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Mass action is need to fend t plc sector

the Tories!

AS SOCIALIST OUTLOOK goes to press, the Tories are in
deep crisis over the pit closures, apparently on the verge of
offering substantial subsidies, although this is being fought
hard by ultra-right wingers in the cabinet. The campaign must
continue until every pit is reprieved.

But the fact that Heseltine and Major have been forced to the
verge of a humiliating climbdown is full of lessons. Only the
mass campaign, the huge demonstrations and the outburst of
working class protest has forced the Tories to the brink of
retreat.

The battle to defend the pits and 100,000 jobs is just the leading
edge of what must be a massive struggle to defend the public
sector. Thousands in rail, local government, the post office, the
NHS and other public services face redundancy, as real un-
employment zooms past 4 million.

A victory by the miners will further divide the government
and create openings for renewing working class resistance. It
must be followed by action to bust the 1.5 per cent publicsector
pay limit. Destruction of jobs and services, and the pay freeze,
must be fought by building a public sector alliance, at national
and local level. Every initiative towards this end must be
supported.

Arthur Scargill has called for a national ‘stayaway’ on 18
February; the RMT, NUM and other unions are balloting
simultaneously on March 5 for a day of strike action. These
initiatives can drive forward a new stage in the flghtback

A victory for the miners will notend the Tory crisis, but deepen
it. There is still no sign of economic recovery, but there are
green shoots of a workers fightback. Now is the time to put
the boot in.

Build a public sector alliance!
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USA - frenzied giant lashes out

Iraq raids -

strength or
weakness?

By Paul Clarke

ACCORDING to one-time
left winger Michael Ig-
natieff, never since the
Roman Empire has a single
imperial power been so all-
dominant as the US today.

Hisevidenceis the ease with
which the US bombs Iraq,
walks in uninvited to Somalia,
controlsthe UN and is organis-
ing “allied’ forces for an inter-
vention in ex-Yugoslavia.

But is this frenzy of military
activity a sign of strength or
weakness? And what were the
air raids on Iraq all about?

To put these things in
perspective it is useful to look
at what has been happening to
the Clinton ‘transition team’
since they won the election last
November.

Clinton has ‘discovered’, lo
and behold, that the figures on
the USbudget deficitare much
worse than heknew during the
presidential election cam-
paign.

Net result: he is going to
have to back-track on his elec-
tion pledges of health reform,
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education spending, cutting
the budget deficit and reduc-
ing taxes.

Clinton’s alleged surprise at
thelevel of the budget deficitis
only half true. What has been
revealed in the past few weeks
is an extra $60 billion deficit
beyond the commonly quoted
figures. But this is peanuts in
terms of the hundreds of bil-
lions that the US owes.

In short, the US economy is
indeep structural debt to inter-
national finandial institutions,
particularly the Japanese
banks. This represents the
massive decline in the US
economy over the past 25
years. And this is the crudial
background to the flurry of
military activity over the past
months; the US is trying to as-
sert its political and milit;
leadership of the West, as a
means of boosting its
economic position.

Political dominance always
has a massive spin-off in terms
of trade; and the US made a
profit from the Gulf war out of

&the tribute paid by Japan, Ger-
many and the Gulf states to
finance the US expedition.

January 30,1993 No. 36

The recent raids on Iraq
were however motivated by
more than this. The right-wirg
forces in the military, intel-
ligence and foreign policy es-
tablishment which George
Bush represents were making
their last effort to tie Clinton in
to their policy of military ad-
venturism.

The excuse for the raids,
forcing Iraq to ‘comply with
UN resolutions’ was so utterly
feeble, that even France was
forced to state that the cruise
missile attack on the factory
outside Baghdad was ‘outside
UN resolutions’.

Everyoneknows that the 'no
fly zones’ have done nothing
to prevent Saddam Hussein
from attacking the Marsh
Arabs in the south with utter
impunity.

In many ways these raids
were a symptom of weakness.
After everything, Saddam
Hussein is still in power. Sanc-
tions and military attacks have
succeeded in hurting only the
people of Iraq, not the regime.
Bush has gone, but Saddam
remains.

But more fundamentally,

the relative decline of the US
economy continues unabated,
and clusterbombsand missiles
aimed at Iraq are not going to
turn the situation around.

If the US military is able to
strut the world, apparently un-
opposed, this is caused not by
a new and powerful, economi-
cally confident US, but by
political changes which give
the US this option.

The collapse of the Soviet
Union is the first cause; ten
years ago it was unthinkable
that the USSR under Brezhnev
or Andropov would have al-
lowed US military interven-
tion, especially with UN ap-
proval.

China, where the process
towards capitalist restoration
is deeply entrenched, has at
best abstained in the UN
Security Council, thus effec-
tively giving the greenrlight to
every US attack.

But in western Europe, so-
cial democracy is the real
culprit ~ social democracy in
power, social democracy in op-
position. The governments in
Spain, and particularly France,
have signed on the dotted line
for every US abomination.

And in Britain of course, the
Labour Party under Kinnock
in the Gulf war, and now
under Smith, could think of
nothing better to do than
repeat parrot-like that new
raids on Saddam Hussein are
absolutely necessary.

The truth is that the US is
engaged in a frenzied world
offensive to defend its own
position because it has to. Ten
years hence the relationship of
forces with Japan and German-
led Europe might be much,
much worse. That’s why raids
on Iraq have to be seen as part
of the same process which led to
the US get-tough posture over
the GATT trade negotiations.

Precisely because the recent

raids on Iraq were part of the
game-plan by the Republican
regime to tie in Clinton to their
military policdies, it seems un-
likely that the recent wave of
attacks will continue.

But overall what will char-
acterise the Clinton regime is
continuity with what has gone
before. Economically Clinton
will not be able to fulfil his
campaign promises. There is
no new deal coming for US
workers, no big relaunch of the
economy, no big welfare con-
cessions.

Internationally, Clinton
may shirk, in the short term,
from expensive absurdities
like using 40 cruise missiles to
blow up one factory, but the
overall imperial posture of the
US is unlikely to change.

One constant which will
remain for certain is staunch
support for Israel. The recent
raids of course came while 400
Palestinians are still stuck ona
snow-bound mountainsidebe-
tween Israel and Lebanon,
with little food and medicine,
This obscenity is an affront to
the whole Arab world.

But the Democrats are
notoriously more pro-Israel
than the Republicans. The
‘peace process’ started because
Bush heavied the Israelis into
it. Now even this minimal
pressure on Israel will be
reduced.

Ignatieff is wrong about the
US. Of the major imperial
powers in world history, the
US period of dominance,
roughly from the 1930s to the
1970s, has been the shortest.

We are not in a ‘uni-polar’
world, but a world in which
the US is decaying and stag-
nating, challenged by Ger-
many and Japan. And even
40,000 cruise missiles can’t put
US hegemony back together
again.
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Tories only survive because of

Labour weakness

For the umpteenth time, the ‘green
shoots’ of economic recovery have be
shown to be amirage. The apparent surge
of consumer spending after Christmas
was merely the cash-strapped masses
trying to pick up bargains in the sales.
Official unemployment is hitting three
million; the real figure is well over 4 mil-
lion. Manufacturing output is down
again. In short, all the efforts of Major
and Lamont to ‘talk up’ the economy are
pure hot air.

At the same time, the succession of disasters
which have befallen the government show no

signs of being resolved. Ministers are running g

for cover on pit closures, leaving Michael He-
seltine holding the baby. Maastricht looms in
the background, and will re-emerge as a par-
liamentary crisis in the spring.

Tax rises

The government is desperately unpopular
now among sections of the middle classes; and
they, together with millions of working
people, are likely to be hit hard by tax rises in
the budget, as well as by the new Council Tax.
In other words, the fundamental crisis of this
government which exploded with the ERM
fiasco last autumn has not gone away.

When John Major described the new unem-
ployment figures as ‘deeply disappointing’, he
was not joking. The Tories know that only
some good news on the economic front will
resolve this rumbling crisis. But with the pres-
entsituation in the world economy, witha tiny
blip upwards in North America, but gloom in
Germany and Japan, there is no short-term
way out for Britain’s bosses.

The second aspect of the situation which has
radically changed since last autumn is devel-
opments in the working class and the labour
movement. There is a new mood to fight back,
but it is very uneven and lacks leadership. Last
week there were major protest strikes among

Major: dependant on Labour capitulation

local authority workers in Newcastle and
Birmingham. The round of protestactions over
pit closures continues.

But the problem remains that all this is
mainly just protest action, and does not trans-
late itself into sustained industrial action,
which remains at a very low ebb. And at a
parliamentary political level, Labour is frozen
and immobilised. While a host of would-be
‘new thinkers’ busily devise ever more ways of
accomodating to Tory free market ideology,
the party drifts rudderless in the class struggle.
It is bereft of ideas and policies to fight the
Tories.

But there are two aspects of the situation
which could give decisive openings for the left.
In the trade unions, there is a growing realisa-
tion of the necessity to co-ordinateaction in the
public sector, of the need to forge a public

sector alliance.

All the statistics about trade union member-
ship show that it is in the public sector where
the unions have the highest proportion of
membership. The Tory onslaught against local
government, health, rail, the post office, the
miners and countless other public services is
not just about the ideology of privatisation, it
is also about smashing up bastions of trade
unionism.

While fighting for the miners, and pushing
for action in their defence, the left has to grasp
that thisis just theleading edge ofa much more
widespread struggle. All the various moves
aimed at building alliances at national and
local level of public sector workers must be
vigorously supported.

Fighting cuts and redundancies is always a
difficult struggle; but to this battle must be
added a unified fight to smash the pay freeze, a
struggle which will accelerate as the pay round
develops into the spring and summer.

Disquiet

In the Labour Party itself, the discussion
over the trade union link and ‘Clintonisation’
isunlocking internal debate and creating sharp
debates at even shadow cabinet level. John
Smith’s abject support for raids on Iraq has
caused widespread disquiet in the party. And
a left formation, the Socialist Campaign Group
Network, is in place which can act as a real
focus for galvanising the left in the party.

A public sector alliance is long-overdue. The
decision of several unions, led by the NUM
and RMT, to organise co-ordinated ballots for
a day of strike action to defend the public
sector must be built on.

John Major’s government is presiding overa
basket-case economy which is drifting ever-
downwards. It is a government with a small
majority, fragile and accident-prone. If it sur-
vives it is because the Labour leadership have
learnt nothing from three election defeats. It is
up to the left to turn the situation around.

A setback for

the Socialist
Movement

By Alan Thornett
THE SOCIALIST Movement an-
nual general meeting, held in
Manchester last Saturday,
marked a further decline for an
initiative which drew significant
broad support when it started at
the Chesterfield conferences after
the election defeat of 1987.

Less than 100 people attended,
with only around 60 of them paid up
members with the right to vote. The
movement has clearly suffered both
from the adverse political situation
and serious mistakes made over the
last few years.

The first main debate was over a
proposed new Socialist Movement
constitution, which left its various sec-
fors — Socialist Movement Trade
Union Committee, Women for
Socialismand Labour Party Socialists

-"in an ambiguous position, with no
right to representation built into the
new structures.

The second was over the direction
of the movement - essentially a
debate between the ‘networking’
proposals promoted by the Socialist
Society, and the need for a campaign-
ing orientation put forward by Socialist
Outlooksupporters. Finally, there was
the question of the future of the
movement's paper, socialist

Damaging

Socialist Outlook supporters ar-
gued that if the movement was to be
revitalised, the lessons of recent
damaging mistakes - particularly over
socialist and its transformation into
Red, Green and Radical ~ will have
fo be taken on board and the move-
mentwill have to identify and organise
some key canpaigns inorder o prove
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itself as an effective campaigning or-
ganisation.

The resolutions on networking and
campaigning were both adopted, but
itis clear where the priorities of those
now in control of the new co-ordinat-
ing committee - effectively the
Socialist Society - fie.

The change of name of the pilot
issue of the new magazine format
socialist to RGR was almost univer-
sally condemned. A decision was
taken to proceed with a new publica-

The Socialist Movement has failed to

tion if possible, jointly with other or-
ganisations. The new name was not
decided, but it will incorporate
socialist The movement would have
a ‘golden share’ but would relinquish
editorial control to those who finance
the new project.

was contained in a mailing some time
ago, this had clearly not had the
desired impact, since the only
nominations received by the deadline
were from the Manchester area — es-

sentially the Manchester Socialist -

Movement group.
Since the re-opening of nomina-

Unsatisfactory tions on the basis of this unsatisfac-
Elections to the new co-ordinating 101y Situation was opposed by the or-
committee were also unsatisfactory,  9enisers, these were the only choice

Although a deadline for nominations

available when it came to the elec-
tions.
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Home News

SIR JAMES Ackers, Tory
chair of the country's largest
regional health authority,
resigned on January 9 amid
a growing roar of scandal.
Ackers had sat for ten years
as the political appointee in
charge of the 22 health districts
of the West Midlands RHA.
He became best-known in
recent years for his role in
promoting the hilariously-mis-
titied 'Healthy Birmingham’ plan.
This is an unworkable scheme
which would reduce Britain's
second city to two inaccessible
suburban hospital sites, 20
minutes on a good day from the
city centre.
But it was not this which
brought his demise, nor even
the new spate of cash crises and
bed closures which have
reduced Birmingham’s NHS toa  *
continuing ‘yellow alert’ situa-
tion, in which only emergencies
and urgent cases can be ad-
mitted.
What forced Health Secretary
Bottomley to intervene and demand
his resignation was the growing tide
of embarrassing revelations about
the financial dealings of the £2 biltion
ayear RHA, and its links with a string
of private and newly-privatised com-
panies set up under Ackers' en-
couragement.
Among these are:
@ The rapid collapse with £2.2m
debts of Qa business services,
formed by an RHA management
buy-out.
® Audit Commission criticism of
the hiving off of the RHA’s supplies
division.

@ The halting of the region’s
Healthtrac computer system, which
had cost the RHA £3 million.

Sir James Ackers

Scandails force out top
midlands health chief

@ The ‘unlawful’ payment of £1m
tothe private computer firm Financial
Information Project.

@ The payment by the RHA of a
massive £2.5 million to US manage-
ment consultants United Research
Group. This covered such items as
the charter of private jets. RHA offi-
cial Chris Watney went missing on a
round-the-world yacht trip, and has
now returnedto face allegations over
the deal.

@ The semi-privatisation of the
RHA'’s estates division, which is also
on the brink of collapse, threatening
up to80redundancies. Essential ser-
vices are being taken back under
RHA management.

Eventually Ackers, whose own
company is now in receivership and
reputedly deep in debt, ran out of
luck. Aninquiry into the RHA's affairs

L

by Bottomley’s advisor,
Sainsbury's boss Sir
Roy Griffiths, con-
cluded that he had to
go: his Tory cronies
could no longer protect
him.

Birmingham
Northfield MP Richard
Burden is now
demanding a Com-
mons statement from
Bottomley “on how
such a state of affairs
could arise in one of
Britain’s largest RHAs.
How did the Authority
getintosuch afinancial
mess. The system that
allowed it all to take
place is the real villain.”

NUPE's local official
John Dempsey points
out that:

“Secret deals in
smoke-filled rooms
have led to the in-
evitable errors.” He is
demanding

“An end to secret meetings,
proper consuitation with health
workers, and an opening of the
books.”

Meanwhile the battle against the
closures continues. Save Our Ser-
vices campaign coordinator Sharon
Small said:

“Ackers was fotally immovable
and arrogant but he was only the
figurehead. The fight to save our
6,000 threatened jobs, community
services and facilities is only begin-
ning. The closures of wards and sites
will be fought.”

B Contact SOS Action Cam-
paign Committee, SBHA District
Offices, Oak Tree Lane, Selly Oak,
Birmingham B29 6JD (021-627-
1627).

By Helen Shaw
ON JANUARY 22, a special Lam-
beth council meeting discussed
the Chief Executive’s report into
£10 million of alleged corruption.

His report highlights: unauthorised
redundancies, overcharging by the
council’s Direct Labour Organisation
(DLO), and overcharging by sub-con-
tractors who had often won work im-
properly. Three senior officers have
suffered intimidation as a result of
their investigations.

Officer solutions to this mess are to
break up the DLO and re-tender “in-
house” services. The meeting was
lobbied by Lambeth workers whose
jobs are threatened.

Press reports fail to mention that it
was witch hunted councillors who
called the special council meeting to
stop the illegal redundancies by
removing work from sub-confractors.

This followed the privatisation of
half of the housing DLO. DLO workers
clearly had jobs to do but council
leader, Steve Whaley, wanted fo get
rid of people he called “dross”.

The same legal officers who
forced councillors to make the redun-

dancies are now saying that this was
illegal! The left’s attempts fo stop the
radundancies were later used to
expel them from the Labour Party!

Steve Whaley had brought in con-
sultants KPMG to supervise the com-
pulsory competitive tendering (CCT)
of the repairs section - originally for a
£6,000 fee. KPMG had earlier been
used by the Tories to try to impose a
Housing Action Trust in Lambeth.
They are now helping Walesa to
privatise Poland!

Extended contracts

The Chief Executive’'s report
criticises massive extensions of con-
tracts to the private sector when work
should have been retendered.
KPMG's contract has now been ex-
tended to over £250,000!

John Smith’s man Jack Straw MP
has tried to blame leftwing councillors
for this scandal. However, Labour
Party General Secretary, Larry Whitty
admitted, when expelling Lambeth
councillor Steve French, that he
recognised his achievements in fight-
'Tg corruption as chair of the DLO in

986-7.

Lambeth corruption scandal

Firms profit from
Labour’s purge

French removed dozens of over-
charging sub-confractors from the
council's approved list and sacked
nearly the entire DLO top manage-
ment. Sadly, in the years since, the
initiative has been lost. CCT has of-
fered new opportunities for corruption
fo flourish. Four of the contractors that
Cllr. French banned have been
reinstated.

At the meeting, expelied Labour
councillors narrowly lost a resolution
of no confidence in Whaley. However,
their motion condemning the ban on
councillors seeing financial reports
was passed.

Senior officers propose more
redundancies to cover up their fail-
ings. Even Chief Executive Herman
Ouseley said “Failures are due, in
some way, to the failings of... top
management, including myself.”

The council leadership unques-
tioningly accepted the recommenda-
tions from this failed management to
move towards the closure of the DLO.
lts the ordinary worker wot gets the
blame.

Privatisation is the harbinger of
corruption, not the solution!
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Setback for
Brighton
witch hunters

By Steve Smith
Campaigners against the
witch hunt of socialists in the
Labour Party are celebrating

- morale-boosting victories in

Brighton as the local tide of
expulsions was stemmed
during the latest hearings of
the National Constitutional
Committee.

Rod Fitch, 1983 parliamen-
tary candidate in Kemptown,
and Socialist Outlook supporter
Mark Thompson became the
first activists facing the inquiry
toavoid expulsion. They demol-
ished the evidence concocted by
Brighton’s Labour council
leadership and local LCC activ-
ists.

Eight ‘trials’ at the Brighton
NCC since last September have
resulted in expulsions ~ with
long serving party members
being found ‘guilty’ of member-
ship of Militant.

The cases of ten others, in-
cluding prominent members of
the Christian Socialist Move-
ment, Jean Calder and Andy
Winter, Socialist Outlook sup-
porter Jon Green, anti-Zionist
campaigner Tony Greenstein
and national chair of Troops
Out Richard Stanton, are all in
the pipeline.

The Rod Fitch judgement
gives powerful ammunition to
the anti-witch hunt campaign
because, remarkably, Rod was
actually found ‘guilty’ of Mili-
tant membership by the NCC!

Although suspended from
holding office for two years, this
precedent should be publicised
and brandished in the face of
every Labour right-winger in
the country, to underline the
fact that even within the tor-
tured logic of the witch hunters,
membership of a ‘proscribed’
organisaﬁon isnotan expellable
offence.

Mark Thompson, who be-
came thefirst ever Labour coun-
cillor for the Seven Dials ward
in 1988 commented:

“Although our stand in op-
posing poll taxand cuts in coun-
cil jobs and services has been
justified, the witch hunt has al-
ready inflicted heavy damage
on Brighton Labour Party. It
was almost wiped out in last
year’s council elections, show-
ing that witch hunts are purely
and simply a gift to the Tories.”

The Brighton hearings are a

Founder of witch hunt: Kinnock

timely illustration of theimport-
ance of the left taking the fight
against the witchhunt seriously,
and organising a genuine fight
against it.

With the exception of high
media profile cases like Lam-
beth, Liverpool and Coventry,
the intentions of the Walworth
Road bureaucracy remain
unclear.

But there are hopeful signs
that the Kinnockite ice age of
suppressed Labour Party de-
bate may be thawing.

The shadow cabinet bloc has
fragmented since the general
election defeat, with the ultra-
right embracing ideological
fads like ‘Clintonisation’, and
centre-left bureaucrats like
Gould, Prescott and Short seek-
ing to increase their profile.

With splits looming on the
union block vote, all this can in-
crease the respectability and
tolerance of internal party de-
bate.

The left is also in a better po-
sition to take advantage of these
debates with growth of the So-
cialist Campaign Group Net-
work and developments in the
class struggle like the move-
ment in solidarity with the mi-
ners.

The SCGN must prioritise
thisissue, and centre leftists like
Gould and Prescott must be put
on the spot as to where they
stand on this question.

Brighton NCC hearings have
been set for former councillors Ri-
chard Stanton (22 February) and
Fiona Roberts (28 March). Mess-
ages of support can be sent cfo 92a
Springfield Rd., Brighton. Updates
on the national witchhunt can be
obtained from the Campaign
Against the Witchhunt, cfo 56
Ashby House, Loughborough Rd.,
London SW9 7SP.

Where was Militant?

The two blows struck in
Brighton against the witchhunt
by Rod Fitch and Mark Thom-
pson have sadly thrown into
sharp relief how local Militant

supporters have chosen to
(not) fight the witch hunt.

The bureaucracy’s task in
Brighton was made considerably
easier when about a third of those
accused of Militant membership
failed to renew their Labour Party
cards.

Ot those who remained, none
called witnesses or took pains to
prepare a comprehensive rebuttal
of accusations against them. One
Militant supporter said he had ‘bet-
ter things to do’,

While the bureaucracy have
fought since 1983 to rid the Labour
Party of Militant, it now appears
that Militant is giving them a help-
ing hand, by preparing a retreat
from Labour Party activity in Eng-
land and Wales to patrallel that al-
ready in hand in Scotland.
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Scargill: “Time for talk is over”

Coal and rail unions

gear up for fight

By Bill Sutcliffe
NUM president Arthur Scar-
gill told a rally in Cardiff re-
cently: “The time for mere
talk and demonstrationsis at
an end.” Pressure is slowly
building for concreteactivity
in support of the miners and
in defence of jobs across the
entire working class.

Women Against Pit Closures
have set up protest camps out-
side a number of threatened
pits. The TUC ‘jobs action day’
on February 18, - which Scargill
wants to see become a
‘stayaway’ — could spark unof-
ficial action in some work-
places.

Most importantly of all, there
is now a real likelihood of the
major coal and rail unions orga-
nising synchronised strike bal-
lots on March 5. RMT leader
Jimmy Knapp is speaking in
terms of a “spring of discon-
tent”. Socialists must now work
flat out to ensure that the trade
union bureaucrats live up to
their fine words.

Women’s camps

WAPC have now established
camps at Markham Main, Tren-
tham, Houghton Main, Gri-
methorpe and Parkside and
aim to start them at all of the ten
pits at the top of the Tory hitlist.

Anne Scargill, a prime mover
in WAPC, has appealed for
women to spend time at the
camps, while labour movement
and community organisations
are asked to pass resolutions of
support and send donations. A
major TUC-backed demo in
London is planned on February
6.

The TUC’s February 18 jobs
action day is clearly intended as
another Congress House cop-

out. As an official press release
makes clear: “This is not a call
for industrial action but for
broad-based activity todemand
change.”

Instead, leaflets will be
handed out at Jobcentres, pres-
umably in case any unem-
ployed have failed to realise
that unemployment is not a
good thing.

The statement continues: “At
workplacelevel unionsand em-
ployers will be urged to co-
operate in meetings and other
activities to demonstrate their
shared concern about the da-
maging impact of unemploy-
ment on their communities and
the need for government ac-
tion.”

Yet many bosses have put
hundreds, if not thousands, of
people on the dole queue since
the startof therecession. Extrac-
ting expressions of concern will
do a fat lot of good.

If the TUC's day of national
recovery last month is anything
to go by, the overwhelming ma-
jority of trade unionists will
simply ignore such fatuous ad-
vice.

Scargill correctly asked the
Cardiff rally to use February 18

to protest in a way far more
militant than anything envis-
aged by the TUC: “I call on all
trade unionists to stay away
from work and go onto the
streets of Britain.”

But there are obvious prob-
lems with such an attempt to
skirt the anti-union laws. It puts
the onus on trade unionists to
act as concerned individuals
rather than exploit their collec-
tive power.

It could also open the road to
victimisations. The best advice
for militants is to push for ac-
tion on immediate demands in
their own workplace where this
isatall possible. Indications are
that there could be some re-
sponse to such tactics, but not
enough to force a government
backdown.

Linking up

A meeting of coal unions
NUM and NACODS and rail
unions RMT, ASLEF and TSSA
on January 20 agreed to link
their jobs fights and take back
to their respective executives a
proposal for synchronised bal-

lots on March 5.
The ballot will call for a one

Scargill:

“l call on all trade unionists to stay away from
work and go onto the streets of Britain.”

day strike on a day to be speci-
fied, and a rolling programme
of industrial action thereafter.
Excellent. But so far no one is
committed to anything definite.

The NUM is to hold a dele-
gate conference on February 4,
whichisexpected to endorse the
plan and kick off a campaign for
a yes vote. NACODS are likely
to hold a similar gathering. The
RMT executive last Friday
agreed to ballot.

Question marks hang over
the response of ASLEF and
TSSA. Despite earlier rhetoricin
support of a 24-hour general
strike, ASLEF general secretary
Derrick Fullick effectively
undermined the RMT’s planned
fightback against the London
Underground company plan.

By Dave Osler

BRITISH RAIL sell-off proposals
announced by the government
last week are a one-way ticket to
massive fare hikes, thousands of
job losses, widespread route clo-
sures, plummeting investment
and safety cutbacks which will ul-
timately cost lives. What a way to
run arailroad.

The move has already been
branded a “poll tax on wheels” by
Conservative MP Robert Adley, chair-
man of the public transport select
committee. He later added: “This ex-
periment could jeopardise the whole
of the railway network.

Other Tory critics of the scheme
include three ennobled former
cabinet ministers, Lords Ridley,
Young and Whitelaw, notable en-
thusiasts for the Thatcher privatisa-
tions, and the Bow Group on the Con-
servative left. .

Straight-laced trade paper Jane's
International Railways denounced it
as “a dogma-driven exercise, utterly
irrelevant to national need for a well-
balanced multi-modal transport sys-
tem”. The idea is so stupid that even

Rail sell off — fast

the Labour front bench feels safe in
opposing it.

A straight sell-off or small share-
holder issue have both proved im-
possible, giving the resultant enabling
bill all the hallmarks of a Tory think-
tank free market Heath Robinson.

Under last week’s enabling
measure, a new body, Railtrack, will
take over BR's track and signalling
equipment, while a new franchising
authority will invite the private sector
to bid for the right fo operate pas-
senger services on Railtrack’s infra-
structure.

BR's Freight and parcels busi-
nesses will be sold outright, while sta-
tions will be up for sale or lease. A
third quango, the independent rail
regulator, will supervise the industry,
with a brief to promote competition
and protect the consumer interest.

The bill would also enable the gov-
ernment to privatise London and
Glasgow Underground railways and
the Tyne & Wear Metro without further
legislation. The government insists
this is a drafting technicality, but it is
impossible t take them at their word.

The stated aims of rail privatisation
include competition, attracting private

frack to disaster

investment, and the injection of entre-
preneurial culture into BR. Butas Tory
critics realise, none of these are likely
to come to fruition.

Real competition is ruled out sim-
ply because itis physically impossible
to run two trains on same route at
same time. Transport secretary John
MacGregor has admitted many fran-
chises will have to be on an exclusive
basis.

BR has been systematically
starved of cash for years, unlike most
European networks, and is expected
to double its 1992 loss of £145m this

year.

As BR chairman Sir Bob Reid put
it: “Give me the Italian subsidy and
everyone could travel for free. And |
would give the passengers a tenner at
Christmas.”

While the governmentis seeking to
save money, it may even need to shell
out more cash to finance the new
bureaucracies and provide swee-
teners to get operators torun unprofit-
able but socially necessary lines.

Railtrack will be expected to main-
tain existing infrastructure, finance
any expansion and probably make an
eight per cent return. This will force it

to levy high charges on track users,
who will in turn argue they have no
choice but to scrap marginal routes.

For instance, former Sealink fer-
ries operator Sea Containers is inter-
ested in taking over Southern Region,
but has already stated it would close
the Southampton-Portsmouth-
Brighton-Eastbourne Coastway line
and the North Downs route between
Reading, Guildford and Tonbridge.

As well as the closing down entire
lines, private sector operators will
naturally strive to cut staffing levels.
The inevitable outcome will be a great
train jobs robbery.

The whole fiasco gives the lie fo
government claims that is wants to
see road traffic switch rail to reduce
carbon dioxide emissions.

Pubiic transport offers so many so-
cial and ecological benefits that it can-
not be judged by standard profit-and-
loss accounting. Development of an
integrated public transport policy,
placing BR, fight railways and bus
companies under the control of wor-
kers and the communities they serve,
would by an obvious early priority for
an incoming socialist government.
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TSSA remain an unknown
quantity.

ASLEF and TSSA activists
need to ensure a ballot takes
place; activists in all the unions
concerned must pull out all the
stops for a yes vote on March 5.
There is a real chance of win-
ning decisive majorities.

But the anti-union laws still
loom large. The employers may
seek rulings that a co-ordinated
strike would constitute a politi-
cal rather than a trade dispute.
Now is the time for the nettle to
be grasped. Successful and
united defiance would render
the judges’ decision unwork-
able.
®WAPC pit camps cfo NUM head-
quarters, Holly Street, Sheffield S1
2GT. For speakers telephone: 0742
766900x295

Solidarity
with the
Miners

WOMEN'S CAMPS
AGAINST CLOSURES
Contact numbers:
Doncaster area: Hatfield
Main 0302-841365
Barnsley 0226-202687

Women Against Pit
Closures

NATIONAL
DEMONSTRATION
LONDON

SATURDAY FEB 6
Assemble 11am
Embankment, march
to Hyde Park

Picket NW region TUC
Saturday February 6,
Mechanics Institute,
MANCHESTER
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Rotten, racist, reactionary

Clinton’s
Democrats
offer no
model for
Labour

By Dave Osler
SHOULD LABOUR reinvent itself as a British version of the
Democratic Party? Many activists see the Democrats as the
nearest American equivalent of a European-style mass
social-democratic party, and are naturally attracted to any
formula that seemingly offers electoral success against the

political right.

But underneath the surface, the cur-
rent Clintonisation debate is the latest
manifestation of an ongoing drive to

transform Labour into an openly bour- [F e )
geois formation, as the self-styled ‘mod- i}

erniser’ faction seeks to hitch its strategy

to a rolling bandwagon.

Unlike the Labour Party, which des-

pite the blandishments of Blair and Co %8 i

still ultimately represents the political }
expression of the trade union bureau- |
cracy, the Democrats ensure that the |
American labour movement has no in- |
dependent political expression atall. For
this process to be duplicated in Britain
would mean a major setback for working

class politics.

The Democrats are not, in the Euro-
pean usage of the word, a party as such,
but a loose federation of local electoral
machines, with no fixed membership or
even formal membership requirements.
Democratsare simply those who vote for

the Democratic Party.

There is no party leadership
beyond the presidential candi-
date, few staff and no official
publications. There is no pro-
gramme, or even a set of princi-
ples, save loosely-worded
presidential platforms, which
candidates at every level are
free to implement or ignore, as
they see fit. The attractions of
such a set up for the neo-Kin-
nockites are all too obvious.

True, the Democrats’ foot sol-
diers aredrawn from organised
labour, black and feminist ac-
tivists, and other progressives.
But ultimately, big business
bucks call the political tune, as
can be seen by Clinton’s stance
on everything from workfare to

foreign policy.
Free trade

Historically, the Democratic
Party has been a vehicle by
which those sections of the US
bourgeoisie favouring free
trade won democratic legitim-
acy through a mass electoral
base, with the Republicans car-
rying out this valuable function
for protectionist interests. In re-
cent decades, even this distinc-
tion — minimal from any social-
ist viewpoint — has eroded to
the brink of disappearance.

The Democrats’ reputation
as a party of the left, in the eyes
of many recent British commen-
tators, rests almost entirely on
two policy packages; Roose-
velts New Deal of the 1930s -
extensive welfare reform and
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job creation measures to
counter the great depression ~
and the 1960s Great Society pro-
gramme - limited public health
provisions and a ‘War on Pov-
erty’ palpably more rhetorical
than real.

Both werelargely inresponse
to pressure from below, re-
flected in the upsurge in union
militancy of the 1930s and the
black activism of the 1960s. Yet
to this day, American welfare
provision is surely the worst
seen in any advanced capital-
ism.

Thestarting %ﬁnt forany un-
derstanding of US politicsis the
civil war of 1861-65. Abolition
of slavery was a side issue for
Abraham Lincoln; the real con-
flict was between northern in-
dustrial capitalism, represented
by the Republicans, which
sought to build up American
industry behind tariff walls,
and southern slave-holdin
plantation owners, groupe
around the Democrats, who
wanted free trade to boost their
agricultural exports. The north-
ern victory was decisive in
shaping America’s subsequent
capitalist development.

The Democrats remained
politically dominated by the se-
gregationist ruling class of the
Deep South, and built popular
support among poor southern
whites through unabashed
racism. In the North, the party
looked to Catholic immigrants

»
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from Ireland, Poland and Italy.

The Republicans turned in-
stead to native-born Protestant
workers and farmers, and the
relatively few enfranchised
blacks, who regarded it as the
anti-slavery party. But in class
terms, both parties constituted
blocs between sections of the
bourgeoisie and sections of the
masses, built around pro-capi-
talist platforms.

Unions

Working class organisation,
albeit narrowly based on elitist
craftunionism, became increas-
ingly evident after the forma-
tion of the American Federation
of Labour in 1886. The Socialist
Party was briefly able to win
substantial support between
1901 and about 1920. But while
the European proletariat forged
mass reformist parties in this
period, the American working
dlass was crucially unable to at-
tain even this basic first step to-
wards class independence.

Coming to power in 1933 in
the midst of capitalism’s worst-
ever slump, President Franklin
D. Roosevelt — proud to pro-
claim himself the best friend
the profit system ever had —
seized the political opportunity
to constitute a new hegemonic
bloc which would bring or-
ganised labour firmly into the
capitalist fold.

Early on, Roosevelt passed
legislation guaranteeing collec-

tive bargaining and the right to
organise. Rising class con-
fidence saw general strikes in
Minneapolis, San Francisco and
Toledo in 1934 and a wave of
factory occupations in 1936-37,
with Trotskyists often playing a
leading role. Farmer-labor par-
ties in several states enjoyed
some electoral success.

Radical

Out of these struggles
emerged a new union feder-
ation, moreradical than the AFL
- the Congress of Industrial Or-
ganisations. In order to head off
rising working class demands,
Roosevelt gave the trade union
bureaucracy a place as junior
partners within the Democrat
machine in return for labour
movement electoral support.

The small but influential
Communist Party of the USA, in
line with Moscow-dictated pol-
icy of popular frontism, happily
played ball and even did its best
to keep the production lines
rolling throughout World War
Two after America accidentally
found itself allied with the So-
viet Union.

By the late 1940s, high infla-
tion and widespread unem-
ployment among demobbed
service personnel led to a strike
wave surpassing even that of
the previous decade. In re-
sponse, Congress passed draco-
nian anti-union legislation - the
notorious Taft-Hartley Act - in
1947.

Repeal

In return for union support in
the 1948 election, Democratic
President Harry S. Truman
promised its repeal. But follow-
ing his narrow victory (after
which he was heard to exclaim
‘labour did it’,) Truman re-
sorted to the use of Taft-Hartley
12 times in first year after his
election.

More anti-union laws fol-
lowed, paving the way for the
McCarthy witch-hunts against
the left. By the time of the 1955
AFL-CIO merger, the US labour
movement was firmly wedded
to the Democrats.

Thereafter, the Democrats
were forced - against their gut
instincts - to win over black sup-
port. Mass migration of black

workers to northern cities to ser-
vice war industries made them
a constituency that could no
longer be ignored in Democrat
fortresses like Chicago.

The late 1950s upsurge in
black activism against segrega-
tion in the Deep South gave the
party a major headache, thanks
to the continued strength of the
Dixiecrats - the party’s racist
southern right.

Democrat President Kennedy
conceded a weak Civil Rights
Actin 1963. Yet Texas Democrat
governor John Connally could
still warn Kennedy’s successor,
Lyndon B. Johnson, at the
Democratic convention the fol-
lowing year: “If you seat those
black buggers, the whole South
will walk out.” LBJ had most of
the Mississippi delegation
physically removed.

Rhetoric

Nevertheless, the 1967 riots
saw the rise of a cadre of profes-
sional black bourgeois politi-
cians who exploited black
power rhetoric to win local of-
fice. The number of black
elected officials rose from 103 in
1964 to 6,424 in 1986.

The Democrats decided to
ride the tide and take moderate
black demands on board. In so
doing, they served both the in-
terests of the ruling class in de-
mobilising black struggle, and
the interests of a newly emer-
gent black petty bourgeoisie.
But for the black working class,
conditions continue to deterior-
ate.

History exposes the Demo-
crats’ pretensions to radicalism
as hollow. It will not take long
for Clinton’sactions to provehis
administration is a worthy heir
to his party’s rotten, racist and
reactionary traditions.

The Revolutionary
Quality of

Malcolm X
By Steve Bloom
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