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Shock findings of new probe

A NEW probe has revealed
clear evidence of life on
what had been thought to
be a barren and desolate

landscape.

Many had argued that the
poisonous atmosphere
would make it impossible for
even the most basic molecu-
lar life-forms to survive on
the surface or in the deeper
structures of what used to be
known as the “red party”.

Especially after the cata-
strophic eruptions of the last
few years — which swept
away many of the old land-
marks and sheltering spaces
— and the massive land-
slides, culminating on May
1, most observers had given
up hope ot finding any
signs of life or activity.

But they were wrong.

Despite the efforts of the
Millbank Mafia to tighten
their centralising grip on the
Labour Party and crush any
form of dissent as they cut
the remaining links with the
trade unions and the work-
ing class and float off as a
US-style Democratic Party,
stubborn activists are refus-
ing to concede defeat.

The first signs of rebellion
have come from the trade
unions, where a succession
of conferences and policy-
making committees during
the summer have been vot-
ing with surprising strength
to reject the controversial
“Party into Power” docu-
ment, through which Tony
Blair's team seeks to neutral-
ise the party’s rank and file
and quash the remaining
powers of Labour conference.

But a much greater surprise to
the Millbankers must have been the
massive revolt against “Party into
Power” by the section of the Party
which Blair's New Labour offensive
seemed to have totally invaded and
subdued - the Constituency parties,
which have given the scheme a
massive thumbs down, and re-
flected this in resolutions to this
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year’s conference.

There are even promising signs
from the Parliamentary Labour
Party, where an increasing number
of MPs — from a range of different
standpoints — are beginning to defy
the threats and pressure of the
whips, and to speak out independ-
ently against government policy on
issues including the ‘Welfare to
Work’ proposals, the Maastricht

refuses to repeal. Pub-
lic sector union UNI-
SON has reaffirmed its
opposition to the pri-
vate tinancing of hospi-
tals, even as Labour
unveils its first list of
NHS schemes to re-
ceive private funding.

There will be fresh
opportunities for the
emerging resistance to
focus on key policies.
The TUC will have to
decide whether to learn
from the BA fight and
press on for the scrap-
ping of the Tory anti-
union laws. Labour
Conterence can link up
the various sections of
activists opposed to
Blair’s project to neuter
the party.

By the winter, as
NHS cuts begin to hit
the headlines, councils
start to draw up cuts in
services for next year,

§ ol b e ff-*‘ and more teachers face
5 ¢ H # ; re'd undancy, the early
£.480..8 * et hints of life can flourish
, & | info a genuine tight for
| % | alternative, left wing
£ and socialist policies.
g That’s why Millbank
- B | s so keen to stamp out
- - Y all signs of dissent.
o %  The freakish ‘hone-
g o ' ymoon’ period, with
S B T " Blairand Labour riding
. = B & come to an end as the
. i reality of Gordon
ar i Brown's tight-fisted
§.. 4| budget comes home to

Fighting for a genuine People’s Europe: Alan Simpson MP with the Hands up far the po wers of Labour
Euro marches in Amsterdam Jast month

| Treaty and support for

strikes. Ken Livingstone has even
attacked Gordon Brown’s Budget.

The unions, too, are showing the
first signs of digging in to defend
policies which run counter to Blair’s
policies. As we go to press thou-
sands of BA staff are headed for a
showdown with a scab-herding,
union-busting management that is
relying on the Tory laws which Blair

haunt those who work
in or depend upon
public services.

And that's why the left — in the
unions and in the Labour Party —
must rally to defend the rights of .
those brave enough to take a
stand, and prepare the policies and
campaigns that meet the needs
and demands of working people.

* Budget comment, page 3
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Friend of Blair’s is no friend of labour

BA strikebusters

AS WE GO to press we do not
know whether the planned
strike by British Airways
ground staff and cabin crew
will take place, although it
seems increasingly likely.

Even if it does not, it has raised
important issues for the whole of
the labour movement.

BA, in trying to maintain its
edge in the highly competitive
world of air travel, is trying to dras-
tically reduce its costs at the ex-
pense of its workers.

It wants to contract out catering
(along with all over ground serv-
ices, including engineering) and
impose pay changes on flight staff.

In the old game of divide and
rule, it has got the agreement of the
small breakaway union represent-
ing some cabin crew to agree the
changes, and is now saying it will
negotiate with the TGWU over the
catering sell off but not the cabin
crew conditions.

On top of this it has been train-
ing marnagers and back-up staff to
do ground staff jobs, and said it
will bring in a scab workforce and
sue individual strikers for up to
£400 a day.

No-one seems quite sure
whether all this is legal, butitis a
clear indication of the strength and
arrogance management feel after
years of working class defeat,
backed up by the most vicious anti-

pose awkward
questions for unions

union laws in Western Europe.

It also shows that all the delays
built into the anti-union laws be-
tween a decision to ballot for ac-
tion and the action itself are
designed to allow management to
make preparations for a dispute.

Cut these links!

It not onf¥ emphasises the need
to demand that Blair reverses his
refusal to scrap these laws, but
shows up the problems of Labour’s
wooing of big business.

Bob Ayling, chief of BA, has
been féted by Tony Blair and is
said to be a personal friend. So is
Bill Morris, general secretary of

the Transport and General Work-
ers Union, which organises BA
staff!

Morris has been going out of his
way to avoid a strike by resuming
negotiations, no doubt hoping for
a deal which would essentially give
BA what it wants while offering a
few sops to the workers.

Blair has been saying the stand-
off is nothing to do with the gov-
ernment. But it starkly shows that
no government can be a friend
both to big business and to its
workforce, and how the anti-union
laws, which are very much a gov-
ernment matter, back up one side
against the other.

Campaigners take on uphill task

Stop the witch hunts!

Dave Amos

Officers from Leeds North
East CLP called a national
meeting in Leeds on 7 June,
the eve of the inquiry into
the suspended Leeds NE
constituency, to discuss the
widespread disciplinary
measures being taken
against the left in the Labour
Party. |

Activists from across England
turned up to spend the morning ex-
changing experiences of the meas-
ures taken against individuals,
branches and constituencies
throughout the country.

Inevitably, common themes
emerged as members described

how they were hauled up in front of

“inquiries” without being given in-
formation about the allegations
against them or the procedures to
be adopted.

The wide ranging powers given
to the NEC and regional officials by
the Labour Party rule book were a
concern.

This was placed in the context of

the increasing centralisation of deci- -

sion making in the party, which will
get worse if the “Party into Power”
document is adopted.

Set against this, members out-

lined how, even when parties were
suspended, they had managed to
maintain local organisation and
meet regularly.

At the same time, there were re-

ports of members dropping out
since Blair’s landslide victory, saying
that there was no prospect of fight-
ing disciplinary action successfully.

Having analysed the nature of the

problem, the meeting moved on to
the question of how best to fight it,
starting with a discussion on the use
of the courts. There were differ-
ences of opinion, but the consensus
view was that such a tactic was of
limited use.

National link-up

The priority for the meeting was

to try to construct a national organi-

sation to fight the witchhunts. This
is urgent in view of the likely out-
come of the forthcoming Labour
Party conference.

A small organising committee
was set up with representatives
from different areas affected by dis-
ciplinary action. The first task for
this committee is to organise a fur-
ther, broader based meeting before
Conference, probably in Septem-
ber.

They are to contact other or-
ganisations in the Labour Party with

experience of fighting such
measures or who might be sym-
pathetic to such a campaign.

At the September meeting, an
intervention into Conference
will be planned. The form of this
is yet to be decided; one sugges-
tion was that other organisations
should be approached to allow
speakers at fringe meetings and
articles in bulietins.

The meeting also decided that
information about what is going
on in the localities should be col-
lated. A press release is to be
prepared.

The campaign deserves the
support of all socialists within the
Labour Party, particularly as the
impetus for it comes from those
who have direct experience of
action being taken against them.

Given the current climate in
the Labour Party, such an initia-
tive faces an uphill task, but all
the participants in the meeting
felt positive about linking up.
One member from Birmingham
commented: “This meeting has
given me a real boost”.

The more such opposition to
the Blairite project is organised,
the stronger the left's position
will be.

Socialist Ouddook
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Morris: Iast-minute negotiations to avoid clash with scab-herding chum

Local ‘old Labour’
candidate dumped 1n

Uxbridge

Bert Pritchard

IN MANY ways, it seems that
Uxbridge has never recovered
from the general election.

This Is particularly true for La-
bour Party members who con-
tinue to have the haunted look of
people who can't quite helieve
what is happening to them.

For them, this bewilderment
does not stem from Labour win-
ning the election (this is old
news) but from the death of the
Uxbridge Tory MP a week after
the election, and the subsequent
deselection of the popular local
Labour candidate, David Wil-
liams, who came just 724 votes
from taking the seat.

David Williams is not well
known nationally as a figure on
the left of the Lahour Party be-
cause in many respects he is a
truly local figure.

Council

As Deputy Leader of Hillingdon
Council, he has built a reputation
for dedicated advocacy on behalf
of the people of the borough, and
this is aiso a Labour council that
until this year resisted making
cuts (and even now has not made
any compulsory redundancies).

David Williams has also
worked setting up Local Ex-
change Trading Systems (LETS)
as an anti-capitalist alternative
for local unemployed and poorly
paid workers.

None of this strikes you as
particularly radical, however. Mr
Williams is better known for his
friendly manner than his socialist
ideology.

It is particularly strange, then,
that the Labour Party has de-
cided to exclude David Williams
from the by-election shortlist.

A shortlist of two outside can-
didates was imposed instead,
from which Andrew Slaughter,
leader of Hammersmith & Fulham
Council, has been selected.

This has split the Uxbridge La-
bour Party and provoked an an-
gry response from many at the
selection meeting. More than a
quarter of the ballot papers were
spoilt in Willlams' favour. A clear
majority of the local party are
deeply unhappy at the way the
process has been handied.

Constituency secretary Rod
Marshall commented: “David
Williams received 8 out of the 16
nominations received but was
excluded from the shortlist. This
is completely undemocratic and
is a sad indictment of the Labour
Party today’.

The Labour Party nationally
has been unwilling to explain its
decision, merely citing Mr Wil-
liams' supposed lack of TV expe-
rience as their reason. That Mr
Willlams is not a gushing sup-
porter of New Labour has been
mooted unofficially.

As Labour in government em-
braces the free market with more
gusto than the last Tory govern-
ment, it is also clear that party
apparatchiks are aiming to rid
the party of any last vestiges of
democracy.

The proposals for this year’s
conference are an attempt to
signal an end to any input from
local parties and it is therefore

perhaps fitting that Uxbridge CLP .

has been treated this way in the
run up to conference.

Gordon Brown's austerity pro-
gramme can only be strength-
ened through an increase in the
stranglehold of the Labour lead-
ership.

N e hm e v T e e U e oyl CASER, Vet g

o
3:%.' !
QRTI

$ !
Il
%

k|




Socialist Outdook

EDITORIAL 3

After 18 years, Brown unveils the long-awalted first
LLabour Budget

that

Was

1t,

then?

GORDON Brown has pro-
duced the most popular budget
for 50 years. A Gallop poli for
The Daily Telegraph showed 82
per cent believed the budget
was “fair”, with only 12 per
cent disagreeing.

Labour’s overall popularity has
increased since the election - 61 per
cent say they would now vote La-
bour. While there were no detailed
questions which might have
shown reservations behind the
overall welcome, the political sig-
nificance of this should not be un-
derestimated.

Brown the conjuror managed to
pull the rabbit out of the hat: ha-
ving said he would stick with Tory
spending limits, he then produced
extra funding for health and edu-
cation from reserves. These, to-
gether with the promised cut in
VAT on fuel and the windfall tax
ensured it felt very different to a
Tory budget.

Although even by the end of the
broadcast notes of caution were be-
ginning to be heard, they barely
rose above the applause.

£1 billion for education will not
reduce class sizes, nor fund the
teachers’ pay claim. £1.3 billion for
school refurbishment over five
years will tackle some of the worst
problems but still leave decay and
disrepair in our schools.

The £1.2 billion for the NHS is
not available until next April, and
with no autumn spending round,
the increase (equivalent to just 2.2
per cent — well below projected
inflation) will do nothing to pre-
vent a winter marked by further
crises over bed shortages.

Housing crisis

The release to local authorities
of £200m capital receipts this year
and £700m next, will have to be
used for much-needed repairs, not
to stem the rising tide of homeless-
ness.

David Fotheringham, principal
policy officer of the Chartered
Housing Institute, said it would be
‘churlish’ to criticise increased
spending on social housing - but
added “We would have liked to see
a bit mort - £1 billion a year for
five years is what we were looking
at”.

Labourareincreasingly looking
to the Tory Private Finance Initia-
tive to stave off deeper crises. At
first glance, this can seen an in-
nocuous way of meeting the need
for increased capital investment
without raising taxes. But the ap-
parent short-term savings are
countered by the - still unknown —
long term costs of servicing private

loans for the next 30-60 years. The
real impact of these schemes on the
unit costs of NHS Trusts has yet to
be revealed, but several Trusts
have already ditched PFI schemes
as too expensive.

In the terms of conventional
capitalist wisdom Brown’s meas-
ures may not do sufficient to take
the ‘heat’ out of the economy - al-
though many working people have
hardly begun to feel any warmth at
all.

Andrew Wiard
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New Labour, new case: but the economics have an old-fashioned bapitalikt ring to them

litical grounds to whether to go
into the first round of EMU in
1999,

The most pernicious aspect of
the budget is the one that has so far
aroused least adverse comment -
the “welfare to work” proposals.

The most pernicious aspect of the budget is
the one that has so far aroused least adverse
comment — the “welfare to work” proposals.
The programme remains co-ercive, despite

what the TUC says.

Brown has ensured that it will
now be down to Bank of England
governor Eddie George to make
the decisions on interest rates.
There can be little doubt that the
base rate will go up pretty quickly.

Some believe that 500,000 jobs
could be threatened by the soaring
pound as interest rates rise. Brown
raised £6 billion in taxes for this
year and £6.7 billion next — at the
lower end of what was felt would be
necessary to avoid the dangers of
another boom and bust cycle.

The impact of this will be less-
ened by the release of council capi-
tal receipts (mostly from the Tory
sale of council housing) and the
spending of some proceeds from
the windfall tax, which will pump
£400 million into the economy this
year and £1.9 billion next.

Critics have also focused on
where the taxes were raised — the
one-off windfall tax and the aboli-
tion of tax credits on pension funds
will not affect what the City sees as

dangerously high levels of con-

sumer spending.

Brown assumes that continued
economic growth, together with
his tight fiscal measures will pro-
duce the stability that will be key
to improved performance.

He has reasserted the ‘golden
rule’ of public finances abandoned
by the Tories during the recession
of the 90s. Over the course of an
economic cycle the Labour gov-
ernment will only borrow to in-
vest, and current spending will be
met from taxation.

Together with the expected fall
in the Public Sector Borrowing Re-
quirement, it seems that he is so far
on target to ensuring that Labour
1s well within the Maastricht crite-
riafor European Monetary Union.

This means Labour will almost
certainly be able to decide on po-

The TUC welcomed “the devel-
opment of active labour market
policies... The government’s ap-
proach to the responsibilities of
unemployed people is correct — of-
fering a choice of options marks a
break with the coercive policies of
the old government”.

The TUC make useful com-
ments about people being paid the
rate for the job — though this
should apparently be established
‘creatively’. They want to ensure
that training programmes should

allow participants to achieve at
least NVQ level 2 and that child
care costs are paid.

While some of this is to be wel-
comed, it misses the point. Labour
may well come up with training
programmes that are superior to
Tory ones.

They may even assist a small
number in securing decent jobs.
But the programme remains co-
ercive, despite what the TUC says.

Look at what is happening to
disabled people. £200 million is al-
located as part of Welfare to Work
for training people with disabili-
ties to get jobs.

Within days however Harriet
Harman announced an inquiry to
curb the £24 billion per anum
spent on benefits to the long term
sick and disabled.

Targeting supposedly fraudu-
lent claims for incapacity benefit
when the existing rules have seen
many fail the over-stringent tests
and lose all benefits when they also
can’t meet the requirement for the
Job Seekers Allowance is yet an-
other vicious attack on people with
disabilities.

A major campaign must be
mounted — to prevent more and more
people being excluded from society.
The numbers that disappeared off the
register with the introduction of the
hated JSA will pale into insignifi-
cance in comparison with what is to
come.

Those currently in work have
much to lose too. There is still no sign
of the promised minimum wage as
any guarantee for the lowest paid.

Blair’s model is the American ex-
ample, where claimants have been
dragooned into jobs vacated because
cheapskate employers have sacked
workers to gain state subsidies, while
US wages have been dragged down at
the bottom end of the labour market.

Unemployment cannot be tackled
on the basis of training and subsidies
to employers.

The only weapons that can be used
effectively are interventionist ones —a
massive programme of spending to
create useful, properly paid public
sector jobs together with nationalisa-
tion of private firms.

These are the very measures that
Blair’s New Labour has set its face so
determinedly against.

Tories pick a doomed
dome to see in milennium

William Hague's election as
leader of the Conservative
party holds little promise of
stemming the tide of their
decline, which was marked
but not created by the gen-
eral election defeat.

His victory, followed by the re-
fusal of various advocates of mone-
tary union to serve in his cabinet
indicates the ascendancy of the
Euro-sceptic right.

Hague’s recent announcement
that he was joining the campaign to
save the hunt show once again to
which mast his colours are nailed.

Whether any other outcome of
the leadership contest could have
healed Tory splits and reversed
their crisis is highly questionable.

' The deep divisions in the Tory

party have manifest themselves
time and time over the last few
years — most sharply, though not
exclusively, on the question of
Europe.

The pro-European position was

championed by Ken Clarke in the
leadership contest and by others in
the party, such as Ted Heath.

It is based on the fact that big
business, on which these politicians
rest, favours European intergration
as the best way to achieve compe-
tetive profit margins against Japa-
nese and American imperialism.

Losers

Conversely the position of the
sceptics is based on a material fear
that the British petty bougeoisie,
crucial to the historic electoral base
of the Tory party, will lose out in an
intergrated Europe.

It is these vital economic inter-
ests which produce the deep the
unpleasant jingoism propagated by
these forces rather than the other
way round.

The divisions in the Tory party
are heightened by the fact that the
big bourgeosie, deeply wedded to
the cause of European integration
have come increasingly to see

Blair's Labour Party as a better bet.

Blair has — so far at least — been
much more successful in uniting his
party behind his quest to join the
single currency than the pro-
European Tories are ever likely to
be.

Of course support from the key
sections of the ruling class for La-
bour is by no means permanently
assured — the class struggle, and
how Blair reacts will doubtless af-
fect how long the present stance is
maintained.

But even if Labour ceases to be a
safe pair of hands it is not at all
clear that the Tories will be in any
shape to fill the gap.

While it would be too prema-
ture by far to say that a split in this
party is inevitable, neither can it be
ruled out. William Hague will need
more than a spin doctor who it is
suggested might rival Mandelson.

In the end politics is determined
by much more powerful forces
than cosmetics.
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:;ias Labour decided to brave the anger of unions and campaigners and axe more hospitals?

Why Dobbo run

Socialist Outlook

Don’t sell
the Tube!

by a London tube train

driver

SURPRISE surprise! New La-
bour are breaking their
promise not to privatise the
underground but keeping
their promise to stick with
Tory spending plans. Five
minutes into a Labour gov-
ernment and Tube workers
are already disgusted.

The huge funding crisis is already
affecting the day to day running of
the Underground and the effects
will become worse as the lack of
long term investment starts to bite.

Tracks and trains are not being
maintained to the same standards,

from health workers

Harry Sloan

FRANK DOBSON might have
been expected to ride in tri-
umph into this year’s UNISON
Health Conference.

He was the first Labour Health
Secretary for 18 years, addressing
an audience that had longed for the
ousting of the Tories, and speaking
for a government with a massive
“mandate to rescue the NHS.

In the event, things were very
different. The normally rumbustu-
ous Dobson sneaked into the con-
ference, refusing to meet even the
handful of Blairites selected by the
UNISON bureaucracy as a suitably
tame “focus group”. He gaveanerv-
ous, low-key speech — and then he
was gone, refusing to answer any
questions, running from even the
hint of criticism or accountability.

Dobson’s door may be closed to
health workers and the unions, but
it appears to be open to all kinds of
unsavoury and right wing academ-
ics: only a few days earlier he had
declared to a conference of NHS
managers that “professional opin-
ion” was now “agreed” that we need
fewer hospitals. This went down
well with health chiefs themselves
embroiled in hospital cuts and clo-
sures, but Dobson really should get
out more, and find out what people
committed to the NHS are saying.

Same speech

With this exception, Dobson’s
UNISON speech was very similar
to the one he gave to the NHS
bosses. Speaking just two days bef-
ore Gordon Brown’s budget, of-
fered only two glimmers of popular
radicalism - promising to work
with Jack Straw to jail people
(many of them mentally ill) who
use violence against health work-
ers, and calling on NHS Trusts to
open their meetings to the public.

Dobson offered no clues on how
Labour plans to wind up the chaos
of the Tory internal market system,
no detail on what system is to re-
place the two-tier nonsense of GP
Fundholding, no hope of any end
to the continual squeeze on NHS
pay, and no promise of any let-up in

the tide of service cuts and hospital
closures Labour has inherited from
the Tories. |

Delegates who concluded from
this that they should expect the
worst may have been pleasantly re-
lieved by Brown’s announcement
of an “extra” £1.2 billion for the
NHS —until they realised that none
of this money is available until
next April, and that it takes the
place of the normal autumn spend-
ing round.

While it represents a consider-
able (2.2%) increase on the stand-
still 1998/99 allocations proposed
by Kenneth Clarke last November,
this money falls far short of the real
terms increase required to preserve
front line services, and the jobs and
living standards of 1 million NHS
staff.

Worst crisis

Despite Brown’s apparent gen-
erosity, the NHS faces possibly its
worst-ever winter crisis this year,
with many health authorities and
Trusts already reduced to little
more than an emergencies-only
service for the foreseeable future as
they struggle to deal with new cuts
on top of £300m in deficits carried
over from last year.

Brown’s limited cash handout
also carried a sting in the tail: hein-
sisted that the money was only be-
ing made available on the strict

“understanding that a new rationali-

sation of L.ondon’s hospital service
would begin next Spring.

A key factor in Labour’s elec-
toral success in London on May 1
was public opposition to the Tory
plans to decimate hospital services,
with 14 on the list for closure: Tory
MPs toppled like ninepins around
threatened hospitals, notably Edg-
ware, Queen Mary’s (Roehampton)

. and Oldchurch (Romford).

Labour had pledged a morato-
rium on hospital closures and an
in-depth 12-month review of
health services in the capital.

In the event, to the anger and ex-
asperation of campaigners and La-
bour activists, the incoming
government decided within days to

rubber-stamp the closure of Edg-
ware’s bitterly-defended Accident
& Emergency unit, allow a succes-
sion of small-scale closures of
wards and services across London,
and restrict the review and the
moratorium to just four months.
Although the review panel in-
cludes a number of noted critics of
Tory health policies, notably Pro-
fessor Brian Jarman who openly
challenged the continual reduction
in numbers of beds, Gordon
Brown’s declaration that its find-
ings are expected to result in a fur-
ther rationalisation raises serious
doubts on how detailed and objec-
tive the review will be.
Conspicuous by their absence
from the list of hospitals to be ex-
amined by the review are the
threatened Guy’s Hospital (where
Trust bosses are accelerating to-
wards closure) and children’s serv-
ices in Hackney, which could be
axed without replacement.
However, unlike the Tories’
Tomlinson Report of 1992, 1t is in-
viting written contributions from
individuals and organisations

More ominous, perhaps for
those who live outside London,
Brown has also pledged to complete
the root and branch “no holds
barred” financial review of the
NHS. This is the review which has
triggered speculation that charges
might be introduced for prescrip-
tions for “wealthy” pensioners, for
seeing GPs, or for stays in hospital.

All of these options have previ-
ously been surveyed - and rejected
— by the Tories as not offering suffi-
cient revenue to justify the huge po-
litical backlash that would be
triggered by implementing them.

But the day after the Budget La-
bour wenton to implement another
Tory policy which Major’s govern-
ment failed to get off the drawing
board — the Private Finance Initia-
tive.14 PFI-funded hospital devel-
opment schemes, costing an
estimated £1.3 billion are to be
given the go-ahead by the govern-
ment, despite the fact that nobody

yet knows how much these schemes
will cost the Trusts concerned.

Consortia of companies will de-
sign, finance build and own the
new hospitals, which will be leased
back to the NHS on long-term
deals guaranteeing profits for 25-60
years.

For the first time since Labour
nationalised the patchwork of pri-
vate, charitable and municipal hos-
pitals to form the NHS in 1948
companies will be able to make
profits from owning front-line
healthcare facilities.

The PFI policy, which has only
drawn in the private firms by guar-
anteeing that the government will
underwrite deals signed by Trusts
which may later go broke, is in
stark contradiction to Gordon
Brown’s insistence on imposing
rigid limits on spending.

The long-term costs of raising
the money from the private sector
rather than from government fund-
ing could be massive: and the costs
of servicing this new capital invest-
ment will be added to the costs of
each item of treatment in the
Trusts concerned, while the health
authorities which must buy their
services face cuts in their budgets.
Private profits will therefore be
piled up at the direct expense of pa-
tient care.

With the budget, Labour has
marginally relaxed the threatened
Tory squeeze and given a tantalis-
ing glimpse of what they could have
done with a majority of 179 to res-
cue the NHS.

Ominously, in the background,
right wing think-tanks and empire-
building consultants are floating
schemes for fewer, bigger hospitals,
for selective charges, for “hypothe-
cated” taxes —anything but the sim-
ple answer, the proper funding of
health care from mainstream pro-
gressive taxation.

Brown may have cheered up
some of the troops, but the battle
lines in defence of the NHS will in-
evitably begin forming up again as
soon as the temperatures begin to
drop in the autumn.

escalators are causing problems, sig-
nalling desperately needs renewing.
Staff in all areas have been cut to a
minimum.

That is to say, we thought it was
a minimum but the bosses are took-
ing to cut another 400 jobs from
safety and engineering staff, which
would inevitably affect safety if they
got away with it. On top of that, 450
guards’ jobs are to be axed on the
Northern Line.

Maastricht

Prescott's plans to deliver LUL
are a direct results of the govern-
ment's attempts to keep to the
Maastricht criteria. Bankers have
decided on these criteria which
keep the public borrowing to three
percent of gross domestic product.

So New Labour won't break their
limit by investing in the tube. How-
ever, a public/private partnership al-
lows investment to take place within
the rules. it's no wonder the term
“merchant banker” has another
meaning to Cockneys.

Business “leaders” like the road
lobby group “London First”, the CBI
and the London Chamber of Com-
merce are busily meeting with other
greedy capitalists to get some of the
jam from Prescott's plans.

Investment will have to be made

just to keep the Underground going

in its present overcrowded form, let
alone cope with the big anticipated
demand over the next few years.

The Private Finance Initiative
(PFI) is a type of privatisation that
will cost the public more in the long
run, however happy it keeps the
merchant bankers. Whatever invest-
ment the private firms make will be
paid back with knobs on by the gov-
ernment over a fixed period of
years.

Furthermore, private firms will
obviously take control of the work
and find opportunities to cut costs,
which means cutting wages, work-
ing conditions and safety.

The introduction of trains on the
Northern Line, the last line with
guards, is part of a Labour sup-
ported PFI.

Out of pocket

GEC supply the trains and have
kidnapped London Underground
staff who do train maintenance, cut-
ting their pay in the process. By the
time the taxpayers have finished
paying off GEC, they will be millions
out of pocket.

John Prescott has admitted that
PFi is not the only option under
consideration. Far from reversing
the privatisation of British Rail, La-
bour is considering a similar privati-
sation of LUL. Obviously the
outcome would be the same —in-
creased subsidies, a worse service,
attacks on workers.

So it's time London Underground
workers recognised their enemy for
what it is — capitalism. Since the sec-
ond world war, Labour as well as |
Tory governments have followed an
anti-rail, pro-road policy, which is
certainly not about to be reversed,
despite all the “green” rhetoric.

The Jubilee Line extension and
Docklands Light Railway were paid
for by us and are putting millions
into the pockets of land speculators
and businessmen. They won't be
subject to a windfall tax, nor will
LUL be relieved from the crippling
cost of the Jubilee Line.

The simple fact is that the New
Labour government and their estab-
lishment colieagues in Britain and
Europe are out to get us. There's no
relaxing now Labour’s here — we
have to put our mitts up.
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‘Young guinea pigs

wanted: just say no!

George Thombson

THE PICTURES of Tony Blair
announcing his welfare to work
scheme surrounded by smiling,

fresh faced youth reminds one .

of Mao Tse Tung’s propaganda
in China promoting himself as
the ‘Great Leader’.

Youth are supposed to bhe eter-
nally grateful to the ‘Great =
Leader’ whatever he does. Yet

~ who’ll thank Blair when they find

themselves conscripted into a
cheap army of labour for the

~ hosses? -

Who will keep smiling as he
introduces even more reaction-
ary policies against youth than
the Tories?

Cu rfewé |

The Lahour Party has had very
little debate on fees for students,
ID cards/curfews for teenagers
or workfare for the unemployed.
Blair is busily adopting a whole
gamut of ideas which would
make even former leader John
Smith turn In his grave.

By destroying Labour’s demo-

"-"cratic,stmctures, Blair hopes the

party will never bhe able to voice
any criticism of his ‘new’ pro-
gramme. |

Yet Blair cannot slience a de-
bate in society. Much of the

“electorate voted against the

agenda Blalr wishes to pursue.
The policies for youth will in-

creasingly be seen as a threatto

all workers. S
Even under the Tories many

trade unionists were arguing that

“My name is Graham Morris and | am |
tom St Helens. | was happy to fake partin -
the Euromarch — | marched all the way
from Preston to Amsterdam. | wanted to
protest about the large number of people

unemployed .

ment across Europe.

ence on June 14.

" uabout 50,000 people protested against
thersingle currency and tor full employment.
We were opposing the massive poverly that
exists and demonstrating in defence of the

welfare state.

We had a lot of press coverage —| thought

that was tremendous.

nWNe were well supported by the 500

sacked Liverpool dockers, )
Magnet workers and the 53 Hillingdon
ked because they

women who were sac

" “The rough estimate is that there are 5
million unemployed in Britain and 20 million
across Europe. What we need is full employ-

“There were 30 marches from 17 .c;i.iﬁere:nf
countries taking part in the long trip tO-A.m' |
sterdam for the Intergovernmental -g:om‘er—

plans similar to “Welfare to
Work’ led to job substitution, not
job creation. Many people will

- recognise the introduction of 1D
- cards for youth (under the prem-

ise it will prevent under-age

drinking) is a step towards a

more widespread use. |
The crusade led hy Jack Straw

‘against alcopops and soft drugs

is against a tide of public opin-
jon blowing in favour of a relaxa-

tion of drugs laws. His promise to

bang up young offenders goes

‘against mounting evidence

prison is not the (only) answer in

‘crimefighting. |

Blair's policies for youth ar
increasing inequality rather than
challenging R.

Fees for students will deter
working class students from uni-

- versity and make it again a ha-

ven for the rich. ‘Welfare to
Work’ and removing under 25s
from any minimum wage legisla-
tion wili Increase the wage dif-
ferential between young and
older workers. |

The effect of Labour’s benefit
cuts on youth and the mainte-

. nance of Tory laws in areas like -
housing reduce the ability of

youth to live independently from
their families.

Youth are being treated by
Blair as guinea pigs.

‘Drinking his potions wiil lead
to collective lunacy. Don’t just
say No! Struggles for real jobs,
wage rises and a better Welfare
State must be fought now.

L2

He hopes

years.

the 300 sacked

“ternational yo

the Fourth | |
" to bre part of the biggest delega-

' ‘tlon going to the Gamp from Britain for seme B

those who W

Gill Lee ~

TESSA Jowell, Labour Minis-

ter for Health, has rebuked the
Chief Executive of the Marie
Stopes Clinic for suggesting
that quick abortions could now
be performed ‘during a working
woman’s lunch break’.

The real problem with abortion
is not how fast the operation can be
performed but how long it actually
takes to get on the NHS.

The waiting time in the NHS in
South London for example is cur-
rently five weeks for a scan to con-

firm dates, with the abortion |
performed some days after this. As
a result many women ‘choose’ to

have their abortion within days in
the private ‘charity’ sector.

An abortion under 14 weeks

costs about £350 with an organisa-
tion like Marie Stopes. The abor-
tion pill, RU486 costs more

~ because, unlike in other European
countries, where it is treated as a

normal prescription, three visits to
a clinic are required. The cost of
abortion rises to £550 with the

Youth camp: why
Graham and

- | would not take a pay cut. The bosses only
think about themselves and no one else.
) think we did a good job. Peqp\e
" should be proud of what we have done. It
" was the best experience | have had. Now |

~ can’twait for the Youth Camp ir’: France so
that | can tell people my story.

HAM Motris is one of a group of young
gg:ple who were involved in the Euromarch
who are desperately keen to attend the In-
uth Summer Camp organised
international in {ate July.

" There is only ons 'ptohl'om — and that’s
money. When you are on the JSA, finding the
money for even a cheap week away is pretty

h impossi |
mThat's why Socialist Outlook are appealing

for donations to our appeal to make sure all
" ant to go can. We've already

£500 In the last few days before we
m‘{o :rea: we need another £500 in the
noxt fortnight. | _
Rush your cheques to Liberation Publishing,
PO Box 1109, London N4 20U

ble.
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Jowell misses
real target on
aborti

e

St

number of weeks gestation.
Consultants for Marie Stopes
say they are seeing many more
women than in the past and this
can only be because of cutbacks in
the NHS. Women who attend pri-

vate clinics are not typical clients of

private medicine.

" They have been forced into pri-
vate abortion because of the wait-
ing time on the NHS.

Tessa Jowell was quoted as say-

ing “the decision to seek a termina-
tion is a difficult and almost always

O '

agonizing one for any woman”.
For some women it is. For many

“others, abortion is a welcome re-

lief. This can itself force women to
feel guilty as there is social pressure
to feel that abortion should be a dit-
ficult choice. |

For women who are unclear
about their decision a waiting time -
before an abortion can provide a
space to think But this waiting
time should be a choice.

For women who have made a
clear decision to have an abortion a
wait can be traumatic: five weeks

- during which the woman’s body

changes to adjust to the pregnancy

~and after which the operation can

only be more of a physical shock
and one which is more risky.

For some women who have ir-
regular periods, for example be-
‘cause they are very young or
menopaussl, five weeks could
mean the difference between being
entitled to a legal abortion or not. -

For women who seek abortion
after rape, a five week wait may in-

trating her energies on ensuring

the NHS meets women's demands
for free, safe and legal abortions not
criticising doctors who wish to
make the procedure easier for
women.

Project Work —
What is Labour

up to?

Keith Sinclair,
Secretary, Hull Trades

Councll

NEW Labour has decided to
‘re-focus’ Project Work, the
Tory workfare scheme.
Speaking in Parliament on June 20
1997, Andrew Smith MP stated that
“All Project Work pilots will in fu-
ture include intensive help with ba-
sic skills for those who need
it...Enhancing the help given by Pro-
ject Work pilots is an integral part

 of the Government's drive to tackle

long term unemployment”.
Smith did add that “Project

I Work, as inherited from the pre-
1 vious'government, is far from per-

fect™ -
In an accompanying press release,
Smith claims that he made a particu-

- far point of “talking to people taking
part in Project Work” and that they
wanted training in basic skills.

Until now, Labour has held a dis-
tinctive position on Project Work

- with Labour councils refusing to of- |
- fer placements.

indeed, David Blunkett wrote in
January 1996, “Project Workisa
workfare-type scheme. Labour is
opposed to workfare. We do not

 believe in punishing the unem-

ployed”.

How easily they change sides!
Now in government, New Labour
seem to think that Project Work
might be part of the solution to long
term unemployment!

The reality is that Project Work
always was and remains an ‘attack on
the unemployed. Hull TGWU un-
employed activist Geoff Collier is
currently on Project Work, he told
Socialist Outlook, - "

“Labour should abolish Project
Work immediately. The scheme |
am on is teaching me nothing that

- tould help me get a job. What's re-

quired are real jobs at reasonable

rates of pay.” | |

Geoff added, “ My problem is the
fack of a job not my ability to read

- and write! Help with basic skills

should be available to all and not

mixed up with this failed Tory |

scheme.” .
Pressure should immediately be
put on Labour MPs to demand the -

ending of Project Work. in particu-
lar, campaigns need to be launched
(or re-launched) in the 29 areas
where Project Work extension will
now be implemented.

'* (Hull Trades Council can
help with your local cam-

paign. Ring 01482--858383
(day) or 01482--802050 (eve-
nings).) |



Socialist Oudook

Party into Power:

Blatr s proposals on restructur-
ing the Labour Party, *Party
into Power', are coming under
increased ﬁre

The proposals 1nclude abollsh-

ing the right of CLPs and Trade
Unions to submit resolutions di-

rect to conference, creating a new

supreme committee, the Joint Pol-

icy Committee, on which the Cabi-
net would have an in-built

majority, and denying CLPs the

right to vote for MPs for the Na-
tional Executive. | |

It was obviously hoped to ram
the proposals through on the back
of post-election euphoria and a
lack of time for discussion.

They are part of Blair's plan to
prevent the Party, and in particu-
lar the Uinions, being able to revolt
against unpopular government
policies.

- While they attack party democ-
racy in general, proposals. to give
greater importance to unaccount-
able Policy Forums, on which the

unions are ser~1ously under-
represented, show the link to be
under particular threat.

" Responses to the ‘consultatio”

on Party into Power had to be re-

turned by July 4th, and the July
NEC will be considering the sub-

- missions and drawing up final pro-

posals to put to conference in
October.
No doubt we w1ll be told that

_some large percentage of those who

responded to the consultation
‘welcomed’ Party into Power. This

~ doesn’t mean much, since many

responses ‘welcome the consulta-

tion-and therrgo on to reject some

of the central proposals.

Link defended

The comments submitted by

- MSF, for instance, strike a positive
- note and support the idea of a roll-

ing policy programme (designed to
restrict what can be discussed at

- conference) and the representation

of ‘all stakeholders’ (PLP, EPLP,

Don't stand up,

fight back!

John Stevenson on
" the UNISON |
- Conference

When last month David Blun- |

kett came to address local govern-
ment delegates to UNISON's
conference it was rather embarrass-

ing for the platform. Leaping to =

their feet as one, they tried to lead a

 standing ovation — but everyone

- else stayed firmly glued to therr
seats. -

Overall the conference was a low
key affair — the sort of atmosphere
~you might expect when activists
carry few illusions in Labour but
are at the same time not quite sure

what is going to happen in the fu- |

ture.

And about some of it there was a
‘distinct air of unreality. The left
pushed for and won a reaffirmation
of the union’s existing policy of re-
nationalising the privatised utili-
ties.

But in the short term it isn’t pos-
sible to conceive of UNISON’s
leadership making this concrete
demand of the new government.

There was also the great debate
that never was —a motion of censure

of the executive for pulling the plug
on the Hillingdon Hospital strike.

The standing orders committee
ruled 1t out of order ,and an attempt
to overturn this was lost on a card
vote.

In many ways Hillingdon stands
as a symbol of what happened to

public services and unions during

the Tory years — low paid workers
sacked by a private company oper-
ating in the Health Service; aunion
bureaucracy conveniently intimi-
dated by anti-union laws and giv-
ing no support to members in
struggle.

- Now we should be demanding of
Labour that all this should change,
- not standing up and applauding.

Sacked Hllllngdon
workers: stlll fightlng on

for ]ustlce

by Elkie Dee

The Hillingdon Strikers Sup- ’
port Campaign (HSSC) has
called thls conferenee in Ux-
bridge on 13 July to discuss
the way forward in the cam-
paign for the sacked Hilling-
don women’s reinstatement.
- Pall Mall was recently
bought by Granada Health Food
Services. The union leadership
knew at UNISON conference In
June that this was happening
but said nothing as resolutions
on the dispute were debated.
The Hillingdon Hospital
“workers and thelir supporters
feel betrayed by this dishon-

bridge tube, Metropolitan and
Piccadilly lines) from 11 am to

- send donations to: HSSC, 27

elsty, after 22 months of strug-
gle.

The organisers of the confer-
ence ask that “If you cannot
attend as delegates, then
please attend as observers -
but please attend.”

Conference: Sunday 13 July,
cwic Centre, Uxbridge (Ux-

2pm
- The sacked Hllllngdon work-
ers still need your support -

Townsend Way, Horthwood
Mlddleux HAG 1T6.

- Blair’s bridge too far?

Cabmet!) onthe NEC —but then go

on to strongly defend the Trade

union/party link, including the
50% vote of the unions at confer-
ence, and the right of CLPs and
unions to put motions direct to
conference.

The GMB conference endorsed

a statement from its executive
which welcomed the document

while defending the direct submis-

sion of resolutions.
Other unions, mcludmg the

RMT, GPMU, ASLEF and CWU

- rejected the proposals outright at

their conferences. This however,
did not stop the CWU bureaucracy

attempting (unsuccessfully) to

overturn this decision in a paper
submitted to the executive as their
response to the consultation.
Following RMT conference,
Jimmy Knapp, on the other hand,
submitted a paper to the RMT ex-

ecutive which rejected every essen-

tial of Party into Power.

At the ume of writing, TGWU
conference is about to happen, but
there will certainly be a lively de-
batearound theissue and Margaret
Prosser’s role in promotmg the
proposals.

UNISON, however, has whole-

heartedly welcomed the proposals,
in large part because many sections

of the left in UNISON have played
no role in the union’s Affiliated

Political Fund, and the APF con-
ference was almost immediately af-
ter the Election.

The response from CLPs has
been overwhelming. 40 resolu-
tions have been submitted to con-

ference rejecting Party into Power
outright, while a further 60 call for

ayear’s deferral to allow for further
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discussion. |

This amounts to more resolu-
tions on a single topic than were
submitted at the height of the
struggle by the Left for constitu-
tional change in the late 1970s.

It is rumoured that Standrng
Orders Committee is being ‘en-

couraged’ to rule the deferral mo-

tions out of order on the grounds
thatif you want to deferral you vote
against the S.0.C. Report.

Alienate

However, this would probably
only serve to alienate CLPs which
have not rejected the proposals
outright. |

A further 1mportant develop-
ment is the leaking of a response
from the ‘New Left in New La-
bour’ group, written by Derek

Fatchett, Peter Hain and Jean Cor-

ston, deputy chair of the PLP.
This not-so-left grouping is
close to Cook and Prescott. Their
response, while again generally
welcoming the document, defends
the right of conference to discuss
‘topical issues’ and direct trade un-

ion rcpresentation on the Party

DO R .. = " W e TR S sl OO

Lining up in defence of the link: even the GMB has joined the criticism

structures, including at least a
third of NEC members.

Blair now has a problem. He is
arrogant enough to believe that he

- can get his proposals through con-

ference regardléss. However, he
might come unstuck. If he waters

down the proposals to take ac-

count of some of the criticism, he

~will be seen as having backed
down.

Union and CLP activists have
-to drive home their advantage, ar-

guing that the proposals need to be
thrown out in their totality now,
and mandating delegates to do so.

While half-measures would be a
defeat for Blair, they would also
leave the door open to come back
for more later. | |

The ‘Keep the Link’ campaign
will be producing a response to the
new proposals, speakers should
still be invited to meetings and af-

filiation won.

-~

* The ‘Keep the Link’ cam-
paign can be contacted c/o 138

Crampton Street, London
SE17 3AE.

MSF welcomes Labour —
but not its policies

‘ Veronica Fagan

MSF conference in Hove in
- June passed a whole range of policy
- motions which were well to the left

of Labours manifesto commit-
ments. On several this was with the
support of the unions leadership
despite General Secretary Roger
Lyons previously sycophantic rela-
tionship with Blair.

MSF leaders, together with
many of their co-thinkers in other

" unions, are becoming increasingly
frustrated with Blair’s stance srnce |
.. the election. |
For Lyons, the particular ten-
sion has been on the question of
trade union recognition. He prided

himself on being the architect on

TUC policy on this issue and has

been more than a little irritated at
the fact that beyond GCHQ Blair
has said nothing.

On the issue of pensions, the top
table tried to hold the line for New
Labour —and failed. While initially
it seemed that they might get their

‘way, eventually conference backed

index linking and the restoratlon
of SERPS. |
Politically this mlddle ground

feltahuge reliefat the Tories defeat

— but were unsure as to whether to
give Blair the benefit of the doubt
or to attempt to push for the im-

provements they felt his govern-

ment should be introducing.

On ‘Party into Power’ the Lyons

- clique were able to keep control of

the debate to some extent through
the production of a statement
which while welcoming the docu-
ment made sharp criticisms. of
most of its key proposals.

Conference essentially- agreed

this approach while adding further
areas in which the status quo
should be retained.

Merger

'One of the keynote debates as-

expected was on the proposed
merger with IPMS. In therun up to
conference it became clear that the
NEC were not going to accept that
the decision of IPMS conference to
reject the proposed merger terms

“meant that their project was dead

in the water. -

While few speakers in the debate
showed any enthusiasm for the
new union whole sale rejection of
the leadership’s approach was not
agreed. Lyons’ hands were tied
much tighter than he would have
liked however.

The notion that he might by—

pass the democratic structures by a

membership ballot prior to a full
debate at conference was resound-

- ingly rejected.

Conference also succeeded -

after countless bureaucratic ma-

noeuvres to prevent them even

being discussed - in passing im-
portant motions against the
witch hunts of two MSF full
time officers who have fallen
foul of the Lyons machine.

Dave Peters was sacked more

than a year ago and conference
stated that if his legal challenge
proved that this was an ‘un-
safe’decision he should be rein-

stated. Joe Bowers stood against

Lyons in the recent General Sec-
retary electio,n and has faced
problems with dtsc1plmary ac-
tion ever since.

Conference demanded this

should stop, and that the union

- who had championed an anti-
bullying campaign should stop
bullying its own employees.

Fairly mild you might think —-

- but the vitriol with which it was
opposed demonstrated how bit-
terly the leadership and their
Blamte cronies are determined
to silence all dissent.

The outcome was thus patchy

- over all - as was the showing of
the left. Deep divisions on the
left have opened over past
months, especially on the ques-

~ tion of the merger.
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Fresh blood on
Labour’s hands

Veronica Fagan

AFTER the Drumcree events,
Labour’s Northern Ireland

Secreytary Mo Mowlem has
blood on her hands. No dis-
claimer that the decision was
taken by Ronnie Flanagan,
the chief constable of the
hated RUC, can absolve her
from her guilt — and that of
the Labour leadership.

As we go to press, two fourteen
year old boys are in hospital with se-
rious injuries from rubber bullets
fired to protect the Orange ascen-
dancy.

Yet the marching season has only
just begun — the Twelfth is still
ahead. Then nationalist communi-
ties in both Belfast and Derry may
well face further seiges.

How high a price will the nation-
alist community have to pay before
there is a real outcry? Certainly La-
bour’s honeymoon is dead and bur-
ied for the lrish — but where are the
protests from the British labour
movement?

No one can surely buy Mowlem’s
hypocrisy when she tells the wold
that she was forced to allow the pa-

For Blair the
future 1s

Orange

David Coen

What’s the difference between
Tony Blair and David Trimble
of the Ulster Unionist Party?

The answer lies partly in
Blair’s recent aide memoir to the
Republicans telling them what
they can look forward to if they
declare a permanent cease-fire
and hand over their weapons.

There will be “...equality of op-
portunity, equity of treatment and
parity of esteem ...the incorpora-
tion of the European Convention
on Human Rights into domestic
law; a review of training opportu-
nities for young people: a commit-
ment to equality of opportunity in
the labour market; a commitment
to legislate this year on the North
Report (on parades) and a commit-
ment to implement proposals to
develop a policing service capable
of securing the support of the
whole community...”

Thereisalsoa“..
the particular sensitivities of pris-
oner issues on all sides.”

Surrender

And that’s it: in return for IRA
surrender there will be a specially
adapted - but not much - version
of the “New” Labour programme
for Britain. In due course there will
be “devolved government, sensi-
ble and $ignificant North-South
arrangements and a revamped re-
lanonshlp between the two gov-
ernments”. ~

Brisk Brltishucomm’on sense,
and in double quick time. With or
without the Republicans, the peace
train must leave now and pull into
“Settlement Station” by next May.

Tony Blair rushed to Belfast to
assure unionists that the future

was Orange and that the outcome

.recognition of

~ Counties.

rade down the Garvachy Road be-
cause of the theat of loyalist terror.
It must be obvious surely that
this is not how she, or any of her
predecessors have responded to
demands from the nationalist
community. Then the British stock :
reason for refusal is — we can'’t
give in to IRA terrorists... Some-
thing stange here don’t you think?
So late on Saturday night the
residents of Garvaghy Road were
pushed off the road and barri-
caded into their homes. These en-
forced curfews brook no
exceptions — it does not matter
how urgent a reason you need to
get out of the area — you can't.
The operation was lead by the
sectarian RUC — pleased to be of
assistance to their friends in the

Photos: Andrew Wiard

IRELAND 7

i,

c’- Y .
2 OO0 -
B Oz .
R s
A PO
S :
%
o

SRR
L,

S
......

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

. ", .
-----------------
.....

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

......

.....

........

:;:;c-;-:-;-:-:-;-:-.

N AR e

e
RN
L AN

.......

--------
........
--------

..
-----

s
e 0 e e s @ s s'e"e"s " o e 0" ‘a0 ata
e A B TR e
O I o o e B PR S R U SO OO,
G R S e R AR LS U3 :
e
o

......
o S
R RS
e, O
R ISR Toto! o i
-:-:3'}%3:-::.‘1:3'.':':':':' """" 25
R
e -
e A, -
e%i:-. :
T .'..ll.' 0
_.?.:.:.@,
TR =
RRER: s
-‘n‘-
s

s
&

Orange Order — but the British
Army had a higher profile than in
recent years.

Socialists in Britain have an ur-
gent duty to ensure that this stark
illustration of Labour’s bipartisan-
ship has one positive outcome.
There needs to be a new push to
raise demands for British with-
drawal and Irish self-determination.
If not, more blood will be spilt.

of the peace process would be the
continuation of partition for gen-
erations.

In doing so he abandoned what
remains of Labour’s policy of unity
by consent. On a day on which a
victim of loyalist sectarian vio-
lence was being buried, he thanked
the loyalist death squads for show-
ing restraint. Now Blair’s only dif-
ference with Trimble is that of
tactics.

His reforms are much less radi-
cal than Heath’s 1974 Power Shar-
ing Executive, brought down by
the Loyalists with active encour-
agement from what is now the
Thatcherite faction of the British
ruling class.

Trimble and the Unionists can
be more confident of Blair’s union-
ism than they were of Major’s. As
such they’ll probably go along with
the plan.

Nationalists are however left
unimpressed, and do not believe
there is any real chance of achiev-
ing “parity of esteem” within a re-
vamped Six County State.

Nowhere will Blair’s chances of
reform be displayed more clearly
than at Drumcree on July 6. The

- march at Drumcree has become

the focal point of a campaign by the

- Orange Order for the nght to strut

their bigotry anywhere in the Six

~ Immediately after the election

| thc"new Northern Ireland Secre-

tary, Mo Mowlam signed an order

extending the legal notice required
- for marches from seven to twenty-

one days.

The catch is that this does not
appply to traditional sectarian
marches but will act to block any
protest against sectarianism, |

The events at Drumcree and the

Lower Ormeau Road last year blew
away the illusions sown by John
Hume of the SDLP about British
even-handedness. One of the main
reasons for the increase in Sinn
Fein’s vote in the recent elections
was the clear perception by nation-
alists that the Unionists would
concede no reforms and that the
RUC - and behind them the Brit-
ish — would capitulate to them.

Trimble’s grudging acceptance
of Blair's terms for the “peace”
talks is based on the quid pro quo
that the Orange marches will go
ahead unimpeded, though with of
course, some token concessions to
the Nationalists.

Trimble does not want Sinn
Fein in the talks, which is why he
keeps demanding an IRA surren-
der. He knows that reform of the

Undoubtedly a significant section
is opposed to calling off the armed
struggle just to get a new Stormont
replacing the osne abolished by
Heath following Bloody Sundayin
1972.

These militant republicans
have however a difficult choice to
make. Do they follow the Adams
leadership into talks in which the

ending of partition is already ruled

out or do they return to war?

The latter is not a serious op-
tion. A divided movement would
have little chance of inflicting a
military defeat on the combined
forces of Britain and the South.
Most likely there would be bloody
military, followed by political de-
feat. This is in fact the outcome
strongly desired by the Unionists
and the ruling classes in the South
and in Britain.

Republicans should not how-

“T'o see the future only in terms of a choice
between capitulation or war is a false
perception. Republicans should begin to
develop a programme which will win loyalist
workers away from the already fractured

Unionist bloc.”

m

“Six County State is impossible and,

like Paisley and the Democratic
Unionist Party, wants to smash the
Republicans once and for all.

He fully supports the Orange-
men in banging their drums

through Nationalist areas in order

to demonstrate their ascendancy.
He wants to reassure them that this
will notbe threatened by the talks.
Meanwhile the Republican
movement is also wondering what
to make of Tony’s commitments.

ever give up their arms. The Brit-
ish state cannot be relied uppon to
provide protection from loyalist
murder gangs.

-Sinn Fein leaders of residents’
groups are not in principle op-

posed to Orange marches. What
they demand is that the Orange-
men seek their consent before
marching.

Many in the Sinn Fein leader-
ship now seem to think that poli-
tics in the North should be based

eenes that Labour seems determmed to see repeated Nationalist youth in Derry turned out Iast year in protest at
Orange marches that flaunt the alliance between the British government and the loyalist bigots.

on the notions of consent and veto.

There 1s an argument that if the
Unionists have a veto on nationalist
aspirations to a united Ireland then
equally Nationalists should have a
veto over what happens in relation to
marches.

This traditional Republican posi-
tion of non-sectarianism is aban-
doned and replaced with “an equality
of two traditions” position. Sinn Fein
speaks for the Catholics/Nationalists
and the Loyalists/Unionists represent
the Protestants. Followed to its logi-
cal conclusion, this kind of commu-
nalism will simply reinforce
sectarianism and cement working
class divisions. |

To see the future only in terms of a
choice between capitulation or war is
a false perception.

Republicans should begin to de-
velop a programme which will win
loyalist workers away from the al-
ready fractured Unionist bloc. Par-
ticipation in the “peace talks” should
be limited to building mass opposi-
tion to British plans to restructure
partition.

Sectarian statelet

Republicans should demand the
dismantling of the sectarian statelet
and totally oppose any revamped
Stormont. The Six County State can-
not be reformed. Its creation as a sec-
tarian state was carefully crafted, and
any attempt to make it more demo-
cratic is bound to fail.

The struggles over Orange parades
provide a model for the kind of mass
agitation which has in the past rocked
the ruling class on both sides of the
Irish Sea.

In the end, neither Trimble’s Un-
ionism or Blair’s paler hue can be im-
posed against the mass opposition of
the Nationalist people of Ireland.







