
Tube workers are increasingly
alarmed at the mounting num-
ber of accidents on the Under-
ground. ln April 2003 major
parts of the Tube systemôs en-
gineering infrastructure - sig-
nals, tracks, escalators, etc. -
were sold off to the highest bid-
der. Both in the run-up to this
date, and afterwards, staffing
has been cut and essential
safety work, such as patrols
and checks on tracks, has
been reduced. There have
now been five derailments on
the Tube in the 13 months up
to October 2003. And the rest
of the Tube - the stations and
the trains - are now also being something must be done to
run down in preparation for pri- force the Government and
vatisation, with the prospect of Tube bosses to stop privatisa-
more accidents. tion, put some money into it

RMT leaders are attempting to sabotage plans for
Tube workers to take direct action for better health
and safety, but workers can take more effective ac-
tion if they now take things into their own hands.

There is a massive ground-
swell of opinion by both Tube
workers and passengers that
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Produced by the North & East London local group of the
anarcho-syndicalist Solidarity Federation.

We seek to replace capitalism with a stateless society based on
the principle of from each according to their ability, to each ac-
cording to their needs. We support working class struggles to-
wards these ends. We recognise that not all oppression is eco-
nomic, but can be based on gender, race, sexuality, or anything
our rulers find useful.

Our activities are based on Direct Action -ð action by workers
ourselves not through intermediaries like politicians and union
officials. Our decisions are made through participation of the
membership. We welcome anyone who agrees with our aims
and principles. We also welcome comments on this newsletter, RMT headers agreed ta a ha|f_
and donations towards the cost of future |ssues.(cheques pay-
able to NELSF). See Page 3 for contact details (Conýrmed onpage 3)
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and carry out decent health
and safety procedures. ln No-
vember, an NOP poll showed
that more than 80% of ñthe
public" said they supported the
right of Tube workers to take
action over safety fears.

So what has been the re-
sponse of the tube workers,
and their union the RMT? ln
November last year RMT mem-
bers working for London Un-
derground Limited (LUL) and
the already-privatised infra-
structure companies voted to
take action in support of the
following demands:
1 Return all of the railway

maintenance to LUL
- Reinstatement of 24-hour

health and safety patrols
on tracks.

- Speed restrictions to be put
on when necessary
No change to engineering
safety standards without
union agreement

80% vote for action

80% voted in favour of action
ñshort of strike action" and 55%
in favour of strike action. The
proposed action ñshort of strike
action" was potentially the most
powerful. Drivers would drive
at 15 mph, which under the
ñrule book" is a perfectly legiti-
mate response to the lack of
health and safety cover on the
Tube at present. The go-slows
would quickly lead to station
closures due to overcrowding.
This work-to-rule would effec-
tively bring the whole network
to a halt without one worker
having to breach contract or
lose an hourôs pay. Perfect!

The negotiating meetings fol-
lowing the ballot clearly
showed Tube bosses taking a
belligerent and uncompromis-
ing attitude, making no conces-
sions. But, instead of walking
out and starting the action,
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Residents of the Tollington Park council estate in lslington have
won a magniýcent victory in a struggle against the transfer of their
homes to a Housing Association.

a c'T/ 0,.

In November residents voted against the proposed transfer to
North British Housing (NBH).

This transfer would have meant:
1- Many social homes being demolished to make way for

high rent housing for middle class professionals, and ten-
ants rehoused in smaller properties.

w Green space being reduced -to make way for these new
homes.

- Residents facing 8-10 years of living on a building site
while all this was taking place. ~

It is more costly for Housing As- tions demolishing homes to sell
sociations to invest in social off land for private housing.
housing than for councils to do
so. Tenants pay the extra costs A group of residents willing to
of privatisation in the form of volunteer their spare time for the
higher rents and a poorer quality sake of their homes formed
service. The extra costs are Tollington Against Privatisation
also met by Housing Associa- (TAP). They organised and
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worked relentlessly to counter
attack all of the propaganda put
out by NBH, lslington Council
and others including our own
Tenantsô Association. ln the
evenings and weekends leaflets
were delivered around all of
Tollington Estate. Many a door
was knocked upon to ask resi-
dents their views, public meet-
ings were organised and a De-
fend Council Housing/TAP stall
was set up outside a Tenantsô
AssociationlNBH meeting.

The only help we had was from
lslington Unison who printed the
leaþets. NBH had consultants
and solicitors, glossy colour
pamphlets, video and family
away days to try and sway the
residents. They also plastered
the estate with huge banners
proclaiming a new start and a
better future with NBH.

Blackmail

NBH promised new bathrooms
and kitchens for some, new se-
curity locks, CCTV surveillance
and a crack-down on anti-social
behaviour. NBH must have
thought they had it in the bag
but the majority of people that
voted had more sense than they
were given credit for and gave a
massive ñnoò to privatisation.
The question this campaign
raises is why canót money for
estate improvements be given to
tenants that want to stay with
the counciló? Why is the govern-
ment trying to blackmail people
into privatisation?

(Conýrmed on page 2)
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