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editorial —

War on Iraq: Gatch 22

he Bush Administration is hell bent

on war with lrag. The American

President has clready approved mili-

tary preparotions drafted by com-
mander General Tommy Franks. 'lt is ¢ for-
mal proposal but there are more refine-
ments to be done," stated ¢ senior adminis-
tration official.

In other werds, plens are well in hand
to slaughter tens of thousands of innacent
mer, women and children end reduce Irag
to rubble. American and British worplanes
have routinely bembed lragi installations
and infrastructure. Agreement has been
made for Britain's specicl forces to join with
their US counterparts 1o prepare the
ground for the occupation of lraq. If the
United Nations cannot be persuaded to
back US war plens, then Bush will go it
alone, supported by his lopdog, Tony Blair,
Blair in turn haos stated he is prepaored to
"pay the blood price' needed o preserve
Britcin's relationship with George Bush.

This is no war over 'wecpens of mass
destruction’ or the so-called lrogi threat to
the United Stetes. This was exposed by the
dossier issued by 'Labour Against The War,
which highlights a catelogue of myths and
decades of hypocrisy over Britain and
America's dealings with lrag.

American imperialism simply wenls o
pretext for war. They will use the weapon
inspectors - as in the post - o5 a ploy. Irag
possesses the world's
second largest known ﬁ“
oil reserves. In reality,
Bush - who is backed
by the powerful oil
interests of the United
Stotes - wanls 1o con-
quer lreq to get his
hands on the oil. "This
conflict is about oil. If
is being weged lor cil,
by peliticians instelled
in Washington by the
rich and powerful oil
industry," states Paul
Reutledge in the Daily
Mirrar, Also, the US4,
as the most powerful
imperialist country in
the world, wishes to
demenstrate to the
masses of the Third
World thot it alene is
master. If they dare
rise up, they too will

leel the bloady wrath of US imperialism.

In the 1980s, the major imperialist
powers - especially the United States - sup-
perled Saddem, supplying him with
‘weapons of mass destruction' and cash in
his war with lron. But that was fine,
Sadaam was the "friend" ol the west. The
fact that a million people perishad in that
war was of no consequence, "When Irag
used mustard cgenls and sarin against the
Iranians in the 80s, the US end UK blocked
specific condemnation of the attacks by the
UN Security Council. When the UN issued
a weaker statement, it was opposed by the
US ond Britain abstained,’' states the
‘Labour Ageinst the War' dossier. It goes on
to state thal the LS turned a blind eye to
the use of chemica! weapons and helped
Irag with helicopters and missile parts.

George Bush is not interested in the
olight of the Iragi people or the Kurds.
They ere simply small change in the game
of power politics, When Madelene Albright
was asked abaut the 500,000 lragi chil-
dren who had died from sanctions, she
said, "il was a price worth paying.' When
the Iragi regime killed thousands of Kurds
in chemical attacks, including 5,000 peo-
ple at Halobja in 1988, the US stepped up
its suoport for Seadam. Ten days alter con-
demning the mossacres, the British
Department of Trade cnd Industry agreed
£400 million worth of trade credits with
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SAY NO
SAY "NO”
SAY NO”
SRY"NOY,.

Irag.

The regime of Saddam Hussein has
long been a bruol regime, even when i
was supported by the west. However, the
task of remaving Saddam is the tusk of the
Iragi people thermselves, This is not the job
of US impericlism, which would only be
interested in sefting up a pliable American
stooge regime, as in Aflghanistan. For
them, it is all about access to Iraq's pre-
cious oil reserves. The Americans wont a
poodle in Baghdad even more than in
Lendon

If this was supposed to be o wer to
uphold the decisions of the dis-United,
Nations, then why has the US not invaded
Israel which has illegelly occupied the
Palestinian area for mere than 30 years?
The rensan is Israel, unlike Iraq, is a close
ally of the United States in the Middle Eas,
The United Naticns, as Ee.nsh cynically
revealed, either bocks the sirongest powars
or it is impaotent.

Millions tarocuchaut the Middie East
oppose Bush's imperialist plans. An inves
sion of lroq will set the region on fire. Even
in Britain, opinicn polls show that some-
thing ke 70% of the population are
opposed te war, Millions of youth and
trede unionists are actively against this
imperialist aggression,

Socialist Appeal and Youth for
International Saciolism ore nat only cam-

paigning against
this war, we are
fighting to end the
system that pro
duces wars - copi
talism. We appeal
o you to jein us in
this struggle for a
new world not ruled
by gient multina-
tienal carporations,
but in the hands of
“ardinary working
people. Only a
seciclist fulure can
put an end o the
threat of war, impe-
rialist aggression,
ecological disaster,
#  poverty and
' squalcr. There is no
other road. )

www.sacalist.net
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Tube Unions say
enough is enough

n the coming weeks and months, London Underground is

facing an unprecedented eight official disputes from rail

unions, RMT and ASLEF. Rail unions have staged a joint 24-

hour walkout on September 24 and again on October 1 in o
bitter dispute over pay.

Members of the RMT are demanding a 5.7 per cent increase
in pay and a 35-hour week, but have only been offered an
increase of three per cent. This was rejected and the union has |
decided on a series of one-day strikes to further their just claim.
ASLEF is also pursuing @ wage claim. Management has imposed
a 3% rise on workers in breach of negotiating procedures.

As expected, senior Tube managers have accused the unions
of going "strike ballot crazy” with threats to services used by three
million customers a day. Bob Mason, LUL's director of human
resources, said the company "cannot confinue to be held to ran-
som by the rail unions, year in, year out".

An RMT spokesman said: ‘In the current dispute over pay and
conditions it was the unions which wanted to go to mediation -
but LU refused.” The RMT is involved in six and ASLEF in two dis-
putes with London Underground.

RMT members, including station and signalling stoff, voted
ecrlier by 4-1 in favour of industrial action and ASLEF
announced that drivers had also backed a series of walkouts, by |
669 votes to 434.

ASLEF general secretary Mick Rix said: *London Underground
managers have attempted fo impose an unacceptable pay offer
on our members without regard to the proper conduct of indus-
trial relations."

The strikes will cause massive disruption and will cost the
economy £60 million a day, according fo analysts. The October
walkout will coincide with the Labour Parly's annual conference
in Blackpool, heaping more problems on the Government's rela-
fions with the unions.

RMT general secretary Bob Crow said the blame for the pay
dispute lay "fairly and squarely’ on London Underground. (7
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Caparo Merchant Bar:
Pensions Strike Victory

IN THE FIRST EVER PENSIONS sirike

unthorpe have war an histaric victory.

ol its kind jas reported lost
issue) steelworkers in Sc
of strike action beng stepped up Copare boss,

ing to refain the

Cn the eve
Labour peer Lord Paul, settled the dispute by agree
original Firal Salary pension scheme. It has originally been pro-
posed fo replece this with a stekeholder schame based on s tock
market performance, which could hove left retiring workers up to
70% worse off than they would have been under the old set-up.

The action started on June 18th with an overdime bon and soen
developed into a series of one-day strikes, aftracting national medic

attention. Union senior shop steward Alan Pashley said that employ-
ees aged 50 and over would now Le hetter off. Scheme members
would have their contributions cut from 6 10 5 percent but would
also have to pay increased NI co ntnhuhulu of between 0.25 and
0.75 percent. He also said that the strike had left a bitter taste with

members having lest around £1,300 each in lost woges. Asked i he
and his members would do the same again the response was "deli-
nitely.'

The sirike has had a big effect on other steelworkers with the
unicn (ISTC) warning the main steel employer in the UK, Corus, that
the unicns will take sirike action il there is any threat to their own
Final Salary pension scheme,

The Campare steelworkers by their militant actions have given a
lead to other employees facing similar pension cybacks. On a firm
response by workers can defeat this scam from belng sneaked
through elsewhere in industry by bosses looking fo ensure thot they
rip workers off both at work end ofterwards. O

by John Miles Todd,
Scunthorpe

from the: Wotk-bh Balonoe Trust
shows thof lud‘s stms has |umped

www.socialist.net



Blackpool
gloom for
Blair?

For the last few years Labour has been holding
its annual conference anywhere but Blackpool.
The reason? Too working class, too Old Labour.

nfortunately far Mr
Blair and his spindoc-
tor pals, this years
conference is set to
' be rather reminiscent of the
past in mare ways than just the
location. Like the TUC falso
held this year in Blackpecl) the
' feeling is very much of business
deferred. Last yeor the confer-
ence, held in Brightan, was
waylaid by the drummed up
l hysteria over the events of
September 111h. We were told
by party officials that we were
oll too stunned to have a zon-
ference and that therefore it
would only lost a few days with
minimal business being taken,
just mournful speeches ond
controlled sessions. The feeling
of the delegates was actually
very much against this and far
¢ full conference but no-one
was given the choice.

In truth this curtailing of
annual conference was more
than convienient for the leader-
ship. They hod been steeling
themselves for a hammering
first at the TUC then ot the
Lobour conference itself, espe-
cially on public services.
However the problems for them
have not gone away, indeed
this year they have increased.

First there is the issue of the
coming war with Iraq. Whereas
Mr Blair seems quite happy to
be riding olong with Mr Bush,
wearing his deputy badge, the
string of resolutions opposing
military action tell a different
story so for as the parly is con-
cerned. There will be a strong
mood amongst delegates not
to accept the Blair/Bush line on
this,

There will also be consider-

www.socialist.net

by Steve Jones

| able concern expressed over
the issue of PFl ond the privoti-
sation of public services. A
number of unions have clready

' intimated that they will be club-
bing tagether to move campos-
tes atfacking PF, calling for a
halt to all proposed PFI proj-

' ects. The statement of the
Chancellor Mr Brown that these
orojects 'must go through' sug-
gests that the lecdership will

) fight this. Delegates should net
be surprised by this. The

Blairites are absolutely wedded

to the concept that privale is

best - for then there is no alter-
nofive. Pensions will alse prove
to be o hot issue with Amicus
moving a resolutien against the
erading of the Final Salary pen-
sion schemes by employers
loaking to sove maney at work-
ers expense,

Now in the past, the leader-
ship cauld rest easy knowing
that when push came 1o shove
everything would blow over al
the conference itself. Delegates
would be bamboozled by the
party machine, using full time
officicls and the like to nobble
them on the sidelines. Union
leaders would talk loud and
then announce that they were
withdrawing their rasalutions on
the basis of so-called |ast
minute deals thot would then
disappear frem view after the
conference had finished. On
top of this, any contentious
debates would invelve the chair
calling as many leadership loy-
alists as could be found without
ony attempt at enabling a fair
and balanced debate 1o take
place. Not surprisingly this led
to a tendency for the confer-
ence hall to clways be half-

emply as delegates, bored wii-
less, went off in search of real
political discussion at the fringe
events or, failing that, just a
quiet drink scmewhere. At one
point a few years ago,
exhibitors were being pushed
info celegates sects in order fo
moke the hall seem full for the
benefit of the TV comeras.
However this set-up could
not prevail farever. Each yeor
opposilion has grown and now
the leadership can rely neither
on the rank and file delegates
ar on the usvolly trustworthy
trade union leoders. They have
seen the sand shifting beneath
their very feet in recent times
and are in no pesition to da
anything which might under-
mine their own situalion. So it
locks likely that there will be

saome fricky votes for Mr Blair to

take in this year,
Little enthusiasm

Even if Blair is able to pull o
tast one and ovoid any embar-
rassing vofes against him, all
the signs are there - both
beneath and increasingly on
the surface - that opposition is
growing inside the mavement,
early stages though it is. This
will be most visible, in‘the shor
term in the form of splits and
rows ot the tops of the pariy
and in the ranks of the PLP
starting with the debate over
Iraq. At present the party is at o
low ebb in terms of activity and
membership, with many show-
ing little enthusiasm to cam-
paign for a government they
feel has let them down.
Thousands of party members
hove allowed their member-

Labour Party

ships le lopse, demoralised with ’
the way things have gone. Only
the low standing of the Tary
party has preventea a thrashing |
at the polls and even so lobour l
has lost many councils and
councillors, Now is the time for
e rank and file fo fight back.
The current stirrings will soon |
turn info outright revaolt and
fresh layers of new members
will come in‘.) the party to add
to this process, Those socialisis
who have lelt looking for a bet-
ter aliernative need to stap

wasting their time and get back
on the pitch end get stuck in. ‘
Uniens serious ebout launching
a fight against the right-wing
position of the labour govern-
ment need fo stort mobilising ‘
now crd gelling their membars
irto the parly, not as passive
card carriers but organised 1o
struggle for socialist ideas and )
o change of course. The call
must He: reclaim the party. This
drive needs to be matched by o
strong line of support from the ’
Left inside the party and espe-
cially those in the PLP

The tendency over recent
years for the parliomentary Left ‘
in particular to act like invisible
men ond women in the face of
the march of Blairism must
stop. |n the final analysis what .
is required is for the ideas and
programme of Marism to be
heord and felt ever stronger
both in the unions and in the ‘
party. The immediate task is to
win ever more activists and
rank ond file members of the
Lobour movement over to these '
ideas so that the position of the
right wing can be successfully
challenged. JJ
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~ Firefighters

Victory to the firefighters

The planned national industrial action by the fire-
fighters is the first for 25 years. It coincides with an
increasing radicalisation in the union movement,
which is a culmination of years of bitterness and

resentment built up by the attacks on the wages

n September 2nd
protesting firefight-
ers descended
upon Westminster,
in an action timed to coincide
with pay discussions belween
the Fire Brigades Union [FBU),
and the local employers com:
mittee in the Nafional Joint
Council. There were 5000 fire-
fighters present, that is 10% of
the fotal workforce. leaders
from other unions were there
as a mark of sclidarity In
Scotland the local brigedes
staged a work to rule, only
answering emergency calls.

The lirefighters are calling
for an increase of 40% which
| would bring wages up to the
figure of £30,000 a year, for
firefighters and control room
stalf, who receive only 92% of
a firefighters wage. They are
also demanding that the same
proportional increase be given
to part-time [retained) staff,
who are currently paid only o
£36.40 o wesk retaining fee,
ond then o much lower hourly
rote than their colleagues, this
in spite of the fact that they
must be on call 120 hours a
week,

Socialist Appeal totally sup-
ports the firefighters in their
action. Cver the last pericd
they have been pushed into
action by successive govern-
ments who want public services
en the cheep and have put

6 Socialist Appeal ! issue 105

thumbscrews on the firefighters
along with other public sectar
S'(J”.

The last netional sirike of
firefighters was in 1977, it
forced the employers to link
their wages to those of o skilled
manual worker, which gave
them a relatively good sellle-
ment. Hawever, over the years
they have falen behind, ond
they now earn 20% below the
national average, while the
average woge has increased by
an average 384% since 1979,
this secler has increased by
only 300%. And what a scan-
dal it is that these people who
risk their lives every day are
paid £21,000 {the same as the
manager in  your local
McDeonalds) after yeors of
training ond experience.

It just shows how much the
government values their contri-

bution. If there wes a tercorist

altack in Britcin tomorrow the
politicians would cry their croc-
odile tears, and praise the serv-
ice of those wha risked their
lives, but they would cry cut
even louder when the firefight-
ers {as they hove in the LUSA)
osked for wages to match the
sacrifice they hod maode. The
British puhlic already know of
the socrifice these warkers
moke that is why they over-
whelmingly support the fire
fighters. This support would
extend 1o industriol action by

both ASLEF and the RMT who
have said il the firelighters
strike they will close the London
Underground for the safery of
the workers and the passen-
gers. The channel tunnel will
have te close, the FA bave said
that foothall matches will be
called off, and who knows what
elsel This just shows that noth-
ing car funclion sofely withour
the firefighters, The govern-
ment's 200 Green Goddess
tenders poised to crawl across
Britain in the svent of a stike
are o dangerous joke. They
have a top speed of 35mph,
and they are made of wood|

Wages

Firefighters’ wages have fallen
to such a low rate that some of
those with young fomilies are
now forced to claim housing
benefit, and working fomilies
tax credil just 1o moke ends
meet. At the beginning of the

st century in a rich country,
this is the situction thet skilled
workers find themselves in. It
was reported in the press that
out of 56 firefighters bosed in
Brentwood, only 4 live in the
local area, and some of thase
who travel in, live 20 miles
oway. This is not the exception,
especially in the South Fast
nublic servonts, and other low
paid workers are being priced
out of the housing market.

and conditions of workers in general, and in the
public sector in particular. The FBU is playing a
leading role in the struggle for better wages in the
public sector.

by Kris Lawrie

At the same time s wages
have been falling the nature of
the job has changed. They sfill
have the gdangerous job of
entering buming buildings and
risking their own lives pulling
out survivers, but now also
have to deal with all sorts of sit-
vaticns,  from chemical
spillages to dliff top rescues,
car accidents to severe flood-
ing. This reguires nct cnly on
enormous technical  knowl-
edge, and ability fo use a wide
range of speciclized equip-
ment; fire fighters have to be
paramedics, counsellors, and
rock climbers oll rolled into
one. These tasks, often called
Special Services', make up
25% of the workload. If they
hod a cerificate for all the
things they are qualified fo do
they would be paid ¢ fortune in
industry,

At the some time os the
increase in specializalion the
workload has shot up, during
the period frem 1981-99,
there has been a 80% increcse
in the number of callouts, this
hos been paralleled by a 6%
incrzase in slaffing levels. In
addition to this, there has been
o massive jump in government
imposed  paperwork  and
nurenucrocy, for which no extra
allecation has been made in
the hudget, And in spite of
what you might expect il you
had teen listen ng to ministers,

www.soclalist.net



the govemments 'Best Value' ini-
tiotive, has not improved the
funding situation; the service is
facing a shortfall of £156m, or
10% for 2001/02

The worchward for the Blair
governmenl of the moment is
modernisalion’, The FBU has
alwoys supported the moderni-
sofion of the fire service
because i is in the interests of
their members and the public
who they serve. Whet worker
would oppose moderisation,
which will make the job ecsier,
safer and of the end of +he doy
improve the quality of the prod-
uct? However maodernisation' is
one of these words, which the
politicians leve becouse it has
more than one mecning: there
are two types of modernisation.
As Andy Gilchrist has said: 'For
the employers, modemisation
means more flexibility, more
cost-cutting, mare half-baked
schemes such as firelighters
being treined as paromedics to
ovoid the costs of a properly
funded smbulance service."

The drive towards maderni-
scfion has bad the elfect of
placing greater worklead and
stress on the minds and shou!-
ders of the workers, most fire-
fighters suffer back probems
within a few yecrs of joining as
a result of the heavy lifting they
have to do in the course of
duly.

So firefighters are doing
very difficult, life threatening
jobs, they have seen the job
become more speciclised,
heavier workloads, and greater
levels of personal injury end
stress over the last 20 years. Are
they not then worth £30,000 a
year?

The wunion has gene
through the officicl negotiating
procedure with the employers,
at the first meeting of the
National Joint Council (NJC}
the local employers seemed
sympathetic 1o the fire fighters,
they promised a suitable pay
increase.  The  firefighters
thought they might get the poy
nse they needed without having
fo toke action, however the
early promises of the employers
geve way fo nothing. The
employers quickly reneged on
their earlier promises, and
refused to make any offer in
subsequent meetings. The

www,saclalist.net

employers suggested sefting up
an independent enquiry cn
wages, and linking any increase
with  'moderiscticn’  end
changes in working practise in
the fire service. The FBU reject-
ed this, becauvse it is the remit of
the NIC, not en independent'
committee with limited knowl-
edge on how the service works,
to determine how the service
sheuld be run, the union
demanded a good rise and
offered to take joint action with
the lacol employers in arder 1o
force the gavernment to grant
the demands.

No progress

Meeting hos tollowed meeling
but with no progress - the
employers hove not been pre-
pared to negotiote, they have
been mucking aobout and
siclling for months The union
decided to recell conlerence for
an emergency meeting immedi-
ately after the TUC in order to
discuss the situatian, ond lake a
ballot for strike action. The
employers hurriedly tabled an
offer of 4%, just to cover their
backs; they cannot have expect-
ed this to cut any ice, offer all
vhat s 4% of not a lof?

The anger felt by members
was intensified in the run up 1o
the emergency conlerence, ond
a week before the TUC confer-
ence began, os it emerged from
the local employers that just a
few months earlier the govern-
ment had blocked ¢ proposed
offer of a 15% rise plenned for
the meeling of the employers
and the union on July 2nd.
Despite their claims that they
did not want fo get invelved, the
government had been active
behind the scenes in derailing a
proposal from the employers for
a substential rise, which would
have taken the firefighters'up to
£25,000 a year, While this falls
short of what the firefighters
want and deserve, it would
have strengthened their negoti-
ating posilion, ond made it
cleor that the employers were
willing to negofiate, It is clear
that the employers were fright-
ened by the prospect of o
national sirike so they were
going e make the offer to try to
head ot action. However the
government has its head in the

clouds, it is out if touch, and nof
willing fo negoticte, they do not
want @ reasanable setlement
Blair has even said that o 40%
claim waould cause 'terrible
domage” to the economy, and
has mode plain that he is williag
te risk o pational strike, rather
than pay workers what they
deserve. It is a shame these
politicions do nat have the
same concerns about the ecan-
amy when ewarding themselves
huge pay rises (basic MPs sclary
is £55,000+), or accept dena-
tiens from Enron!

The mood at the specia
emergency conference  on
September 121h was electric, all
250 gelegates mandated from
their branches (voting on behalf
of 51,849 voted uncnimously
in favour of strike oction. Al the
end of the conference the dele-
goles jumped o their feet and
cheered,

Throughout the conference
members launched scaothing
attacks on the governmant, who
have the money to spend on
weapons, and wor but not on
wages to improve the living
standards of those who do the
real job of running society, To
Blairs accusotion that the fire-
fighters were irresponsible in
threatening to undermine the
economy through their actions,
Andy Gilchrist pointed out that
the adventures of Tony Blair
with  the  Americans  in
Afghenistan and the Middle
East were costing Britain far
more and were more likely fo
couse econcmic catastrophe,
The cost of the firefighters claim
has been put at £250million (or
if you believe the governments
figure £450m), either way this
pales into insignificance # you
lock ot the £20bn spent on
inflicting misery in Afgheniston,
or the £4.5bn the treasury soys
it will cost to even begin killing
workers in lrag. This explodes
the myth that Britain cannot
afford decent wages for workers
in the public sector; every other
advonced country in Europe
pays higher woges for public
sector workers. When you con-
sider for a minute thet the total
fire service budget is £1.53bn,
and that fire damage alone
causes £6.1bn domage each
year, there is o case for massive
investment in the fire service to

improve efficiency still further, |
which wauld in effect be free.
The FBU has negotiated
with the emplayers, but at the
end of the day the employers
are nof prepared to poy what

the members want, and
deserve. The firetighters are not
geing ‘o be ignored or have
their interests trampled over.
The Lobour government does
net want to pay o reasonable
increase to the firelighters for
fear that it will open the flood-
gotes to similor claims by other
public scctor workers. Well why
shauld they not put in these
cloims. The Tories cffered noth-
ing but attacks on the public
sector and now Labour under
the Blai-res offer the same. The
government condemns the fire
fighters as they condemn all
strike wetion, Nick Raynsford,
the local government minister
hes said it "would be an unnec-
essary ond deeply domaging
dispute that could put pecples
lives at risk." But what hypocrisy
from the government whe have
risked (he lives of millions by
consistently underfunding the
fire service, by cllowing the
scandal of the private railways
ta continue.

Now they refuse to poy
workers whot they have earned.
They are like little children who
think the world is so unfair, and
do not see that they hove
brought the situation on them-
selves. Now they ore talking of
ruling o sinke in the fire service
illegal, but all their manoeuvres
will only odd fire to the flames.
The firelighters will fight for
what they deserve. They will be
backed by workers across the

country. T

For £30k now!
Victory to the
firefighters! |
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news

Merthyr bus
drivers strike

day 2 dozen pickets

‘vocally greeted' man-

agement scabs sent in

from other bus depots to
drive local buses to break the
one day strike over pay at
Merthyr Tydfil Stagecoach Bus
company.

Pickets were placed on the
bus depot and Merthyr Tydfil's
bus station in an attempt to
stop the scabs. The mood of
the strikers was defiant ot the
rejection of a 3% pay offer,
despite an over the fop police
presence.

The strike over pay by
members of the TGWU and
GMBATU, comes after years of
eroding away conditions of
service and pay, particularly
after deregulation in 1986.

Bus drivers in Merthyr Tydfil
earn lower rates than in other
ports of the UK. At present,
they earn £5.38/ hour, which

is less than Merthyr's bus clean-
ers hourly rate of £5.40!

The unions are demanding
at least 5%. At the same time,
Stagecoach drivers in
Caerphilly have voted on a
overtime ban, and this strike
comes on the back of strikes by
workers at the Stagecoach
depot in the Rhymney valley.

This action is being taken
against a background of strikes
in the area over the summer
months, the most significant
being the solid one day strike
in Merthyr Tydfil of coundil
workers employed by the
County Borough. Further
industrial action is expected
locally in the fire service and
FE college. OJ

by Sion Com

TR e L L R

JIMMY DEANE
APPEAL

We are paying tribute to
comrade Jimmy Deane,

Toffs and Tories
dominate
countryside march

hey came in their thousands to Liverpool Street station,
cressed in designer rural-style clothing, most waving
their seasan tickets ot the be.nused ticket inspectors.
Such was the irony of the so-called march for Liberty
and Livelihood organised by the Countryside Alliance [CA) in
Lendon . These pecple would no doubt be travelling back info
ondon the vary next day - only this time dressed in suits - to
start work in the big City institutions, hard ot work in support of
finance copital destroying the very jobs of country workers they
claimed lo represent. The march was mossive but then given
the finance behing it so it should have been. Using the Institute

of Directors offices as a base over a million pounds was spent

getting people there. The loudest voices were these of the
forces of reaction. The Tories and the
closed so thet the young masters
ceuld altend -imegine what would have been said if the

Tofts were there in num-

bers. The public schools were

schools of striking workers were shut so that families could
atterd a demonstration against taclery closures, for example,
Despite the propagande from the CA the main issue on the
march was not rural job losses or the decline i) public services
n the countryside but fox-hunting. This issue is seen by these
neople us being o symhaol of the rights of privilege, of the
wealthy and big landowners - the very people wha have done
arish the rural worklorce ond reduce their
cal supporters behind

so much fo impo
conditions, Needless to say the most v
the scenes against outlawing ‘axhunting and in favour of the
morch hos been the Royal family - one of the biggest lendown-
ers in Britain, Since when have they ever worried about job
osses when it hit miners or steelwarkers. We are now told that
Prince Charles has said he will leave the country if fox huating
s abolished - cffer cccepted| Action ne eds to be taken to

reverse the demaoge done by big business and the lended aris-
lacracy, statting with the nationalisation of the big monopolies,
?"Ch.ding the supermarke! chains whe do so much 1o bully

small farmers, alongside the taking over of the big landed

estates so that the land can be used far the berefit of all -

ad ll‘:W.D

town and country - not just the ermine ¢

who passed away on 21st
August, by launching a
memorial fund. This will be
used to fund a suitable project to honour Jimmy's con-
tribution to the Trotskyist movement and to further the
cause he promoted all his life.

Please made all donations payable to the Jimmy
Deane Memorial Fund', and send fo the Jimmy Deane
Memorial Fund, ¢/o Socialist Appeal, PO Box 2626,
London N1 75Q. Donations can also be made online
through the 'In Defence of Marxism' website. All dona-
tions will be gratefully acknowledged.

nt and Jimmy Deane
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Tory Doom

n truth we all knew this but
now it is official Tory gov-
ernments are mare likely to
drive you o suicide. Data
produced by the University of
Bristol show that when the
Tories are in power more peo-
ple become unduly depressed
and want fo end it all. Suicide
rales went down during the
period of 1905 to 1921 wher
the Tories were cut of office (in
part because millicns were
being killed anywoy during
1914-18] but shot up during
the 19205 ond the Boldwin Tery
government, reaching its height
during the Great Depression
lobviously}. This was under the
Nationa! Gavernment, but that
was a lory govermment in all
but nome. The rate went down
ogain during the later 1930s
and inta the first half of the
1940s - agein mosked by the
sloughter of o world war which

and Gloom?

kind of made suicide redun-
dant. Cddly encugh the rate
then shot up again during the
boom years of the 1950s and
the 13 years of Tory misrule -
despite Mocmillan and his
“never had it so good.” The
rate fell agein as Harald Wilson
ceme to office but during the
1970s, as the Callaghen
Labour govemment started 1o
enact Tery palicies, it went up
again, This continued under the
vicious Thatcher government
and only dropped a bit when
Thalcher was booted aut of
office - presumably that cheered
o lew people up! The University
report explains these rates thus:
"When people feel more social-
ly connected... they are less
likely to contemplete this indi
vidual oct (of suicide).” In other
words as capitalism runs riot
pecple lose hope. The cure? A
quick dose of socialism! O3

.o-o--c-oo.ot-o-cvco-la-o-vv.cooo-oo-nooo.oao--o.qocn.ao--v-'ocon--..co-n

A tale of two hotels

Abbey National staff from their HQ were recently shipped
out to meetings in two hoteals. Those who arrived at the real-
ly plush hotel were told that their jobs were safe for now but
those who arrived at the not so good hotel were told that
they were going to get their cards pronto. This bizarre treat-
ment is evidently the start of a job cutting programme os the
recession in the finance sector cuts in. But this is by no
means the most brutal means adopted by nervy bosses to
lay people off. It is not uncommon for people o be met ot
the door as they arrive for work and told they are being
made redundant and be back out on the street in less than
S minutes - presumably to stop disgruntled workers from
taking revenge. According fo a recent report in the Times,
one boss was said to have carried out his sacking pro-
gramme by seffing off the fire alarm and tgen refusing to let
people back into the building after the all-clear was given.
Contrast this with the treatment bosses themselves receive if
they lose their jobs - generally the rule is that the worse you
have done and the more you have lost, the more payoffs
you get when the axe falls. Millions have been paid out to
duffer executives as reward for failure. Faimess at work? we
think not, O
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MEDIA BOSS Rupert Murdoch awarded
himself a £1 million pay rise taking his total
income for the past year to £5.9 million. His
sons took home a further £3 million
between them. The company lost £4 billion

www.sacialist.net

last year, ™1

organiser for the trades council said: "Until
we start to jail those responsible cempanies
will continue to put profit before the health
ond scofety of their workers'.0)

THE INSTITUTE OF EMPLOYMENT RIGHTS
has launched a new book making out the
case for a complete overhaul of Britain's

BATTERSEA AND WANDSWORTH TUC
lounched its campoeign for a low to jail cor-
porate kil'ers ecrlier this month at o oacked
public meeting.

Speakers from the GMB, TGWU, NUJ
ond RMT joired campaigning comedian
Mark Thomas in showing how company cut-
backs in health and safety and training were
behind workplace deaths. Trade unionists
told how threats to health and salety reps,
casualisation and profil-mongering hod led
lo the deaths of hurdreds of workers with
few fines and no jail sentences for the man-
agers respensible. Earlier in the day mem-
bers of the trades council picketed Balfour
Beatty demanding & new law which would
make 't easier o jail the coroorote killers.
Launching the report Geott Mertin, lead

employment laws. It backs the scrapping of
the anti-trade union laws and their replace-
ment with a charter of workers rights includ-
ing the right to take solidarity action.
Thé book is available from the IER at

www.ier.org.uk ]
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Interview with Jeremy Dear

Newly elected to TUC general council

Jeremy Dear was one of several left der
General Council. Socialis

10 Socialist Appeal ! issue 105

This year's TUC Congress oppeared to
signal @ new mood. Is that your impres-
sion?

Very much so. There is definitely o
greater contidence and more people
orepared to sfond up agoinst privatisa
tion, the threatened war on frag, low
pey and so on. The molicns passed on
employmant rights and public services
are very nositive. A few years ogo the
cencent of the repeal of the anti-hade
union laws or renatioralisotion at the
roilways wers being defeated, Teday

they ore being unanimously passed.

Wheare before there was talk of portnar-
ship at every slage this year many spoke
out ageinst partnership and for a fight-
ng Irade union mavement. And it wosn't
{ust the mations but the whole mood
was rensiarmed. There was a real feel-
ing amangst mos' celegates that we ore
entering 0 new period. Many unians
have seen rising membership and an
increase 'n activity, We've seen victorious
disputes over pay, privalisation, and now
pensions. Unions won bock recognition
in over 500 workplaces in the post yeor.
[hal breeds confidence and a determi-
nation not lo accept low poy, long
hours, poor conddions and phony port-
nership arrangements.

There was also clear evidence of a new
left emerging.

Thats right. In the Section C {Unions
with less then 100,000 members) elec-
ticns for the General Council at leost
five of thase clearly identified os being
on the left were elected, including Mick
Rix, Andy Gilchrist and Paul Mackney.
Add 1o thot Mark Serwotka, Derek
Simpson, Billy Hoyes ond others and it is
clear the new maood in individual unions
is also being reflected now in the TUC
General Council. On the floor of can-
ference and in the tringe meetings il is
clecr there is an emergence of a new
left to replace the tailed old ideas of the
likes of Ken Jackson and others.

union leaders to be elected on to the TUC
t Appeal spoke to him at the
recent TUC Conference.

There was some debate on the fringes
of the conference about the relationship
between frade unions and the Labour
Party. How do you see this question?

| think it was Tony Benn who said there
were too many socialist parties end not
encugh socialists. He's right. It is vital ot
this stoge thal people dont abandon the
Labour Party but instead join, become
active and arganise to reclaim it for the

values we beliove in. The struggle going
on in the unians will be rellectec al o
cerfnin stage in the Lebcour Party loo
When big bus ness denates 10 the

Labour Parly it expects something in
return .Our movement should be
dermanding more for the meney it
danaotes and building ifs influence ol
every level of the pany. Its no goos
standing on the sidelings - if's lime to
get in there and ballle for our ideas.

What were the key debates at the TUC?

The debate on lrag waos clearly very
imeortant and it was clear from
specker alter soeaker that the trade
union movement was very sceptical of
cleims from the US thot this would be a
war for justice ond against the
development of weapons of mass
destruction. Speakers pointed to US
bocking for Saddam in the pest, to us
cloims that they would effect @ regime
chenge with or without UN backing and
of 1he enthusiostic support from US il
giants for the policy of regime change.
“We were also proud fo be able to offer
support for the firefighters in their
struggle for improved pay. It was o com-
mon slogan that if there is money for
o war in lraq then there is maney fo poay
the firefighters. Pledges of scliderity
action from RMT ond Aslef members
and others showed the movement is
determined to win this perticuler

battle.J
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Join Youth for International Socialism!
Come to our Marxist school!

uth for International Socialism (YFIS)
was established three years ago and
has many groups throughout the
world from as far ofield as the United
States, Pakistan and Australia.

We are fighting to establish a worldw:de
socialist youth organisation that can act as a
beacon fo youth intemationally in the strug-
gle against the injustices of capitalism. We
involve students and young workers in the
opposition to imperialist war. American and
British imperialism are attempting to prepare
the ground fo invade Iraq and establish a
puppet regime. Saddam is no friend of the
oppressed masses, but it is the sole task of
the Iraqi people to deal with him. We give
our solidarity fo those in Iraq fighting imperi-
alism and for a socialist federation of the
Middle East.

YFIS sees the need fo educate the youth
not only in struggle, but also in the ideas
needed fo change society. For that reason,
YFIS is holding a national weekend school
on 26-27 October in London. It will be a
weekend of discussion and debate on social-

Youth for

Socialism

lems? Can there be a world without wars?

ism and war. What do we mean by imperial- 3?'
ism? Can the United Nations solve our prob- &

Have your say on what YFIS should be doing
to oppose the war and to build support for
international socialism.

Come along and bring your friends| For
more information and to book a place con-
tact YFIS at espe@newyouth.com

oo csemli A

I 1 want to join Youth For International Socialism i
1 1
: O I want more information about :
N Youth For International Socialism’s activities .
[ 1
] L T P e U S [ AR samassnvnintuIneas 1
i Address......... PENEBNeiarerra RIS tRseeernrnnEtRtatasen TR aREat e eeensenane SSAYRe s (e NA RISV 1
b crretminiaieieiiieiniit i nen ittt s srnas s e ann e erasentnsasesansnreranenentennsnsesanmnnns 1
S e I RS BECT Lt T TS I
B Tl annnasansass crusonninnssosinsisanssbaiohioics soosoebes st b san g e e i
] 1 |
N BB asnnne o smimnamnnnnsusaonsssunnnsas s anmsnionsmisisissimsannssasise ot smsbonsite i [
; Return to: YFIS, PO Box 2626, London N1 7SQ -
L—----—-----——————-—-——--—-———————-‘

Hello good friends,

Internatienal | T am writing to tell you my complete support for YFIS and Socialist Appeal, after a
most thorough search of all "socialist" and "communist” groups in Britain. Asa
young student I knew it would be hard for me to support the movement, but despite
WWVL.REWYOUTh.com| this, unlike other organisations, the YFIS has always been there to provide help for

: ~ me and to help me improve myself and to set my foundations of being a complete
. Marxist. : i P G

For one, it has helped me to mature as a socialist, as at first I belleved all would be

~ solved by smashing windows on mayday, but through reading the programme of the
. YFIS and its Marxist teachings, I have been able to develop my ideas into more rea-
_sonable and more real ideology. : Sl i

Being in u\e”'north, I thought that fibthing ﬁappehed up here, there were no demos

i _ etc, but YFIS has provided me with dates and events which I can participate in, and
S ‘ ~ also in fact CREATE opportunities for others to take a stand. This I believe is the
S = . most important step I have undertook, to be able to see myself as a Marxist by

belief and not just by name.

-~

The most useful point of the YFIS website is the ongoing news reports written by
informed activists armed with the ideas of Marxism, providing an in-depth analysis
in breaking news and news from ALL around the world which go unparalleled
against all other mainstream media, and also much more useful than other sectarian
"socialist” groups. S : e

I'd like to thank YFIS for all the hard work it pu& in for its members, and all social-
ists alike, and to keep on improving to break our chains. . :

Semeno Arshakovich,
Cheshire, NW England

WORKERS OF THE WORLD UNITE!

www.sacialist.net
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IF

hat is the Private
Finance Initiative?
It started life in
the dying yeors of

the Tery government as o
crazy scam (like rail privatisa-
tion) from one of their think
tanks - with the aim of nicking
all the remaining public assets
that weren't actually nailed to
the floor. It hos been enthusi-
astically embraced by Labour
apparatchiks to show us their
‘new' Labour cradentials. By
the time of the next election
£40 billion in public projects
will be being dore the PFI
way.

Free money?

Originally PFl was {loated as
a way of getting round
Treasury limits on government
borrowing. Private Finance
Initiative, as a description of
whal hoppens, is octually o
complete lie. Il suggests that
orivate business generously
helps the rest of us out by giv-
ing us money. PFl doesn't sove
us @ penny - as belore we pay
for public services, and under
PFl we pay plenty.

What used 1o happen was
this: it we decided we needed
a new hespitcl, we paid con-
tractors to build it and it then
became o public asset. We
owned it. We then paid work-
ers o run the public service.
Under PFl we pay a consor-
tium fo build o hospital - and
they cwn it. We pay them
more money - and they
employ the workers to provide
the health care.

What's the point of thise
It is argued that private com-
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panies can borrow from the
financial markets. But it's us
who pay the interest when we
pay them to run the hospital.
The puklic sector could
clways borrow the money - if
the Treasury would let i,

What does PFl do for cap-
italism? Capitalism wes inca-
pable of providing universal
heclth care, Pecple you are
looking alter are always sick,
but not always rich. Thats why
the NHS had 1o be set up. But
now health care - and many
other services tormerly provid
ed by the public sector, and
still poid for by us the texpay-
ers - hos become a zone ol
capitol accumulation, a busi-
ness sector for making mil-
lions - and millionaires.

Under PFl the government
says we wont let you borrow
the money to provide publicly
owned assets - you |l have to
rent, It is a scam to gst round
artificial restrictions on public
sectar borrowing - the debr is
'off balonce sheet. Cnly o
feol would go and bor
fram the loansharks so they
could say they had paid off
the banks. A loan is @ loan in

the real werld whether an arm '

of government or a private
consortium borrows 1o build a
hospital.

Private borrowing is dearer

But there is one ‘mportant dis-
advantage fo going private, It
cosls more. Llending money is
anclysed by financial econa-
misls as a trade off belween
risk and return. If you are
lending to o fly-by-night outfit
which might well do ¢ runner

with your money you are likely
to charge a higher rate of
inferest. The government is
not a fly-by-night outfit, It
never defaulls. There is no
risk, therefore there is na risk-
oremium, Lending to the stote
is safe, so the state can insist
on a lower interest rate on its
loans. If the public sector bor-
rowed directly this would sove
vs £50 millien for every £1
billion of PFl controcts,

And we don't have 10 go
to hig business. Gordon
Brown has got money coming
out of his ears. The
Chancellor still demends we
barrow and pay back for o
generction for assets we'll
never own,

So it we don't need to
borrow, why call in the privoie
sector? The justificotion is in
the Thaicherite mantra, 'public
secler bad, private sector
good.' Capitalism, we are
told, unleashes extracrdinary
dynamism and buccaneenng
entrepreneuriclism unknown
to the dull folk who werk in
the public sector doing nen
'‘wealth-creoting' jobs such as
teaching, firefighting or nurs-
ing. This theory radictes thin-
ly-disguised contempt for
those who choose to work
serving the public in prefer-
ence to omassing forlunes.
Private is more efficient!
Private provision culs costs!
We look in detail at this argu-
ment loter - but basically if's
just not true.

There is no alternative'

For the fime being remember
PFl is ‘the only show in town’,

by Mick Brooks —

Alen Milburn teld heclth serv-
ice administrators, "I¥s PFl or
bust,” Whaot this means is NHS
Trust managers have been
told that they can have a proj-
ect financed by PFI, or they
will net have it at all, They
have to liddie the figures with
a 'public seclor comparator' 1o
show public provision is dear
er if the scheme is lo go
ahead. Sc they do. The
deputy corgroller and auditor
general of the National Audit
Cllice, Jeremy Calman, has
said that some of these calcu
lations are 'pseudo-scientific
mumbo jumhbo’ while others
are ‘utter rubbish’. Its official,
then. Who are we to disagree
with him?e

Why is capitalism
supposed to be efficient?

Becouse of competition
betwzen capitalists. They all
try to cut costs and the weak-
est go to the wall. Thet's the
theary. But it doesnt work in
the case of PFl. The PFI
process effectively awards o
moropoly position to the con-
tractor. Thers is no incentive
lo cut costs - and every
maolive and opportunity to
milk the public seclor -as we
shall see.

[ he firms who tender for
the PFl projects are few in
number. Balfour Beatty
{responsible for rail replace-
ment at Hatfield) is one.
Jarvis, who were in charge of
trock maintencnce at Potters
Bar is another, while Arthur
Andersen are always on hond
10 offer their expertise in fid-
dles. Usually o combination

wviw. socialist.net



of this select band forms a con-
sortium and puts in a bid. Yeu
might think the public secter
body accepls the lowest bid end
they get on with the work. Nel a
bit of it.

The bidding process -
they cheat, we pay

The consartivmn selected
becomes o preferred bidder,
and the real negotiations begin.
While the private sector firm cuts
all their quated prices to
become preferred bidder, as
soon as they've got their foot in
the door, it's a licence to print
money. Building companies
reckon on a margin of 4%, bul
tor PFI the markup is 1 0%.
That's just for starters, Costs are
ruthlessly pacded.

Once they have acquired the
preferred bidder status, all the
time cnd effort that would be
lost in unravelling the contract is
hanging over the head of the
public sector body that wants the
work done. So the consortivm is
in a strong positien fo renegoti-
ate. For renegotiate, read black-
mail'. The ICL/Fujitsu deal to
computerise magistrales’ court
records spirclled from £183 mil-
lion in 1998 to £319 million in
1990. The courts are still in
chaos.

Whatl hoppens to the pri-
vate sector when it screws up
our services? Not much.
Andersen Consulting fyes, them
ogain) made o complele mess
of the computerisction of
Natfional Insuronce records,
causing a good decl| of grief to
hundreds of thousands of
claimants and pensioners, These
were the peaple that took the

www.socialist.net

minerity of risk-loving people
These are the entrepreneurs
They are respensible for all
innavation. To them all bless ngs
should flow. Thats not how i+
looks from where we sland. The
only risk-laving people cut there
are the taxpoyers. We just love
picking up other people’s gam-
bling debts and paying them.
And when enfrepreneurs win the
jackpot - why thats a reward for
all the risk they've taken.

real 'risk'. The bill came to £53
millien. Since the Contriburions
Agency files are linked to the
Inlend Revenue, the tax man
also lost unteld billions os 5.2
millien personal records went
AWOL. Dawn Primarolo, the
Trensury Minister, only got
Andersen to pay £4.1 millicn
far fear of jeopardising future
reletionships’. It seerms that com-
panies with o proven record of
expensive failure will sfill be in
the frame for another go at PFI

in the future, Refinancing

The risk-lovers Proof positive that we don
share the risk with hig business
is the phenomencn known as
refinancing'. Having landed o
PFl cantract, the consertium
goes to the benks to cash in
their winnings. We pey them
more to horrow because finan-
cial merkets might regard what
they're daing as o bit risky, since
they re supposed 1o be out there
in the dog-eat-dog world of

+ copitalist competition. But the
censortium expleins to the bank
that's not so. Society is alwoys
going to need ¢ hospital in
Dartford {or whatever). If their
deal falls through the govern-
ment will have to ‘nationalise'
the losses. Its os safe as houses,
So they renegoticte the loan on
o lower rate of inlerest to make
allowance for the bank's risk
being covered- by us, the tax
peyers. The consortivm then
trousers the windfall,

Ancther argument why we
are told we hove te bring in the

Another argumeant in favour of
PFIis that the private sector is
prepared to take mare risk.
According to this legend maost of
us are 'risk averse' - that is, we
don't like belling all the tme,
even if the bet is fair. We prefer
to know exactly where we stand.
Public services exist on the basis
that we know they will alwoys be
there. An obvious example is the
air traffic control system - it
doesn't bear thinking about what
would happen without it. So
when NATS was privatised last
year, the new awners should
have taken aver all the risk, But
they knew the government
couldn't let them go belly up. So
when things got hairy, they came
back for o handout. They got it.
Seven manths ofler privatisction
they've already got their hands
in our pockets!

Ferturately, we are told,
human genes are seeded with o

private sector is becouse they
have the expertise, What expert-
o did Baltour Beatty show at
Hotfield? They were not replac-
ing cracked roils fast enough,
That was definitely one facler in
the fatal grain crosh there, The
fact is they didn't know what they
were deing. They had no histany
cf rrack maintenarce before il
privatisation. No private compe
ny did. The odly way they devel-
oped any experlise was by hiring
sacked roilway maintenance
workers from British Rail on
waorse terms and conditions ond
picking their breins, The firms in
charge of track maintenance do
indeed strive to cul costs. But it's
no! te compete with their rivals,
They don't have any - they're o
monopoly. I's to increcse their
profits, overwhelmingly at the
expense of the wages bili. The
News of the World reported thot
Corillien subsidiary GT Reil
Mainterance sent out this memo
after Hotfield, "We are currently
being inundated with defec’s of
this kind...however it is not
practicol or cast-effeclive o cut
all of them out of the track
immediately when some of them
ccon afford 1o wait until they are
re-vested.” It's the possengers
who are toking the risk here, not
the private contractors!

Even loyal new Labour MPs
cre getting fed up of PFl. David
Taylor, MP for North West
Leicestershire and an account-
ant, declared in the House of
Commaons, "Every penny raised
for PFI schoals, hospitals and
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PF

There are other losers in the PFI
process. Democracy loses. When you
bring capitalism into public services
through the door, democracy goes out

through the window

prisons ...is poid tor by the
public purse, plus interest,
plus profits...PFl does not
lever in private finance. It
merely allows private share-
holders to dip their large
ladles inte an increcsing
stream of tox revenue." He
went on to denounce 'the
seedy occountancy massage
parlours' that try to meke the
deals lock like value for
money. Arthur Andersen, the
accountants lost seen enthu-
siastically shredding evidence
at Enron headguarters are
masters of the black ort of
PFl finance,

There are other costs
invelved in PFl, Advocates of
PFl say the private sector is
more efficient, How can a
firm pay shareholders divi-
dends and still provide a
cheaper service thon pub-
ficly-owned non-profit provi-
sion? As the recder knows,
they con't - they lie to get
their hands an our money. It's
not as if you can increase
productivity as easily as in
manufacturing by bringing in
a new machine. Many of the
activities dealt with in PFI
projects, such as nursing and
prison warden, are lobour
intensive and 'no-tech.

TUPE

That gives us a clue as to
how private firms strive fo be
'mare efficient. They aim to
cut costs. Since the services
they pravide are labour
intensive, they aim to cut
labour cosls. Many of the
costs of PFl, like the debts
they run up, are ‘off-balance
sheet. The real costs are
born by the workforce.

Cne of the few areas
wnere research has shown
cost savings for PFl is for pri-
vate prisons. Here the entire
'saving' is becouse of wage-
culling. Prison officers on
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£20,000 a year are socked
and replaced by privately
employed workers on less
than £14,000.

When workers are trons-
ferred to the private sector,
the first thing the capitalists
try is to de a Maxwell on
their pensions. Teoring up
seniority, holiday entitlements
and just cutting pay ore also
top of their agenda. The gov-
ernment, no doubt, would
regard robbing the workers
as an ‘efficiency saving'.
There are rules (the Transfer
of Undertckings [Protection
of Earnings| Regulations -
known os TUPE) which try fo
provide a minimum of pro-
tection for workers forcibly
transferred into the private
sector. There is cn argument
at this very moment as fo
how extensive they should
be. Obviously the TUC
should campaign for the
TUPE rules to be as full as
possible, But workers connot
just rely on the low to protect
them from the employers’
offersive.

The recson is - there is
no other conceivable way o
private company <on sove
maoney in a lypical no-tech
service such as the prison
service unless they cut work-
ers' wages and benefits, ar
the number of workers on the
payroll, or both.

There are cther losers in,
the PFl process. Democracy
loses. When you bring capi-
talism inte public services
threugh the door, democracy
goes out through the win-
dow. Take the London under-
ground. During negofiations
eariier this year, it was pro-
posed that Tronsport for
London {responsible to Ken
Livingslone, and the nearest
thing to o democratic and
accountable body in the
Londen uncerground PFI
scheme) should have same

control over timetables. The
consortia were apoplectic. "It
impinges on our rights of
ownership,' they spluttered.
In other words seven million
Lendoners can go to hell.

PFI puts other pressures
on the democralic process.
£14 billien of contacts have
already been signed. Over
the next 26 years we have
guaronteed to pay them £96
villion. Mouth-watering!
Those payments come first.
It's like a morigage - it does-
n't matter what else you
need. It's deducted at source.
And it doesn't matler which
party you vote for in the ned
26 yeors either - that meney
is already committed to pass-
ing out of our hands. The
present government is mori-
gaging our future to PFI .

The institutions hardes: hil
by PFl are the local counclls,
which are already up agonst
it, They are the first to feel
the extra pressure. Ifs called
the affardability gap.
Haringey council has a fixed
education budget. i if's
inflated by payments to the
PF| privateers, os it is, then
they have to cut teachers.
There's nothing else for it
Current spending has to be
chopped in the interests of
profit.

Show us the money

Where are the savings?¢ Une
figure is continually quoted
by Tany Blair, a saving of
17% for PFl compared with
conventional publicly funded
projects from a study by
Arthur Andersen. What is the
socialist response?

@® Arthur Andersen are
a bunch of crooks. The
Enron affair shows they hove
their hands in the till up to
their elbows.

® Arthur Andersen
makes pots of money out of
PFI. They hove a vested inler-
est in showing its o good
deal,

® According to their
survey 60% of the ‘efficiency
savings' ore from 'risk trans-
fer' to the privale sector. The
survey is based on o selective
review af PFl projects,

designed to prove what
they've been paid to prove,
® Within the group of
projects they onalyse a single
large scheme, which is
responsible for 80% of the
'risk transfer' sovings. This
scheme was the computernisa-
tion of the Centributians
Agency. As we showed earli-
er, no risk was tronsterred.
We carried the can os usual,
@ The bad guys
recpansible for the
Ceniributions Agency fiasco
were Andersen Consulting...
o branch of Arthur Andersen.

| rest my case.

Pub:lic investment is currently
at its lowest level tor fifty
years, despite the budgel sur-
pluses. This scandalous stale
of affairs is partly becouse
departments are being bul-
lied and browbeaten by the
Treosury inte going down the
PFl road, '{:steod of just get-
ting on with renovating the
infrastructure.

The Treasury has same
barmy rules on spending,
rules that are unigue fo
Britain. If the Greater Londan
Authority barrows fo upgroce
the undergreund, this laoks
bod an the books. If a pri-
vate institution borrows the
same money {or the some
purpose, thats OK. This is
polty! Regional airports and
other bodies can go on to
the capital markets ond hor-
row becouse they're not con-
sidered on orm of govern-
ment. But elected bodies like
the GLA ond Mayor of
Lendon cen't borrow a penny
- even if we vote fo let them,
which is what we did when
Lendeners voted for
Livingstone and against PFL.
Other countries have a dif-
ferent measure of public
debt, which trects oll public
bedies and quasi-public bod-
ies - the GLA and
Bournemouth airpert - as
substantially the same, The
Treosury is doing an Arthur
Ancarsen on the public
finances.

Fight PFl all the way.
Dant lel big business steal
your future. O

www.socialist.net



Right wing defeated -

But only a short honeymoon for Schréder

by Hans-Gerd Ofinger

dmund Steiber, o lecd-
ing reactionary Christion
Democratic leader and '
Bavarian prime minister
wos defeated in the recent
German elections - though by '
a narrow margin. It wos the
most interesting and thrilling
election night ever in Germen ‘
‘post war' history as # tock
hours' until there wos certainty
on all TV chanrels that
Schréder's coalition of Social |
Democrats and Greens eculd
secure enough seals to continue
lor enather parliamentary term. ’
Whereas many TV jouraalists
hod speculated for hours thot
there could be o hung parlia- I
ment or even a nerrow right
wing majerity, in the end
Schrider hed a small but deci
sive majority of 306 seats '
against 295 for the troditional
bourgeois parties [Chrislien
Democrats ond Liberals), with |
the east German PDS (ex CP)
being reduced to merely two
seats. |
There was a sigh of relief on
the part of many SPD activists,
trade unionists ond youth in |
general up and dewn the coun-
Iry given the fact that Stoiber -
darling of big business ond |
other reactionary institutions in
the country - had failed to win o
majority. Up until August clmost
everybody in the courtry would I
have expecred Stiber to win the
election end the SPD to get o
hammering, and mary porty ‘
and union octivists were reluc-
tant to do anything in the cam-
oaign. Llike in many other |
Evropean countries, four years
under Schréder had given rise
to enormous disillusicnment on '
the parl of the rank end file.
Whereas  Stoiber  and  the
Christian Democrats hod been |
leading in the opinicn polls
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since February and there were
reports of some rats in the Berlin
ministerial bureoucrocy leaving
the sinking ship and joining the
Christion Democrats, there was
a drostic swing bock 1o the
Social Demecrats and Schréider
only in the lost weeks of he
election campaign. The threat
ot a Staiber tokecver mobilised
workers and youth cround the
SPD [ond to an extent the
Greens) fo moke sure Stoiber
would not get in.

Stoiber's strolegy was o
deplore the high level of unem-
oloyment in Germany {four mil-
lion officially) and the bad
prospects for the economy on
the brink of recession), pul the
blame on Schréder and present
himself os someone who could
run the economy ketter and do
something about unemploy
ment, Unlike his political father
Franz losef Sirauss whe had
stood for choncellor and lost in
the 1980 election campoign,
Stoiber tried to present himself
os everybodys darling and
avoid polarisation and clear
slatements at any cost. But the
political ride began to turn in
Auvgust as Schréder and his vice
chancellor ond fereign minister
Fischer {Green party leader)

suddenly declared the! under
their leadership Germany would
not toke part in any military
campaign against lrag. This
stotement came oul of the blue
but correspended with the over
whelming mood in the couniry -
especiolly in the Eost - and
emberrassed the wermongers in
Steiber’s comp, forcing even
opportunist Mr  Sloiber 1o
declore that under his leader-
ship their would not be any sup-
port for unileteral US miliary
action either. The llood disaster
in Ecst Germany in August
brought envirenmental issues
back enro the cgenda and tend-
ed to back the positicn of the
Greens and their environmen-
talist imege. When it became
clecr that there was an increas-
ing likehaod of a re-election of
the Schréder govemment, the
Christion Democrats panicked
in the lost week prior fo the elec-
tion, They Itried to trigger off o
racist/anti-immigrant campaign
cnd targeted Schriders minister
of justice who was alleged 1o
have soid that ke Hitler,
George W, Bush alse waged
wars to divert the attention eway
from home politics!

The narraw victory of (he
SPD at the end of a neck-ond-
neck roce is not really a reason
to celebrate, Many workers and

. youth voted for the SPD, grind-

ing their fecth,

to stop Stoiber
and * give
Schréder o
secend  fand
possibly final)
chance. The
vnion leaders

{though faor-
mally reulrol)
hed also
urged  the'r
members o
prevent a

Staiber victory,
rightly arguing

that Stoiber would turn the clack }
bock on important issues such
s lebour ‘egislation and vnicn
rights. But like in Britain with
Bloir's second government, the |
union lecders will be forced to
exert pressure upon the gavem-
ment to change course belore ’
19 19.

With o predominantly rome
and “pale’ porliomentary party |
of the SPD, and the Greens pre-
senting themselves s a 'mod-
ern' ond 'progressive’ libercl .
pro-bourgeois party, the honey-
moon far the second Schrédder
governmint will be very shart,
Against the pockground of a '
sevare economic crisis and pes-
simism on the part of the bour-
gecis irespective of whoever
happens to be in goverrment,
all sorts of conflic's will come
vp, ond mojor disappaintment
ond anger cn the part of work-
ers ond youlth will be on the
order of the doy. There is no ’
room to manceuvre for a policy
which tries to serve big business
infciests ond cppease the work- |
ing class at the same fime. The
expenence of 1999 shows how
quickly electicn victaries con be |
thrown way; it was only the cor-
ruption sconda!l around ex-
chaneellor Kohl and his CDU |
party thal saved Schréder at the
fime

Having defeated Stoiber, |
warkers, youth, parly and trade
union activists shou'd nol lean
back and wait and see, hut |
actively intervene ond put ores-
sure vpon the government ‘o
carry out real sociclist pelicies. |
And Schrsder will have ta prove
now that his cpposition to
George W's war against liaq |
was not anly an electien cam-
paign show,

|
This is an edited version of
an article which appears at
www.marxist.com
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by Michael Roberts

3 g
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"The unsetftling new environment guar-
antees thaf we are about fo experi-
ence more than an economic slow-
down, more than a mere recession,
We are about fo witness the deepest
stock market decline and economic
depression since the 1930s. But
please don't misunderstand: Things
will not foll straight down. The most
powertul institufions and central banks
in the world will do everything in their
power fo prop up their economies
and stimulate temporary stock market
rallies". This column, Socialist Appeal
Jonuary 2002

he mood of optimism about

the world economy that rose

up during the summer months

has now dissipated. The talk
ameng many pundits in New York, or
The Economist magazine in London,
is that there is a real risk of the US
slipping back inte an economic reces-
sicn, taking the rest of the warld with
it

Cnly the official spokesmen of the
Bush administration, Alan Greenspan
and the Federal Reserve, and of
course, all those investment banks in
Wall Street who have o vested interest
in spinning optimism, continue 10
argue that the US economy will start
growing at 3-4% a year, unemploy-
ment will come down and the post-
Seddam world will be a better ploce,
Typical of the officicl comments is

that of Chicago Fed President
Michael Moskaw. He admitted thot:
‘the rood to recovery is tuming out to
be bumpy," but noted that "ence we
have worked our way through the
current rough patch, the long-term
prospects for the US economy appear
lo be good.'
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Well, its been a year since the
attack on the Twin Towers, the symbol
of American financiol and sconomic
might. And other commentators on
the werld economy are much less
sanguine. "For the first time since
WWII, the world is in the grips of o
synchranized global economic down-
turn," writes Dr. Kurt Richebacher,
‘We are locking for financial wurmeil
in the US of a gravity without prece-
dence in the whole postwar period.”

The Fconomist mogazine com-
ments: "The entire world economy
seems to be cooling off. Everywhere,
economists are revising their targels
downward. America, Evrope and
lapan are still growing...but barely.
Europeon GDP rose at only 1.4%
annual rate in the 2nd querter. The
Jopanese economy grew faster than
the LS. - but neither gave cause for
celebration, Japan is still in deflation.
Wages fzll 5.6% in the second quar-
ter,

Prices

In America, prices are still rising, but
not by much, And prices in the busi-
ness sector are aclually felling for the
first time since WWIL..down 0.6% in

the second quarter. Before the end of

2003," adds The Economist, “the rich
world's three biggest economies -
America's, Jopan's and Germany's -
could cll heve negetive inflation
rates.”

Stephen Roach, the chief econo-
mist at Morgan Stanley bank dis-
agrees with the optimistic forecasts of
his colleagues at his bonk. 'There's a
sinking feeling in the global economy
cgain,” he says. 'Country affer coun-
try, regicn aHer regicn, growth risks
now appear fo be lipping back fo the

downside. America's double-dip
scare of eardier this summer has
quickly gone global...All this leaves
the world economy exceedingly vul-
nerable. The globol growth engine is
sputtering cgain, and no new source
ol growth seems likely to immediately
fill the void.*

And oll the latdst doto show that
the only thing sustaining US econom-
ic growth has been auto sales, hous-
ing, and the hope that Fed Chairman
Alan Greenspan will cut interest rates
further and revitalise an ailing econo-
my. But auto sales now seem to have
peaked, mortgage delinquencies and
foreclosures have hit a new record
and US house prices ore down 5.4%
in the last two months. The great
housing bubble looks to be bursting,

The key |2 judging whether world
copitelism is going to stay in an eco-
nomic recession thal destroys invest-
ment and jobs ond lowers the living
standards of the majerity is the
prospect for profit. Capitalism is a
system where producers (privately-
owned companies) invest, employ
ond oreduce only it it is profitable.

As Marx would hove explained,
under capilaiism, new technology
may boost the productivity of labour,
but it does not necessarily lead to
increased profitability for all whe
invest in the capitalist markel. Sure,
those wha use it first gain an edven-
lage. But once everybody gets into
{he game, competition drives down
prices and squeezes profits. And
worse, everybody stards investing huge
amounts of capital because they have
to compete. The combination of
innovations and massive over-invest-
ment leads fo excessive borrowing
and excess capacity. Profitability
starts to foll. Shere prices fall ond
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companies cut hack invest-
ment. As sales slow, compe-
tition drive prices down,
which in turn push profits
d()Vn’” even maore. The h()()"“
turns o slump,

And the evidence in the
US and Europe is cleor. The
great New Economy of infer-
mation technology turned
out ta perform in the exactly
the same woy as the Qld
Economy of capitalism.
Since 1997, each extra piece
of investment in equipment
and labour has been pro-
ducing less profit. By 2001,
cbselute profits in the pro-
ductive areas of the US
econcmy fell sharply. Sure,
profits were still made in sell-
ing consumer goads and
services. But there was no
prefit in meking anything.
Menulacturing investment
and preduclion slumped and
so did jobs.

Profit camage

This was the cause of the
downturn in 2001.
Everything else - the protract-
ed plunge of stock prices,
the savage cuts in business
capital spending end the
shrinkage of consumer
income growth - is but a
consequence (J{ Ihe F)I'Oflf
carnage. And nothing has
changed in 2002.

In the end, all questions
about the US economy bail
down to one: whether or nol
business investment will
return with sufficient vigour.
But for that 1o heppen, it
needs both a luring profit
outlock and accemmaedating
financial markets. Neither is
in sight. Despile cutting
1.5m American jobs in the
last 18 months, US corpora-
tions have managed to raise
absolute profits by just 1.4%
since the huge slump in
earnings in 2001,

So capital spending by
corporote America remains
dead in the water. Bank
lending fo industry has
ground fo o halt,

And as |ve argued
belore in this column, never
belore in its history have
!:'(.‘(.k markels t?l“(?'? maore
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important to the success of
capitalism. In the stock mer-
ket boom of the 1990s, cap-
italist corporations made
their profits not so much
trom maoking things or even
providing services, but more
from investing in other com-
panies and hoping their
share prices rise.

Of course, this is impos-
sible indefinitely. And once
share prices stort folling,
because of the huge medern
role of the stock market, so
do the prolits of companies.
Then the whale werld starts
ta soiral down,

And stock markets have
been folling os a trend since
March 2000. Lost manth,
European stack markets fell
back to levels not seen since
1997 and US share prices
are nol far behind.

And once stock prices
plummeted oll the skeletons
in the cerparcte cuphoords
of companies like Bush's
Enran, Cherey's Halliburton
Oil, Tyco ond World Com as
well as France's Vivendi and
Germany's MobilCom fell
out. The sheer greed of the
super-rich executives of these
fraudulent and bankrupt
companies has enraged the
average American, who has
lest his or her job of the
company or lost a greal parl
of their retirement income
from a pension fund thot
invested in these companies
- or both.

The lotest grotesque story
is that of Jack Welch, the for-
mer CEQ of GE, cne of
America's biggest companies
and the most successful. Mr
Welch's retirement package
has gob-smacked everybady.
Not enly does he take away
22m GE shares, still warth
S600m, despite falling share
prices.

According to the Wall
Street Journal, GE continues
to pick up the tob for items
like, 'autos and electronics at
several “?Si:if—:n(‘.es; f’nl‘lny
costs of o GE-owned cpart
ment in Manhatten, from
flowers to foxes to foor; tick-
ets 1o sporting and cultural
i:‘u’(?""!-:,' (]Y‘li services SLACI1 oS
country club lees, securily

and financial plonring.' The
monthly value of just the GE-
owned apartment on Central
Pork West is roughly
$80,000, cccording to
Welch's estronged wile. He
also has the use of a private
iet lo fly anywhere in the
'l\'()lld at the l'.‘IpB”S'rf ()‘ GE
shareholders and employees.

It is in this environment
that Bush prepares for his
waor against lrag,

The US economy is in
trouble. The world capitalist
l?f.(:‘n()lny is 00, Ti’“]' means
that Bush's chances of being
re-elected president in twa
years time lock grim. And
after all, thats what presi-
dents do the job for- to get
reelected!

Restore popularity

A quick victory over Saddam
will restore his popularity just
as il did for Thatcher with the
Falklends war. Or at least,
that is what he hopes. In
addition, getting contral of
Iraqg's oil supplies will allow
US capitalism to keep prices
down and rely less on the
unreliable and corrupt House
of Scud in Soudi Arabic.
And then, perhaps, the US
and Israeli ruling class can
impose some sort of 'peace
sefilement on the
Palestinians. Those are the
real objectives of the war.

‘What are economic
implications? Already the
nuge rise in government
'defence" spencing has
helped prop up the stuttering
US economy, but at the

expense of reducing avail-
able funds for investing in
praduclive sectors of the ,

economy. The best scenario
tor Bush and werld capital-
ism would be o quick victory
in lraq, with LS troops in
place with relatively small
casuclties and a new regme
oacking the US. World stock
markets are still pr"cing in
this 'goed scenario’,

But even if this were fo
haopen, it would do litile 1o
turn the world economy
round. It might briefly
improve 'confidence' but it
won't get businesses out of
debl and it won'l creale jobs.
And if the lragi pecple
snould start fo object to @
puppet regime being
imposed in Baghdad, the sit-
uatien in lrag could become
much messier thon it is in
Afghanistan now, with no
stable regime, no solution to
poverty and no ecenomic
recovery.

And it could be much
worse. The war may not go
os olaonned.  US forces could
be bogged dawn in a long
compaign against guerrilla
forces and may have to stay
a very long time (ot huge
cost) to 'stabilise' Irag. ‘

Then oil prices would
rocket, stock markets would
melt down and the world
economic recession would
speedily arrive,

Bush's Iraqi cdventure is
na way out for world copital-
ism at best, and it could be
the tipping point for a world
ecanomic depression of
worst. O
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hat is laking

olace in the

rrade unions,

although pre-
dicted by Socialist Appeal,
has taken many people by
surprise. One despairing
supperter of Sir Ken Jacksen
compered it aplly te the film,
the Pedect Storm: There is a
cerfain amount of rain ond o
certoin amount of wind, but
it is coming together in a
way that no one meant ar
could have foresee.'

Without doubt, industrial
unrest is on the increase,
Strikes cre of their highest
evel for thirteen years ond
the trend is upwards, The
recent council workers' strike
involving cver ane million
peaple wos the largest strike
by women workers ever seen
in this country, Fire fighters
have voted unanimously ot
their recall conference to
ballet for strike action over a
40% rise in pay! If this takes
place, it will be the first
national strike in 25 years.
Roil and tube workers, who
have their own disputes,
have threctened to refuse fo
work on grounds of sofety if
there is no fire cover. The
general public, according to
a recent Guardian/ICM poll,
appear to sympathise with
them. A recent poll indicated
that 48% of employers
believe they will face a strike

18 Socialist Appeal | issue 105

It was the German philosopher Hegel who explained
that everything was in a process of constant flux, and
that the gradual accumulation of changes taking place in
things sooner or later would lead to a qualitative leap. The
recent breakthrough of militancy in the British trade union

movement is a confirmation of this dialectical viewpoint,

hellot over the next 12
manths. The days of work-
olace “servitude” seem final-
ly to be coming to an end.

Compared to the militan-
cy of the 1970s, industrial
slruggle for the best part of
20 yecrs has been on a
downward curve. This was
especially the case after the
defeat ot the miners' strike in
1985, If the miners couldn!
win, beaten back to work
alter 12 months on strike,
how could other weaker sec-
lions win? That became the
feeling cf o great deal of
trade union aclivists, many
of wham became demaor-
alised and dropped by the
wayside. A layer of 'efts"
even went over to the right
wing bureaucracy ond
embraced business union-
ism.

Far to the right

Ower the last 20 yeors the
pendulum has swung very far
to the right. The period was
largely dominated by
Thetcherism, which was sus-
tained by the boom of the
1980s. The Tories introduced
a whole swathe of anti-trade
unicn legislation inferded to
cripple the movement, and
further filt the belance of
forces towards the bosses.
Coupled with mass unem-
ployment, the unions were

on the retreat. Today only
1 9% of private sector work-
€15 Ore in unicns.

Many workers aftempled
1o solve their preblems within
the confines of capitalisim,
thraugh overtime working,
second jobs, and other
means. The mass Lobour
and trade union arganisa-
lions emptied out, allowing
the trade union machine o
rise further cbove the mem-
bership, The increosed pres-
sure of copitalism on the
Irade union tops propelled
them further to the right and
the accepionce of 'new real-
ism" and ‘social partnership'.
The same process - but ona
far greater scale - took place
after the defeat of the 1926
General Strike and the
adoption of Mondism by the
trode union leaders. Waolter
Citrine, then General
Secretary of the TUC, told
the unions lo aim for "an
effective relationship hwr*
the bosses), which wi
ensure grecter stability and
hermony in industry.' Today,
the some tune is sung by
John Menks.

With the closures of
manufacturing industry dur-
ing the 1980s, trade union
membership declined ard
the number of strikes fell 1o
historic lows, The voice of
militancy in the trade unions
wos largely drowned aut,

By Rob Sewell
"Sweet-hean deals' became
the fashion for the right
wing, as the employers
engaged in on all-oul clfen-
sive agalpst the warking
closs, Terms and conditions
were torm up in one industry
cfier another as "flexikility” of
lobour wes brought in
Short-term temporary con-
tructs, part-time \-/OI‘kiﬂg,
self-employment, casual
working, privatisation and
the rest of it, was infrocuced.
The employers ruled the
rocsl. They squeezed every
cunce of prefit from the
increased exploitation of the
warking class, paying cul
huge dividends and dishing
out 'fat cot" salaries to the
top direclers. In contrast,
overwork and stress amangst
British workers levels reached
historic highs. This, in turn,
gove rise lo colossal resent-
ment, discontent ond anger
on the shop fleer, Compared
to their European counter-
pars, British workers worked
longer hours, with fewer hol-
idoys and fewer rights.
Broin was ropidly becoming
the swectshop of Europe.

The trade union leaders
lecked to the labour
Government to solve their
proolems. They deliberately
held back the groundswell of
anger of the rank and file
with promises of a new
Labour Government and the
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threat from the enti-union laws.
In the name of "unity ond disci-
pline’, the unicn leaders have
been forced by Blair to put up
with on awful lot, They bit their
tongues during the 1997 elec-
lion campoign when Blair boast-
ed to the Daily Mail that, under
Labour, 'Britain will remain with
the most resrrictive trade union
lews anywhere in the westem
world.' They suffered in silence
as the Blair government adopted
positions on workplece consulta-
tion and recegnition so pro-
business that even the director
general of the Cenfederation of
British Industry considered them
"craven"”. They swallowed the
montra of “foirness not fovours'
without gefting either. However,
when Blair came te power in
1997 he caried on largely from
where the Teries left off. CCT
was replace by 'Best Value" and
PFl was odopted from the Tories,

While there were some
refarms in regards to a mini-
mum wage ond employment
rights they clearly did not go far
encugh in satislying the aspira-
ticns of ardinary workers.
Labaur's second term faired
even worse, with promises of
'relorm” of public services - the
introduction of private sector
disciplinres into the public sector.
But enough is enough! Key
unions have come cut against
PF! and the alteck on the public
sector. The new reality is that it
poys to be anti-Blair. The GMB's
campaign against private sector
involvement in public services
has allowed it ta recruit 44,000
new public sector members, the
largest increase in 16 yeors. This
'ed Peter Hain, the ‘soft" |eft
minister, to attack the GMB by
calling for an audit of its cam-
paign expenditure. He can
scarcely have been aware that
for on cutley of £250,000 the
union has already recouped
£4.4m in new membership sub-
scriphions,
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frade union

The rising frustration and
discontent in the workplacss
could not be held back any
longer, as one section after
another has token industrial
action. The ground is also
beginrning to shift under the
leaders of the trade unions, ond
sa they cre forced fo become far
mare critical - for fear of losing
their positicns. The rank-and-fle
chickens were coming home to
roost. The constant squeezing of
British werkers is reaching its
limits.

However, Blair, who repre-
sents a pro-capitalist tendency
within the Lobour Party, is deter-
mined to side with the employers
cnd continue with his big busi
ness policies. He is like King
Canute, helding back the class
struggle. 'The government can-
not cave in fo public seclor
woge pressure, whether or nol
this enjoys pepular support,”
says Bleir's old friend and cre
otor of New Labour, Peter
Mandelson. It is unimaginable
to me that an administration |ed
by Tony Blair would tolerate the
unions felling an elected govern-
ment what it should do.'
Ministers also had ‘o fece down
unions over demands for fresh
employment rights, and their
resistance o public sector
reform, he warns, 'The future
strength of the Labour-union link
depends on the unions acting

‘ on ¢ shered understanding that

they cannot cbuse their place
within Labours constitution by
using their votes to coerce the
government or manioulate its
policies," states Mancy.

But his trumpeting hos no
effect. In ane trode union elec
lion after another the fide had
begun to turn. In ene union
cfter another, more radical offi-
cinls ousted right wing suppon-
ers of Tony Blair. Even thase
candidates vsually identified os
Blairites, such as Jack Dromey
of the Transport and General

Warkers Union, have been busy
repositioning themselves as crit-
ics of the government.
Incidentally, the reason for this
spate of union elections was
porily the anti-union laws intro-
duced by Thetcher in 1984, and
marntained by Blair, which forces
all trade unions 1o conduct
secret leadership ballots every
five years. This was supposed "to
return the unions to their mem-
bers', keep out the 'militants’ and
ensure the election of ‘'mederate
dght wingers - helped along by
support fram the capitelist press.
But this has now backtired.

Until recently, this frend to
the |eft was confined to smaller
or medium-sized unions. Mick
Rix was elected General
Secretary of the train drivers'
unon ASLEF, Bob Crow in the
roil union RMT, Andy Gilchrist in
the Fire Brigades Union, Mark
Serwotka in the civil service
union PCS, Jeremy Dear in the
jourralists' union, Billy Hayes in
the Communicetions Union, and
Poul Mackney of the college lec
turers' union Notthe. Now this
hos started to affect the major
unicns, where left-lecning Tony
Woodley was electec with ease
as the assistont General
Secretary of the TGWU, Next
year he is likely to stand for the
General Secretary's position.
However, the biggest upset for
the government came with the
defeat of Blair's pet union leader
Sir Ken Jackson of the engineer-
ing waorkers' union AEEL Amicus
by left winger Derek Simpson,

[he vote against Jackson
represented an earthquoke size
10 on the Richter scale! By all
accounts, Jacksen couldn't lose!
"When Sir Ken decided to stand
for re-election, defeat was seen
as to be as likely as Saddam
losing Baghdad Central", stated
Potrick Winter in The Guardion,
The AEEU has been at the very
heart of the right wing in the
rade unions and Labour Party
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| for more than two decodes.
The right wing tock over the
engineering unicn in 1977-8
with the eleclion of Terry
Dufly, then Gevin Laird and
Bill Jordan. They went so far
te the right in their business
unionism that they were
threatened with expulsion
from the TUC in the mid-

1980s for taking money from

the Tory government.

In 1992, the amalgama-
tion of the AEEL with the
rightwing electricians' unien,
the EEPTU, sow the rightwing
grip entrenched. Under Les
Caonnon and Frank Chapple,
the electricians' union had
been under extreme
rightwing domination since
the early 1960s, ofter the
Communist Party leadership
had been thrown oul for bal-
lot rigging. Cannon and
Chapple were ex-CPers and
used their old methads to
purge the union and trample
on internal democracy. They
become a notorious compa-
ny union, scabbing on fellow
trade unionists in the
Wapping print dispute, and
elsewhere. The EEPTU was
actually expelled from the
TUC over its shamelul role in
'sweet heart deals' and its
conflict with other unions.
Together with the AEEL), it
spearheaded the witchunt
against Militant supporters in
the Labour Party and was
instrumental in the rightwing
tace-over of the parly, Their
eventual cmalgomaotion with
the AEEU creciec o new
extreme rightwing block with-
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in the TUC. In elfect, the
EEPTU took over the AEEU,
and gutted its internal
demccracy, abolishing the
electicn of officials, abolish-
ing and amalgemating
bronches, and creating a
police regime within the
unian. This led many activists
ta despair, and led the left
around Flashlight 1o mistak-
enly give up the struggle to
transterm the unien and split
away fo form the EPIU. This
adventure failed to get off
the ground and was swal-
owed up by the TGWU. Of
course, such impetence
served to further strengthen
the grip of the right wing.

Stay and fight

Only the Manist rendency,
which was later to become
Sacialist Appeal, argued
against this course of action.
It was necessary to stoy and
fight, understanding that
evenls would at a certain
stage undermine the domi-
nation of the rightwing and .
propel the left to the fore-
front. This was subsequently
cenlirmed with the election
of Derek Simpscn.

These events demonstrote
how even the maost right-wing
and burecucratic of unions
can shift 1o the left on the
basis of changed conditions
and a new mood in the ronk
ond file. This is a complete
answer to the impatent ultro-
lefts and sectarions on the
fringes of the labour move-
ment wha wrote-off these

unions in the past - as
they wirite-off the
Labour Party foday
They are incapable of
thinking dialectically
and are totaliy mes-
merised by the power
of the apparatus. The
melecular changes in
the minds of the mass
of workers have pro
duced a qualitative
change in the situalic,
and the domination of
the right wing.

While others,
including those on the
left, were taken tatally
Dy surprise, supporiers
of Saciolist Appeal within the
AEEU, who could see the
groundswell against Juckson,
had confidently predicted
what was going to happen,
These supporters played a
leading role in securing the
election defeat of "no striks’
Jacksan and the victory of
Derek Simpson.

With 176,000 manufac-
turing jobs lost in the three
months leading uvp to the
AEEU election clene, engi-
neering pay sfegneting and
the dreams of 'social peri-
nership' failing te deliver for
the workforce, AEEU mem-
bers rebelled against the
union regime. Quantity had
changed into qudlity, to
qucte old Hegel. And this is
not the end of the matter. Far
from it! Within the next 12
months or so, elections will
have to be held far the
Executive Committes of the
unicn, which is currently con-
tralled by the right wing. The
broad left arganised within
the AEEU Gazette, if the
work is done seriously, could
sweep out the old right wing
and win a majority,

Already things are*begin-
ning to move fast. When
Simpson was elected the
employers were very worried
that this might put in jeop-
crdy the "sweet-heart deals'
made under Jackson. "The
loss of Sir Ken Jackson as
the leader of Britain’s biggest
private sector union Amicus
AEEU may have been o blow
for Tony Blair, but emplayers
are woendering how much

symbaolic signiticance it holds
for them, too", stotes the
ergan of British finance capi-
tal, the Fnoncial Times.
‘Mare than any other unicn
leader in the country, Sir Ken
represented the 'partnership!
aparoach to industrial rela-
ticns that has dominated
unian thinking since the mid-
1990s, Writing in the human
resources magaozine of the
sicrt of this year, he said,
partnership with employers
was 'a preferred way of
industrial life. Partnership will
promote mulual help, respect
cnd deliver better work from
people because they fesl val-
ued." (&th August 2002)

"Sweet-heart deals”

Jacksen's so-called "social
partnership’ was nething
more than out-and-out class
colloboration with the boss-
es. "Sweet-heart deals' were
signed wigh o string of com-
panies, idcluding LG Phillips,
the electranics plant in South
Woles ond the Western Mail
newspoper. In all about 30
no-strike deals were signed
by Ken Jackson involving
more than 30,000 workers.
Union activists end ardinary
members loathed these
deals, which were regarded
correctly as on employers'
charter,

With Jackson's defeat,
alarm bells were ringing in
Downing Street and in the
boardrooms of big business.
Jackson had turned the
AEEU into on ogent for
Blairism within the trade
unians, Now that was in fat-
ters. Despite the election,
right wing union officials
rushed to publicly reassure
bosses that 'partnership’ was
here 1o stay. However, the
newly-elected General
Secretary Simpson dropped a
bombshell by anncuncing
that all 'sweet-heart deals'
would be up lor review and if
found incompatible with
members interests would be
scropped. Within weeks, the
key no-strike deal at the
Jopanese carmaker Honda,
involving 4,000 warkers, was
ditched.

www.socalist.net



"The scrapping of the
peace agreement’, comments
The Times, "is expected fa
spread to other large
Jopanese car companies in
the UK and many other
employers, and herald cn era
of tougher employment rela-
tions in industry."

Brifish trede unionism hos
entered a new turbulent
phase. The setback of the
rightwing has oltered the bal-
ance of forces within the
Labour movement. The group
of newly elected left General
Secretaries con become the
focal point of a lelt opposi-
tion within the TUC, as wos
evident from the recent arnu-
al Congress.

After the hard-hitting
dekate at the TUC on
employment rights and the
repeal of the anti-union laws
came the cebate on war
against Ireq. This set the
Congress alight with an art-
war amendment lrem the rail
union TSSA to the "soft' reso-
lution from the TGWU. This
also served to golvenise
opposition to the oro-United
Nations stance of the
General Council. The dekate
become Q buﬂle (JI':}U"(J
hetween the new left and o'd
right. A stream of left general
secretaries - Crow, Rix,
Hayes, Dear, Serwolka and
others - challenged the
Blair/Bush hypacrisy and
strenuously opposed the war.
Al were met with thunderous
applause, which reflected the
maocd of the Congress,

When the vote was waken,
the president of the TUC was
forced to concede - 1o roptur-
ous opplouse - that the TSSA
amendment was possed,
However, not to be out done,
the rightwing announced o
card vole. With the TGWU,
GMB and AEEU Amicus votes
being cast cgainst, the
amendment was declared lost
by a millicn votes. Even then,
nearly 2.4 million trode
unionists, or cbout 40% of
the mavement, voted to
adopt a position of Ouh'ighf
opposition to ony US aftacks.

The fact that the AEEU
Amicus cast its block vote
ageinst the anti-war amend-
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ment was decisive. Their del-

egation was chosen by their
right-wing domincted execu-
tive meeling, which hos not
taced election for over two
years, If they had cast nearly
a million votes with the rest of
the left, then the amenament
would have been corried by a
major'ty of a million.

Real mood

However, this log ot the top
of the unions is enly tempo-
rary. It will tend to cotch up
vith the recl mood within the
rank and file. In some cases,
it will catch up with o bang.
The shift to the lelt in the
AEEU can be decisive in
breaking the bock of decades
of right wing damination in
the labour movement, and
open up a new stormy chap-
ter for organised labour,

This yeor's elections tor
the General Council of the
TUC also saw a significant
step forward for the left.
Newly elecled were Andy
Gilchrist (FBL), Billy
H‘:l'yCS I:C'\'\\"U:,
Derek Simpson
(AEEL Amicus)
and Jeremy
Dear iNUJ).
Mick Rix
(ASLEF)
retained his
seat and the
left cre likely to
be joined by
Mark Serwatka,
s 500N as he
PCS rightwing
are forced lo
accept ingvitoble
deleat. The same
is true for left-winger
Bob Crow (RMT) who
narrowly missed elec-
tion this time around.

In reclity, this new
mood in the TUC is
one slep remaved
from the bitter and
angry moed in the
workploces. However,
mounting pressure from
below will torce the TUC
into opposilion fo the Blair
govemment. Big battles are
on the order of the day, not
least starting with the fire
fighters' dispute. This impor-

tant batlle hes the potenticl
to draw other sections into
struggle and poses o major
challenge to the pro-big busi-
ness stance of the Blair gov-
ernment.

Next year there will be the
election of ¢ new general
secretary of the Transport and
General Workers Union. The
likely election of a left winger
will serve to till the bolance
further to the left in the trade
unions. Under pressure, the
new left will serve to feed the
growing opposition within the
labcur movement. At a later
stoge this process will
inevitably be reflected in the
Labour Party, opening up a
new chapter in the transfor-
mation of the British labour
movement. Those who dis-
miss such a prospect as far
fetched, cre generally the
ones that ruled out a defeat
for Ken Jockson or Barry
Reamshottom,

lohn Edmonds declared

that

Labour is
dead, only the
dont realise it.
The writing is
on the wall tor

the Blairites. The key to the
transformation of the Labaur
Party has always been the
trade unions. It wes the likes
of Jackson who kept the
Blairites in power. As their
position is undermined cnd
new left leaders toke their
place, as nght follows day,
there will be major repercus-
sions in the Labour Porty, As
the crisis of copitalism
ncreasingly reveals itself,
more and more workers will
be farced inte action, rein-
forcing this general shift to
{he left.

[he revival of the British
warking c¢loss is taking place
hefore our eyes. The pendu-
lum is swinging back towards
(he left. In the histone strug-
gles 1hat lie ahead, workers
will come 1o see the need no
only to elect left leaders, but
to directly participote in the
mass erganisations - industri-
al ond polifical - to reshape
tham into organs gf militant
siruggle and 504:20‘ change.
lhe British werking closs has
aweys Iradilionally been slow
to move, bu once on the
move, they are an invincible
force, Armed with a socialist
programme, the ranks of the

labaur movement will play
their full part in the trans-
formation of society ond
the building of o new
socialist future free
frem exploitation (0

o
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he repert was present-

ed to the world as the

most comprehensive

investigation info
Irag's acquisition of nuclecr,
chemical and biological
weaponry, and their possible
means of delivery. It is being
presented by the war party in
Washington and Tony Blair
as conclusive 'proof’ that
Saddem Hussein is just
‘months away' from launch-
ing 0 nuclear bomb. In fact,
the repart shows precisely
the apposite,

Puklished with o fanfare
of trumpets just days before
September 11, end in cne of
the most critical periods in
the cebate over lrag, the 1SS
repart was fimed o altract
meximum publicity ond
aflect public opinien. It was
compiled in eight weeks,
starting in June and is bosed
on reporls of Unscom, the
UN weapons inspeclors [who
have not been in lraq since
1998}, censullations with
‘experts’ on whot may have
happened since then, and
newspoper cuttings.

What is the 11S52

Although the repert has
been presented to public
opinion os the work of
importial experts, this is far
from the cose. The IISS was
set up in 1958 af the height
of the Cold War, and has
very strong links fo the gov-
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IISS Report on Iraq:

-

Why let the facts

spoil a good story?

"The first casualty of war is always the truth." The report by the
International Institute for Strategic Studies (IISS) is a most striking

proof of this old saying.

ernment and the establish-
ment. When it moved ils
headquarters to Arundel
House from Covent Garcen,
Lady Thatcher end Lord
Robertson ¢l Pon Ellen, (the
NATO secretary general),
were on the gues! list. This
already gives us a pretty
goad ideo of its political
leanings.

The document was pre-
sented in dromatic style:
"War, sanclions and inspec-
tions have reversed and
retarded, but not eliminated
Irag's nuclear, biological and
chemical weapons ond fong-
range missile capacity, nor
removed Baghdad's endur-
ing interes! in developing
these capacities,” said Dr
John Chipman. “Wait, and
the threat will grow. Strke,
cnd the threat may be used."

Whe is Dr Chipman? He
is the Institute's director and
is a former NATO fellow. The
editor of the report, Dr Gary
Samore, formerly worked at
the US State Department
during the Clinton adminis-
tration, How is the Institute
funded? The orgonisation
insists it is ndependent and
does not rece ve any general
gavernment funding.
However, it does get funding
Yor the organisation of
meetings ond for research
from government depart-
ments'. According to the 1S5
website, its income, comes
frem "o rarge of internation-

ol bodies and foundations',
individual end corporate
membership, and its publica-
tions.

The institute spent £8m
refitting Arundel House, the
former townhouse of the
dukes of Nodolk, of which
£1m wos given by Conrad
Black's Hollinger Group,
which owns the right-wing
Conservetive Daily
Telegraph. Cther donations
come from the Taiwanese
Foreign Ministry (£350,000)
and the Jopanese govern-
ment (£130,000). The British
Foreign Office contributed a
further £100,000. So much
far "independence"!

Propaganda

This is not an impartiol and
scientific study. It is clearly o
piece of prepaganda
designed fo justity war
ogainst Irag ot oll costs. But

- careful examination of the

text shows thot its findings do
not support the conclusions.
An article by Kim Sengupté
in The Independent points
out that the report shows
that "in fact, Iraq is tar weak-
er in weapons of mass
destruction and every other
military field than it was in
1991 before the Gulf Weor"
And thot "the realistic
chances of ocquiring, lel
alone delivering, a nuclear
weapon without 'subsfantiol
cutside help, is years owoy.'

By Fred Weston

On nuclear wecpons the
report finds that, following
the tripling of oil prices after
the 1973 Arcb-Israeli war
and the increase in ol rev-
enues, lrag embarked on an
ambitious nuglear pro-
gramme. However, oftacks
by Israeli warplanes
destroved al-Tuwaitha
Nuclear Research Centre
near Boghdad, setting bock
the pragramme considerably.

The Iragi pragramme
went underground and, by
1990, had reached o stuge
when it could produce two
nuclear weapons a yecr, and
- had it not been for the
Gulf War - 'lrag could hove
accumulated a nuclear
stackpile of o dozen or mare
weapons by the end of the
decade." Agaoin cccording fo
the report: 'Gulf War strikes
devastored lrag's overt and
covert nuclear facilities. All
of the majer facilities, inclug-
ing all saleguarded research
reactors and most leborata-
ries, were damaged or
destroyed.”

Afer Iraq's defeat in
1991 there were years of
weaapoens inspections, which
only ended in 1998. it
seems that Iraq attempted to
hide its nuclear progromme
by destroying some of the
evidence. The "nuclear
potential was not completely
eliminatad. . .the scientific
and techinical expertise of
Irag's nuclear programme
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survived.'

Since 1998, the report
states: 'Baghded retoins o strong
interest in developing nuclear
weapons but it seems unlikely
Ireq has preduced, or is close to
producing, nuclear weapans
from indigenously produced
nuclear material.'

The report concludes that:
"Iraq could preduce nuciecr
weapons on o fairly short notice
if it was somehow able to
acquire sufficient nuclear moteri-
al from a foreign source but
there is no evidence it has done
so...lrag could diver! in-country
radicisotopes or obtain mcterial
fram fareign scurces for ¢ rodio-
logical weapon. Bul how such o
weapon could be delivered, and
#s effectiveness, remain open to
guestion.’

In other words, thers is
chsclurely no evidence that lrag
has the capability of manulfec-
turing nucleor weopens, shill less
to deliver them!

Biological and
chemical weapons

On biclagical weapons, the
repart soys that af the Sme of
the Gulf War, Iraq had filled
munitions with siclogico!
weapons and deployed them,
Individuc! commanders were
given permission to use them "if
Baghded was threatened or if
there was the threat of o nuclear
attack by the Allies. The coali-
lion countries were not aware of
this until 1995."

During the years of weopen
inspection, Unscom found traces
of biological wenpors agents on
the containers of destroyed ol-
Hussein missile warheeds and R-
400 bombs, bul could not verify
the numbers, There was no veri-
fication of Irogi cleims the pro-
gramme was lerminated in
1991. Since 1998, the repart
claims: "lraq possesses an indus-
Irial copability and knowledge
base lo produce agents quickly
and in velume if desired. Aside
from cenventional militery muni-
tions, delivery of biological
weapeons oy individuals or small
groups acting as commandos or
terrorists remains a plausible
threat that is very difficult to
defend agairst.”

Since no attempt is made to
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prove that Iraq has any intention
of carrying out such operations,
this is pure speculation. The
report continues: "lragi biclegi-
cal munitions could spread fer-
ror and provoke a strong politi-
cal response but are unlikely to
cause mass casualties, unless
Iraq has made substontial
advances in delivery technology.'
In other words there is
absol tely no proof thet Irag
possesses such weapons in the
first place (the report only
speaks of o potential), and even
if it does, it has no means of
effectively delivering them. We
should note, in passing that
even curing the Gult War, the
Iragis only considered using bic-
logizal weepons in self-detence
lin case of an allack on
Baghdad or if the Americans
ottacked with nuclear weopons),
and in fact, never used them.
Finally, on chemical
weapons the repert says that
from 1982 10 1988, Iraq con-
structed ndustrial-scale chemi-
cal weapaons faciities, and
stockpiled raw matzrial. ‘Il pro
cuced effective (it primitive)
chemical muniticns in the farm
of aericl bambs, arlil ery shells
end rockets.'
During the Gulf War, Irag
‘apoarently mooilized its chemi-
cal forees, filing al-Hussein mis-
sile warheads, R-400 verial
aombs, and other munitions. But
then it adds that: "During the
years of inspection, "it is unlikely
that Irag oroduced substential
rew quantities of agents ar
munitions between 1991 and
1968."
Tne report concludes:
"Although Irag's current chemical
cepabilities are reduced from

their high point in 1990 belore
the Gulf War, it is probobly oble
to mobilise a limited copability
for use in battle against civilian
targets."

So there we have it. The
report concludes that, for from
increasing its copabilities, Irag's
current chemical capabilities are
less thon what they were in
1990 before the Gulf Wor. They
are now only ‘orobably’ able 1o
maobilise ¢ ‘limited capability for
use in ballle ageinst civilian tor-
gels."

'ifs" and "buts"

Even the outhors of this cooked-
up report feel embarrassed al
having le publish such
baretuced propaganda. They
feel obliged to quolify their
words and bedge reir state.
ments around with "ifs' and
'buts". Nevertheless, the report
zoncludes: ‘lreg's current chemi-
cal capability probobly comprs-
es hundreds of fornes of agerss
{oresumanly o mixture of mus-
tard and nerve agent, most likely
sarn and cycosarin) and per
haps a lew thousend munons.'

Probobly, every one of these
'statistics’ has been invented aof
the State Cepartment, most likely
with the connivance of some of
the ex-‘inspeciors’, whe perhops
hove very good imaginations
But not o single shred of hard
evidence or prool.

Cn lreqs supply of ballistic
missiles, crucial to the ability 1o
deliver this dreaded |though
imaginary) arsenc!, the report
recalls that an ol -Hussein missle
strike ageinst a US military tacili-
ty caused the greatest number of
US casualties in one incident,

ond that the mobility of the
launchers meant that no opera-
tional missiles were destroyed
during the war.

That is very true, but it refers
ta a situation that existed ten
years ogo. Since then Irag has
suffered a serious military
deleat, fellowed by ten years of
o brutal ecenomic blockade ond
until 1998 a regime of inspec-
tion so rigaraus that not even o
flea could escape its altention,
let alone ¢ ballistic missile.
During the years of inspection,
the repart admits: "Unscom
made considercble progress in
veritying Iragi declarofions of its
destruction campaign but ques-
tions still remained about a
small amourt of imperted and
indigenously produced missiles,
warneads, missile propellont,
and engine compornents.”

Nat only does he report fail
o prave Tat lrag really dees
POSSess weaopons O: mass
dasiruction, but it aso produces
not o shred of evidence that
Bachdad has ever intendec ‘o

use “hem, if they do in foct exst.
By contrast, the vast chemical,
bio ogical and nuclear crssno
hela by the United States - by far
the biggest in the world - is nat
hypothetical but real, and haos
indeed been used,

This foct is well known to the
inhabitants of Hiroshima ond
Nagascki whose cities ware
destroyed by American clom
bombs in 1945, although Japen
wos trying to surrender at the
time. And the people of Vieinam
hove hod persenal experience of
the effects of chemicals that
rained down frem US bombers
in huge quantifies. Al this is per-
fectly justified, you sze, since
these particular weapons of
mass destruction (real, not hypo-
thetizal) are in ‘our' hands nol
‘theirs",

In the murky histery of inter-
nctonal diplomacy there have
been many fraudulent docu-
ments, engineared to blacken
the nome of ane country or
another and so to justify armed
aggression. But for sloppiness,
lack of rigor and barefaced
audacity, this ene s o very
strong contender for first prize.C)

j=sue 105 | Socialist Appeal 23



3

Bush's Threat to ILWU -
Defend the Right to

strike!
rike!
\

by David May

s contract tolks are uﬂderway
between the Pacific Maritime
Assaciation and the lnlerational
Llongshore  ond  Warehouse
Unien, a Bush Adminisiration task force
has said that if the longshore workers
strike, troops of the National Guard will
be senl to occupy the ports, and mem-
bers of the Navy will be used Io loed and
unload ships. But this threat hos only
made the workers of the WU more
determined to fight. In the name of the
"War on Terror" Bush is attempting to
destroy the most fundamental gain of the
Labor Movement - the right to strike,

The contract negotiations between
the PMA, the asscciation of dock ond
shipping owners, and the WU, which
represents nearly 100% of workers at
every porl on the West Coast, tokes place
every three years. The ILWU has bor-
goined as a single unit on the Pacific
coast since its crection in the 1934
General Maritime Strike, although there
hasnt been a strike of any sort since
1971, At the time of the 1971 strike the
primary issue was the effects of fechno-
logical changes that came along with the
infrocuction of conlainerization.
Cantainerization, which nat anly allowed
freight ships to cary more corgo that
could be unlonded at a laster pace, elim-
inated nearly 90,000 longshore jobs,
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making it much more profiteble to impor
goods from overseas. Countless industri-
al jobs were ulso lost over three decades
due to the niroduction of contanerizo-
tion. Then, as clways under copitalism,
new technology that could lighten the
laber of the workers, allowing more fime
for recreation, education, etc., is used
instead to throw scores into unemploy-
ment.

Aher 1971, the newer, more skilled
jobs were totally unionized. Now even
more technology is being used on the
docks, mainly in the sphere of computer-
ization. But once aguain, instead of using
the new technology to maoke werk easier
for the longshoremen, the PMA is trying
1o use it to eliminate even more jobs from
the waterfront as well as altempting to
make the remaining jobs non-union. The
PMA is, in short, attempting fo destroy the
LWL

The PMA's demands for the new con-
trect are infentionally designed to be
rejected by the ILWLU. But something else
has complerely eclipsed what othenwise
would be o run-of-the-mill contract dis-
pule - threatened military intervention by
the state, Severcl months ago the PMA,
along with mojor corporations who rely
on cheap imporis from Asio including
Home Depot, the Gap ond Maitell,
formed o coalition that petitioned

President Bush for assistance. The Bush
Administration readily came to their aid
ond formed o tosk torce that includes
Secretary  of Defense  Rumsield,
Homeland Security direclor Ridge, and
Secretary of labor Chao. After meeting
with the PMA ond several corporations
this task lorce contacted ILWU president
lomes Spinosa and informed him that
unless the union was prepared to occept
the PMA's demands, the government was
prepared 1o occupy the West Coast ports
with troops of the National Guard. In
addition, the ports’ machinery and ware-
houses would then become operated by
soilors of the US Nawy. It has also
become that if the Bush
Administration should decide not to use
the military 1o break the strike, then either
othe Teft-Hartley Act may be invoked, forc-
ing the workers fo return to work for 80
days, or that the ILWU may be put under
the Roilway Labor Act. The RLA, which
was estoblished by Truman in the 1950s,
covers only employees of America's rail-
ways, and ollows direct state intervention
in possible slrikes ond also cllows the
stole to impose contracts upoen the work-
ers.

The stale's reason for infervering?
The I was notified that any strike on
the West Coost would be an act of sabo
tage during wortime, i.e. the so.cofes

public
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and open-ended "War on Terror."
Apparently workers are terrorists!
This will be an owckening jolt lo
the American working class who
now have nad the true foce of
Bush's war shown to them.

The ILWU immediately publi-
cized the Administration's threat.
Instead of cowering before the
threat, the ILWU as well as the
AFL-CIO has marched out in
force to meet the challenge. The
AFL-CIO has set up its awn task
force fo deal with the conflict and
enlist the suppert of unions
nationwide. Solidarity resalutions
heve clready |as of August-17)
come from almast every central
labor council in Calidornia, and
several in  Oregon and
Washington state. Support hos
also been promised from the
Teamsters wnion. August 1Z1h
saw AFL-CIO rallies numbering
in the thousonds all along the
Pocific coast, with the largest
being in Long Beach {3,500,
Seattle {2,000} and Los Angeles
11,500.) Alhough the AFL-CIO
has as yet to cfficially counter-
pose the threal ol military inler-
vention with the threct of a gen-
=ral strike, at the very least o gen-
gral longshore strike is almost
guaranteed, ond even o genecl
strike cannot be ruled out,

The frusirations from attacks
on democratic rights, the reces-
sion, the corperate ond govern-
ment scandals, anc now the pos-
sible expansion of the “War on
Terrar” to the labar movement has
reached a boiling point on the
West Cocst walerfront. The ILWU
and AFL-CIO are prepeored o
fight. 'President Bush, if you close
down the ports, we will close
down San Pedro and we will close
down Long Becch ! If you toke on
the ILWU, you take on all of the
American labor movement! If you
want to challenge us, lefs get it
on!" stated LA County Federation
of Llabor member Miguel
Contreres, chairmen of the Lang
Beach, CA rolly. At the Oakland,
CA, rally Chuck Mack, speaking
on behaolf of the Teamsters, said
'There is going to be economic
justice tor the members of the
Il U, ar there is going to ke one
hell of o strike thatll invelve the
enfire labor movement." Trotsky
once commented that when the
American workers enter inte o
struggle they would not be con-
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tent unless o few heads were
cracked. The West Coast workers
are cerainly in that kind of mocd!
The trade unions have al slake
their most basic right, the strike,
and National Guard or not, they
are refusing to back down,

Support

Surprisingly  enough,  the
Democratic Party has also voiced
its support to the ILWU. The may-
ors and city councils of Los
Angeles, Seattle, San Francisco,
Qakland and Tacomao have
pledged 'suppor’ io the wnion.
Senate Majarity Leader Daschle
{D-S0,) congress members Ron
Wyden {D-OR,} Dovid Wu (D-
OR,} Barbcra Boxer (D-CA))
Grace Nopcelitino [D-CA) and
Nancy Pelosi (D-CA) have clso
pledged even more 'support.
Daschle has pledged the support
of Demaocrots naticnwicde, prom-
ising "We will be with you until the
lost doy to see that you get what
you deserve." But what does the
party of NAFTA, the Vietnam Wor
and Welfare Reform really think
the working closs deserves?
Where was the Demacratic Party
during the PATCO strike of
19802 Have the Democrats
Underg()ne saome F]ir(}(:l.‘f)lls
tfransformation? Herdly.  These
very Demccrots rallied 100%
behind GW Bush's Wor on Terrar
in the first olece.

But in a mid- /_»."" i
term election R

year it is /|
good fo use
radicol

phroseclogy
to  continue
duping  the
working closs!
San

; s

Francisco Mayor Willie Erown
throws seme light on the real sit-
uation: 'the collective bargaining
process is the appropriate
method by which labor dispules
are to be resolved, It is in place.
It should stay in place." He con-
tinued lo say that the federal gov-
ernment 'cerlainly should not do
so (infervene) by using the
National Guard er any group of
federal trecps to reploce legiti-
mate workers." Mayor Brown
canveniently failed to mention
that it is routine during the
‘oppropriate methed" of collec-
tive bargaining to have strikers
locked-out, subjected to video
recording and wire topping by
police, and are often simply fired
or replaced by scabs. He also
ohjected to the infervention of
federal troops - what aboul by
private security goons, siale
traaps and the police?

Bargaining process

Mayar Brown, os well as the rest
of the Demacrotic Party, are not
supporting the WU and the
AFL-CIO but are instecd support-
ing the collective baorgeining
process. They see the current
arrangement as oeing the best
method with which le pursue the
nlerests of the capitclist class,
their real canstituency. They ore
objecting to President Bush's
acticns anly becouse they are
slightly more far-sighted than he
is, which isn't tco much. They,
unlike Bush & Co., can see
that such a major efack on the
working class can only pro-
voke the lobor movement
into
something that
they are very
afraid  of.
T h e
Demaocratic

actien,

lion limes
closer in
their com-
mon inter-
ests

to the Republicans than to the
workers of the AFL-CIO that they
are purporting to support. Any
sirike of the ILWU, or even more
importanily any general strike,
will be doomed from the outset if
the Democratic Party has any role
in it. The US Labor Movement
moy have to learn ¢ horsh lessen
on the real nalure of the
Democratic Party

The gicnt that is the US work-
ing class has largely been in
hibernation for decades. When
the post-war boom ended in the
mid 70s and living stendards and
woges began to drep, the orly
action the AFL-CIO tock wos ne
action at all. When then-
President Reagan broke up the
air traffic centrollers unionized in
PATCQ in 1980, the trade unions
limited themselves to cemploin
ing to the stote. But now, in
2002, due to mounting pressure
from below, the AFL-CIO is final
ly prepared to fight back. ‘When
pressurelirside of a cartainer
builds up over a long periog, the
irevitoble explasion will only
increase in its magnitude. The
struggle of the ILWU and the AFL-
CIO on the West Cocst wo'er-
front may be ils openirg burst,
Once the process begins, it will
expend its energy - "War on
Terrer' or not. If what is going on
in the southern half of the
Western hemisphere is cny indi-
coton, there are big movements
ol the working class in the Unted
States on the horizon.

What is at stake for cll work-
ing people n the United States is
their most fundamental right - the
Right ta Strike. The American
working closs not only has o
strong democratic tradition, but a
rich heritage of lobor struggles as
well. Countless workers over sev-
eral generations have nat only
tought for their right to have their
unicns, but have died for these
rights as well. Now in the after-
math of 9411 the US working
closs is once again under oftack,
and the bosses and their unelect
ed representotive, Bush, have no
other ckijective than the destruc-
ticn of the Labor Movement. The
West Coast warkers have already
shown thot they will not allow
Bush and the PMA to have their
way. The rest of the country hos
te stand up and support them, (0
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Irag

n September
16th, lrag
oftered to allow
UN weapons
inspectors back without con
ditiens. The world breathed
o sigh of reliel. Meybe war
was off the cgendo ofrer cll!
Unfortunately, this reaction
wos premature, War is not
further off than before but
for nearer. The preparations
for war are acquiring a
more feverish and urgent
character by the day

The fraud of "inspection"

George Bush's speech to the
UN General Assembly on
September 12th waes calcu-
lated te give the impressicn
that the USA was prepared
te gave mullilaterol diplo-
macy one last chance. In
reality it was a cunningly
worded ultimatlum. The US
president chollenged the UN
to enforce compliance with
the many resclutions on Irag
it has passed since the Gulf
war in 1991. According to
Mr Bush's estimotes |we
assume he con count),
Saddam Hussein has defied
16 of these. He painted in
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lurid colours the clleged
citempts of lreq to build or
maintain an arsencl of
chemical, biclogical and
perhaps nuclear weapans,
ond the risk that these might
find their woy inte the hands
of terrorists

As if to demonstrate that
the issue of the return of
weapons inspectors was a
mere prelext, Mr Bush was
careful to ovoid specific
mention of the matter in his
speach. Instead he listed five
brood conditicns Irog must
meet 'if the regime wishes
peace'. These storted with
the demand that it must
“immedictely and uncondi-
tionally ferswear, disclose, -
and remave or destroy all
weapons of mass destruc-
tion, lang-range missiles,
ond all related material.'
This is a sufficiently long
catalogue fo guarantee that
Baghdad falls down over
one point or oncther, thus
turnishing o pretext for o
military offensive, * But just
in case this was not enough,
he threw in for good meas-
ure Saddam Hussein's sup-
port for serrorism, his perse-
cution of his own people,

"The law is like a spider's web: the small are caught, and the great tear it up.”

Solon of Athens

Diniomacy
Prepares
the way

for war

— by Alan Woods

and his failure to account
far oll those missing since
the Gulf war in 1991,

If inspectars are ever
senl back into Irag, it will be
only for the purpose of
provocation, The term "niru-
sive inspection' means just
what it soys. The inspectors
will be used to orovoke the
Iragis into canflicts that will
justify Washington's conclu-
sion that "lraq is not being
serious’. On the first occa-
sion that the Iregis collide
with the inspectors, Bush will
proclaim to the four winds
thot lrog is not sericus obout
collaborating with the "infer-
natienal cemmunity’. This
will then be used as the
excuse lo swap intrusive
inspection for inlensive
bombing. Meanwhile the
inspectors will have passed
on detailed information
cbout the exact stote of
lraq's defences to the
invaders,

Remorseless
military build-up

Preparations for an oftack
ogainst Iraq have been
guthering pace remorseless-

ly. Last week an “exercise’
waos announced which
would involve the move in
November of 600 officers
from the US army's central
command fram Fleride to
Catar, in the Gulf, A huge
military command centre
has been built under the
cover of security in the Gulf
for the purpose of organiz-
ing America's war against
lraq.

On September 16th
Donald Rumsfeld, the
Secretary of Defence,
announced that, for the past
month, American fighter
plones had been attacking
cir command and commu-
nications facilities as well as
onti-aircraft defences in
Iroq. A new runway hos
bean buili in Qatar for
America's heoviest bombers
ond cargo aircraft.
Negatiations are also in
process between America
and Britain obout besing
some American B52
boembers on the British
island of Diego Garcia, in
the Indion Ocean, within
easier striking ronge of Irag.

Last wesk President
George Bush sent a droft
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resolution to Congress, asking
it to conclude that Iraq is in
‘material and unacceptcble
breach of its internaticnal obli-
gations'. The real purpose ot
the resolution was to cuthorise
the president "to use all means
that he determines to be
cppropriate, including force” o
enfarce United Nations resolu-
tions allegedly not implement-
ed by Irag. All this indicctes the
inevitcbility of air strikes

against Irag in the near future,
Nor are the preparctions

cenfined to the air. General

Tommy Franks hes already

| placed a plen before Donald

Rumsfeld, with details of tor-
gets, units efc. They are con-
templating a ferecious air
bembardment followed rapidly
by an attack by armoured divi-
sions on the ground. A gian!
tent city has been erected in
Qutor capable of housing up

to 3,300 service personnel.
This imglies thot US military
action on the ground may
came tar sooner than most
people expect.

Diplomatic smoke screen
While preparing for unilateral

military action, the Bush
administration, with an eye to

manipulating werld oublic
opinion, is also pressing for o
new UN reselution, which will
state that Iroq is in material
breach of internctiona! law,
and implicilly threaten force.
The aim of all these manceu-
vres is not to prevent war, as
some people foolishly imagine,
but only fo provide o 'legal’
smokescreen fo covert the

| nakedness ot the US oggres-

sion against Iraq,

The Iraais vainly attempted
to regain the diplomatic initia-
tive in a speech delivered to
the UN an September 19th by
his foreign minister, Naji Sabri,
which wos widely seen as o
direct message from Saddam
Hussein. The speech accused
Mr Bush of "utmast distortions",
and declared lrag ‘clecr of oll
nuclear, chemical and biologi-
cal weapons”, But these words
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merely called forth a eynical
smile form the US delegates,
Indeed cynicism is the nome of
the gome. The idea thot the
USA's actions will be deter-
mined by votes in the UN is
just plain stupid. Whar settles
importont questions betwesen
states is not speeches and res-
olutions but force or the threo!
of force. "I you want to keep
the peace," Bush said on
September 19, "you've got to
have the authorisation to use
force,'

At least far the time being,
the 14 other members of the
UN Security Council stll insist
an the narrow issue of
weapens inspection, They are
l'ke o scruoulous neighbour
abserving a burglar who is
ready to break into o house
next door. The warthy neigh-
oour does not mind the burglar
orecking in but advises him, for
the sake of goad manners, to
ring the doorbell first. Once
the burglar hos completed this
courtesy and been relused
admission, the canscientous
neighbour will then be guite
prepared fo see the door
kicked in ond, if necessary the
house burned down with all the
inhabitants inside, After all, it is
net his house, and moyke he
will get the chonce to pick
some nice little items aut of the
wreckage...

This 15 the usual morelity of
diplomacy, where all that mat-
ters is "good form'.
Unfortunately, diplomatic skils
do not feature highly in the
accomplishments of George W.
Bush ond the American imperi-
alists. They are in a hurry 1o
reveal the mailed fist that lies
within the velvet glove, They
speak ond act like the hood-
lums and Maticsi who are the
main cheracters in so many
Hollywood movies.

This was mos! sirikingly
revecled recently, when the
Americans, with astenishing
crudity, warned the French,
Russians and anyane else who
feiled to show enthusiastic sup-
pert for the invasion of lrag
that they would not be allowed

o participate ‘n the lucrative |
oll business ond contracts ofter
the war and ‘regime change".
Here we have the essence of
the whaole alfair. Itis the voice
of +he robber who s already
sharing cul the lool even
hetore ottacking his victim,

Here we have the crude reclity
of American imperialism as
bonditry or a globalt sccle.

Blair's pernicious role

For o suppesed enthusiast of
democracy, Tony Blair has
shown a remarkeble lack of
enthusiasm for democratic pro-
cedures, The Mother of
Parliaments was recalled to
debate the question of Irac

but anly belatedly and cfter
many protests. Even then no
vote was ollowed on the ques-
tion of Britain's participation in
a war. The reason is clear:
Blair did nct believe he would
get a majority. An ctemat wos
made to get a vote in the
House belere geing le war Bul
this was ruled out of order.
According to the rules of the
game, in a supposecly demo-
cratic country, war can be
launched on the basis of the
sa-called "royal preragotive” -
thearetically on the oropesal of
the Queen, but in proctice by
the decision of the prime minis-
ter, No vote will be allowed n
the House of Commans,
Instead the decision will be
made in the Prime NMinisters
office.

In his speech, Blair warnec
that the military threat from
Saddaom Hussein was 'serious
and growing', Seoner or later
his weapons would threaten the
pecce of the world. Blair's aim
wos, of course, peace ond dis-
armamentl In this he received
the firm backing of the Tory
leader, but the ocpposition of
his own supperters, fifty of
whom found a woy of express-
ing their opposition to the Blair
line.

"l am in no coubt that the
threat is serious and current’,
he stated. And fo support his
claims he quoted unspecifiec

intelligence repors, the details
and sources of which remain
secret, Thar Mr, Blair is in no
cdoubt cbout anything that
comes from his bess in the
White House comes as no sur-
prise. However, his personal
convictions cannot hide the
fact that the allegatians in the
cocument are entirely unsub-
stantiated. There was no real
artempt to prove any of these
allegaticns. In fact, there is
ncthing new in the dossier -
nathing that differs substantially
from what was contained in the
report of the 1SS only a week
earlier.

Not only is there almost
nothing in this report that was
not olreedy in the repart of the
1155, but the socurces of whorey-
er 'information’ there is canrot
be made oublic because it is
derived fgom intelligence
sources. Blair acknowledged
that people would find foult
win the unspecified intelligence
sources used in the dossier.
This statement is cn admission
that the dossier is fatally Hawed
and is an invention of the secu-
rily services. The purpose of
this report wes not to shed ligh
an the situation but to whip up:
a mood in favour of military
action. Thus, Blair told the !
House that the policy of con-
‘oinment, embarge and inspec-
Hon was not working., One asks
oneself what is the point of all
the fuss about inspection, if it
has clready been shown 1o be
vseless, The cenclusion is clecr,
The USA will ottack lrag, and
Britain will support shameful
act of aggression uncondition-
ally That is all we need to
'<f1'f}‘w<

Blatant hypocrisy

The insalence ond hypocrisy of
the imperialists knows no limits.
While noisily demanding *hat
Iraq must carry out to the letter
svery existing UN resolution
jond a few that do not exisl),
Washingten turns o oling eye
fo the flagrent disregard of LN
decisions on the part of lsrael
This is @ cavse of general
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indignation throughout the Arab world,
Aware of the need of some kind of gesture
to calm Arch nerves, Blair has been pushing
the Americans for a new initiative on
Palestine. The favourite propasal is a con-
ference on the Palestinian question. This
would be ideal from the standpoint of impe-
rialism, since it means precisely nothing.
Even so, Blairs pleading has met with no
resulls. The reasan is obvious. The USA
needs lsrael's support in its conflict with
Iraq, and Tel Aviv is implacably opposed to
cny concassions on the Polestinion question.

The argument that lroq presents o mili-
tary threat to the USA is so polpably folse
that other lines of ottock ore necessary to
soften up public opinion. The main methed
is to assert repeatedly thet Seddam Hussein
is o ruthless dictotor who represses, torfures
and kil's his own peaple. That is quite true
but it is hardly new. Hussein is a vicious
tyront whom no recl saciolist would support.
But the fact is that the very people in Britain
and the USA who now denounce the crimes
of Seddam Hussein were the cnes who
actively backed, ormed and financed him in
the past. Recently a retired British ormy offi-
cer asked why it was that the British govern-
ment hed sent him and other officers to
Baghdad fo troin lragi troops to fight Iran in
the past and now pretends to be scandal-
ized by crimes about which they were fully
informed twenty years age.

The foct that Saddem Hussein is a dicto-
tor, a tyrant and a murderer did not prevent
the USA from arming him for a bloody war
against Iran in which a million people lost
their lives. It did not prevent Britain ond the
USA from selling arms to him long after it
waos known that he had used appaolling
chemical weapons on the Iragi Kurds. Nor
did it prevent Donald Rumslfeld from visiting
Baghdad and praising the regime of
Saddam Hussein in 1984.

Particularly disgusting is the use that is
being made of the bombing of Kurdish vil-
lages with chemical weapons in the 1980s.
This was undoubtedly a ghastly crime. But it
was a crime thot was well known to London
and Washington at the time. They remained

silent, despite the detailed reports of these
horrors that appeared in the press. They
must therefore be regorded as accomplices
in these crimes in the most literal sense of
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the word, The British,
for instence, contin-
ved to sell military
hardware to Ircg
even ofter these
ctrocities were
known. Thus, for
these-lodiss aad
gentlemen to protest
now about crimes
that they knew about
long ago stinks of
hypocrisy. It is per-
haps superflucus to
add that the British
were bombing
Kurcish villoges in
Irag in the 1920s -
leng before Saddam Hussein was ever
heard of. How ironical that they should now
pose as the 'Iriends of the Kurds'|

Imperialism and the Kurdish question
Recently Washington tock the unprecedent-
ed slep of receivirg the two main Iragi
Kurdish leaders, Masoud Borzani and Jalal
Talaoani, with tull honours. The intention is
therefare quite clear: lo use the lragi Kurds
in the same way that they used the northern
Allionce in Alghanistan, as cannon-fodder
to lcke on America's enermy on the ground
ond thus spare the LS army the painful
necessity ot doing the fighting. But in the
first place the Kurds are no match for the
Ireqi army, and in the second, by stirring up
Kurdish nationalism, the USA is creating
new and explosive contradictions in the
region. )

Having orcused the Kurds with the
promise of satistying their nationcl aspira-
tions, the Americans will not find it easy to
fab them off with something less than a
state. On the other hand, eny suggestion of
cn independent Kurdish state would be
anathema to Turkey, Americe's second most
important olly in the region after Israel. The
ailing Turkish Prime Minister Ecevit has
olready made this quite clear.

Mearxists stand firmly for the defence of
the right of the Kurdish people fo a home-
land of their own. But this can only be
achieved by revolutionary meens, and in the
framework of a struggle for the overthrow of

capitalism and the formation of o sociclist
federation of the Middle East. However, for
the imperialists the right of seli- determinc-
tion is just so much smell change in their
cynical caleulations. The idea that the Kurds
could get self-cetermination on the basis of
American bayonels is folse and reactionary
through end through.

By placing themselves at the disposal of
Washington, the Kurdish leaders do not fur-
ther the interests of their people but quite
the opposite. Bush daoes not intend to give
the Kurds their naticnal rights, but only to
use them os cannon fodder. Much more
important for America is the friendship of
Turkey, the bitterest foe of the Kurdish peo-
ple, and the principal ally of the USA in the
region. Washington knows very well that
Americo needs the Turkish bases ot
Divarbakir and especially Incerlik, which has
been used by the American and British air
forces to enforce the so-called no fly zone
in northern lraq.

« Recently the rival Kurdish groups of
Barzani and Tolabani reached an agree-
ment after years of infighting. Sensing thot
they will get backing and arms from the
USA, they are euphoric. But euphoria is o
bad councillor in such a serious situalion. In
an interview in the German newspaper Die
Zeit, Barzani stated that the North of lrag
would become the graveyard of ony Turkish
soldiers who ined to intervene there, The
effect of these words in Ankara can be
imagined. Ecevit replied with a furious dec-
laration to the elfect that Turkey would never
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allow the sefting up of o
Kurdish sicte, and the untortu-
nate Barzani had 1o retreat.

This little incident shows the
real state of affairs, US imperi-
alism has no intention of sat'sfy-
ing the national ospiratiors of
either the Kurds or Polestinions
ithe lotest demagogy cbout a
Palestinian state is meant o
keep the Arcb regimes quist
while Iraq is pulverized). We do
not know what secret deals are
being done in Washington, but
that such deals exist is beyond
any doubt. The bandits are
dividing the living bedy of Irag
even before that country has
been defected, Not only are
Russia and France threatened
with exclusion from Iragi cil, but
‘Turkcy is olmost certainly being
offered possession of the Kirkuk
iend Mosel oilfields in northern
Iraq as the price of collebora-
tion. But these cilfiglds are
inside an area that the Kurds
regord as their own, How does
an independent Kurdish state fit
in with these plans? The cnswer
s that it does nal.

On the verge of the abyss

Diplomacy plays no independ-
ent role in history, but is always

www.sacialist.net

the handmaiden ol war. The

present Hurry of diplomatic
activity in and cround the UN is
enly the prelude to a war thot is
naw virtually ineviteble.
Baghdad has repeatedly deniec
it possesses weapons of mass
destruction. It has cllered fo
ollow inspecters back. Bul all
this is to no avail. For every slep
back the Iragis foke, Bush will
demand ten more. To entertain
any illusions on this score
would be naive in the extreme.
There is no question of
America dropping its declored
aim of ‘regime change’ in lrog.
After trumpeting this goal so
loudly and fer so long, to cban-
don it would be pelitically
impossible for the Bush admin-
istration, With mid-lerm elec-
tions approaching, George W.
is playing the war card as @
means of securing his grip on
oower [or so he thinks). And the
enthusiasm of his vice president
is even more soundly based,
Dick Cheney is a crook in the
most literal sense of the word.
He has accumulated hundreds
of milliens of dallars through
corporate malfeasance and
faces not enly loss of office but
possible ciminal charges. Cnly
by banging the war drums loud-

er than anyone else can he
drown out the cries for him fo
ke put on trial,

The above reasens, of
course, by no means exhaus:
the list of America's motivations
for waging wor on lrag. Quuite
apart from the personal motives
of Bush and Cheney, there is
the question of America's new
role os world policeman. The
‘el of the USSR, as we have
explained many times, has
meent that the USA enjoys a
omplete dominction in a way
that is unprecedented in world
nistary, It now wishes to claim
the right to intervene anywhere,
waging war, bullying and forc-
ing supposedy sovereign stotes
to do whal is wants

Waming

The outcome of en invasion of
Irag is as yet uncertain. Many
military expers in the West is
warning the Americans that the
conflict in Irag may be far more
difficult, prolenged and costly
than they anticipcte, This is the
apinicn of an increasing num-
ber of former officers with expe-
rience of the Gulf war.

It is possible that lragi resist-
ance will be more determined
than the Pentagon expects. It is
quite possible that, in one form
or ancther, the cenflict can
drag on for months or even
years. However, this connot be
taken for granted. After the |dng
vears of war and suffering, the
Iragi people must be on the
verge of exhoustion. The nature
of the regime is also not such
that it can easily call upan the
pecple to make sacrifices in a
bitter and unequal struggle.
These are contradictory tenden-
cies, the strength of which it is
impassible to judge from o dis-
tance.

An American adventure in

Irag poses a grave risk.
Soddem Hussein will do clmost
everything to maintain himself
in power Defeot would mean
almast cerain death for
Seddam Hussein and the ruling
circle ' Baghdad. While it is
clear that the propagende in

Wa s

the West systematically exagger-
ates the amount of 'weapons of

mass cestruction’ in his hands

and the threat posed by them, il

s equally clear thet he must
nossess a certain amount of

deadly weapons and the mis-

siles to deliver them at least 1o
Isroel and other neighbouring
countrios. | hd was faced with
the prospect of imminent defect
and death, it seems likely that
he would be prepered to use
these weapons. The conse-
quences for the peoples of the
region are terrible. But this does
not cencern George W, Bush
and his friends in the slightest.
A war against lrag would be
an imperialist war of aggression

and plunder. The British Labour

movement must oppose it with
every means at its disposal. In
the end, even if the imperialists
succeed in ousting Saddam
Hussein and impesing an lrogi
puppel, nothing would be
solved. The shock woves from
such on earthguake would
expand outwards, creafing new
instabilty everywhere, Over a
periad, the way will be pre-
pared for revolutionary devel-
cpments in the whole of the
middle East and on a warld
scale. George W. Bush will ses
in motion a chain reaction that
will leap from one country to
another. The final results will
not be 1o his liking. (3

London, 25th September,
2002.
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— Fighting Fund

warm welcome to
all new readers of
Socialist Appeal
is month, in par-
ticular those of you on the
Anti-War demo, at the
Labour Party conference or
students buying a copy
from our stalls at the uni-
versity freshers events. We
hope you will find the news
and analysis contained
within these pages of value
to you. However our inten-
tion is not just to inform
and analyse but also to
point a way forward. This is
the role of Marism - @
role which we defend.
Many have tried to write off
Marxism as being outdated
or redundant yet how else
can the problems besetting
the world be explained and
resolved? Does anyone see
any solutions at all coming
from the camp of capital-
ism? They have none. Even
when confronted, ot the
Earth Summit a few weeks
ago, with the bare facts of
the damage being inflicted
on the planet and its peo-
ples, they could come up
with no solution only plati-
tudes. So much for dynam-
ic capitalism! In truth the
only valid solution to the
problems of war, poverty,
exploitafion and environ-
mental crisis is socialism.
That will not be given to us
- the bosses and their polit-
ical servants have too
much fo lose - it must be
fought for.
This is the task we have

set ourselves. You can help
in @ number of ways. Why
not become a subscriber to
Socialist Appeal 2
Complete the form in the
journal and send it off now
to ensure a regular copy
each month. This helps us
and it helps you. You
could also take a bulk
order to sell yourself each
month - it does not have to
be many copies. Contact
us now fo sort something
out. Remember it is people
like you who sell as well as
buy Socialist Appeal. We
are also appealing for
donations fo help us keep
going and expand. We
have launched an oppeal
for £3000 to be raised by
the end of Autumn. It can
be got if everyone chips in.
For example over a hun-
dred pounds were raised
through various means ot
the recent Burston School
Strike event. With a few
weeks gone into the drive
for the £3000 we have
nearly £500 but we cannot
slacken on this. Please
send what you can to us at
PO Box 2624, London, N1
75Q. Thank you in
advance. OJ

Steve Jones
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History of British Trotskyism

by Ted Grant

Special Introductory Offer!
Now shipping!

This book is ¢ unique contribution to the history of British
Trotskyism. Ted Grant jcined the Trotskyist Left Opposition
in South Africa in the late 1920s, He emigrated to Britain
in lote 1934 and joined the Trotskyists in the Incependent
Labour Party and subsequently the Labour Perty.

During the war, Grent became the chiet thearelicien
of the Workers' International leagur, and later the Revolutionary Communist Party, The
histaric events of the period are fully covered, including the auther's persenal recollec- OctOber 2002
fions, and his role in events.

The book begins with the debate on Trotskyism in the British Communist Party in
1924 and ends with the break-up of the Revolutionary Communist Party in 1949 and Edu i r Sociali
the beginning of more than thirty years of work within the Labour Party.

Ted Grant wes the founder and political lecder of the *Militant Tendency’, which
haunted the Labour leadership, and wos eventuolly expelled along with the Miltant Get your study HUides from
editonal boerd in 1983, A postscript by Rob Sewell, who was the national organiser Socialist Appegl
for the Militent throughout the 1980s, brings this unicue history up fo date.

Ted Grant is the lengest surviving Trotskyist of any prominence alive tocay. His con- 4
tribution has served to preserve the unbroken thread of genuine Trotskyism. This book First edition on
is a first-hond cccount of the life of a Trotskyist pioneer, and will be indispensible to “What is Marxism?”
students of political histery, end cbove all, an inspiration to oll those seeking to
change the world,

Coming soon the first issue on

Publisher; Wellred Publications Dioliectical Materialism
Pub. Date: 2002
Format: Paperback []
No. Pages: 310 Followed up by:

ISBN: 190000710X
List Price £9.99 2- Hrstontal materialism
Our Price £6.00 3- Marxist economics

B The outtawmg of all forms of dlscrrmmatiort. Equai pay';
- for equal work. Invest in quality childcare facilities available to
all Scrap al! racrst |mmrgrat|on and asyium controls Abolrsh the

Ei&v A natronal mlnlmurn wage ot at least two-thirds ot the
; average wage. £6 00 an hour as a step toward this goal ‘with

“decent benefits. For a 32 ‘hour week: Wrthout loss of pay No
-compulsory overtlme For voluntary trrement at 55 wrth a

wages _ :
= No | more sé[l'oﬂs. Reverse tha Tones prwatssatlon scandal B The abohtion of the monarchy and the House ot Lords.’

_Renationalise all the privatised industries. and ' utilities under'j Full economic powers f for the Scottish Parliament and the Welsh.
§_democrat|c workers oontro! and management No compensa—;;' Assembiy. enablmg them to mtroduce somallst measuresm the:

Socia!ist Brrtam S _
B~ Break with the anarchyiﬁ, fithe capltalist free market.
Election of all trade union officials. with the nght of recall No ofﬁ- ~Labour to immediately take over the ‘commanding heights of
“cial to receive maore than the wage of a skilled worker 0 the economy.” Natronahse the big monopolies. banks and finan-

& Action to protect our environment. Only public owneyshlp' “cial institutions that dominate our - lives. Compensation to be
of the fand. and major industries, petro-chemical enterpnses. paxd only on the basis of need. All nationalised enterprises.to
food companies, energy and transport can torm the b’lSIS ofa  be run under workers control and management and integrated
genuine socialist approach to the enwronment " through a democrati¢ socialist plan of production.

- A fully funded and fully comprehenslve educatlon sys- B Socialist internationalism. No 1o the bosses European
tem under local democratic control. Keep big business out of . Union. Yes to a socialist united states of Europe as part of a
_:our schools and colleges Free access for all to further and hrgh ~world socuahst federatron i
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years. Over 50,000 f:re__ igh
balloting for action. .
While the employers have offered o mvseriy 4%,
hour befors tax, the firefighters are looking for a di
to live on. The union has demanded a 40% r rise fc pm;q
: fned flrefnghfers on a mm;mam of £30 ;000 a ve resent -

money. A typical shift pottern | 4 - E21 53] ok
week, much of it at nights an 3 Hﬁreﬁghters eamings had kep
gency services, firefighters ared overt they '__would now be picking up £36,848 - &
are actually tackling ¢ blase Rt ¥Reir shift o ey have . are asking for. v_
to wait 15 years before me } G mi eryone recognises the dangerous and essentid
- i @y do, doy in and day out. In a recent Mori poll,
6d their pay claim, with some 47% backing use of

oet a firefighters' strike with the. ill-equipped arm
d antiquated "Green Goddesses”, they should pa
rs what they deserve.
emment say they can't afford it. However, when it
_ comes to wor in Iraq, they always find the money. Our fire-
¥ more are forced to do sacord io ids meet." The fighters are more important that foreign adventures.
I government is gefting a first-class paying third-
class wages. . Pay the firefighters in full NOWI
“If | had a fiver for eve #ard politicians thank-
ing firefighters for their bravery an onalism | could

wWww.newyouth.com
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