theatre

staff from hospitals already
to cope with
demand.

This brings us to the fifth
problem — one that cannot be
evaded much longer: the
availability of staff.

The plans to recruit thou-
sands of additional nursing
and professional staff each
year underline the impor-
tance of retaining staff
already trained and in post.

Yet the evidence is that all
over the country nursing
staff are being lured out of
the NHS, either to other
jobs, or drawn to the higher
rates of pay, flexible hours
and reduced level of respon-
sibility offered by nursing
agencies.
staff earning
£22,500 in the NHS can find
themselves working next to
agency staff doing the same
job for £35,000 plus travel
exXpenses: agency nursing
staff can earn rates of up to
£30 an hour, with even more
over weekends or bank holi-
days. -
he fact that NHS

managers are
having to pay
these rates to
agency staff

reflects the dire shortages of

front-line

........
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bottom among
NHS staff

qualified staff within the
NHS itself. The only way to
prevent this haemorrhage of
skills (and cash) to the pri-
vate sector, the NHS itself
must 1increase pay, and
improve conditions.

Top NHS managers know
they cannot hope to meet
demand or government tar-
gets unless they manage to
recruit and retain the addi-
tional qualified staff they
require. |

This calls for a wholesale
reorganisation of the chaotic
system of NHS pay. But gov-
ernment ministers recently
backed out of the complex
“Agenda for Change” negoti-
afions over restructuring
NHS pay, apparently because
they were alarmed at the
extra costs of a fairer system.

Now ministers are trying to
placate Tories and other
right wing critics, who argue
that Gordon Brown’s bil-
lions would be “wasted” on
pay increases — by taking a
tough line, and offering little
OI 110 CONCESSIoNS On wWages.
n fact in a labour
intensive, qualitative
service, which already
spends 70-80 percent
of its revenue on pay,
there i1s no other way to
expand other than by spend-
ing more on staff. And if staff
are not paid more, then
many will vote with their
feet, leaving key services in
headline-grabbing crisis.

But there is a sixth, crucial

area in which Brown’s plans

could founder, and where a
tough line from government
is required.

Costs of pharmaceuticals
have been soaring, pushing
Primary Care Trusts and
services 1nto
financial problems: Brown’s
budget is likely to trigger
even more price rises, which
could carve a deep hole in
the NHS kitty. .

As a monopoly purchaser,
the NHS should take a tough
line against the profiteering
drug firms: but this would
have been assisted had
Brown decided to raise some
of the additional funding for
the NHS from a turnover tax
on the drug firms and other
multinationals that have
sussed out Britain and New
Labour as a soft touch.
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Campalgn for
free school
meals

The Scottish Socialist Party Bill to provide “a free

and nutritious meal to all school pupils” is recelvmg |

widespread support across Scotland.

In recent weeks the STUC voted unammously at
its conference to back the bill, Other supporters
include the BMA, Child Poverty Action, the Scottish
Churches, UNISON and even the Sunday Herald.

The Bill would impose a duty on local authorities
to provide a free nutritious meal and a drink to all
pupils. It cuts across the rapidly-gaining burger cul-
ture in many Scottish schools where meal provision
has been privatised, water costs more than a fizzy
drink and those children who do take meals are
mainly faced with fries and burgers with few healthy
options.

Most poverty and health professionals have identi-
fied this as the one single action which would have
the biggest impact on children’s and later adults’
health. Although some pupils are eligible for free
meals, there is still a stigma attached to this and take
up of the provision is very low.

The SSP has been holding meetings across
Scotland promoting the Bill. These have been well
attended and there is real support for the measure
from teachers and parents.

On May | | a nationwide petition was organised
with, SSP members setting up stalls in most towns
across Scotland. At my local stall we had queues
waiting to sign the whole time we were there.

Although most of Scotland supports the Bill, in
Parliament there is opposition to the costs. It is esti-
mated the measure would cost £174 million. The
only parties committed to its support are the SSP
and the Greens although some SNP members back
the bill, as well as Labour MSP john McAllion.
 Despite this pressure is being brought to bear. The
SNP are currently fence sitting, but they will suffer if
they publicly oppose the bill and may eventually
support it. An alliance very like that which success-
fully got backing for the abolition of warrant sales is
building up.

The key parliamentary votes are expected in jJune,
however, it is conceivable that procedural manou-
vres could delay its presentation.

- With this Bill, the SSP has yet again identified a

cause — free school meals — where the status quo is
immoial, predominately hits the poor, costs the tax
payer money through ill health and where our pro-
posal is backed by huge sections of society.

If Labour or the SNP defeat the bill this will be a
major plank of the platform on which the SSP stand

. at the next election.

This also is an issue socialists throughout the UK
should take up through the Socialist Alliances.

Warrant Sales —
the living dead

In a last petulant act, just as the bill to abolish
Warrant Sales was about to pass into law, Labour
passed an amendment delaying the implementation
for 2 years to allow “alternatives” to warrants and
poindings to be set up. Over |8 months passed, and
a report was tabled at the end of April 2002, se’ctmg
out the Executive’s proposals.

Surprise, surprise: Warrants and Pomdmgs are
back ~ in a new guise.

The proposals set up a debt referral scheme
whereby most debts rather than going straight to a
sheriff are referred to debt management services.
The Executive claim this will end warrant sales.

Unfortunately, the scheme does not make referral
compulsory on the creditor. An obdurate creditor
could refuse and go straight to court where the
sheriff could well impose compulsory seizure of
goods — including from a person’s home — poindings
by another name.

The measure would also turn all voluntary debt
management agencies into legal agents, and this is
annoying this sector.

Clearly the Scottish Executive, having opposed the
SSP bill down to the wire, attempted to sabotage its
introduction and delayed it, thinking the express will
of the parliament could be ignored.

The SSP will be seeking the removal of pomdlngs
from the proposais and will be seeking the support
of all those who voted for the bill to that end.

Since the Act was introduced, the number of
poindings has reduced almost to zero as councils
found alternative measu-es and ‘eared the bad pub-
S Tese reguiations
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Veronica Fagan
The outrage at David
Blunkett’s outrageous “swamp-

‘ing” speech has spurred many

teachers and health workers to
action, to prove how isolated he
is 1n his views and to leech the
poison that his words can
encourage.

Teachers and health workers
in the East London Borough of
Tower Hamlets also put
together a petition, as have
teachers in Brent.

The majority of those
involved are people who work
with large numbers of asylum

- seekers, who have heard first

hand the situations from which
children are fleeing in their
countries of birth and are furi-
ous at this attack on them.

They are also sure that, far
from being a way to undercut
support for the far-right,
whether in the shape of Nick
Griffin or Le Pen, pOllCleS like
these are the way to give them
credence.

The Tower Hamlets petition
reads:

“We protest at David
Blunkett’s recent statement
that asylum seekers are
“swamping” schools and health
services and that “legitimate”
concerns over asylum seekers

at BI un kett’
“swampin

"/, ,

are boosting the vote for nazi
organisations.

Our health service and school
systemn are indeed over bur-
dened — by 25 years of under-
funding! Asylum seekers are
not the reason why there are
not enough teachers, nurses
and doctors.

Nor are they to blame for

crumbling school buildings
and the long hospital waiting
lists. Indeed refugees make a
positive contribution to main-
stream services, Including

Blunkett’s call for segregated education and health care has angered mdny

working in schools, colleges
and universities and the NHS.

We are appalled that the
blame for the failures of disper-
sal policy 1s laid on frightened
children and sick asylum seek-
ers.

We demand that the human
right to live within society—
not separated and segregated—
be applied to all children. It is
not possible to provide rounded
education for children in segre-
gated centres. We note the con-
cerns of the cross party MSPs

slur

who recently visited Dungavel
centre and reported that chil-
dren get only a limited educa-

tion and are being damaged by

the conditions 1in which they
are held.

We demand that the policy of
detention and separate school-
ing be immediately dropped.”

Newham NUT have circu-
lated the following official peti-

tion:

We, the undersigned, are
school children, students,
teachers and parents.

We condemn the comments
made by David Blunkett, the
Home Secretary, that educating
refugee children in local
schools would lead to them
being “swamped”.

We oppose the Government’s
plans that asylum - seeking
children should receive sepa-
rate education 1in accommoda-
tion and detention centres.

We say our schools are for
ALL children and ALL
refugee children are welcome”.

Others should follow suit —
and also do what Brent cam-
paigners have done 1n writing
to the local paper making clear
that there 1s significant opposi-
tion to Blunkett’s pernicious
racism

Support builds up for
asylum week of action

Terry Conway

Plans are being laid to make
sure support for the week of
action in defence of asylum
seekers from June 15- June 22
Is raised far and wide.

Activists at the planning
meeting on May 7 ensured that
every trade unhion conference
between now and then would
be leafletted and every General
Secretary written to. A letter

supporting the week of action
signed by Tony Benn and
Jeremy Corbyn MP is being cir-
culated

The meeting hoped that there
would be emergency resolu-
tions at some of them to sup-
port the action. Such a resolu-
tion has already been
submitted to the Amicus-MSF
section conference and hope-
fully others will not be far
behind.

Certainly there had already
been a warm response to the
planned activities at the
London May Day March, where
thousands of leafiets were dis-

tributed to the crowds in

Trafalgar Square as they heard
speakers such as Dianne Abbot
MP attack the Labour govern-
ment’s treatment of asylum
seekers.

The subsequent election of
three BNP counciliors in

Roger Sylvester may get

some justice at last

Susan Moore

The Guardian of May 4 reported that “Three detec-
tives are to face disciplinary action over their investi-
gation into how a man died shortly after being
restrained by police, the independent Police
Complaints Authority said yesterday”.

Roger Sylvester, 30, died eight days after an incident
outside his home in Tottenham, north London, in
January 1999. Ever since his family and other cam-
paigners have fought tirelessly for justice. But their
demands for a public inquiry have never been met
and instead an attempt was made to fob them off
with a police inquiry — the results of which the family

were never shown

Now a detective superintendent and two detective
sergeants who were involved in that inquiry are to
face a total of 7 disciplinary charges, the PCA said.

A spokesman for the authority said: “The charges
~=ze 0 alleged neglect in that investigation and

were recommended by Essex police who, under the

exposed.

supervision of the independent Police Complaints
Authority, conducted an investigation into the death
of Roger Sylvester. A disciplinary hearing will take
place on a date to be arranged.”

Maybe now at least that part of the cover up will be

The Police Complaints authority has also said it
would not make a decision on whether there were
any disciplinary issues against eight officers who were
involved in Mr Sylvester’s detention until after the
inquest, which is now set to take place in October.
This date, over three and a half years since Roger’s

death has only been recently set, despite the fact that

- Lord Justice Woolf urged the Met in May 2001 to set
an immediate date.
Each of these concessions has been wrung from
the Met through tireless campaigning — which will
continue until justice is finally done.

Burnley has further strength-
ened determination to step up
the fight to make sure that asy-
lum seekers are welcome here.

Meanwhile the coalition
between the Campaign to
defend Asylum Seekers, the
National Coalition of anti
Deportation campaigns,
Barbed Wire Britain and the
National Civil Right Movement
also agreed that we should not
let the third reading of
Blunkett’'s Asylum Bill pass
without protest.

While new Labour may trum-

~ pet the fact that they pian to

abolish the hated voucher sys-
tem, which stigmatised asylum
seekers, they don't point out
that people will still have to live
on only 70 per cent of poverty
line income support. At the
same time their plans will mas-
sively increase the numbers of
people confined to immigration
prisons — when many of those
affected are fleeing torture and
imprisonment in their countries
of origin.

If you want to get involved In
these actions contact
CDAS:www.defend-asylum.org,
Barbed Wire Britain: www
pbarbedwirebritain.org. uk,
National Civil Rights Movement
www.ncrm.org.uk or National
Coalition of Anti-Deportation
Campaigns: www.ncadc.org.uk






