
“Politics is the 
diversion of trivial 

men who, when they 
succeed at it, become 
important in the eyes 
of more trivial men.” 
George Jean Nathan

REFLECTIONS ON A TOPIC OF THE DAY

LOCO-MEN TAKEN FOR A RIDE?

• I

As we write (25th July) the 24-hour 
strike of loco drivers of the ASLEF 
union due to take place on 27th July 

has been called off, in order to allow 
the union to ballot its members once 
again to see whether the ‘new deal* 
meets with their approval. We hope 
the members who take the trouble to 
express their views will defeat the new 
proposals with the contempt they 
deserve.

British Rail top management, as 
mouthpiece of the government (after 
all, the new boss appointed Just 
recently to oversee the fragmentation 
of the rail network and to resist any 
huge wage demands exceeding the 
3% limit imposed on all workers in the 
public sector) has made it abundantly 
clear that there can be no discussion 
about that magic 3%.

There’s no doubt about it the state 
(that is, the government - which 
always reminds us that it has no 
means of its own other than what it 
collects from us in direct and indirect 
taxes - in clobbering workers in the 
public sector wanting more money 
always appeals to the middle class 
white-collar salary slaves who are led 
to believe they are the only section of 
the community paying taxes and that 
they are acting in the best interests of 
the community as a whole. In fact 
every budget since 1979, when 
Thatcher launched her programme 
for a ‘property-owning democracy*, 
has openly benefited the middle doss 
employees and the rich

II

II entlon that for us as

But to return to the loco men’s 
struggle with the British Rail 
bosses. We should perhaps in the first 

place
anarchists ASLEF is a minority elitist 
union (at one time the ‘F referred to 
the firemen on the steam trains, and
they have disappeared) which quite 
rightly realised that it could paralyse 
the rail network in spite of the fact 
that the old National Union of
Railwaymen (the NUR) was an
industrial union seeking to represent 
all who contributed their bit as
workers in making the rail system 
work day in and day out. The present 
RMT (which now includes the NUR 
and the marine workers) has loco 
men among its members and since 
the other ballot, of RMT members, 
was against striking all the rail

infrastructure was operating on the 
ASLEF strike days but only some 800 
trains operated out of the normal 
16,000 and the taxpayers 
contributed some £10 million each
time to satisfy the government’s (and 
their management lickspittles) 
dogmatic insistence on the 3% 
ceiling!

Now, why was 27th July stoppage 
(and another £10 million for you

and
ballot?

The answer is not all that clear. 
Union bosses and rail bosses are

politicians and naturally both have 
declared that the new proposal is a 
victory! The ASLEF boss says that by 
agreeing not only to the 3% increase 
but also to reducing the standard 
working week from 39 to 37 hours 
without a reduction in the 
pay-packet, this virtually represents 
a 5% increase. One important item he 
conveniently overlooks is that this 
‘bonanza* will not be implemented 
this week or the week after but by May 
19971 And the second item which, 
thanks to the television news, it was 
possible for this writer to see and hear 

(continued on page 2)

THE POLITICAL PARTY RAC
BLAIR LEAVES NO 

MISUNDERSTANDINGS
II

II

■lit welcome the fact that Tony 
W Blair has made it abundantly 
clear that if anybody thought the 
Labour Party stood for the basic 
rights of the working man/woman in 
a capitalist society, or tn extremis for 
socialism, their illusions have been 
shattered with a vengeance both by 
his acceptance to lecture in Australia 
at a Murdoch Conference but, in our 
opinion much more significantly, his 
‘hard-hitting* speech recently to the 
annual Conference of the Transport 
and General Workers Union (TGWU).

II

II
Some background information is 

relevant The TGWU is one of the 
most powerful unions (in numbers 

and contributions to the Labour 
Party’s coffers). Recently the general 
secretariat came up for election and 
Bill Morris was faced by an official 
who is the husband of Harriet 
Harman, Tony Blair’s Shadow 
Employment Secretary! Anyway, 
Morris won.

Tribune, the independent Labour 
weekly linked long ago to Aneurin 
Bevan and Michael Foot is the only 
so-called Labour Journal that we see 
(we gather that Labour Party 
members get some sort of a news 
bulletin). But as far as we can 
ascertain, there is no other national 
mouthpiece for the party. Yet the 
TYibune - the last time we saw 
circulation figures they were a

II

miserable 7,000 - is more than Just 
critical of the Blair blah. Has this 
anything to do with the fact that the 
TYfbune offices are in the TGWU 
offices and/or that the TGWU some 
months ago injected another £20,000 
into the Tribune's funds? Perish the 
thoughtIThe fact remains that at the 
TGWU Congress Blair told them Tn 
the most hard-hitting speech to a 
union conference since he became 
Labour leader that it could no longer 
‘have an arm-lock* on Labour** 
(Independent 11 th July). According 
to the Labour editor of that daily 
“Surprisingly’’ he was “listened to 
appreciatively by the 700 delegates” 
and given a “standing ovation for a 
speech which none of his 
predecessors would have dared 
deliver*.
This writer witnessed the 

performance on television news and 
all that one can say is that it is time 
that all the genuine socialists who 
still thought that the Labour Party 
could be brought round to 
uncompromising socialist demands 
should forthwith resign and Join the 
anarchists in the wilderness! It’s not 
Just the Conservative Party which is 
breaking up. Obviously worldwide 
governments are corrupt Why not 

e that power corrupts
everybody - anarchists included, as 
when they went into the power 
business in Spain in 1936?
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SYMBOLS OF THE CAPITALIST CRISIS and no government is either able or willing to 

interfere. If it wanted to it could quite easily.
anarchists were among the first victims. But 
for those of our readers who share the

MERGERS AND TAKEOVERS
We never hesitate to point out that in the 

capitalist world takeovers and mergers 
are a sign of crisis in capitalism. After all, if 

capitalism is the symbol of the free market and 
competition, then every time a capitalist giant 
- like Wellcome recently - is swallowed up 
by a rival - Glaxo - this is bad news for 
capitalism (quite apart from the hundreds of 
thousands of jobs that are dumped on the 
labour scrap-heap) which nevertheless goes 
on declaring that capitalist prosperity depends 
on competition and the free market.

Anarchists, alone, have been pointing out 
and demonstrating with glaring examples that 
capitalism is essentially monopolistic and in 
our time with the multinationals and 
transnationals there is no such thing as theyree 
market. And surely we don’t have to labour 
the point. It is even being recognised by the 
economists who obviously inspire the 
editorials of the ‘serious’ press. There was the 
Guardian editorial (25th July) with ‘COSTING 
MERGER MANIA’ followed by a subhead: 
“something for everyone - except the 
economy”. They point out that “nearly all of

the academic evidence suggests that very few 
mergers do any good for the long-term 
efficiency of the company - as opposed to the 
short-term financial benefits of shareholders” 
and go on getting more surprised that all these 
rackets (the Guardian would not dare to use 
such a term!) lead nowhere, if one is talking 
about the real prosperity of the community. 
But mergers and takeovers are not concerned 
with such ‘bolshie’ ideas! In the big business 
world any buyer is welcome if he produces the 
cash which you as a shareholder thought was 
worth more than you expected it would fetch. 
You don’t have to forget about the job losses 
that mergers inevitably create - probably you 
have never thought about the jobs anyway: 
only about the dividends!

From the anarchist point of view one 
capitalist is just as much our enemy as 
another. However our liberal confreres on the 

Guardian are concerned with the role of 
international finance showing increased 
interest in our affairs. We don’t know why 
because capital is now international anyway,

The Russians did it for more than seventy 
years quite effectively simply by making their 
currency non-convertible in the world money 
markets. Thus they were able to control 
inflation internally and determine the 
exchange value of the rouble internationally.

These are facts which in stating them we 
hope no one will accuse us of supporting the 
Leninist-Stalinist dictatorships of which the

The reports of two surveys appeared last
week. One tackled the link between 

alcohol use and criminal activity while the 
other, ‘Drug Futures’, assessed the percentage 
of young people in a northern city who had 
tried illicit drugs of some sort. Because of its 
illegal connotations, it was the findings of the 
drug abuse report which hit the headlines, 
news features and discussion programmes.

The human need to alter states of 
consciousness has persisted through history 
and although the choice of drug has varied 
over the centuries and from culture to culture, 
no amount of legislation, education or

capitalists’ assessment of the Soviet system, it 
would help to admit that their economic 
system was certainly more just than what most 
Russians are now experiencing under the free 
market. Of course it was an authoritarian 
system, but is it so different'now? And are 
more or fewer people living under difficult 
conditions now than then?

draconian methods of punishment are likely to 
eradicate it. Government campaigns warning 
of the consequences of drug abuse are largely 
ineffectual precisely because they rarely tell 
the truth. Many readers will remember the 
anti-drug posters in the early ’80s which 
showed anaemic, apathetic, emaciated 
teenagers almost at death’s door because of 
heroin abuse. Young people then and now are 
much more aware of the realities of everyday 
drug use. Drugs make you feel good, they 
needn’t lead to ‘hard’ drug use, they can be 
used at weekends only and many are cheaper 
than alcohol in terms of long-lasting effect.

Some people will become dependent on

LOCO MEN TAKEN FOR A RIDE?
(continued from page 1)
the British Rail spokesman actually say 
that ‘obviously’ the reduction of two hours 
in the working week for the loco drivers 
would be compensated by greater 
‘productivity’!

IIYet two seriously (by media standards 
nowadays) papers have interpreted 
the hiatus in quite different ways. The 

Independent (25th July) in a short single 
column sums up the situation as we think 
it is:
‘Management has agreed that the working 
week should be reduced from 39 to 37 hours
by May 1997 provided the union can reach 
agreement with 22 train operating companies, 
some of which will then be in the private sector. 
The reduction in working time will be part of 
productivity deals and Paul Watkinson, BR
personnel director, pointed out that the union
would have to make concessions.

Compared with the signal workers’ dispute 
last year, train drivers’ leaders have secured far 
less and the union is by no means assured of 
a decisive endorsement of the proposal."
On the other hand The Guardian's two
reporters described the offer not as
“effectively challenging the govern II ent’s
public sector pay ceiling" but suggesting 
that:
“the deal is likely to Increase driver numbers 
and boost earnings by 5% over the next two 
years."

This issue of Freedom will not appear 
until after the ballot We hope the loco 
drivers who vote will have turned down 

the bosses’ offer. Again according to The 
Independent Lew Adams, general 
secretary of ASLEF, said that “the union 
would not be recommending the offer” 
even though “the reduction in working

time was worth between 5 and 6% on
pay". Whereas on the same day The 
Guardian’s correspondents quote Lew

s as saying that the 37 hour week
was “an achievement" and that “executive
members described it as a breakthrough”!
They also quote Mr Adams as saying that 
the union would be aiming for a ‘clear 
salary* of £21,500 in the restructuring 
negotiations with the train operators, 
adding “if the board had made this offer 
three weeks ago, we would not have been 
in this dispute”. But as far as we can 
penetrate the fog, the train operators have 
not offered the drivers £21,500 p.a.
And to quote the other side, BR’s 

personnel spokesman Paul Watkinson 
said that 3% was inviolable, he had given
a ‘commitment’ on hours. Note: not
‘concession’. And can you imagine the 
grimace on his face when he added:
“They IASLEF] seem to think they have got 
something out of the negotiations, which is 
wonderful. As far as I am concerned, I am very 
satisfied with the package."
The Guardian reporters admit that the:
“impact of the two-hour cut in hours is difficult 
to estimate because of the complications over 
rostering and overtime, but it could create 
several hundred jobs."
Perhaps! Obviously we are in favour of 
reducing the hours of work and 
concentrating on producing all the basic 
needs for a civilised existence for
everybody, not just the well endowed.

But this is not the government’s policy. 
Their only concern is to make savings at 
the expense of the poor for the benefit of 
the well-off and the rich. It’s not just the 
anarchists saying this. It is being 
recognised daily, everywhere in the 
‘prosperous’ western world. All the

well-meaning economists, politicians, 
philosophers, academics, sociologists - 
you name them - are more and more 
pointing out that there is not much justice 
and even less equality (not only between 
the sexes) in a world with all the 
technology to provide well-being (that is 
the real basic needs - forget about the 
“wants’ the advertising industry seeks to 
hook you on). But it is only the anarchists 
who draw the conclusions from all these 
well-meaning experts (of both sexes): 
namely that by definition capitalism 
cannot but produce the economic chaos 
that is destroying society. In case we 
should be told that it’s only the third 
world that is tearing itself apart, we would 
not only refer our critics to colonial history 
in which the leading members of the EU 
were dominant but also not to forget the 
bloodbath over the centuries among those 
now ‘civilised’ EU members!

We have wandered a long way from the 
loco men, we know, but the problems 
of the loco men are not just a question of 

money or even hours. The fundamental 
question of human society today, more 
than ever before, is one of material
inequality and injustice. There is no 
longer any excuse on the grounds of 
shortages of qualified specialists - 
teachers, doctors, scientists - too many of 
the latter! - or expertise to ensure that all
II ankind at the end of the twentieth
centuiy could and should enjoy the basic 
necessities of life. The obstacle to such a
situation is the basic one of our society 
and is that profit - money profit, power - 
is the determining factor for whatever is 
considered worthwhile.

It’s not just the anarchists saying this. 
But they are the only section of the 
thinking community who declare without 
hesitation that mankind’s enemy is 
CAPITALISM!

drugs, just as some will become alcoholics or 
habitual smokers. The report on alcohol and 
crime underlines the links between alcohol 
use and violence, stating that in 70% of 
murders the killer and/or victim had been 
drinking. A high proportion of reformed drug 
addicts look to legal and easily available 
alcohol as a substitute, only to find it more 
detrimental to health than their chosen drug 
had been.

Despite ±e alarming headlines, the drugs 
most used by young people are cannabis and 
ecstasy. They take one to ‘mellow out’ and the 
other to help them party all night. Neither 
results in violent behaviour - on the contrary, 
users say the effects are happiness and love for 
humanity. Simulated love perhaps, but many 
say thatlife should always be like this, with or 
without drugs.

Drugs, like alcohol, cut across class 
boundaries - except of course when it comes 
to treatment time. When brought to law or 
when in need of rehabilitation, the children of 
better-off parents will have access to superior 
help and more leniency in the courts.

A debate on cannabis was triggered last 
week by Labour MP Paul Flynn who urged the 
government to allow cannabis to be prescribed 
therapeutically to ease the effects of 
chemotherapy and the symptoms of those with 
AIDS, glaucoma and multiple sclerosis. There 
is much anecdotal evidence among those with 
these illnesses that cannabis gives 
considerable relief. A form of cannabis was 
prescribed, dissolved in alcohol, as a 
painkiller as recendy as 1971. It was then 
banned after becoming associated with drug 
abuse.

If new medical trials were undertaken and 
proved positive, at least parents may then be 
assured that there is no sinister danger in store 
for their pot-smoking children.




