
“Bureaucracy is a 
giant mechanism 

operated by 
pygmies"

Honore de Balzac

Major’s wishful thinking:
‘CAPITALISM WITH A CONSCIENCE’!

It’s now more than 21 years ago that 
the then Tory PM Edward Heath 
reprimanded business - City crooks 

with Cayman Island tax-free

ill-gotten gains - describing their 
speculations (all tax-free but also 
quite legal) as “the unpleasant and 
unacceptable face of capitalism”.

The other night the post-Margaret 
Thatcher PM John Major, addressing 
the assembled City dignitaries and 
their ladies at the Guildhall on the
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occasion of the Lord Mayor’s banquet, 
called for “capitalism with a 
conscience*.

Capitalism - by definition - can 
never be ‘acceptable’ to the

The idea that privatisation is the 
solution to all the problems of the 
social services is just nonsense. But 

having failed with its recalcitrant MPs 
over the Post Office privatisation the 
government is determined to go 
through with the privatisation of the 
railways, which from a practical (as 
opposed to a purely dogmatic) point 
of view is as crazy as was the 
privatisation of the Post Office. All 
people who know anything about the 
operation of railways have denounced 
what is in fact a proposed complete 
breakdown of the railway network not 
in the interest of efficiency but of a 
dogma reminiscent of the religious 
fundamental! sts.

qphe latest move to reduce the 
X railway system to one of chaos is 
the announcement that the
privatisation of RAIL LINK will go
through in the next two years. In the
original plan this was not going to 
happen for a number of years. 
Obviously all the train franchises
needed to be allo ted before. And at
one stage Railtrack, that is the whole 
rail network, stations and adjoining 
property, were to remain in public 
ownership certainly until the 
franchises had been allocated.

Now for purely political reasons the 
government wants to sell off Rail Link 
- on the one hand as a kind of
reaction to the Post Office
privatisation fiasco, but above all 
because Railtrack could be a billion

und asset which would allow the
Chancellor to offer the voting idiots a
tax reduction next time. This is what
they are saying. As non-voters we 
only make an appeal to intelligent 
people who want to be left alone to 
run their own lives with their
neighbours and friends in the interest
of all, that the already unsatisfactory 
public services will be automatically 
reduced or even scrapped if they are 
not profitable.

Must one repeat for the umpteenth 
time that a public service is 
concerned with demand and not 
profit. The entrepreneurs favoured by 
the government are only concerned 
with profit. If it is not profitable then 
scrap it and to hell with the 
passengers that might need it - one 
day. Yes, one day. But that is what 
service is all about! And we repeat: 
capitalism hasn’t a clue as to what 
service means. We do, and it has 
nothing to do with profit!

prosperous West’s people (let alone 
the third world) who are still in an 
overwhelming majority, dependent 
on the whims of an employment for a 
living or on the state for the dole. As 
to a ‘conscience’, capitalism is 
production for profit. When there is 
no profit there are no jobs (high and 
low now). As a top capitalist openly 
declared in a recent ‘Panorama’ 
programme, they were unconcerned 
about frontiers: capitalism is invested 

(continued on page 2)

THE PERCENTAGE RACKET
Most young people this writer 

approaches about a percentage 
reach for their calculators, indicating 

thereby that percentages don’t mean 
very much. For the pre-calculator 
generation, percentages are processed 
in the brain-calculators Just as the 
multiplication tables were on the back 
of one’s exercise books! No question 
of wanting to establish a superiority 
of an old brain that stored the multipli­
cation tables. What one wonders, 
however, is that many more j 
conned by the very fact that modern 
‘education’ includes calculators (as 
opposed to the 12-times tables on the 
back of this writer’s exercise books 
which he learned so easily at the age 
of 6 and which at the age of 106 will 
still be there without effort). Yet 
percentages are now the order of the 
day. The media have assaulted us 
with the 7 5% increase in the salary of 
the Gas Board boss ad nauseam. Why 
pick on him when there are hundreds 
of these super bosses earning a lot 
more? The gas man is almost a 
modest big earner.The percentage 
increase in salaries is a racket in that

Deople are

it hides the benefits that the top 
people get compared with those at the 
bottom of the capitalist pile. The 
percentage racket came into the news

when it was announced that the 
government and Members of 
Parliament were having their salaries 
increased by 4.7% when the govern­
ment was insisting that workers in 
the public services (such as still exist 
after privatisation) should only 
receive an increase of 2.6% - that is
the official inflation rate.
Apart from all the government’s 

Justification for a rise of twice the 
official capitalist inflation rate (whatever 
that means) what for anybody 
earning at the bottom rung, or an old 
age pensioner on £58 a week, 
percentages have real meaning.

Since Mr Major (unlike Tony Blair) 
is accepting his increase in salary as 
from 1st January, which means for 
him that it goes up from £78,292 to 
£82,003, that is £3,211 more, a gross 
increase of £61.75 a week. The sum
which this writer receives, including 
the 2.6% increase in his state pension 
as well as the generous government 
donation towards the fuel tax, 
amounts to £56.17 a week. So this
writer, unless he gets on his knees to 
beg for charity, is expected to live on 
less than Mr Major’s increase in wages!
Let’s abolish the percentage 

racket and talk in pounds, 
shillings and pence!
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surely see that we are living in a moment 
in history when science, technology and 
infrastructure is there offering a world of 
plenty AND, this is the important thing, a 
world of LEISURE to enjoy those 
wonderful things that man’s mind and 
imagination have produced for our 
enjoyment and reflection. That’s what life 
should be all about!

(continued from page 1)
where skilled labour was cheapest. These 
good patriots were patriotic about their 
money, not about the unemployment that 
they created in the country where they 
enjoyed privilege, titles even, and many 
perks!

customers of the Alliance and Leicester Giro 
- building society turned bankers!

‘CAPITALISM WITH A CONSCIENCE’!

But don’t expect them to come to you 
like ‘pennies from heaven’. The 
capitalist system is so entrenched that 

neither the Labour Party nor the trades 
unions as at present constituted will do 
anything. Neither cart they nor will they! 
We must, and the young are beginning to 
realise what government is about with the 
Criminal Justice Act now law. You can be 
sure that as the laws get more severe it is 
a reflection that the government is feeling 
more insecure.

You, the young, the future is yours - 
don’t let the government and their 
henchmen, the police, beat you down. 
You are many, they are few. And the 
future is YOURS! Defend it, because life 
is worth defending. What else have we as 
worthwhile?

Capitalism Equals Monopoly 
w

When will the powers-that-be realise that 
they are on a losing wicket. As old Malatesta 
was pointing out some seventy years ago when 
more and more stringent laws were being 
introduced to try and curb the use of cocaine: 
“as always happens, the scourge grows and 
spreads in spite, and perhaps because of, the 
laws". He was even pointing to the 
psychological attraction for forbidden fruits ’ 
and the fascination of the risks incurred by the 
consumer and of course as a result “the 
greater will be the profits made by the 
speculators avid for money".

Malatesta offered us another solution - that 
the use and sale of cocaine should be free from 
restrictions in open kiosks “where it would be 
sold at cost price or even under cost". But at 
the same time “launch a great propaganda 
campaign to explain to the public, and let them 
see for themselves the evils of cocaine” 
(Malatesta: Life and Ideas, Freedom Press, 
310 pages, £5 post free).

The sooner we anarchists can persuade 
enough people that capitalism has 
always been a system geared to benefit in 

a big way a privileged minority which 
hopes to retain its privilege at the end of 
the twentieth century by involving the 
‘masses’ in the consumerist society, 
thereby satisfying capitalism’s need for 
ever-growing markets for its ‘health’, and 
hopefully the masses will be satisfied with 
their lot.
Unfortunately for the ‘hereditary’ 

capitalists, there are too many 
entrepreneurs who want to join the 
Sunday Times' Top 500 Millionaires’! And 
this hunger is worldwide.
This writer may not live to enjoy seeing 

the capitalist system destroy itself by the 
greed of its main supporters. It will 
happen and all those of us who call 
themselves socialists or anarchists must

the subject of drugs, the Customs and 
UExcise officers in East Anglia are 
claiming a record haul of “ten tonnes of high 
quality cannabis resin with a street value of 
£35 million” which was found in a container 
that arrived recently in Felixstowe. And in the 
same port a month before cocaine “with a 
street value of £50 million” was discovered.

For months now British Aerospace and
GEC have been battling it out to take over 

VSEL, the Trident submarine builder. For 
them the importance is only too obvious: GEC 
would, according to the reports (we know 
nothing about this business) if successful 
“have an unassailable position in submarine 
and surface vessels”. Meanwhile GEC, which 
has plenty of cash in the bank, has secured a 
50% stake in the Ferranti-Thomson sonar 
system as a result of which it “immediately 
announced plans to establish a new 
international sonar grouping with the French 
company Thomson”.

An interesting sidelight in this legal 
racketeering is that Thomson should have had 
“first rights to buy the stake” but this was 
opposed by the Ministry of Defence on 
national security grounds. But it was okay for 
GEC to snap up the stake and then join forces 
with the French company Thomson!

It’s not only the government who are getting 
a bad press. What about the police? Two 
young women have just been awarded 

£20,000 damages from the Metropolitan 
Police in an ‘out of court' settlement for an 
assault two years ago when they were both 15 
years old.
“The police with a search warrant raided a pub 
looking for drugs and searched a total of 88 people 
in the pub’s toilets and conservatory.

The two young women were take to the ladies’ 
toilet where they were strip-searched in front of five 
other people. They claim that they were picked at 
random and that the search was arbitrary. No drugs 
were found.” (Guardian)

They sued the Commissioner of the 
Metropolitan Police, Sir Paul Condon, “for 
false imprisonment, assault and unlawful 
inducement to remove their clothes”.

One of the young women, 17 year old Helen 
Yaffe, said:
‘“Incidents like this happen every day’, said Ms 
Yaffe. If more people stood up for their rights such 
incidents would be less frequent, she added. ‘We 
wanted to make the point that action can be taken’. 

Ms Ray-Jones said: ‘We have made a stand 
against the humiliation and mistreatment imposed 
on us’.

‘We felt scared and helpless, as we did not believe 
that police action could really be questioned’.”

One can safely assume that they had the moral 
and financial support of their parents. One 
wonders what happened to the 86 other 
youngsters, presumably, who were given the 
same treatment?

But surely the best example of the myth of 
competition is provided by an article in 
the Observer (27th November) dealing with 

“MoD millions paid to phantom bidders”. The 

article is too detailed to be summarised. We 
content ourselves with the opening paragraph: 
“Millions of pounds of taxpayers money is being 
wasted on paying companies to mount tenders for 
orders from the Ministry of Defence - apparently 
in an attempt to create an illusion of competition in 
Britain’s drastically reduced defence industry." 
(our italics)

This certainly did not come as a surprise to this

The ‘Panorama’ television programme on 
the safety of the Channel ferries 
confirmed, in our opinion, Freedom's 

argument that it is in the design of these ships 
and not in failures of nuts and bolts or that the 
sea was too rough. The new Minister of 
Transport Brian Mawhinney (he was an expert 
in another ministry a few months ago) was all 
smiles and reassurances that the ferries were 
safe and his views were confirmed by a 
quango ex-Admiral representing the ferries 
industry (there are more than 150 operating on 
our coasts). But one researcher showing a 
model to ‘Panorama’ was doing his best to 
convey, without saying it in so many words, 
that these boats are unstable. The naval 
architects have proposed the bulwarks which 
would prevent any high seas or accidents from 
sloshing into the whole car deck and not 
getting away before the whole stability of the 
ship is threatened. But this confirms this 
writer’s view about the unstable construction 

■ of these ships when it is also proposed that 
they should have attached at sea level on both 
sides of the ship pontoon-type additions. We 
apologise for not having noted the official 
description, but we have not missed the 
obvious intention, as it was also explained that 
they would permit the ship to list without 
rolling right over. The ferry owners are 
resisting this proposal since it would cost 
anything from £2 million to £5 million 
depending on whose estimate is accepted. But 
surely what these bolsters are doing is making 
the ship wider at sea level because at present 
these ships are top-heavy. As we write, the 
cruise finer Achille Lauro is on fire off the 
African coast. All the passengers have been 
taken on lifeboats and rafts and the crew was 
on board fighting the fire in spite of the boat 
having a twenty degree list. A car ferry in such 
a situation would have turned turtle in five 
minutes with its human victims. Obviously 
one way of putting out the fire, but at what a 
cost! For goodness sake, when will we the 
potential victims say enough is enough and 
put these bastards out of business?

We are always being told that capitalism 
means competition, the free market, 
freedom from bureaucracy and all the ills 

affecting state owned public services. The 
main argument is that the latter are 
monopolies and as a result become ossified 
and inefficient, etc. In order to attack the 
former, anarchists don’t have to defend the 
latter (see Neither Nationalisation nor 
Privatisation: an anarchist approach, 
Freedom Press, 81 pages, £1.95 post free). In 
fact anarchists are always pointing out that 
capitalism is only competitive in order to 
eliminate or absorb any competition and 
eventually to be the monopolists. Why indeed 
do governments have an ‘Office of Fair 
Trading’ to which proposed mergers and 
take-overs are sometimes referred, and very 
rarely turned down, since the real power lies 
elsewhere.

As we write there are copy-book examples 
of the monopolistic aims of capitalism. The 
most impressive is surely that of the Halifax 
Building Society (the number one with assets 
of £67 billion) about to swallow up the Leeds 
Building Society with a modest £19 billion. 
Their intentions are hardly honourable. What 
we are witnessing apparently are the opening 
manoeuvres in a war by the building societies 
against the banks. The banks some few years 
ago extended their activities into the mortgage 
market when they could see it was profitable 
to do so. And the building societies who 
thought that that was their monopoly 
retaliated by doing a bit of banking on the side, 
such as issuing credit cards and personal 
loans. Freedom readers who joined the 
Girobank years ago when it was ‘the people’s 
bank’ and part of the Post Office, are now

writer who more than fifty years ago was 
employed for a time by a much-respected firm 
of steel structural designers and soon learned 
that work on which a number of draughtsmen, 
quantity surveyors, accountants, etc., were 
engaged for weeks was in the end to produce 
drawings and estimates in every detail 
knowing in advance who would get the steel 
contract. Why? Because they belonged to a 
ring and between the: 
contracts while creating the impression for the 
clients that by inviting tenders they would get 
the best buy. Poor suckers! Now it’s the 
Ministry that pays firms to do this to 
hoodwink who? After all, now they are all in 
the racket: the clients as well as the suppliers. 
Who denies that we are living in a capitalist 
lunatic asylum. Don’t blame Major or put your 
faith in Blair or God. It’s the system that is 
rotten and incurable. When will enough of its 
victims realise that we must have alternatives 
which are not attempts to revise this 
putrefying corpse: capitalism!




