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Stop the War Coalition steps up flght

Build a massive
march on Sept 28!

Paul Wilcox

The Stop the War Coalition,
with the support of the
Muslim  Association  of
Britain and the Palestine
Solidarity Campaign are
building for the biggest Ant-
war demonstration yet on
September 28, the eve of
Labour Party conference. Up
and down the country local
groups are organising against
Bush and Blair’s war.

A number of events have
already taken place as part of
the build up. In Hackney the
local Stop the War collation
organised a showing of the
film ‘Not in My Name’,
where over 200 turned up to
watch and to debate the
ongoing war and the situa-
tion in Palestine.

On June 16 the Coalition
organised a activists confer-
ence in London, where over
150 people from all over the
country discussed the poli-
tics of the US and British
war drive, as well as how to
build the coalition.

Speakers from the Iraqi
Workers Communist Party,
Mike Marqusee of the
Socialist . Alliance, Asad
Rahman, Lindsey German
and Andrew Murray and
Jeremy Corbyn MP
addressed the gathering.

At UNISON Conference
the coalition held a success-
ful fringe meeting attended
by 140 delegates and
addressed by Lindsey
German (Stop the War

Coalition) Bob Oram (UNI-
SON) and Betty Hunter
from the Palestine Solidarity
Campaign.

The discussion from the
floor focused on how to build
the coalition in branches and
to win the resolution before
conference to get UNISON
to affiliate to the Stop the
War Coalition. (Sadly this
was not successful). Other
national trade unions have
affiliated to the Coalition
such as the RMT, ASLEEF,
NAPO and NATHFE.

It is vital to build inside the
trade unions. The govern-
ment continually tell the
unions that there is no
money for a decent wage but
there seems to be plenty of
money for bombs. We need
trade union branches to
mobilise their members and
bring their banners to the

Bush: which country is next in US nsigts?

demo. Let’s make it clear to
Blair the trade unions are
against his war.

The next step in building
for the 28th is a week of
action from July 15th. All
local groups are being asked
to organise activities in their
local areas to really get the
momentum going for this
demonstration.

Biggest

Britain has seen the biggest
anti-war demonstrations in
Europe. Last month when
George Bush visited Europe,
it was no surprise that he did
not visit Britain despite the
fact that Tony Blair is Bush’s
closest ally.

Since last September some
of the largest protests in
Britain for many years have
worried Blair and his New
Labour cronies. The first

demonstration last year
received little press coverage,
but a short piece in The
Guardian commented that
the Government was worried
at the size of the demonstra-
tions.

Now well over 100 Labour
MPs have signed a early day
motion against the war on
Iraq, and the mobilisations
against this so called “war

" against terrorism” have put

new Labour on the back foot.

Opinion polls show that
there is a majority against a
war against Iraq. So the rea-
son Bush did not come to
visit Blair in Britain was
because of the rising anti-war
feeling that has built up.

With Blair as George W
Bush’s closest ally, cam-
paigners have an important
job to break Blair from Bush.
The US government has said
that to bomb Iraq they need
Saudi Arabia and Britain on
board.

This of course will not stop
Bush, but we can make a dif-
ference by mobilising and
telling the people in this
country the truth about the
war and untangling the spin
that New Labour and
Washington are weaving.

Now we hear that Bush is
planning what he calls a
“pre-emptive  retaliatory
strike”. Many may laugh at
the linguistic contortion, but
the vicious intent is clear
enough. This sort of
“Bushism” is not just coming
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from the mad Texan in the

White House but is being
spread by sections of the
British media. We have no
control over the media — but
we have to get the message
out about the truth about the
war.

When Northern Ireland
Minister John Reid spoke at
UNISON Conference he told
delegates how caring the
government is and how
much they care about chil-
dren. This ‘care’ doesn’t
appear to extend to the mil-
lion children in Iragq who
have been killed by sanc-
tions, or the children in
Afghanistan who have been
killed-in the so-called “war
agairnist terrorism”.

Iraq bombmg

This “caring” govern-
ment,which supposedly
stands for social justice is
persuing a right wing reac-
tionary agenda and lining up
to support the US Govern-
ment’s so-called precision
bombing in Iraq.

And today, US and British
troops are being deployed,
not in the interests of
humanity but the interests of
profit and those who control
that profit.

The US and Brmsh gov-
ernments do not even respect
international law and bla-
tantly ignore UN resolutions
that do not suit them.

When Saddam Hussein
sent the UN Weapons

Inspectors home, the US
Government bombed Iraq.
But when Israel refuses to
allow a UN team to visit the
occupied territories, the US
doesn’t even protest.

And now Bush is breaking
the American constitution
(not a first in US politics)
when he says that the US is
sending in teams to assassi-
nate Saddam Hussein, even
though it states in the consti-
tution that no foreign leader
can be murdered or govern-
ment toppled.

The cover that is used is to
call this a “pre-emptive

‘defensive” measure. Can you

imagine what Bush would
say if Iraq pre-empted this
attack by sending its agents
to kill him?!

With the racist Israeli state
terrorising the people of
Palestine, the threat of
nuclear war between India
and Pakistan, CIA-backed
murders in Columbia and a
list a mile long of US and
British-backed  atrocities
across the world, it is vital
that we build the biggest
anti-war demo that Britain
has ever seen.

This war against terror is
smokescreen for US
Imperialism’s drive to totally
dominate the globe politi-
cally and militarily.
Building for the demo on the
28th is an important and sig-
nificant part of the global
fightback against the profit
or death capitalist system.

Blairite stitch-up ensures Health

Committee report slams PFI critic

John Lister
AT FIRST SIGHT it may be
hard to see why the Commons
Health Committee report on
The Role of the Private Sector
in the NHS, published in mid-
May, should have been greeted
with delight by Alan Milburn,
and by the various banks, con-
struction firms, property devel-
opers and service providers
looking to make profits from
the Private Finance Initiative.
Much of the report is at least
implicitly, and sometimes
openly, critical of government
policy of steadily increas-
ing the share of the
growing NHS budget
that finds its way
into the pock-
ets of private
shareholders.
But ministerial
eyes were focused

on just five key — highly JPapes

contentious — para-
graphs (65-69) of the Report.
These were written by Blairite
stooge Julia Drown, and
adopted on the votes of just
three of the Committee’s | |
members, with two voting
against, in the face of opposi-
tion from chair David
Hinchliffe.

Under cover of Parhamentary

privilege, these paragraphs
effectively hijack the Comm-
ittee’s name to mount an

extraordinary, personalised and

baseless challenge to the credi-
bility of detailed research by
one of the sternest academic
critics of PFl, Professor Allyson
Pollock.

The three Labour members
of the Committee who pro-
moted the paragraphs-declare
themselves “unimpressed” with
much of the research pre-
sented by Professor Pollock
and her University College
London’s Heaith Policy and

Health Services Research
Unit.
" e

But they present no
documented argument
to refute Prof Poliock’s
conclusions, which

have been presented
famsr—~"3. Over the past nine

years or so, not only

in detailed articles in aca-
demic journals but also in ver-
bal evidence and an extensive
4,000-word written submission
to the Committee itself.

To ensure that the political
significance of their attack on
Professor Pollock was made
clear, the three Labour mem-
bers explicitly argue that:

“We found the lack of sound

analysis from the HPHSRU
additionally worrying because it
has been the source of advice
for many groups including
unions and professional associa-
tions, all of whom have used
parts of the Unit’s work as a
justification for their antagonis-
tic attitudes towards the pri-
vate sector.” (para 68)

By attacking Allyson Pollock,
the clear intention is — without
presenting any coherent
alternative evidence or
argument — to under-

mine every rea-

soned criti- ( { r<
cism of PFl,

and every

organisation which
continues to uphold
those criticisms.

In part this clearly
stems from a sense of weak-
ness: while Allyson Pollock’s
research has won the support
of trade unions including UNI-
SON and the GMB as well as
the BMA, and has been pub-
lished subject to peer review in
academic journals, the govern-
ment has been unable to pro-
duce any comparable serious
response.

Not one article arguing the
case in favour of PFl as value
for money has been published

in any academic journal —
indeed the only substantial
study endorsing PFl was a bla-
tantly partisan piece by consul-
tants Arthur Andersen, at a
time when they were already
making large sums of money by
acting as advisors in PFI
schemes.

No substantial organisation
representing health workers
has endorsed PFI.

Despite the loud attempts
by a minority on the
Commlttee to frighten off
critics of PFl, the remain-
der of the report
underlines widespread
popular concerns with
the way in which the
government is
mcreasing the role of
the private sector within
the NHS.

Even the section dealing with
PF| repeatedly calls — in the
paragraphs preceding julia
Drown’s outrageous insertion —
for “rnore transparency, open-
ness and accountability”, calls
for more investigation by the
Department of Health and/or
the National Audit Office, and
questions key aspects of the
process by which PFl deals
have been claimed to represent
‘value for money’.

In addition the opening sec-
tion examining the use of pri-
vate hospitals to treat NHS
patients under the so-called
‘Concordat’ drawn up by Alan
Milburn repeatedly questions
whether such policies offer
value for money, or threaten to
undermine staffing levels in
NHS hospitals.

The Committee urges that
the Concordat should be seen
as no more than a temporary
measure to bridge a gap in
capacity until NHS provision
can be expanded — asks Trusts
to investigate whether they
would find it more cost effec-
tive to use their own pay beds
to treat NHS patients, rather
than buy in operations from
private hospitals.

Predictably these recommen-
dations have been brushed
aside contemptuously by minis-
ters: indeed Milburn has since
stuck up two fingers to the
Committee by insisting that the
Concordat is a permanent
arrangement, secure enough

for private hospitals to borrow

money and invest in extra
capacity.

The Report lends the
Committee’s support to the
highly controversial “Retention
of Employment Model” under

which
most
support staff in PFl hospitals
would remain in NHS employ-
ment, but workunder private
management (a deal since
rejected by UNISON’s health
conference and the GMB) .

But the Committee does not
ask the fundamental question:
what is supposed to be gained
from this planned privatisation
of management?

There is no evidence that thls
would do anything to improve
services or patient care, though

* the opportunity to manage sup-

port services offers extra ‘profit
streams’ for the PFl consortia.

Taken as a whole the Report
can be seen as signs of a tooth-
less Committee on which some
Labour members are desperate
to be seen to be toeing the line
of Labour ministers — in defi-
ance of the weight of evidence
before them.

The Report itself with the
hallmarks of yet another exer-
cise in control-freakery by min-
isters who know they cannot
win the argument. Itis a
missed chance to draw hard
conclusions from a large body
of hard facts. it will delight the
fat cats and dismay health
workers.




n a stark reminder of the long-term
choice for society — between a move for-
ward to socialism or a lurch backwards
into barbarism — Blairite Defence
Secretary Geoff Hoon has nailed his
colours firmly to the mast of barbarism.

Hoon’s repeated insistence that New
Labour — going far further than any previous
Labour or Tory government — would be pre-
pared to use nuclear weapons in a preemptive
nuclear strike, even on a country which does
not itself have nuclear weapons, will bring
warm smiles among George Bush’s warmon-
gering US cabinet, and a chill sense of fore-
boding to thinking people everywhere.

Hoon’s first warning that a new policy was
emerging on what appeared to be a largely
forgotten and almost academic question of
the use of weapons originally designed dur-
ing the Cold War to counter an alleged Soviet
nuclear “threat”, came back in March.

Questioned by the commons Defence
Committee, Hoon expressed fears that in four
“states of concern” (Iraq, Iran, Libya and
North Korea) the regime may not be deterred
from mounting a chemical or biological
weapons attack on Britain by the UK’s stock
of 185 nuclear missiles.

“In those kinds of states, the wishes and
needs and interests of citizens are clearly
much less regarded, and we cannot rule out
the possibility that such states would be will-
ing to sacrifice their own people to make such
a gesture.”

Hoon made it clear that in such circum-
stances Britain’s New Labour government
would be willing to sacrifice those innocent
lives on their behalf:

“They can be absolutely confident that in
the right conditions we would be willing to
use our nuclear weapons.”

oon’s promise to match and

exceed the disregard for human

life displayed by Saddam

Hussein followed obediently

after the announcement from
the State Department that the US will now
consider using nuclear strikes pre-emptively
against non-nuclear states which are claimed
to be contemplating the use of weapons of
mass destruction.

But just a few days after MPs heard the new
British policy, the shaky and unreliable basis
on which such attacks might be justified was
exposed. The alleged “biological and chemi-
cal weapons laboratory” which Downing
Street briefings claimed had been found in
Afghan caves, and which were used as the
pretext for the dispatch of 1,700 Royal
Marines, supposedly to fight al-Qaeda,
turned out to be a figment of ministers’ imag-
ination.

Even Washington denied any knowledge of
-such a laboratory, and soon afterwards British
intelligence, the Ministry of Defence and the
Foreign Office were denying it too.

But by then the decision had been made to
dispatch the troops - who have since
returned having fired not a single shot in
anger, after seeing neither hid not hair of a
Taliban or al-Qaeda fighter in their tour of
Afghan mountain scenery.

owever if ministers had decided
to respond to this alleged
“threat” by dispatching not
troops 'but nuclear missiles,
countless innocent lives could
have been lost, and untold damage done to
the planet for generations to come.
Hoon, however, is unrepetentant and
utterly committed to the new policy of threat-
ening nuclear destruction.

Asked in the Commons.on April 29 if the:

government had abandoned the long-stand-
ing policy of successive governments that
nuclear weapons should be regarded a:
“weapons of last resort”, Hoon stressed that
while the form of words remained, the policy
had indeed changed:

Andrew Wiard

. column inches for journalists bored
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Mad b nber: Geoff Hoon

“For that to be a deterrent, a British
Government must be able to express their
view that, ultimately, and in conditions of
extreme self defence, nuclear weapons would
have to be used.”

So what, asked Diane Abbott, was “extreme
self defence”? Hoon’s reply again restated the
willingness to push the nuclear button:

“T accept that there are those — some of
whom may well be sitting on the Labour
Benches — who do not believe in the use of

nuclear weapons in any circumstances, but -

this is not the position of the Government or
of the Labour Party.

“It is therefore important to point out that
the Government have nuclear weapons avail-
able to them and that — in certain specified
conditions to which I have referred — we
would be prepared to use them.”

Given yet another chance by Tony Lloyd in
the Commons on June 17 to make clear that
he was not talking about a preemptive strike,
Hoon again refused to do so:

“T have made it clear before how important
it is to recognise that they would be used only
in what are described as extreme conditions
of self defence. I want to emphasise that it
does not help the deterrent effect of nuclear
weapons to spell out precisely what those cir-
cumstances might be.”

Worse, Hoon went on to claim that “nuclear
weapons would be used proportionately and
consistently with our obligations in interna-

- be carried out “proportionately” is of

.doubt: under the UN Charter, both

tional law.” )
Exactly how Hoon imagines that the
mass slaughter of a nuclear strike can

course not explained.
The legality of the threat is also in

pre-emptive action and even retalia-
tory action to isolated attacks are ille-
gal. The nuclear non-proliferation
treaty also hinges on the joint pledge
made in 1978 by the US, Britain and
the Soviet Union never to use nuclear ™
weapons against non-nuclear states.

But George Bush is into tearing up
treaties that stand in the way of the
new, fearsome US war-drive that has
followed on the September 11 events.
The ABM treaty has been scrapped to
make war for the “star wars” project, which
in turn would (if successful) enable the US
with impunity to threaten any other country
with nuclear annihilation.

shington has openly threat-

ened war and possible nuclear

attacks on a growing list of

supposedly rogue states in is

“axis of evil”, while US

nuclear scientists are hard at work on a new

generation of smaller “tactical” nuclear

weapons for more casual use against “hard-

ened” targets like Afghan caves or Saddam’s
bunkers.

Trailing behind the US offensive comes
Tony Blaif’s fawning team of lap-dogs, eager
for an invitation to be part of any military
action.

Some of today’s Labour ministers have in
recent memory been members of CND: some
like foreign office minister Peter Hain, still
are. As they allow themselves to be pulled by
Hoon and Blair into an indefensible policy,
can they all have forgotten the gruesome facts
about nuclear weapons that every CND
activist used to know? :

Can they be unaware that even a one mega-
ton blast would vaporise every living being
for a six mile radius? That the light from the
blast would blind people and animals for ten
miles around? The huge firestorm that will
follow the explosion, the radiation burns and
subsequent sickness that will spread and kill
tens of thousands under the fallout zone, car-
ried by the wind for hundreds of square miles
around the explosion? The electro-magnetic
pulse that will wipe out electric power sup-

Tories gain as more see Blair's party as untrustwo

plies, equipment

tions infrastructure over am even wider
radius?

To use nuclear weapons is to unleash geno-
cide — and wreak indescribably environmen-
tal damage for generations to come.

nuclear strike can never be a “pro-
portionate” response to anything.
There can be no justification for
using such weapons either pre-
emptively or as a retaliation.

How does Hoon imagine British and other
ministers can hope to convince the govern-
ments of India and Pakistan to set aside the
threat to use these instruments of barbarism
while the leading western powers are openly
threatening the same themselves?

Socialists can’t sit idly by in the vague hope
that good sense will prevail, or that hitherto
spineless Blairite ministers will return to
their CND past and challenge this latest
switch of policy.

Labour Party members need to fight this
hijacking of the Party to embrace a crazy,
irresponsible policy that nobody has ever
been asked to vote for.

We need to raise now, within the trade
unions, wider and in anti-war campaign
work, the demand that ministers renounce
any threat to use nuclear weapons.

Far from stoking the fires of the US war
drive; the international labour movement
should be seeking to build links with US
workers to oppose the star wars programme,
nuclear weapons research and Bush’s massive
military build-up.

Hoon’s line shows that if this fight is not
stepped up, New Labour really could unleash
unspeakable horrors on the world.

rthy

Dangers in Labour’s decline

After winning a landslide win on the
Labour Party’s lowest ever share of
the vote in last year’s general elec-
tion, Tony Blair’s team has been
plunging in the popularity stakes
faster than England’s World Cup
song.

The belated ditching of the shifty
and terminally useless Transport
Secretary Stephen Byers has not
been enough to salvage the dwin-
dling credibility of a government
that promised to change so much,
but has wound up so similar to the
Tories they replaced.

Sleaze has continued to dog New
Labour, and the continuing debate
over the links between the self-
styled squeaky clean, bible-bashing
Blair and the donations from Daily
Express owner and porn baron
Richard Desmond has filled many

with Alistair Campbell’s ineffective
spin, and hungry for news.
Even Blair’s efforts to bask in the

Drumming up another donation?
reflected glory of the Royal Jubilee
were soured by the long-running
row over the apparent botched
attempts of his office to muscle in
on the Queen Mother’s funeral.

Now, as the England football

team packed their bags and headed
for the airport, an opinion poll just
after their defeat by Brazil has
shown Labour support just 3%
ahead of lain Duncan Smith’s
anonymous bunch of faceless Tories
—and the horrible thought arises
that maybe British politics are not
so different from those on the con-
tinent of Europe, where failed
social democratic governments
have been ousted one after another
by right wing opponents.

Even before the inflated dreams
of football success were so rudely
punctured by the skills of a clearly
superior team it was obvious that
Labour’s star wa: on the wane.

Early in June, just after Byers
finally fell on his sword, an ICM poll
for Radio 4’s Today programme
showed 54% of respondents had
less trust in the government than a
year ago: more people thought
Labour rather than the Tories was
the least trustworthy party.

81% said Labour had failed to
meet expectations on transport
policy, 65% on health and 51% on
education.

Perhaps even more worrying for
Blair as he cuddles ever closer to
his new pal George W. in the USA,
opinion polls also now show a clear
majority opposed to any military
attack on Iraq.

New Labour’s policies are unrav-
elling, and the opposition to them in
the unions is continuing to gain
strength, with the prospect of
more strikes to come from public
sector unions.

But the lesson from Europe must
be learned by the left, too: it is not
enough to see social democracy
discredited — a credible socialist
alternative must be built, or the
only beneficiaries from Labour’s
decline would be the far rightd, and
IDS’s hopeless, reactionary shower
of Tories, seeking to outdo Blair
from the right.



Trade unio

PCS: Blairite union

baron threatens
union democracy!

Paul McGowan
The attempt by  former
General Secretary of the PCS
Barry Reamsbottom and his
Moderate grouping te pre-
vent Mark' Serwotka, his
socialist SUCCESSOT, from tak-
ing office is a serious attack
on the democratic rights of
all trade unionists.

‘The actions of Blairite
Reamsbottom  and
cronies has led to a situation
where the courts will decide
who is General Secretary of
the Union not PCS mem-
bers.

In October 2000 Mark
Serwotka was elected PCS
General Secretary with
42,000 votes in a postal bal-
lot. However due to an agree-
ment between Reamsbottom
and the Union, Serwotka was
only to take over all the
General Secretaries duties
after May 31 2002, when
Reamsbottom should have
retired.

Unfortunately
Reamsbottom refused to go
quietly, claiming he had a
legal opinion stating
Serwotka’s election was ille-
gal and he should retain his
position until 2004. His sup-
porters on the National
Executive Committee claim
to have removed Serwotka

his

and reimposed Reamsbottom
at a meeting at the end of

May. »

- The President of the

Union, Janice Godrich, ruled
this meeting was unconstitu-
tional ‘as notice of it was not
properly served. In order to
defend the democracy of the
Union,  Godrich and
Serwotka have taken these
issues to court. ,

"So far the court has ruled
that Serwotka should remain
as General Secretary elect
until a full hearing in July
and that beth sides should
have their court costs paid by
the Union.

Mark Serwotka is viewed
by the press as one of a ‘dan-
gerous’ breed of new union
leaders, perceived as willing
to take on the government
and represent their mem-
bers’ interests.

So far Serwotka’s leader-

ship has been instrumental
in leading to a growing mem-
bership and growing mili-
tancy in the union. He is
openly a supporter of the
Socialist Alliance.

" According to The Sun,
Tony Blair was ‘delighted’
with Reamsbottom’s coup.
Blair needs right wing union
leaders to quell growing dis-
content over his Thatcherite

policies.

Unfortunately for New
Labour their attempts to
interfere in the internal poli-
tics of the unions do not
seem to be paying dividends

at present. A Blairite candi-

date recently lost the election
for Deputy General Secretary
in the Transport and General
Workers Union.

Meanwhile New Labour’s
favourite union General
Secretary, Ken Jackson is fac-
ing a tough fight to retain
control of amicus, the engi-
neering and white collar
union.

Support for'Serwotka has
come from many of the leftist
union leaders. Bob Crow of
the RMT and Billy Hayes of
the CWU have both backed
him: they recognise the
Blairites in the PCS cannot
be allowed to get away with
thwarting the democratic
wishes of members.

The key to the struggle in
the PCS is the mobilisation
of grassroots members of the
union in Serwotka’s support.
So far the signs are good.
Serwotka  reached out
beyond the traditional con-
stituency of the left in his
election campaign, and has
remained popular ever since.

Left Unity (the main left

grouping in PCS) despite
their failure to galvanise sup-
port for Mark in his election
bid, have now taken him to
their heart and are mounting
a vigorous campaign in his
defence. Even Hugh
Lanning, his defeated oppo-
nent for General Secretary is
backing him.

The attack on Serwotka is a
symptom of the weaknesses
of Left Unity. Reamsbottom
was encouraged to take
action by the victory of his

Moderates allies in elections

to the National Executive
Committee, on a very low
turnout.

Left Unity’s dismal NEC
results should partly be
blamed on their poor run-
ning of the Jobcentreplus
screens campaign through
their control of the Benefits
Agency  (BA) and
Employment Service (ES)
Executives.

Left Unity’s defence of

Serwotka seems more spir-

ited than their defence of
members’ terms and condi-
tions. Many of their own
leaders’ jobs are on the line if
Reamsbottom can get rid of
Serwotka.

These leaders have often
seemed more concerned in
the past with protecting their

Fighting for the job he already won: Mark Serwotka

positions as left bureaucrats
rather than representing
members willing to fight.
Even with a victory for
Serwotka in the courts, the
Moderate majority on the
NEC will remain. The
Moderates are rattled by the
level of support Serwotka has
amongst ordinary members.
However they will only
become less of a thorn in the
side of the Union, if the left
can inspire the membership.
The left must ensure mem-
bers are mobilised around
the big issues of the day, as
well as the Serwotka dispute.
In the Department of
Works and Pensions(DWP),
management are attempting
to shut a third of old BA and
ES offices and introduce out-
rageous sickness and disci-
plinary policies.
Despite what is happening

elsewhere, the Left Unity
DWP Executive must start to
lead a fight against such
plans.

Members voted for
Serwotka as they could see he
had a record second to none
of struggle on their behalf.
Left Unity must demonstrate
it can lead a fightback
against management, and is
not a vehicle for Left bureau-
crats to gain positions. Only
then can it start to make real
progress in the PCS.

Hopefully Reamsbottom
and the Moderates are court-
ing disaster. Mark Serwotka
and PCS members deserve
our support in their fight for
a democratic Union. Trade
Unionists can exert pressure
on their leaders to isolate
Reamsbottom. His breed has
no place in the labour move-
ment.

MSF left squeezed
since AEEU merger

Terry Conway

The first conference of ami-
cus-MSF section brought
only lean pickings for the
left.

While this partly reflects a
real relationship of forces on
the ground, it is also a prod-
uct of the fact that Unity

- Left, now the only left group-
ing in the union, was seri- -
ously divided over the
merger terms which created
the new union from MSF
and the AEEU.

This conference not only
didn’t see its recovery, but
its further weakening with
the defeat of the left candi-
date for Vice President.

Unlike the last few confer-
ences of MSF prior to the
merger with the AEEU, there
was not one debate that
dominated the week.
However, it is fair to say that
while the platform did not
get its way on every issue, it

was hot overturned of &hy

—'demsrve question.
-, e biggestsyc
16ftwas if getting ah emqr
gency resolution on.asylum, -
passed, committing the
union to support for the
week of action. In opposing
the motion, the NEC hypo-

e

Gordon Brown at MSF

critically claimed that though
they supported the “spirit” of
the motion, they called for it
to be remitted or rejected
because there was not time
to carry it out. They added
insult to injury they sug-
gested that to show their
“goodwill” they would make
a donation of £100 - but not
to the organisations calling
the week of action but to the
Joint Council for the Welfare
of immigrants.-Despite this -

. oonfererice overwhelmingly
W,go swppgrt the
S atih;

was lmportﬁm and while
“the number 8¢ MSE banners

on the June 22 march was
pleasantly high, there was
no sign of the national ban-

' "'the delzgge ift the union as & 3+ “af ehmm@.
' Béretary Roger Lyons

ner or of any information to
branches or members that
the resolution was passed.

On privatisation, delegates
were angty that last year’'s
MSF conference policy
opposing PPP in the NHS
had not been implemented
and gave the Executive a
hard tine. Conference com-
mitted the section to oppos-
ing PFl, PPP or any new pri-
vatisations in the health
service Unfortunately it also
decided that not to cam-
paign to take privatised
industries back into public
ownership.

On Europe, the union
agreed to instigate a wide-
ranging debate on the Euro:
and what position we should -
take in the forthcoming ref-
erendum. The President-
elect made many delegates
furious by refusing to take
any speakers other than the
mover in support of an
amendment opposing entry:

. to the Egfo. Branches that. . ¢, ,
o the E | P "-
e i 0 opaa@mio e Euro wﬂﬁmw mmm ”»
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whole is réthér more bal-

anced and wide ranging than

the one at conference.
Chancellor Gordon Brown

addressed conference, giv-
ing a speech full of left-
sounding rhetoric in which
he emphasised his working
class roots, and taltked pas-
sionately about how his poli-
cies at home and debt relief
abroad were supposedly tak-
ing many people out of
poverty.

Though he received a
warmer and more lengthy
standing ovation than any
government minister has
done for a number of years,
by mid-afternoon the gjoss
had begun to wear thin.
Many delegates could not
connect his picture of the
world with the one in which
they lived and worked.

It seems perhaps as if
Gordon Brown has become
Prescott’s replacement in
attempting to keep some
connection with Labour’s

traditional working class

bage.
On pensions, the union

launched a campaign to
defend occupational pension
schemes, including possible

_ strike action. The union’s

press office made sure this
was in the hands of the
press before the speech was

even made, but miraculously

weren't able to deliver a
press release on asylum 5
working days after the
motion was passed.
Probably the low point of

conference was the eventual -

failure to exert any degree of
accountability at all over
Margaret Wall, MSF's repre-
sentative on the Labour
Party NEC. Wall was instru-
mental in preventing a vote
on a left motion (moved by
Mark Seddon and Mary
Tumer of the GMB) being
voted on at the March NEC.

Wall, who is chair of the
NEC, manoeuvred at the
March meeting to ensure
the motion, which opposed
any further privatisations,
was referred to the policy

~committee — from which it
may never return.

This was first raised by a
delegate in the PFI discus-
sion when Margaret Wall
was not on the platform and
Roger Lyons responded
twice, making sycophantic
cofnments about what a
wonderful job Margaret was
doing. He told delegates
how important it was she sat
on so many committees —
but refused to say anything
about the particular issue

that had been msed
. 1 dte

no political content but only
listed the committees on
- which Margaret Wall sits.

Again Lyons took the micro-
phone to lecture conference
about how Margaret Wall did
could not be accountable to
us, because she was repre-
senting the whole trade
union movement. He failed
of course to point out that
both the GMB and RMT sup-
ported the motion in ques-
tion.

Although the reference
back clearly received more
than a simple majority of
delegates the President
ruled that it did not have the
two-thirds majority needed
for a reference back. This
was one of many occasions
during the week when the
supposedly left outgoing
President supported the top
table rather than the
activists.

In many ways conference
was a surreal event,
because policy that was
passed will anyway go to the
new joint Executive and so is |
even less likely to be imple-
mented than before the
merger.

It is true that the left in
MSF needs to strain every
muscle to ensure the victory
of Derek Simpson over Sir
Ken Jackson. But there also
needs to be a major discus-
sion about developing a left
that does not:see internal
elections as their main

~ focus. -

We need to build a real

.- base ampogst those menis
- “erd Whijvant to ﬁzfltrlniﬁ\;e«;;‘\ﬁ
Warkpigbérand against the "

ba&ershp which under--
mines that struggle time and
again.
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One year on:
500 rally
behind Friction
Dynamics

strikers

Jack Johnson

Over 500 demonstrators, most
of them TGWU members,
assembled in Caernarfon’s
municipal car park on June 8,
before marching through the
town in support of the sacked
strikers at Friction Dynamics.

Delegations had come from
England and Scotland as well as
all over Wales, and the march
was applauded by local people
who lined the route to the
centre of the town.

A rally there was addressed
by Labour and Plaid Cymru
MPs, each of whom promised
to support the campaign by the
TGWU for a change in the law,
which currently allows strikers
to be sacked after eight weeks
in dispute.

The main speaker at the rally
was TGWU General Secretary
Bill Morris, and the best-
received part of his speech was
when he attacked the lack of
support from the Blair govern-
ment.

“It cannot be right for people
to be sacked for defending
their conditions. How can it be
right for our Labour govern-
ment to stand idly by for 12
months, and do nothing?” he
asked.

“We elected a Labour gov-
ernment to protect British
workers, not to let employers
attack them.”

Morris wound up by warning
Friction Dynamics boss Craig
“Smith “We ain’t going away,”

Y

&4
and telling the Labour govern- -
ment to “lose the chains of the
CBI”. ’

The best received speaker
was strike committee leader
Gerald Payne. He insisted that
even after a.year out the strik-
ers were not going to give up.
But he pointéd out that even if

the legislation was changed to ~ -

prevent strikers being sacked,
it might mean that employers
would lose tribunal cases — but
tribunals cannot force rein-
statement.

Though the march and rally
were very militant, those pre-
sent weren't asked to do any
more than continue their sup-
port. No future plans were
announced for more demon-
strations — and there was cer-
tainly no mention of trying to
get boycotts of the products
being produced by scab labour
at Friction Dynamics.

The only future event men-
tioned was the tribunals on
October 7.

So it is up to the left in the
unions to sustain this fight.
Cash must be raised for the
strikers, and visits should be
made to the picket line (though
this is difficult from many
areas).

But above all there must be a
discussion within the TGWU
on how to get a boycott that
can hurt the employer and
force a victory.

Il For details go to www/fric-
tiondynamics.co.uk

Socialist
1I0Outloolic

Caernarfon: some of the 500 demonstrators who have ;ctayed loyal to the Friction Dynamics strikers

Tougher line demanded on privatisation

Left turns up heat
on UNISON chiefs

Fred Leplat,
Islington UNISON
(in a personal
capaci
Every day of UNISON’s
national conference in
Bournemouth, June 17-21,
was not surprisingly domi-
nated by the question of pri-
vatisation. Every area of local
government and the health
service is being “reformed”
along private sector lines.
However, during the 30

Firefighters seek £30k basiC:v

AN estimated 12,000 firefighters from
across the country turned out on June 11 to
show their support for an FBU rally in
London to press home their pay demands.
The FBU has been demanding an increase
in the basic wage from the current £21,500
to £30,000, and General Secretary Andy
Gilchrist drew massive applause when he
warned the employers that the union had a
strong mandate to take industrial action if
no progress is made in negotiations. He has
already told the FBU conference delegates
that neither the November 2002 deadline
nor the figure fixed in the claim is neotiable.
The FBU has for years seen pay pegged
against the top quartile of male manual
earnings, in accordance with a deal secured
after ten weeks of national strike action

basic rate.

against the Labour government in 1977-78.
Now theyare seeking improvements to the
formula along with a major increase in the

The militancy on pay has not been
matched by political developments inside
the FBU, which this year saw a bitter con-
ference argument over the democratisation
of the union’s political fund.

Following a hard-line intervention by
Gilchrist, who argued that democratisation
was equivalent to disaffiliating from the
Labour Party, delegates voted for a leader-
ship proposal which effectively overturned
Igst year’s policy of preparing the rule
changes necessary to democratise the fund.

Events will show how his loyalty to New
Labour is rewarded by Blair’s team.

minutes of the speech by the
Northern Ireland minister
John Reid the P-word was
not mentioned at all.

The conference of local
government branches, held
for 2 days before the main
conference, agreed to a cam-
paign of nationally co-ordi-
nated action against privati-
sation including a one-day
stoppage and a demo.

The effects of privatisation,
in particular the “two-tier”
workforce and low pay was at
the heart of these two-days.

Delegates rejected a
voluntary code of
practice negotiated
by UNISON with
the government.
Under this code, pri-
vate employers are
supposed to offer
new employees in
privatised services
terms and conditions
which are “broadly
comparable” to those
of transferred staff. .
Delegates recognised
that this voluntary
code was not even
worth the paper it
was written on.

Conference heard of the
tremendous victory of ten-
ants in Birmingham and
Southwark voting against
the stock transfer ‘of their
homes. UNISON is now
committed to affiliate to
Defend Council Housing
and to oppose Arms Length
Management Organisations
running housing.

Tracy Twist of Birmingham
UNISON told delegates “We
won a tremendous victory by
uniting tenants and the
council workforce. The
national Defend Council
Housing played a key role”.

Low pay in local govern-
ment is being challenged by
regional and national indus-
trial action. Over 250,000
earn less than £5 an hour.
UNISON local government
members in London have
already taken 3 days strike
action for a £4000 London
Weighting claim.

July strike

A further day’s action may

~ take place on the 17th July

with the GMB and TGWU.
This day would coincide
with a one-day national
strike of UNISON over a
national claim of £1,750 or
6% whichever is the greater.
The continuing privatisa-
tion programme of the gov-
ernment has hardened dele-
gates’ view that the union’s
funds should not be handed
over so liberally to New
Labour. Nearly £2million

was donated to New Labour
over and above the basic
affiliation.

Last year delegates agreed
to have a review of the
union’s two political and had
instructed the NEC to bring
a report to this year’s confer-
ence. Instead the NEC has
just started the consultation.

Delegates therefore passed
overwhelmingly a motion
censoring the NEC for the
slow pace of the review of the
political funds. Desperate
attempts by the NEC to save
its skin from a hiding failed
as it described the motion as
a “Trojan horse” for disaffili-
ation from the labour Party.

The mood of the member-
ship and of delegates at con-
ference is more critical of
New Labour and UNISON’s
NEC for its lack of action
against the attacks on ser-
vices and members. This has
been translated into an

increase of the strength of
the left on the NEC.

So concerned is the major-
ity of the NEC about this
development that it
attempted to introduce a rule
change preventing NEC
members speaking in confer-
ence against the NEC.
Delegates, who clearly saw
this as an attempt to gag the
left, also rejected this.

United Left

The strength of the left at
conference was reflected by
the United Left holding a
300-strong fringe meet-
ing and selling nearly
500 copies of its bulletin.

Racism and the attacks
on asylum seekers by the
government was also an
important feature of the
conference. In the
debate, delegates repeat-
edly condemned David
Blunkett, Home
Secretary and UNISON
sponsored MP for his

reference to asylum
1. seekers “swamping”
4 sphools and GP prac-
tices.

UNISON is now com-
mitted to support asylum
seekers’ right to work,
against their forced dispersal
and for the closure of deten-
tion centres.

Delegates recognised that
New, Labour is laying the
seeds of racism through
many of it policies which
have increased poverty.
Conference therefore agreed
to campaign against the BNP
and to call with the TUC a
demonstration in
Manchester against racism.

On international issues, the
conference also unanimously
agreed to support the
Palestinian people and work
with the Palestine Solidarity
Campaign, to oppose any
attacks on Iraq and to affili-
ate to the Stop the War
Coalition, and to continue
oppose neo-liberal globalisa-
tion and support the
European Social Forum this
November in Florence.
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Gordon Morgan
n June 22 the
SSP held a spe-
cial one-day con-
ference which
discussed wide
‘ranging changes to the SSP
constitution designed to
bring the party structures
into line with the expanded
membership.

The constitution being
reviewed was, with only
minor amendments, that
adopted when the Scottish
Socialist  Alliance  was
formed. At that time the
National Council was small
enough and met frequently
enough to take all decisions.
Most members were in the
central belt of Scotland, so
there was reasonable repre-
sentation and any member
could attend the national
council. Each branch had
one member on the National
Council. .

Over the years an ad hoc
executive committee grew up
consisting of National
Officers and full time staff,
the number of branches grew
and regional councils started
to meet. The National
Council met less frequently
due to its size and the cen-

trality of the Executive
increased.
The democracy of the

Executive began to be ques-
tioneed, given that the ISM
platform had around 12 of
the 16 members, and that
there were few lay members
involved and no direct elec-
tions
At the National Conference
in 2001, a working party was
set up to review the constitu-
tion. The February 2002 con-
ference took some steps
regarding internal democ-
racy, but also called a special
conference to review the con-
stitution. The draft constitu-
tion was issued to branches
for consideration and
amendment in early May.

Implemented
changes.

SSP membership communi-
cations have significantly
improved in recent months.
Two monitored SSP mem-
bers-only email groups exist;
a National Council mail
group in which Executive
papers and minutes are cir-
culated, and an SSP debates
mail group. Each branch
should receive information
through the former, and pro-
posed  resolutions and
amendments rapidly get to
all members. The latter has
carried discussion on for
example the Euro debate.
Two national members’
mailings have been pro-
duced, mainly dealing with
the special conference. The

plan is to produce 10 mail-
ings to all members a year.
The latest, as well as dealing
with. the conference, invites
members to join newly
formed working groups to
prepare the 2003 Manifesto
and reports on progress on
the School Meals Bill;
mobilising for the European
Social Forum.

It carries the timetable for
selection for the Scottish par-
liament, reports from regions
and on Youth work and a
member’s diary.

Regional committees are
now functioning in all 8
regions and act as the main
forum for branch reports and
setting local campaigning
priorities.

As aresult of aresponse to a
dues appeal, more party
organisers have been
appointed and the national
office has expanded to a sec-
ond office suite.

Special
Conference

he Special
Conference was
always going to be
sparsely attended.
Only the Euro
and the constitution were
being discussed, the World
Cup was on, and it was a
sunny Saturday. In the event
around 200 delegates (1/3 of
those eligible) attended.

The morning was devoted
to the Euro debate (see over),
and as the temperature in the
room rose and constitutional

Debating the fine print of the reforms: National Secretary Allan Green (le) and Alan Mobes

discussions started at 2pm
numbers dwindled.

The report from the work-
ing group comprised a com-
plete redraft of the constitu-
tion. The “Aims and
Principles” are broadly
unchanged with five broad
aims: socialist transforma-
tion of society; campaigning
and solidarity; opposing dis-
crimination; an independent
socialist Scotland; interna-
tional solidarity. '

The main change proposed
was a redefinition of the role
of the National Council,

Executive Committee and
Regional Councils.

The National Council was
to be responsible for imple-
menting  party  policy
between conferences; and
monitoring the work of the
Executive, standing commit-
tees and working parties. It
would comprise at least 2
delegates per branch — 1 per
20 members, plus the execu-
tive committee, regional
organisers and platform rep-
resentatives. This would give
it around 180 members in
current circumstances and
will in effect act as a mini
conference, meeting every 2
months.

The monthly Executive
Committee will provide
political and strategic leader-
ship and be responsible for
day to day running of the
party. The proposal was for
an executive of 5 national
officers plus 14 members (7
men, 7 women) directly
elected by national confer-

SSP democtie

its party structures

ence plus a top up of 1 from
any region not otherwise rep-
resented. Regional organis-
ers and other officials would
not be members by right but
could attend as observers.

he proposed con-

stitution defined

branches as the

building blocks of

the party, based
on geographical, normally
electoral areas. Rules for
branch AGMs and officials
were detailed.

Regional Councils were
defined for the first time
having the role of co-ordi-
nating and prioritising cam-
paigning based on national
priorities. Regional Councils
will consist of 2 delegates
from each branch, regional
affiliates, and network repre-
sentatives and will meet
monthly.

Office bearers, organisers
and spokespersons have their
roles defined for the first
time as are do Conference
Arrangements Committee
and other Standing
Committees which will gen-
erally be elected by National
Conference. Other groupings
such as Networks, Youth and
Student Groups and Trade
Union groups are also
included in the constitution.

The right to organise plat-
forms or tendencies ic guar-
anteed: “members have the
right to organise in
Platforms or Tendencies”.
“Platforms/Tendencies have
a right to be heard, to organ-

““platforms/tendencies

ise meetings, to produce lit-
erature, to distribute materi-
als at SSP meetings”, and

are
not expected, however, to
organise public campaigns
against the overall aims or

policy of the party.”
The constitution aims for
gender equality on all

national bodies and specifies
voting  mechanisms to
achieve this.

For the first time the con-
stitution makes elected bod-
ies accountable to the mem-
bership and elected officers
recallable. Rules for elect-
ing/selecting members
standing in elections are also
set out including a require-
ment for gender equality.

Amendments

There were 3 main sets of
amendments to the propos-
als.

Proposals to ensure all
member regional meetings
were held regularly were felt
over prescriptive. A proposal
to elect Regional Officers for
4 year terms was defeated as
it would change the relation-
ship of regional full timers
from volunteers to paid offi-
cials.

A proposal to cut the size of
the National Council and
remove officers from it
seemed odd until the discus-
sions began on the amend-
ments relating to the
Executive.

It became clear that there.

was a concerted attempt by.
most Regional Organisers to

SSP to campaign against the Euro

The SSP special conference
overwhelmingly voted to cam-
paign for a “No” vote in the
referendum on the Euro.

The February conference had
deferred discussion on this
issue to the special conference.
10 branches put forward a
“No” motion while there were
2 alternative motions advocat-
ing an active Boycott position.

In the lead up to the confer-

. ence there had been a lively
discussion on email group and
debates in at least |5 branches.
Many valuable clarifications
were made through this pro-

cess and both sides accepted
that the others shared a com-
mon analysis of the EU and
globalisation.

In moving the “No” motion |
outlined our analysis of the cap-
italist EU and contrasted it with
the type of Europe we want. |
emphasised the need to cam-
paign with other workers
groups opposed to a bosses’
Europe; with anti capitalist
groups like Globalise
Resistance; and-with Socialist
parties across the EU and out-
side.

| noted it was inconceivable

_ we would vote Yes, however,

this position was not being
advocated.

We essentially had a tactical
difference with the comrades
arguing for a boycott.

They seriously underestimate
the qualitative shift of power
from workers to capitalists the
Euro is attempting to achieve
and minimised the impact the
SSP could have through a “No”
campaign not based on defence
of the pound..

After a very interesting and
fraternal discussion lasting 90
minutes, over 80% of confer-

ence backed the Vote “No”
motion - only 27 delegates
voted against.

The SSP has now committed
itself to produce a pamphlet on
the EU and promoting a tour of
European workers organiza-
tions.

We will not share a platform
with pro bosses “save the
pound” campaigns, however,
we will work with other social-
ist and labour movement
organisations in Britain and in
Europe to achieve a successful
“No” vote in the referendum.

retain their right to auto-
matic membership of the
Executive. The proposed
changes to the National
Council flowed from an
assumption that this would
continue to be the case. In
effect the National Council
would have been prevented
from effective scrutiny of the
Executive.

This amendment to the
National Council proposals
was defeated 65 to 70 on a
card vote. The changes to the
National council will come
into effect from the August.

Amendments to the pro-
posals on- the Executive
focused on electing the
Executive from the Regional
Councils, with the regional
organiser automatically
elected. These proposals
were backed by all but one
regional organiser.

In opposing them, both
Allan Green, the National
Secretary and  Frances
Curran the ISM organiser,
made clear the need to break
the perceived hold of the
ISM over the party appara-
tus, for political pluralism.

he proposals
would have
allowed the ISM
to continue to
dominate the
Executive. Alan McCoombes
and I argued against region-
alism and for the Party
Conference to decide the
National Leadership.

This debate raged for over
an hour and ended in a series
of card votes. On a show of
hands most votes appeared
passed, but were all narrowly
defeated afier a count, the
final vote 64 to 67. All other
amendments to the new con-
stitution that was then

endorsed were remitted to

next year’s conference. Most
of these were minor.

Political Effect

This conference was a
strike against the potential
for bureaucratism. Regional
organisers have played, and
continue to play a key role in
building the party, have been
prevented from translating
this into political control.
Conference will decide the
leadership.

Representation of political
currents and tendencies and
lay members on the leader-
ship is guaranteed by the
STV vote system. All regions
will be represented; gender
equality is built in.

Regional organisers will
remain on the Executive till
the February conference
where most of them will be
re-elected. There is no doubt
that individually they play
an invaluable role.

The ISM was once again
divided over constitutional
proposals, as it was at
National Conference over
women’s  selection  in
winnable seats. Alan
McCoombes and Frances
Curran strongly backed the
proposals but were opposed

. by 5 ISM regional organisers.

The SWE who had at peak 37
delegates, effectively ensured
the constitutional proposals
were passed.

The neéw constitution is
designed to facilitate party
growth both in numbers and
influence over the next 5
years. The working group,
which ‘comprised people
from all the main platforms
and none are to be congratu-
lated on a job well done.






